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BQ 2-(1)-1 () FEEREE  [ER]
BEES A DAEIRE ?

@ &
o BERIFODEZ K FEBERTH DN, GEEMHOERBLENRGEZETEHIL
H&h), FEERICEBMUVLWDESBEZECULED - Bl Z# 52555, 2
HRERRN ZERIET D E S SICHRAMZMHS.

f#aR

BRSO 60~80% IFMAEMETH 2 V. JERE L TRAFMHOKRHL AR LR L2 2T
LT ENDDH. T, BRI OEHROBWM L WIERIEETH 5. Ffhiiid 15~30 77 L
T, FEAERFICIZH 60% 2BV THDOEHE P SR IZ2 T CORHEGRAH 1, EL - Wb LiE
LidkE) 2 HEEZIRIES 2 L RBEHE) L9104 5. ERIERKEHTEZ 2 2 L0%
, BIRAETHEREINDLZ VLV E ENTWAS. KO BHETHEFEED?S 1ELDNIC
FEVER MR BT % = TR 30%DEETIERZ L RIOATH S Y Tz, HEROIIRIE
NETTHIEDNDHY, TOBICIEELR EORPER AL LTOEREET 2.

2013 AEIATD N7 HARNGE A2 & 2 & FEIBAERA CIE, 13 & 2 IR AHE (439 1)
DMFEIERIC DT, JEH - Bk (57.1%), JE# (95%), Bl - WEH: (75%), #H
(33%), JERZL (34.9%) Lt s T3 ®

3CRR

1) Gibney EJ. Asymptomatic gallstones. Br J Surg 1990; 77: 368-372 (37~ — I)

2) Portincasa P, Moschetta A, Petruzzelli M, et al. Gallstone disease: Symptoms and diagnosis of gallbladder
stones. Best Pract Res Clin Gastroenterol 2006; 20: 1017-1029 (237K— )

3) Tomida S, Abei M, Yamaguchi T, et al. Long-term ursodeoxycholic acid therapy is associated with
reduced risk of biliary pain and acute cholecystitis in patients with gallbladder stones: a cohort analysis.
Hepatology 1999; 30: 6-13 (27— I)

4) Thistle JL, Cleary PA, Lachin JM, et al. The natural history of cholelithiasis: the National Cooperative Gall-
stone Study. Ann Intern Med 1984; 101: 171-175 (37K — k)

5) Tazuma S, Kanno K, Kubota K, et al. Report on the 2013 national cholelithiasis survey in Japan. ] Hepato-
biliary Pancreat Sci 2015; 22: 392-395 (237~ — K)
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(1) BEEHET

BQ 2-(1)-2 () BEEREE  [18E)
BBEECQDERRITIEDKLSISESH I D ?
B %

O EEFAZR DI ZE T DEHIICH L, MAEEE, EEEUS Z175. AR
B - ZREER|, ABER - EEfSA, Mirizzi fEI=EE - mﬁBEEbE%E@
HEZZRSAERFITIEIEEE CT, MRI/MRCP, EUS ZjE{T

RS

MRS OFEIEZME 70 —F ¥ — MRS L 9IS, T IV THRITTRE 2R ERN, &1k
B, MR A, MEEUS 2 MifT 3 4. MHEERNIN AR - 80 5 W R 2 E BT CT,
MRI/MRCP, EUSIZ& - T# MT% JHEERS A DML SNTERITH - TH, LEREFITIE
WA, RIS D701 S OB EIT .

JFENEE R R BB T iWA#EVRMMmr@# G IRA OWAEZ 5D V. KRESUR A
B FERICIE AR 2 Bt TR ZMED T (. Wi CREPLE 2 01 5 SR T it
NRFERE D POV THEET 5.

ERZW O L LCiX, JEEUS i El—Th ), HFAESW L TRETH 5. JHYE
WA RBIRR A &R — 7, T, THIE L OEIAE: L WSk EF] ik CT G5 CT 12 F
L), MRI/MRCP, EUS % & # {73 5. CT COMHAOHHBIE ANV 7 A EGRBICEA SR
ML ATO— (DI LERE08%LT) ZBNEAIEMINENS 2 /2, US TRt LIZ
VB EF RS CT O EHTH S L #E SN TS5, #ERHlO 7 LIV F—=L MRCP
DB LI X DTN L Tw 5 Y X EEREA R L A7 e —uiEA) Tl CT I3E
MTHHOT, IHPOEBRES ) T4 TOMEPLEEL 5. MRI OFBWBEEICE LT, KI»

S EVEIHFES D 45 B2 MRCP % JifT L, 18% ISR 1 2 s - E M ST v b 2
US CIHEER A 2 RO % 22> 72 45 P BEUS #JitifT L, R 98%, JFFRFEE 6% CTiEMic&zL
WO REDNH D, EUS OBMRLEmWEEZONL S JHES - JHER A, Mirizzi SEBERE - &
TEBIEAT, B OPE 2 585 BTl 2 29 2 ER T b FRICEE CT, MRI/MRCP, EUS % jii
1735,

Mg B OPAED T E S NI A TIE, ZORBROEBETHCrPbLEOT, HEICX ) E
SERNBRER AT, ARERIBERS f, SRR 5. SIERGNIME 4 & THRIRICHE RS
N, INFE TS HISERT 2 & BbNDRERD L VIERITH 5. HBER A OGEIR, S
JHEE 5 DFBWHIIMWINFER SN TV DO TER S /-,

TR

1) Peng WK, Sheikh Z, Pterson-Brown S, et al. Role of liver function tests in predicting common bile duct
stones in acute calculous cholecystisis. Br ] Surg 2005; 92: 1241-1247 (37K — k)

2) Barakos JA, Ralls PW, Lapin SA, et al. Cholelithiasis: evaluation with CT. Radiology 1987; 162: 415-418 (3
R—F)

3) Neitlich T, Neitlich J. The imaging evaluation of cholelithiasis in the obese patient-ultrasound vs CT chole-
cystography: our experience with the bariatric surgery population. Obes Surg 2009; 19: 207-210 (37K — k)
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4) O % OREEE, PPEOf 3. SPEMESRIINY 5 MRCP OEFR. O AL S MRS 2000;
97:1472-1479 (27K — 1)

5) Dahan P, Andant C, Levy P, et al. Prospective evaluation of endoscopic ultrasonography and microscopic
examination of duodenal bile in the diagnosis of cholecystolithiasis in 45 patients with normal convention-
al ultrasonography. Gut 1996; 38: 277-281 (27K — I)
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(1) BEEHET

BQ2-(1)-3 () BEEREE  [18E)
SEBTERDEMIIED LS ICEDHDI M ?

@ &
o SAREEN ZRE SIESIF, B RS Murphy’s sign 7 & 0D EPR DERFRE
IR, HEAPMRREICLDIESZNIENR, BEIGO, BEEKX, BREEE,
EEFEEZHRITEREDERFRN ST 5. EEEHIE IREHGEEE LF
PRRAEFR R 7Z5HE 9 5.

PRER

BN %% - IHFERZBIA A KT 4 V1 Tokyo Guidelines (TG) & b IEh, B 2013 4t
(TG13) Z AT L7z 2018 4ERR (TG18) AW LN THE Y, AMEIRELOZMNIE TG18/TG13 TH
TEINTOVLAMHREZMELE (R 1) ITESVTEDS "

NAZNH A YD) BRBIBHEEDODLOTHY, ELORT O EEEHEICAHATH
5. Hx WA 70 BRR BB ISR T d 0 A & DR = G bE b & T2~93% THRO 5 2
MR TIE Y ORJEN A (HIMEKE, CRP) 2SZBWNC3EEZETH Y, I - JHEREERO LA
(SR HE A R Mirizzi SEBERE - GUREIEA OGO EED ° W2 W CIIEE US 23R ER
T ) WEWEWZREEE A LT 5 2 &2 SMESHED L THE—RIRTH S *°. i US
2B B SRS US ISR R, HEEREEIE, JHENOKL, 77 ) T 32—, sono-
graphic Murphy’s sign, 77 2%, NBZEJAPHOWAR, JHFERE sonolucent layer 7% &A33% % ¢,
#1Z sonographic Murphy’s sign (& 70— 712 & 2 HBEEEIZ X 29%90) DEREIZRRH S
bODOIFREIZENTE ) BWICEZTH A ", CT X MRI/MRCP % EI3MEHEE US CTHEEZ M
DSR2 5 R LRSS 2 E O G OHE, NHER AR Mirizzi R - ARG O &P OZ I

&1 TG18/TG13 RMBERDMEAE

A. BFrORREE

(1) Murphy's sign *', (2) A LEBOEREMA - BFE - £
B. £E5DRAER

(1) %%, (2) CRPED LR, (3) BMIKMD LF
C. 2MBENORHNEBRIREME"®

5tz - A DLYITNH+ B ODLVFNDH7ZERH D BD
2 ADLTNH+ B DLTNH+ C DWVTNH7ZERHDHHD

E) 212U, SR PEDORMELE, BHBEEXD RN TEDEDLETD.

e M;\rpghyls sign | WIEDHDHEBEREDF CHATDE, BHZFA CREITT
ZIFLVREE.

2 2MBEXDERITR

- BERBRE (US)  BEEKX (R#ZE> 8cm, EH#E> 4cm), BEERE (>
4mm), BxIERBEERSA, U I J—, sonographic Murphy's sign (8K 70O0—J(C
FBBEEBICKDESR), IBEEAEZLRITE, BBEEE sonolucent layer (hypoechoic
layer), MELZBEEZEIDEII—F, RISV IFI.

