- 1040 -

rh [ o) SRR 2 7 2010 4F 11 H 45 10 %45 11 3] Chin J Min Inv Surg, November 2010, Vol. 10. No. 11

MBE P AR IBAE &5 S 1R

oA E k]

kOA R EIHT OFK
(dbmt K558 =B AR, Jb st 100191)

B [E 4y 255 1 R657.406;R657.5 " 1 CERARIR A

PN EE T 0 4T i H 48 & 52 (endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography , ERCP ) |~ 3z i F§ T AT JIH .
R IR, 2 I PR — 200 i B ) A T B, O i
WHE T+ = 4 B 7 %k ¥ JF ( endoscopic
sphincterotomy , EST) %} JJ .3k Y