- CT ! BEEELE, BBEAFZSLATE, BEEA, BEFFEREHEAORIKSIRIE.
- MRI : IBEEfE A, pericholecystic high signal, FEEfEKR, BEEILES.

(R2UBER - BERNZETA RS54 VEFIHREER (fR). SMESK - BRKREZESH
4 RS54 2018, EZHNELH, p.86, 2018 " KDFFERES CEHH)

ol
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WCHEHATHS 20 T/, CTIITELZ2TERTAFI v 7 CT 2MifTd 52 LRSS, JH
TROFINRY e EDBW OB E LD, T2, HETHHEROZMICLEHTH 5.

TG18/TGI3 IZFEH S T 2 SN FE 52 Wi A HE O FIME 2 Miid L 70581 2 DICR 6T
BY WS ZOIEZHEIZM.0%E 604%EAEDH 5. HRTTONIME T 451 Blo 2 kR
PR RBWIEHE CHGE L7245 3, JREE - JREEE MBI B VT 91.2% - 96.9% & &\ s
PR OLNTVAS W T, RBWEEL D LICHARL GF TEFMEZ T 728 H1d descrip-
tivestudy & L THE SN TS 9 LaL, BEHMNHERD 16%, FEEHHMENHEERD 28% T
Bl FMERBSE MO )7 2 BD R E W) FEDDH ) 17, TGI8/TG13 Wi HkiE Tld &8 DO RIE
T2 20 5 WAL DBV 5 20w E v ) [IHEEAEH SN TS 720 Y HEELS
BEONLELHNIME ) R LB 2IT) LV EETH 5.

3CRR

D BYEIE S - INERBHRA A KT 14 Y EETHIRE R & (). SPEIE S - INERZHRA A FF 1 > 2018,
PRAE BT R, HO5E, 2018 (B K54 V)
2)  Yokoe M, Takada T, Strasberg SM, et al. TG13 diagnostic criteria and severity grading of acute cholecysti-
tis (with videos). ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2013; 20: 35-46 (B4 K54 »)
3) Hammarstrom L, Ranstam J. Factors predictive of bile duct stones in patients with acute calculous chole-
cystitis. Dig Surg 1998; 15: 323-327 (37K — )
4) Yarmish GM, Smith MP, Rosen MP, et al. ACR appropriateness criteria right upper quadrant pain. ] Am
Coll Radiol 2014; 11: 316-322 (4 K54 )
5) Pinto A, Reginelli A, Cagini L, et al. Accuracy of ultrasonography in the diagnosis of acute calculous
cholecystitis: review of the literature. Crit Ultrasound J 2013; 5 (Suppl 1): S11 (X %)
6) Ralls PW, Colletti PM, Lapin SA, et al. Real-time sonography in suspected acute cholecystitis. Prospective
evaluation of primary and secondary signs. Radiology 1985; 155: 767-771 (5 — X 1) — X)
7) Martinez A, Bona X, Velasco M, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of ultrasound in acute cholecystitis. Gastrointest
Radiol 1986; 11: 334-338 (4 —2 2> hDO—)L)
8) Cohan RH, Mahony BS, Bowie JD, et al. Striated intramural gallbladder lucencies on US studies: predic-
tors of acute cholecystitis. Radiology 1987; 164: 31-35 (7 —2 3 hO—JL)
9) Ralls PW, Halls J, Lapin SA, et al. Prospective evaluation of the sonographic Murphy sign in suspected
acute cholecystitis. J Clin Ultrasound 1982; 10: 113-115 (4 —2X 3> b O—)JL)
10) Bree RL. Further observations on the usefulness of the sonographic Murphy sign in the evaluation of sus-
pected acute cholecystitis. ] Clin Ultrasound 1995; 23: 169-172 (4 —2 3> O—)JL)
11) Harvey RT, Miller WT Jr. Acute biliary disease: initial CT and follow-up US versus initial US and follow-
up CT. Radiology 1999; 213: 831-836 (5 —2 3~ hO—JL)
12) Mirvis SE, Vainright JR, Nelson AW, et al. The diagnosis of acute acalculous cholecystitis: a comparison of
sonography, scintigraphy, and CT. Am ] Roentgenol 1986; 147: 1171-1175 (4 —2 23> O —JL)
13) Yokoe M, Takada T, Strasberg SM, et al. New diagnostic criteria and severity assessment of acute chole-
cystitis in revised Tokyo Guidelines. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2012; 19: 578-585 (4 K5 4 )
14) Naidu K, Beenen E, Gananadha S, et al. The Yield of Fever, Inflammatory Markers and Ultrasound in the
Diagnosis of Acute Cholecystitis: A Validation of the 2013 Tokyo Guidelines. World J Surg 2016; 40: 2892-
2897 (r—23 v hO—IL)
15)  Yokoe M, Takada T, Hwang TL, et al. Descriptive review of acute cholecystitis: Japan-Taiwan collabora-
tive epidemiological study. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2017; 24: 319-328 (237K— I)
16) Gruber PJ, Silverman RA, Gottesfeld S, et al. Presence of fever and leukocytosis in acute cholecystitis. Ann
Emerg Med 1996; 28: 273-277 (5 —2 3 hO—JL)
17) Strasberg SM. Clinical practice. Acute calculous cholecystitis. N Engl ] Med 2008; 358: 2804-2811
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(2) #eREERST

BQ 2-(2)-1 () BIEERE  [ER)

TlIERADERI ?

@ =

CIRBENEE T, B - HEbE, HE, BB, EX - EHGEDERZRDS
TENZVN, EEERDIEHHS.

PR

IR A O— R Z2REIRE LT, KA IIRET 5 2 & 120E) R - #BEAR SN T
Wh . e - B - B (Charcot 31%), TN BICEMREE - ¥ 3 v 7 M7z (Reynolds 5
) BARIERIE, RIRER A SHEROGI2RIRT 2 HELFTLE SN TwD. BHEEE %
1235\ T Charcot 3 A 9 & £ 13 20~70% & SNTH Y V) ENL Rk D2 ENRE 55 794 FEf)
OO HERER T 5 LA32 SEBI OB HRIIMGES TIE 2, Charcot 3 B % iR 7235 A | RIS 48
L35 LB, JFREIZZENZN264%, 95.9% L SNTBY, TOBWIREILSE .

HANHE 12X % 2013 4E 8 A 1 » ARICiHHE S M2 IAEIC B9 2 BN 2 i q & L
7oHiIn & AT, RIBERAE 5L B2 A TEY, TOWFRERIE, ERER L 24.3%,
i - TR 63.9%, FEE25.7%, WOH 16.7% % XL boL L, DT, WK - EH, ASERER,
ZoMERDI-ERESNTNDS

3k
1) 2EIRAESE - BB A P74 VUETINME R & (). 2RI - REESZHET A ¥4 >~ 2018,
PEAEIE AR, WL, 2018 (4 K54 )
2) Kiriyama S, Takada T, Strasberg SM, et al. New diagnostic criteria and severity assessment of acute
cholangitis in revised Tokyo Guidelines. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2012; 19: 548-556 (37— )
3) HARNEAEMRE S, AEICE T 2 2013 4F B 4 AR ASAs Sy, HGE 2014; 28: 612-617 (H&#F)
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BQ 2-(2)-2 ) BEERE  [BH)
HBIEEEADEMIEDLSICEDHZI M ?

@ &

o {SAEBESE O Z5E SAERIT(F, MAIREHESE US, BEE8 CT, MRI/MRCP Z&
BTV, BANRHSNIBVEE(F EUS Z1&51T 5. BERERIHN(E
ERCP =17 5.

AR5

MR T, MR A IR R 2 M AT H 13 7 <, IR o W 2 IR 2o P
MHIUTKIE RO OFEESES . BAMICIE, BEYIVE VIE, F5 Y A7 3 F—F (AST,
ALT), MHiEREE# (ALP, y-GTP, LAP), iUt~ —7— (HIEk, CRP) ® LA ALI
50

JE 5 US ORI 0 OB Wik ld, Abboud 52 ® X ¥ 7 F 1) ¥ 2 OFE R TIIIKE 0.38
(95%CI0.27~0.49), 4HFEFE 1.00 (95%CI10.99~1.00) & S, JFEEFIEVD ODKEIZ 45
Lz e, JEE US I3E O ERLBEORE (Biky, BEF A, RESHE, B (A4
BTV, RN, W, MY REES S SR DN L BRI T S
TAT) REWFMAL VLS Y

CTIZX ARSI AN YT AoGHEEICEAGSN, oL 25— Vg UAhdd
HWITRECTH 2 2. ZOBMIHEILIKEE 77.3%, FFRET728% TH Y, mIRBIHRIHELLIT->TD
TWHBIE AR 221372 <, Smm RiGO/NMER OBBIREIL 56% KM TH - 7= ¥ PEHEPEIHE &
7% 72 CT-cholangiography D # R KA1 OFZWIREIX, 6 SCHR 266 B O Bt T I3 EEE 71~
100%. JFEEE 88~100% & EMTW 5 7,

MRI/MRCP (&332, B, WS Z R 3 2 LBl WRB B2 TH 5755, —HKH
AT T AEEICIEHIRA D 5 728012, JEHR US R CT TRIHER A OB W2 25412 47b
5. MRCP 2 X 2#IER A DOBMEEZMET L7z A ¥ 7Y ¥ ATIZEEEE 0.90 (95%CI 0.88~
0.92), HFHEE 0.95 (95%CI10.88~0.92) & BIFTHAHHY 5mm LLT O/NMEA TIIBWREDA R
THholztHEINTNE

EUS ZNBEZ M L 7= R R B R MAETH 2705, ZHSWMESROENTE), 2ok
JRER A OBWREEZ MG L7z A & 7+ Y ADFRTIE, KE 0.94 (95%CT10.93~0.96), FFILE
0.95 (95%C10.94~0.96) & HAFTH Y, MRI/MRCP 2 PIBLERIG 4TI IRE EE 7%5 (ERCP) &
DBWHRED I/ ML DBIMREICH D E ENTWD Y LA L&D S, EUS IZHocHih 23815
L 72 EE AT 9 LEEADH V), EUS ASHA7 0 B 2 Mk AL HIBR A 5.

ERCP 12 X 2 MBS A DOZWREDOME I KL { Ab N, KHOMA K EOBWHE L LT
LEDIEHEL SNTVE I E L\, MiPIREEE L ERCP 2K L7224 T+ Y AT,
ERCP 2 & % #NAERS A O Wik I3 R IE 0.83 (95%CI0.72~0.90), FFEEE 0.99 (95%CI 0.94~
1.00) TH-72 % ERCP TII/MEADOBRICHED DS Z LA I Twa, F7-, HEEER
REAS 10%HIICADNG Z L AMETH 5. IHBWANOBTZHRICHITSINSG Z &%\, B

22



(2) #eREERST

REDAMCIE, il Ak s < APHE (B, 4L, i, HERGR L) o%E) A7 %
IR MOKEDNDS.

BN EHMAT (IDUS) 1& ERCP CTHRIRE RS OB 25O 227 b o 7o 6 T HiAT 3 5 1Ak
T, ERCP & WL T/ OB WREA W 10 IR OFEAEZ 8 < %k 9 & ERCP THJH
EROZ RO H o 7HEBIN BT 5 IDUS O % B EHE L 7285 Tk, 95 #oH
% 31 B (32.6%) T/NS ISR A CFHPE 2.9mm, range 1~7) % 2% 24 i (25.2%) THH
RZEDZELTWEL Y LALARMS, IDUS b ERCP & FFICREBHLMAETH Y, WiEd
PHEDIED D 5.

3R

D BRI - MEERBRAA N T A Y UETHIRER & (). SRS % - INZRBRHA A KT 1 > 2018,
PR2EBIE AR, B0, 2018 (B4 R34 V)

2) Abboud PA, Malet PF, Berlin JA, et al. Predictors of common bile duct stones prior to cholecystectomy: a
meta-analysis. Gastrointest Endosc 1996; 44: 450-455 (X %)

3) o MR, BRHNEZE. ERSAHOZWL. HIE 2010; 24: 239-244

4) Tseng CW, Chen CC, Chen TS, et al. Can computed tomography with coronal reconstruction improve the
diagnosis of choledocholithiasis? ] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2008; 23: 1586-1589 (37— )

5) Mark DH, Flamm CR, Aronson N. Evidence-based assessment of diagnostic modalities for common bile
duct stones. Gastrointest Endosc 2002; 56: $190-5194 (X %)

6) Chen W, Mo JJ, Lin L, et al. Diagnostic value of magnetic resonance cholangiopancreatography in choledo-
cholithiasis. World ] Gastroenterol 2015; 21: 3351-3360 (X %)

7) Jendresen MB, Thorboll JE, Adamsen S, et al. Preoperative routine magnetic resonance cholangio-pancre-
atography before laparoscopic cholecystectomy: a prospective study. Eur J Surg 2002; 168: 690-694 (237K —

)

8) TseF, Liu L, Barkun AN, et al. EUS: a meta-analysis of test performance in suspected choledocholithiasis.
Gastrointest Endosc 2008; 67: 235-244 (X %)

9) Gurusamy KS, Giljaca V, Takwoingi Y, et al. Endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography versus
intraoperative cholangiography for diagnosis of common bile duct stones. Cochrane Database Syst Rev
2015; (2): CD010339 (X %)

10) Endo T, Ito K, Fujita N, et al. Intraductal ultrasonography in the diagnosis of bile duct stones: when and
whom? Dig Endosc 2011; 23: 173-175 (27K — k)

11) Kim DC, Moon JH, Choi HJ, et al. Usefulness of intraductal ultrasonography in icteric patients with highly
suspected choledocholithiasis showing normal endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography. Dig Dis
Sci 2014; 59: 1902-1908 (27K — K)
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) 2-(2) -1 (2) BEERE  [RE)

BSEB US %> CT, MRI/MRCP TiEGh'1EHTERVLEIEEEG
SELVEGIICHWT, ERCP milc EUS #2175 Z &(3, Bl ERCP
ZHEITI DLW BERINZID ?

® f5EB US ¥ CT, MRI/MRCP THEAHIERE CTE IRV SIS ARSI X U
T, EUS h'TJRE/RHEEE Tld ERCP #HilC EUS Z1T5 Z & ZiRE T 3.
[(HEEDEE © 55 (BEE 100%), TEFVAUANIL: B ]

5

EUS (&R 22 R CRIBE 2 BIZSTRETH 0, RIFER O DOFEAEZIICBIT 2 Hish
REASRE STV 5. EUS ORIBERAZWRELZEHMIi L2 x5 7+ 1) Y A 27Tz &) T,
BRI 0.94 (95%CT0.93~0.96), 4FFE 0.95 (95%CI 0.94~0.96) & IEH I BIF R4 RT
Ho72 fiN &I EUS, MRCP, CT JHilii OIS ABIE 2 s L2#E ik, £h
ZFROBWIEEIL 100%, 88%, 88% Tdh o722 EUS & MRCP DMIHEHEL DS Wi % ik
Bt L7z 227+ v 2 GHoHs%&t) Tid, EUS & MRCP OZFNZNOZBMIRER 0.97
(95%CI10.91~0.99), 0.87 (95%CI0.80~0.93) [p=0.006] , FFEEEIX 0.90 (95%CI 0.83~0.94),
0.92 (95%C10.87~0.96) [p=0.42] TdH Y, B+ v A 162.5 (95%CI 54.0~489.3), MRCP
79.0 (95%CI 23.8~262.2) [p=0.008] T -72° EUS, MRCP & b2 RIF IR A OBk
REZ R L7278, Bt v AL EUS THEICRIF LR TH D, T ORI/ AT
BB WIKEEAS EUS TRIFCTH -2 EDEREERIN TS 2, AR EED N REFIC
MLTH, MADHFIEBWICEUSIZTATE SNTnw5b 49,

KA RS AT B VEEBTIZ 0 L C ERCP ORiIC EUS # Jitif73 % 51 (EUS-first strategy) & ERCP
DH%AT ) Jitk (ERCP-first strategy) O HEME ICBH L TIE, 4 2ORCT 2&L X575 ¥
A% 1 fiadd 5 * FOHETIX, EUSfirst strategy T, 67.1% DREFIZ BT EUS THEAAS
R CTE Lo 7272DIZ ERCP 24 K 2 LW HETH - 7278, EUS %12 ERCP % Hifr3 5 2 &
» 5, ERCP-first strategy (ZHH L THEICE < ONHEBRA R B LE TH > 72 (RR 2.46,
95%CI 1.34~4.52, p=0.004)°. % 4VEI2BI L Tl EUS-first strategy Tl A D 55 (RR
0.35, 95%CI 0.20~0.62, p<<0.001), &M% (RR0.21, 95%CI0.06~0.83, p=0.030) DFEHE
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Gelbard 2018 88 48% 26% 0% 858 (5~15)
Shirah 2017 64 8% 3% 0% 5~18H
Kulkarni 2017 60 76% 27% 0% i 1~27 B
ARERHEEE
n [DAYES BFE  BTE NG EIE
Tsuyuguchi 2011 50 96% NA 0% NA
Bhandari 2016 34 100% H#2 A  NA NA
&R 2 A
X 2 A
Sepe 2012 13 77% 0% 0% NA

FER I 2 MBS T IRH AT O T & 7223, WHEEIGHROERIC X Y BAETEIRP L TE T
. BUERIANIIK T 2 NRSIRER ISR B OB R L EHITWML Twb L ER6NLD, &
WEZZRE LISWERE (R [cL Lo
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lithotripsy in patients with difficult bile duct stones, including Mirizzi syndrome: an analysis of risk fac-
tors predicting stone recurrence. Surg Endosc 2011; 25: 2179-2185 (5 —2 ¥ V) — X)
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BQ 3-(2)-1 (2) BIBERT
FRIEEROIOWNT SRRRIAEICIE EDL S BBLDNGH I M ?

@ %

o IRAEBE(F EST [CKBHEEFRETH SN, EPBD HITHNTLS.

0 BREOHNRRIEENRERZEGICH LTI, EPLBD ¥ POCS, PTCS, /N
IL—2ARRER, EUS ZRWAEEREDITONTNS.

RSN

MNRE R A OB, WS ILIIE B YIBM (EST) & 2RV T NATr v b
NT—=TNHDWIEINI— I T —T VI K D NS A BRI AR R E ShTB D,
Z DHEBHIHIL 86.8~100% LMD TEW Y. 72, bHENIBWTIE EST 1248 - THHEE
[FLEE SV — HERMT (EPBD) 2479 ik b A %h 03 H 0, FHICHFZECENT Y, ks
ZHIETE 2 VIERI e EINPER R 2 A L, #assgiy/h s b 272 WiERI2S EPBD @ X v
W& SNTW5 (BQ3-(2)-6). B, SMIERZEIL TWALEIZE, NHERSPEELT
ThiuE, WE-WNELAZRET 50 BEOREICL>TE, FHINESEINE KL J—
TRV, BHZHCHIRENIIERS AL EIT) 2L b H D (CQ3-(2)-3).
FEADPLEIR Z WA (10mm D) 121, 8%, W AmEM ML) 1Sk ->Tiia s
PN T SBER 2000 2%, FTAEICBWTIE 12mm FEE F TORA PR A EITRAISH L
TIEPIHBERFLIR L1883V — “HE3RAT (EPLBD) 232 DD 72012 X L v s Tw 5
(CQ3-(2)-5)% NA4 vy FTHIFTERWITZEDE KA, AMEIG, EHEL IOV T
1, DIH S ARAME SRS A e (ESWL) RAEIIIHESE (POCS) T L —H —fEfikrER
AKIE i B A el (BHL) 25— Dlitiik TITbN T E 7278, Rk ClEEED L v
POCS D%H512 & ) % D% T POCS FAEABRILEHREITHOND L) Ik >Tnb
WHEHEREMIIOWTIE, THEEALET CORENIEL 257208 ONHEETOT 7
O—FIIATEETH 0, DRI AIREIEREICHIUL, REEITIESE (PTCS) FiifikRkD
BINENDZ LD o720, EBRIIWBTNE R DS o L LEE, /Mg
TS 2750 — Y INBLEE% il > CTH BB ENE L CRATEIR 21T ) FHNSERL, £
DRt THite RSB 2 BIPERHAREOE—EIRNE Lo T, F/2, ThDAR
W TdH o 728 B TS FNIHEREFICB W TIE, EUS FICEEH 2 VIdE 22505
LEEFNBEZZER L, 2 OMETEICHA FIA v —2 o THAEEZ NV — 2 THIEKL,
fif 2 LS EUS FIEATMEEH (EUS-AG) b #EIME 2D 9 % 2

3Rk
1) RIRWESA, Sedbbek, BEBIA, (3. EST 344 N7 4 ~. Gastroenterological Endoscopy 2015; 57:
2721-2759 (A4 K54 )
2) SRIFBEFR, RINNESE, EEML, 135 EPLBD #7471 FJ 4 . Gastroenterological Endoscopy 2017;
59: 337-365 (A4 K54 )
3) TH—H. AH IR A NS 2 NRSTRR O, O AT L 2L 2016; 113: 585-593
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(2) #eREERST

BQ 3-(2)-2 (2) BIEERE
RIEEEAICH T S3NENEEICEEDLSBHDONGSIH ?
B %

o SR ERSOICH I 2ARINEEE UTIE, [FREF (ABEMEL +IEEEa
BRZA) |, [RERESR T3l (AEEEREMT + FEERGIREN) | HKU [IRIER
TREEFEHT + NRRIISIEERarREN] 1'% 3.

Pz

AR I3 250 taH & LTI, [Tl (IREERG A + IR A bt 1, T
JEsE T Al (MBS N + AR RO BREN) | 35 JO° THUPESE TR Ay + WAL R IR
FAOBREA ] 23 4. TIPS T IRBER AT + WBISERORIIAE R A BR 20 ) 124, FEpEsa T~ H e
Al OATHT, A, WO 300NN H S,

HARME AR RR S TITb 72 20134 8 ] 1 » A M oHiln & &EHARERE Y 12X %
&, MERL 2 G0 2 IR 77 BIS§ 2 B HkIE, WHBERIR AR 0 R4l 7 58
B (75%) WHEAT SN, 5B 16 Bl (21%) (SRS T IREER Al 2 HEAT S 7z, MEIESE T T4l
CHEZER AR + ARNR A RS A B 2ol (3 181 (19%) 12, BIIEARIRAT RS AT BR T4 2% 2 61 (3%) 12,
PR BERARR A A0 B 2Rl + B SINER HiAlT 23 5 ) (7% ) I2hifr Shz e Sha.

HARNBSEIEERIC L 2 [HNESIEIFICBET 27 7 — MRE LY 1k % &, RIREH
AFEZ S 2 WIS, 1993 4E00 571 B4 5 2017 4E 0 2,143 Bl &L CTH h, Z&d
T [MERESE T IHPERE AT + N BIBERORINE RS AT BR 2T ) (X 1993 4R 0> 256 Bl 5 1,849 Bl & 3%
WHZHIMEIN Td 5. —J7 THRIPESE ™ Tl OIHBERE T + AR ARG AT BR2A0T) J 1 1993 412 315
B, 2017 4E1Z 294 BITH ) HEEIZIZIZAIT N TDH 2 23EHEBI G o 2 BAILAE 4 KT 1
ThaH (R 1), FAEHNIHEST S/ TR (IREER AT + IR0 B R | SR
SATIRZRVA, AFETIE [T A BTRRRIE R0 BBl + BUPESE P IHEs il | 28D+
72BMHE L o TV D I EMAbIS.

=1 RIBEROENICH T DMRRAFMIHOHR
1993 1997 2002 2007 2012 2017

FRBEROENIC T DN
ooy Sy 571 1260 1431 2051 2483 2,143

H'EH%%:F?WE (Hﬂ%ﬁﬂjﬁﬁi 315 B82 534 482 453 294
HRERISEREI) s 55% 46% 37% 24% 18% 14%
i) ?ﬁ%‘l‘&ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁii?ﬂﬁ 256 678 897 1569 2030 1.849
FERERIG AR | 49% 54% 63% /6% 82% 86%

(BAPRFENBFRAMEER. BFNESRARZRMS 2018 23: 745-753 @ £DFF
AT CHnEh)

Oh
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*2 KBICHFBHEBERBICH T HEOREMDED

1998 & 2013 F
PAR i Sy e a A 398% — 8.5%
FEREHEAE ERE AER Al 306% — 5.5%
HRRRER MESIBEREORRZ T 9.2% - 3.0%
RtRIREI AR E R R 768% — 95.1%
(Wandling MW, et al. JAMA Surg 2016; 161: 1125-1130 @ #&%

[CYERL)

K[El National Inpatient Sample 1998~2013 £ D 7= # 12 & % & 9 15 4R THRENMAE R A 16 H#E
BROFETHERIIEZ DT, FRRIERARREMRL, 1998 40 39.8% 7% 5 2013 £
85% &L AEITIWA L T2 (p<0.001). ZDOWNFUL [ BIEAEIAEE R A Br 22487 (open CBDE

[common bile duct exploration] ) ] %% 1998 4 30.6% 2 & 2013 £ D 55%~ & F I L
THH (p<0.001), B [HERESE P ISR A BREAM (LCBDE) ] b 1998 £ 9.2% 705 2013
FED 3.0% (p<0.001) EHEITHRA L T2 (R2). —7F, WHEMRIBER A FREMIZ 1998
D 76.8% 75 2013 40 95.1% & A FITHIMEIN TH ) (p<0.001), KRENZHBWTS [JEFESE
SR N + WHBERRIER O BREN | ABUEDO T2k o TWwh. F72, BORT
&, ARSI 2 A B LR OB 5 — IS [IERESE T ISR AR + Al BB
NHER AR AN ] 2R EE T I2AT9 [VWhbWw 5 rendezvous technique | O & FLAEE IR
Thb"

3CRR

D HAM#E R RE S, ARSI 5 2013 ARSI, HIE 2014; 4: 612-617 (DR — b)

2) HAWBSHEI RPN ER S, WRENRFMICH S 2 7 > 7 — MAE -4 14 MRS, AR
PIREEIVRL A 2 MR 2018; 23: 745-753 (3R — 1)

3) Wandling MW, Hungness ES, Pavey ES, et al. Nationwide assessment of trends in choledocholithiasis
management in the United States from 1998 to 2013. JAMA Surg 2016; 151: 1125-1130 (2R — I)

4) Ricci C, Pagano N, Taffurelli G, et al. Comparison of efficacy and safety of 4 combinations of laparoscopic
and intraoperative techniques for management of gallstone disease with biliary duct calculi: a systematic
review and network meta-analysis. JAMA Surg 2018; 153: e181167 (X %)
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BQ 3-(2)-3 (2) BIEERT

%%@E‘Sﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁEl:ﬁ TREEICZEDKSBHDNSH
‘ H

@ =

o OARRM [CAEERRAZRER ICHAPNICIERBEZITS, OHEIRIICABERE
it L EERORENZERICITS, REBLDEEENDS.

RS

JRBERE A PERIRE RS I3 21 HICIE RN 5 &, ONHEEIMNICIBER A & BRIt
FHOCIHZERG I 2479 1) @AVRHY I IHEERS Ak & IBAER A BR 2l % MR AT S, Hikdsdh 5.
F 7o, RREMWIREE - JHEE R L J— D7 & IVR iGH & WSOV G &2 BRI 3 2 ks 5.
AFHTFANIZBHIE T 2 WIZIEREG N Ol ks 5. RS T ONRE R AR, REIHgE
BN AR BRET 2 RIS 2R LIS A 2 B3 2 451: 2%, FAlrIC ERCP 247 B
ADOBERITH) HEY, REZiibizs ([REHA - RIS AGRE %] 3H). $7-,
JHAHE R O M A BB U RBEIE L T4 2 L BIEODEDERD 9 5. 2D,
COHERBIRTREDPOEE 5720 o HF R %L, HxROREREZ ORI X - TE
RENTV 5.

Lyu 5 1% ERCP I EPESE T HEFE AT (ERCP+1LC) D JtifT & ANA TR 19\ N4 A B 2
(LCBDE+LC) ZHifTL72AZ T+ ) Y ADFEREZHREL TWDE Y ZOX¥TFH 1) ¥ RITE,
12 ® RCT 2 & % 1,545 SEBIDSRNT Sz, Zhick b & ERCP+LC ®iE9 4 LCBDE+LC &
D LA BITHOIEAREEIREIN, WEOIRHTRIE ERCP+LC #ICB W TH B A - 72
A, BEROFEAFIIERCP+LC HCTHEICE > 72, $72, LCBDE+LC I, & AR
ERCP+LC £ 1) dh -7, BEFCHERIIAESIBDOON R o7,

NSRS B GO MERHILAIEAETH S & DRENH B ? —)T, Boerma S ¥ @ 120 HI
DN BB IR 2 3 58 (n1=49) LFSBBISE 358 (n=59) @ RCT D% #Ht
HLTWA., THITE S LHERORERITEBBIGERET 47%, NHERHBHT 2% L AEISHHR
BIZEHE TR { (relative risk 2242, 95%CI3.16~159.14, p<0.0001) IHEEREF1 A DO RS2,
JRFEEFH D AT ) RE L ENTWD. BRAEDPSFEIR EOBANC L D, WEHYTRo®EIG & %
LEVEAELHY, BHFOEGRELEZRLRETRETH 5.

TR

1) Xu J, Yang C. Cholecystectomy outcomes after endoscopic sphincterotomy in patients with choledo-
cholithiasis: a meta-analysis. BMC Gastroenterol 2020; 20: 229 (X %)

2) Bove A, Di Renzo RM, Palone G, et al. Single-stage procedure for the treatment of cholecysto-choledocol-
ithiasis: a surgical procedures review. Ther Clin Risk Manag 2018; 14: 305-312

3) De Palma GD. Minimally invasive treatment of cholecysto-choledocal lithiasis: The point of view of the
surgical endoscopist. World ] Gastrointest Surg 2013; 5: 161-166

4) Enochsson L, Lindberg B, Swahn F, et al. Intraoperative endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography
(ERCP) to remove common bile duct stones during routine laparoscopic cholecystectomy does not pro-
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6)

7)

8)

long hospitalization: a 2-year experience. Surg Endosc 2004; 18: 367-371 (37— b)

Liverani A, Muroni M, Santi F, et al. One-step laparoscopic and endoscopic treatment of gallbladder and
common bile duct stones: our experience of the last 9 years in a retrospective study. Am Surg 2013; 79:
1243-1247 (27K —b)

Lyu Y, Cheng Y, Li T, et al. Laparoscopic common bile duct exploration plus cholecystectomy versus
endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography plus laparoscopic cholecystectomy for cholecystochole-
do-cholithiasis: a meta-analysis. Surg Endosc 2019; 33: 3275-3286 (X %)

Schreurs WH, Vles W], Stuifbergen WH, et al. Endoscopic management of common bile duct stones leav-
ing the gallbladder in situ. A cohort study with long-term follow-up. Dig Surg 2004; 21: 60-65 (37K — )
Boerma D, Rauws EA, Keulemans YC, et al. Wait-and-see policy or laparoscopic cholecystectomy after
endoscopic sphincterotomy for bile-duct stones: a randomised trial. Lancet 2002; 360: 761-765 (5 > ¥ L1)
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PRGOS HEEERAlCH LT, ARBENEIEEEGIRE
fla + SVEAHOREEE il (CHARUARGR) (3NFINIEESGRR
Zilr+ IBEfFE DN (—HENEEER) KYDEIN?

@ %

° ARIRHIFEIEEREGRREN + ARIHVIB SRS, NRIREIEEEaRREN+
FEEREHMTICLEN, EREHVRVY, ERGEEER, EERSIUGHERIC
DVWTIRFIFEEFETHS. FFClERIRRITHEABEROIRE R CHEINIEER
Hili7Z217 S “HNHAEENS < DR TSN TV S.

RS

ARIBIZ B\ THREERS A A PRRIBAE R A 233 2 i6E,  HARIE 2 S ComHim & FEFHRA Y
fu,wiﬁE%Aﬁﬁ%ﬁwﬁﬁarwm¢Fﬁ%ﬁ?%ﬁ&@%ﬁ&m+ﬁwﬁﬁam
B X1 (1%) IATbNTB Y, F7- HRNBHENFI =R L 2 NBSENFL T I § 5 7 ~
— MER Y TIZEBIERES PIREAH LT A Rk 16%(Wﬁﬁ%ﬂ¢ el L AHT
HY, AT, 13T OIS Z 7RISR BR 25 I OVRF IR BERE Al % hE T3 % —
%m&%w%<@m RTITDONTWAS. LHL, ZOENICHE L DEIESFEEL (BQ3-(2)-3,
a7 ABM) IO ETTHE LRI 2.

WRD LY T v A%k A THhDE, A% AT 2BIBERAE 3T 5 iE#1E Cochrane
Database Syst Rev® IZEF LD HNTWE. TOLE2—TlX, 774~V =T KAV %58
U, APUHER, #ESA, ¥H 05—V FRAL YV bEREB, a0 —T 3 U,
qx I, EREHEL, I A ME LT, SRORIRE RS A R0 + IR ity (—Wna ek

HHR) & NS RRIBAE R BR 2 + AV R B Al (I PRHRR) IS TRE ST
W5, —HIANERERIIBUE CIREICEEGE TN TH 245, BEORBTFMOME = 5o /-
Bk, —HINAERHERE & ZHINPERIEROBICIE TSR, S PHER, fEbiH % & CldEds %
Motz ZHIPEHTGER L ERCP & BfEOR, W, MifkicqT) 3 oK EsBRRSENTn 2
A%, ERCP % JHZERG AN O i t212 B L7 W OR G & — Wi L ERGHE & L CHERESE Tl
WCBE LCHIER L7 7 O® RCT (746 Bil) % & L IIRIT LR Cid ®) B, SB0ESR, ik
H¥%: ECIEEE 2w S, SO RIA RIS —WARHERMEE L oM@ Th 72 L
L, KIETIiHN T % ERCP % HIGATICHRE L7z 5 2® RCT (580 ) TIL? ZEABWERT
Hot 72, I1ORCTHHDI8EDYAFIF 4 v 7 LE2—Y TIE, fAKRIHEIE
EHEBEHBUC BT, —HIMANERARDSERICRFTH 5 L ORI IRE SN T0DE. T A M
BLTiX, RCT 2% AZTF) Y AFTETWARVA, 320 RCT Tld— s EHER A
BIfFE O#FETH 57257 QOLICEH LTI 12D RCT » 5380 %h o727 b, WkT
DA TIE, EERAAE, TEBEHBUT— IS FHGE D BAFTd % 25 (ERCP % BRI AT - 72
LA EBEAORICEZL), E20OBBREIIEIERSE OFETH 72 KRBTSO
Tt 752 V2 C NSRRI A s 2ot — SR RO T ZE R Al (IR BRHRE) 217> T8, F72
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FLIERE R T BE BB 2 STAT S 5 AVEHIIEFR 2 O f A R SR I N BB B FR ISR TIR il s
WX 0ERDH DD, 104ETI5%EMESIN TV O,

FLUERE R M B IRAT E A A TSRS LT, BIRER A oA & KA ME OB 52554 &
NTwa, kistE B F) CRIBERBM AT 2 LI X VAR OER PRSI NS 720
FLUEMRBEAOBERIIKEVEEZZLNTVS Y FHIC 60 U T ORERITIX, Hsst: GET) #
A, AVATFO— VA, OEEEIMENE W) HED S, FHEBICB RIS ORI
TR EHER S —ZOMMifiEAd 2 5. —J7, FEIRERERHG ORI - & Hito
BPLEZONTBY, BT ORGEOBEHNRHEOME VLI TH S % FISHEIRE A & FLIH
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ZROODIIHETETD 5.
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sphincterotomy. Dig Surg 2011; 28: 288-292 (27— I)

Hakamada K, Sasaki M, Endoh M, et al. Late development of bile duct cancer after sphincteroplasty: a ten-
to twenty- two- year follow- up study. Surgery 1997; 121: 488-492 (27K — )

R, SRIpRede, BIWHMIA, 34, EST&#A A FJ 4 . Gastroenterological Endoscopy 2015; 57:
27212759 (4 K54 )

RAE 5, B, PHETTUIEA. BST #ICHHE L7 INEi O BES. IHiE 2013; 27: 70-80 (7 —2 2
) —=2)
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FRQ 3-(2)-2 (2) BIEEREE

RSSO SIHEIESEAICH LT, —HNSNEaEZT5158,
IEIESR TFiFRIEFL W BEEEINZIH ?

@ =

o BEEOGHISIEERGICNT 2—HSNRaE T, #REINZMROIE
TURATATREL, SBESRKRDIT-IBBNIEENS.

E35

PR A ORI RS AR S 2 — I ERAE#R & LT, fERMOIEIT S C& 72 [HE
Fair (RRFERG AT + FRARE RS A BREA) | L BIVESE T Filiosdh 5. BIESE P Tl e LT, [HEE
ST T (THEERE AR + AR A BREAT) | & T HERESE T HHRERE AR + 48 v N AR SR I R A e
b2l (VbW % rendezvous technique) | 73% 5.

FEAE,  BRCKZ& A0 [ REPESR  IEZER HAAf + 47 NSRRI AR A PR 2o ) o3RS As i L ¢
W5, AR, HEATHEED B 4 D OWEREE [IERESE T Tl (IRZERS AR + AR K5 A 16 %)
(RGP~ R BE AR + PALEE I RIR A R A it (IR T IREERG Al oakrn, Akep, Ah%) |
DIETR R L LM Z I L2 A7 7 F U ¥ & (20 D RCT, 2,489 Bl) TIX, 4 DOWBIHETH
PRREFRICAEZ RO o 7275, [HESE T IRFERS AT + 47 i AR SRR NB A RS A B 2o ) 253 b
BN - e, ABHIHAEORERTH - 72, THERESE T Ty (RGeS Al + g
AR | 1%, SMERRSSESR, e, ST, BREHAoMTERTYZA, i
FED GRS R o 72 b

ARIETIE, FFNBESEINCRIEE R A RN & JifT L, 2k, BEPESE M ARTER i % 1T
T 5 ZHIRHEESIL S TS N TB Y, —HIAEHGEZ BINT 25510, INBSEIRRIBAE s
ORI % A S OB CTHRIATINEE R A2 HE SN S.

H ANV 2R X 2 WHRESEFFMICBET % 2017 4E0 7 v r— MREIC X 5 &, 353
Jiix 2> & OBET, WIER AT 2EH 8L LT, @B IERESE M RRILE R bR i
AT MiR%IE 20 Hii% (6%) (& &F 0, AEGNS X 0 BEEESE T IR A BB 247 ) Hii% s 196
Htigk (56%), 4B BN FRIBAE S AT bR 20 % 4T 9 Wik s 137 ik (39%) & W F 2R TH -
722

FENEAE AT 256 A B R 3 2 — WA BIIE T4 & — WO MEIVESR T -4l % Lk L 72 RCT T,
FATEER (90 45 vs. 82 43), KA BRZe% (96.6% vs. 94.2%), A PHERAEZR (12.7% vs. 6.5%) |12
IR A E RO R Do 728, —WIRYIEIESE N P T iR (285 mL vs. 20mL, p<
0.01), #fafEkeifi (12.6 H vs. 4.2 H, p<0.0D) TAH A%, ARG (5.9% vs. 0.7%,
p<0.01) DHFIAMEETH 572 % Lo LBUE T TIC— R BIIE T4 & —IIRBEIESE T~ Tl % 1t
L2 E Z O 5O RCT —HOATH Y, fRshs o5 v 2BIRTIE 4T
!, SBRELLDLTF—IERMILEING. T ST Tl (TR Al + QIR R 2
) ] HATIZH 7o T, Miik T L OBIERCHBHED A F NV 2 B L etk L7299 2 Tl
TTHRETH 5.
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1) Ricci C, Pagano N, Taffurelli G, et al. Comparison of efficacy and safety of 4 combinations of laparoscopic
and intraoperative techniques for management of gallstone disease with biliary duct calculi: a systematic
review and network meta-analysis. JAMA Surg 2018; 153: e181167 (X %)

2) WHBSETNICE S 57 > — bl — 49 14 mERGHRCREGS.  HANBEIEE &ML 2018; 23: 745-
753 (37k—H)

3)  Grubnik VV, Tkachenko Al IlyashenkoVV, et al. Laproscopic common bile duct exploration versus open
surgery: comparative prospective randomized trial. Surg Endosc 2012; 26: 2165-2171 (5> %' 1)
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) 3-(2)-1 (2) BIEEREE

ARSI AIFSIHISIEERG PIEF@RSIEESAICH LT, AR
RS HESEL Y DRI ND N ?

o EEIEOIFSH CIEERELITROIEIEERGICH UT, ARRINGEZITS
EZHRT D.
[HERDES 58 (§EFE 100%), TEFVAUNIL: C]

ARER

NRZERE A FE A B NHEER 32 OFRIHAER A 13 2 WSRO TGHE & VB iG#E & LEig L 72 RCT
RAITFY AR EL, FEACHH SN TWAR., Wang & VX IHEER LT O B
AT LT, NS G & SR T HREOB T RNILEGRBRZ HE L Tnb. &K T 141 4
BIDVEGR S I, 87 JEBNCNGEIIRIEDS, 54 JEBNCIEHESE T IRFEDSHEIT SN TB Y, B
IR RS A S R A BRZ IR (97.7% vs. 87%, p=0.03) THEICNBENHERCTRIFH D,
LR (52.0=15.8 5 vs. 1029=40.1 53, p<0.001) b PHLEEIAERECH I EA - 7225, 1L
B ST (34% vs. 11.1%, p=0.15), ABEHIM (5526 H vs.59+2.3 H, p=0.40) |2
WWHEEEZRBD Lo/ Lz, INOOENS, HEFMZORBE®HAICHLTIE, N
HENEH DR TH ) EBPRUTR D H L L LTV 5D,

NREEAE A IE G OHRIRE R A T, NSRS A B2 IR AT 2 805 % Z & 2438
HIET Y AIXZ LW (CQ3-(2)-11 ). JREER % ORIBER A1 27 B E#E, H
FEfE AT BEAE 2 & D JERE I R T-tube FEDOVLEN L EE2E 2 L L, BH TRV ietds
H5H. T, HARIGEZESFNER ST b IAHEICE T 5 2013 4EERTM & 2 FEHAE Y T
&, IBEERA %2 A5 L TR A ER] 66 BIIR§ AEH L, NHRSEREED 71.2%
A7 5ERB), FAEH GRIFAEYIE - T-tube i AAM) 237.6% (5AER]), ZFOMDIEHL 21.2% T
HY, RIFIZBWTIEE  OREFNCNEENGEE I TbILTWw, IThonl taxEx b,
NHEERE 7 IEA PR IHEE R AT 72 DR HAS S5 10 U CAMVRHIOIE A S AR Z L ¢, &K
FRIZBI DHIRD FA, WHEMIHEBEEZIT) 2 2T 5.

TR

1) Wang X, Dai C, Jiang Z, et al. Endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography versus laparoscopic
exploration for common bile duct stones in post-cholecystectomy patients: a retrospective study. Oncotar-
get 2017; 8: 82114-82122 (r —R 3 ¥ b O—JL)

2) HAMBEERFMER S RAGECES 5 2013 4R A EMATH R0l il 2014; 28: 612-617 (H&ER)
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HAERERESEQICH LT, BaREREIRETRBHE
KU BHERINZIN?

o EERDIIBER O CIIEEER R EZFRAET DU R INHY, BERENZT
SCLZREKT S.
(2B - 55 (§EFE 82%), TEFVALNIL: C]

f#aR
BINER OO CIZHERRIE A LN, JEHERZEHTL L L v, 2L R IHER
THoThH, BMEMHEROGHLIMRERIC L Y FEL L THFNICRL Y A7 DH D " 0

EAT) 2O ONE. FO—)T, MLk ETHRRIND MERBIRER A0 HRBIEIE
EAEIHIEI R TV, ThE TORETIE, AERMEEROE U CHERER 2200 5 8
FHD 10~20% \ARNERE OB EPET 5 LG E N TV 5 2 Jendresen S IZAEIRIBIER A1 D72
DOFHEMNBZERG I T2 0 180 BIOBHZE D 5 H MRCP 12T 26 B (14%) (ZHRIBEHA 227z &
HELTWD Y F72, Horwood O 1A ERIAZERS A2 L CHEESE T IRZERS 2 17 - 7258
$ % 501 Bl 166 B CRIBER A EEDI, 9 b 64 BITIHEEZICTRHADHBETH o 72 L #Ht
HLTWwD Y 3512, RIEHEADOEEDLNR D - 72 335 B 361 (0.9%) THRIHISHIEIR & 72
D ERRIER AR, HAREREZELZLBRTWE., ZOL) XREEAEZAT
L, WIREROOFOREZRET L, SISO OFAELSHI L 22ER TlENBE KA
CELFBMITHEREITIRELEZOLN TV S,

ZD—FT, MFEFEMERIAER AT 2 ARERBEICBIT 5HEICOWTORE L &
NTW5. Kim S5I3FEROA I L 2 NHEETERBGEO LEIZB W T, MiAaREOBHHIZZE
HbHRVE DD, BERCP HFEEDFREIL, MEGFEEBIFERATICBVTHBRIIE W EHEL
Twb (125vs.39 %, p=0.045)°. Saito H b FEkIZ, ERCP IZ & 2 iHH %217 - 72 949 BlOH i
TRABE # & 164 B o BEAE B PR NBAE #5401 0 LR IZ B\ T, ERCP B4 O F8 e ST MIE A RE T
HREIZHWIEZHEL TS (146% vs. 3.0%)% L2 LAaHNS, INH0MEITVIid
SEGERE & FEIRTEDTEF B KE S R 2%AMEDOWNIETH L 2 LITEEIVLETH 5. 2020
4E1Z Hakuta & 7 13 191 B o M5 5 1% 0 B &K 47 12k 97 % wait-and-see #f: 114 ] & interven-
tion BE 77 Bl W4 & L-BISIe 2 MG LT b, TR L 5 EBEEIHED BRFRAERIZ 1
EREIZ 6.1%, 3AEMIC 11%, 5HEHIC17%Th ), BRI X > THERO L7 (p=
0.55). F7z, #ifiOWIERTIA 22 6] (19%) [CRBD LNz, £DO—FT, BIEBEMERAOR
HINBLENAS A BR 2 O TR R, FRERIE 46 (5.2%) 2 & 2561 (32%) 127205
NTHBY, FHBMEBEDOIED ZET 5 L wait-and-see HED D EDDORINTREF T 3
YTHDEMMOT TS, BIREVIRE TH 5, FHEEDMIEIED 32%, HAEPE LD
52% L RETHY, SHOILLDWMEN NS,

DX H 1% L OMIEGEHARIER A INEENHREE HIITTRELEZEZONTVE D0,
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WHh, ADL RE, TfSRIERIRIA EOBEIC L o T, NEBENEBEONE - IS X <
o LB A 0TS & BN 5 LB 5.

Xk

1
2)

3)

5)

6)

7)

Johnson AG, Hosking SW. Appraisal of the management of bile duct stones. Br J Surg 1987; 74: 555-560 (X
2)

Joyce WP, Keane R, Burke GJ, et al. Identification of bile duct stones in patients undergoing laparoscopic

cholecystectomy. Br J Surg 1991; 78: 1174-1176 (#&f)

Jendresen MB, Thorboll JE, Adamsen S, et al. Preoperative routine magnetic resonance cholangio-pancre-

atography before laparoscopic cholecystectomy: a prospective study. Eur J Surg 2002; 168: 690-694 (2375 —
)

Horwood ], Akbar F, Davis K, et al. Prospective evaluation of a selective approach to cholangiography for

suspected common bile duct stones. Ann R Coll Surg Engl 2010; 92: 206-210 (s —2 23> O —IL)

Kim SB, Kim KH, Kim TN. Comparison of Outcomes and Complications of Endoscopic Common Bile

Duct Stone Removal Between Asymptomatic and Symptomatic Patients. Dig Dis Sci 2016; 61: 1172-1177
(k= 1)

Saito H, Koga T, Sakaguchi M, et al. Post-endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography pancreatitis in

patients with asymptomatic common bile duct stones. ] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2019; 34: 1153-1159 (23 7R —
b

Hakuta R, Hamada T, Nakai Y, et al. Natural history of asymptomatic bile duct stones and association of

endoscopic treatment with clinical outcomes. ] Gastroenterol 2020; 55: 78-85 (aFR—b) (RFEREIX
ik
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SEEERSIHBIEEREQICH LT, —HNARRNGEERE
(& RLF—JD"HINERREL Y BERENEh ?

o SMREERGHHIEERTICH U C— N RR IS aRRE(ETIRE CH BN,
BEDOREICEL>TIE, RUF—IRICTHNEOREZEIRT 5 L ZRESE
9.

[HERDES © 55 (EEFE 100%), IEFVALANIL: C ]

RSN

LVENEAE KA B O NBEEIEEIE, —MIMICALTELE 21T, MAaZRET s EEE, B
FIZJHE F L =Y 0AEIT, HEROYEZF- TH OMARE 2T ZHNEEED 5.
SRR R LT3 A 7 >~ M iE (EBS, ENBD) A3 &5 U EST %1€ 3712 EBS
DA TIRERITHT 2 EBREIT, MAHERE IR S EReTH 5725 FEREH I
LR 52—, —WIMIZEST RICHAEERETE TRIfTTNITENBD 2 ED FLF—V %
T BEERNWESNTWDE S 72721, fA#EESSELN LA IIEHERFRIENA 7 &~
MAE % ZEIXETHAH. Eto HI1 50 B (B 15 F1, W& 35 F1) oH#ETo—HIPIHEEE
BROBEERELTWAE L Zhick s e, —WNERET> THREITHABRELTRET
Holz. LLAads, KRBRIIEENLEGREAROBEIEEIN TRV LIZERD
VETHL., F7, WIENZ AT 2562, PUBRENRTOEBZITIE, EST & & OFLIEHL
BICX Y HIOGERDH L. S5, AL X > T MEEEASHEE 254D
TET D, 20720, BEOEFRERLHEAOEREREZ X BIKRL, TGI8 2L ) EAEREH
EHERAT-729 2T, —HEEIGRE A SN 25E120E, EFLF—Y0AETV, JE
ROEFEZ > TSRO OEBERIT) SE2RET L. T2, Mkt mrg o
X ) ZERTFHOMATAREEE % 2 SN LA, EMRZEAOEX D ZEETRETH 5

LR

1) Ttoi T, Tsuyuguchi T, Takada T, et al. TG13 indications and techniques for biliary drainage in acute cholan-
gitis (with videos). ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2013; 20: 71-80 (74 K5 4 )

2) Lee]K, Lee SH, Kang BK, et al. Is it necessary to insert a nasobiliary drainage tube routinely after endo-
scopic clearance of the common bile duct in patients with choledocholithiasis-induced cholangitis? a
prospective, randomized trial. Gastrointest Endosc 2010; 71: 105-110 (5 > %' 1)

3) Ueki T, Otani K, Fujimura N, et al. Comparison between emergency and elective endoscopic sphincteroto-
my in patients with acute cholangitis due to choledocholithiasis: is emergency endoscopic sphincterotomy
safe? ] Gastroenterol 2009; 44: 1080-1088 (5 —X 23> hO—JL)

4) Eto K, Kawakami H, Haba S, et al. Single-stage endoscopic treatment for mild to moderate acute cholangi-
tis associated with choledocholithiasis: a multicenter, non-randomized, open-label and exploratory clinical
trial. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2015; 22: 825-830 (37~ — k)

5) Kiriyama S, Kozaka K, Takada T, et al. Tokyo Guidelines 2018: diagnostic criteria and severity grading of
acute cholangitis (with videos). ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2018; 25: 17-30 (A4 K354 V)
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AEEMEERICH LT, ARBNSEREFENGEREL Y DRSS
nam?

® SUEBERGHB D VI EHZEVDBEEMHESRICH U TIE, RHICARRIG
BZITD CEZHRTD.
[HERDES 58 (§EFE 100%), TEFVAUNIL: C]

RS

A VERE SR L TR ERCP JifT & SRAFIIEIRZ LI L 72 2 7 7 ) V A 2GR 5
(2 1) HELAPHER TIZNE L£OEH L LTERCP 2179 WEBH L7202, A¥TF
) ¥ AN & o TIHEREPHEN 2 MR ITE LML OWM A RR 5. JHE A HHER 2 Ryt L 72
Bat 2 Tk, WIhoHREIZB W TS IAERERICN LTI ERCP 2179 % Z & I30RAF
HOTRHE & B L C, RROBREIC Db S TR, AIHERARICHRELEZRD R\, 2012
D Tse 5V O T, NHERAEBEG Z & RCT OADKEHIBWT, FIWIZ ERCP % i
195 2 LI3FELEH (RR 0.20, 95%CI10.06~0.68), T (RR0.45, 95%CI0.20~0.99), “&&
PiRE (RR 0.37, 95%CI0.18~0.78) DFEY A7 Z B TF725%, MHELEBHRER Z kit L7z
RCT O AHDIRFENZ BV TE Y ERCP 13T (RR 1.91, 95%CI10.85~4.30), J&HT (RR 1.15,
95%CI0.69~1.92) - 4% (RR 1.02, 95%CI 0.44~2.36) AHHEDIAH % 157 4 5 M % 780
7z.

INSDERENS, TRTOMAEREIIESNI R LTV —F ¥ THRIEIIZ ERCP (with or with-
out EST) %479 Z LIk s v, W EREHD 5 IZE PRV RESNII T L THREN
ERCP 2179 2 & %, AW L% A0 L 2 WIERNIS L CI3AtERIC N § 2GR 2 B
HIEEWRETD, SWNER - HERBIEN A K54 ¥ 20189 (28T 5 SMEIHAT s i ki
T, &5 ORIEF RDIREROBMILETH 575, IAERIGERIZB W TIIRERICH
KT 0L HEDEE L WEEZ N, ) oW A (MR, WHRPT R % 022
TLUEND L. RERZ GO LA 2 NS E RS EE 2 54121, THE
R B IBIRT 57202 PTBD #Maf4 5.

TR

1) AyubK, Imada R, Slavin J. Endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography in gallstone-associated acute
pancreatitis. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2004; (4): CD003630 (X %)

2) Petrov MS, van Santvoort HC, Besselink MG, et al. Early endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatogra-
phy versus conservative management in acute biliary pancreatitis without cholangitis: a meta-analysis of
randomized trials. Ann Surg 2008; 247: 250-257 (X %)

3) Uy MC, Daez ML, Sy PP, et al. Early ERCP in acute gallstone pancreatitis without cholangitis: a meta-
analysis. JOP 2009; 10: 299-305 (X %)

4) Tse F, Yuan Y. Early routine endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography strategy versus early con-
servative management strategy in acute gallstone pancreatitis. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2012; (5):

CD009779 (X %)
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*1 FBOMERICNISFH ERCP EREFNERELBRUEAIPZFUIR

=
FE
SSCES
PAEH
A
a2 hO=)b
REE K& HHIE
Pz ZOWmE
DTN
BT
RR (95% ClI)

£
EAEFER B
EAEFER A

BHEFRE
RR (95% ClI)

£

EAEEEA

EAEFERA

BREHIERE

RR (95% Cl)
£

BRTEHERE

RR (95% Cl)

S

Ayub Petrov Uy Tse Burstow
2004 2008 2009 2012 2015
3 3 ) 7 (BT 2 ) 11
FER RN FERMEREERN FER RN PEREER FERMEREERN
ERCP+EST ERCP+EST  ERCP+EST ERCP + EST ERCP + EST
RENARE RENAER RENARE RENAE RENAER
. “ sxulEE  B0ES “
a 51 Bt INT ) o FRT
075 113 192 077 191 020 047
(035~162) (023~563) (086~432) (026~232) (085~430) (006~068)° (020~ 109)
464 1.90 453 453 " w“ 066
(022~98.12) (0.25~1456) (022~9288) (0.22~92:88) (002~287)
062 128 270 064 NA w“ 045
(027~141) (020~806) (080~917) (0.20~2.04) (0,19~ 109)
056 076 095 043
(038~083F (041~140) (0.74~122) i NA A (027 ~0.68)"
089 086 088 067
(053~149) (062~119) (062~ 124) i NA i (043~ 103)*
027 082 112 045
(0.14~053¢ (032~2.10) (0.79~1.60) A NA i (0.19~ 1,09
085 1.15 045
NA NA NA (055~190) (069~192) (020~089)" L
NA NA NA 066 1.0 0.37 NA

(028~ 154) 2(044~236) (0.18~0.78)*

RR :risk ratio, 95% Cl : 95% confidential interval, ERCP : endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography, EST :
endoscopic sphincterotomy

5)

6)

Burstow M]J, Yunus RM, Hossain MB, et al. Meta-Analysis of Early Endoscopic Retrograde Cholangio-
pancreatography (ERCP) +/- Endoscopic Sphincterotomy (ES) Versus Conservative Management for Gall-
stone Pancreatitis (GSP). Surg Laparosc Endosc Percutan Tech 2015; 25: 185-203 (X %)

BVERRAE I8 - IRFEIEDMEA A N7 A VUGTIIRER & Gii). SR JE - IR 1 N T 4 > 2018,
PEoERIE AL, B 2018 (FA RS54 V)
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Afsa - F{H LIFEGRERIICH LT, EPLBD I3 EST &V i
BEnsn?

o Ki&h - B LIFREESIICK LT, EPLBD Zii{T9 5 L ZH#ET 3.
[HERDES 58 (§BFE 91%), TEFVALARNIL: A

RS

EPLBD I Ersoz H P 12 & D 2003 4F121d U Tt &, ESTHMHED LIS mAa LT
12mm LA EOROFE NNV — 2 & T 4RBABE 2 R T 5 FH L ShTnws 2 KIOFEO
PNV— BT LT, HERITBERECHIRTE L2 L9 5, Kilif - A LA
e E\Vb @ RN EERIE R A 2 S SN TEB Y, ZoH M - L8t L TRE
L7zAZTF ) A% BKRD L (FT1)58)

&ITD Dong H 7 12X % 18 #i D full paper (RCT 9 # « JERCT M) 2 &L x ¥ 7FH Y ¥ A
T, WA 10mm PLEOKRE RBIBER A (KKA) b L ISHEBORIE R A % 729D 5 A6l
\28 T EPLBD with EST & EST HiiZ Wik L CTHB Y, ek, whseaiiabkie,
& %12 EPLBD with EST THEIZHE <, ML Ofifi#d EPLBD with EST TH B4 L Tw
7o BISREICEI L Tld, fkofiitiEdsd: 2t EPLBD with EST THBEICRWIERTH Y, Z0
WEROMGETCIEHIZEY LT EPLBD with EST THEIIKER TH o 7228, Wk, 4L, MHELIC
MLTIIAERLRZEZRDO LD o7, EPLBD ¥4 4 N7 4 »Tix, EPLBD IZ KIOFED/N )V —
CHABMEIIRT B 2 L s, WAIRERAE B I FEILIRER] TIEEILDO Y 2 7 B35 <
LAzl ShTnws 9

EPLBD Hi® EST fAHMOAMICBELCH A F 7 F Y Y APMEEIN TS 8 #HAE 10mm B
FoORELHBIERA D L ITBEROBIVER A % 5280 % FEFIZ 5> T EPLBD without EST &
EPLBD with EST Z K L CH Y, #HISELEHABRZEE, ML AR, \IERSAER (7T
THEEZED) OFTRNTOHH THEELZRDTB LY, BKEN Tld EPLBD with EST & with-
out EST O M - #eMIHBELEZEZ 5N 5.

KI8T % EPLBD & EST O WIEMGEHIE L T 220 HE 00 2380, KM%
JEDFAERIZHEAENRVE ENTVDEA, WTIhOWRED %N TR T4 2w
WHEEDH D SO R 2MEPLETH S,

TR

1) Ersoz G, Tekesin O, Ozutemiz AQ, et al. Biliary sphincterotomy plus dilation with a large balloon for bile
duct stones that are difficult to extract. Gastrointest Endosc 2003; 57: 156-159 (5 —2X > 1) — X)

2) Kim TH, Kim JH, Seo DW, et al. International consensus guidelines for endoscopic papillary large-balloon
dilation. Gastrointest Endosc 2016; 83: 37-47 (4 RS 4 V)

3) TFengY, Zhu H, Chen X, et al. Comparison of endoscopic papillary large balloon dilation and endoscopic
sphincterotomy for retrieval of choledocholithiasis: a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. ] Gas-
troenterol 2012; 47: 655-663 (X %)
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Z&1 EPLBD & ESTZHEBRUEXYT7ZFUIR

EEFE TUAY PYES WEANH TR

Feng 5 X971 fEEREES  EPLBD SeefEakRE OR (95%Cl) @ 1.28 (O 58, 2.82), p=054

2012F (74 O ful vs. EEEEakE OR (95%C| 1.31 (081, 211), p=049
1.0

)
paper) EST EXEAEARE OR (95%C)
EPLBD #iREs OR (95% Cl)
1EEE (<60#®):2.77 (080, 961), p=0.11
RESE (2149):056 (0.18, 1.78), p=0.33
ML fEf OR (95%Cl) : 0.26 (0.06, 1.03), p=0.06
ML{ER (BEXER) OR (95%Cl) : 0.67 (0.34, 1.28), p=0.22
LERE WMD (95% CI) —075 (=157, 0.08), p=008
B%E OR (95%Cl) : 041 (0.24, 0.68), p=0.0007*
HIMOR (95%Cl) : 0.15 (0.04, 0.50), p=0.002*
X OR (95%Cl) : 1. 17 (058, 2.36), p=0.66
27, 0R (95%Cl) : 0.34 (0.03, 3.31), p=0.35
REEX OR (95%Cl) : 046 (0.15, 1.39), p=0.17

Yang 5 X561F AKEKKEE EPLBD TEELREOR (95%CH) : 1.41 (063, 3.17), p=0.40
2013&% 4% DOful HEEEHF (> wEST EEeERRE OR (95%Cl) @ 1.02 (065, 1,61), p=0.92
paper 2 © 10mm) vs. EXEAERRE (> 15mm) OR (95%Cl) : 0.99 (0.35, 2.81), p=0.98
B /D RCT) EST ML EH OR (95%Cl) : 0.26 (0.08, 082), p=0.02*
PNEREWMD (95%Cl) : 1.55 (-2.34, 5.44), p=0.08
BREOR (95%Cl) : 0.53 (O o8, 085) 0008*
HIMmOR (95%Cl) : 0.50 (0.20, 1.23), p
Bk OR (95%Cl) : 0.77 (0.43, 1.39), p= 039
Z7,0R (95%Cl) : 0.14 (0.20, 0.98) p=0.05*

8 (021, 5.64), p=049

BEEX OR (95%Cl) : 0.34 (0.11, 1.02), p=0.05
Liu 5 X5 94 SRR EPLBD EEEERRE RR (95%C1) : 1.06 (1.00, 1.13), p=0.06
2013 & (BHMDRCT, w EST ML R RR (95%Cl) : 0.35 (0.24, 0.51), p<0.00001*
6 & O NRCT VS. MLER (BEXER, > 15mm) RR (95%Cl):0.79 (0.22, 2.93), p=0.73
5% O full EST BFE RR (95%Cl) : 0.64 (0.44, 0.93), p=0.02*
paper)
Jin5 X954 AEHHKEE EPLBD SeETRERR (95%CH) : 1.01 (0.97, 1.08), p=054
2014 & (full paper ® & EEF (> vs. JEsEeiEAkERR (95%Cl) : 1.06 (098, 1.14), p=0.17
RCT 5 &) 10mm) EST ML R RR (95%Cl) : 0.62 (0.45. 0.85), p=0.003*

ML &R (= 15mm) i RR (95%Cl) : 0.61 (0.45, 0.83), p=0.001*
BRERR (95%Cl) 1 0.75 (046, 1.22), p=054

HMRAR (95%Cl) : 067 (0.19, 1.71), p=0.32

BXRR (95%Cl) : 0.88 (0.43, 1.78), p=0.72

Z4.RR (95%Cl) : 0.39 (0.06, 2.81), p=0.35

FBEX RR (95%Cl) : 1.08 (0.27, 4.37), p=0.92

Dong 5 X% 18#)  ATH#MEER EPLBD SeafEakRE OR (95%Cl) : 268 (1.79, 4.01), p<0.00001*
20194 (full paper; & (= 10mm) wEST 2B akRE OR (95%Cl) © 2.07 (1.37, 3.12), p=0.0005*
RCT 9 &. HBULLIREHD vs. ML #F3 OR (85%Cl) : 0.38 (0.24, 0.61), p<0.0001*
NRCT 9fF) #MBERA EST ERE WMD (95%Cl) : —4.05 (- 7.02, - 1.09), p=0.007*
{B5AE OR (95%Cl) : 0.63 (047, 0.85), p=0.003*
i OR (95%Cl) : 0.35 (0.17, 0.73), p=0.005*
BEX OR (95%Cl) : 0.88 (0.61, 1.28), p=0.51
£4.0R (95%Cl) : 0.52 (0.19, 1.43), p=0.20
BB OR (95%Cl) : 0.66 (0.32, 1.36), p=0.26

Liuo X5 TR AEBFMEER EPLBD a5 iERRE OR (95%0Cl) 1 0.69 (044, 1,09), p=0.11
2019 & (full paper, & ( 2 10mm) w/oEST ML EEH OR (95%Cl) : 1.18 (0.68, 2.05), p=0.55

e e = =

RCT 7 &) HULLBEHD vs. IERE WMD (95%Cl) : 1.62 (= 0.13, 3.17), p=0.07
HREERR EPLBD BRI OR (95%Cl) : 1.15 (0.62, 2 15) p =066
wEST HIMOR (95%Cl) : 0.50 (0.20, 1.23), p=0.13
sk OR (95%Cl) - 0.77 (043, 1.39), p=0.39

FBE OR (95%Cl) : 1.01 (0.23, 4.36), p=10:89

RCT : randomized controlled trial, OR : odds ratio, WMD : weighted mean difference, RR : risk ratio, SMD :
standard mean difference
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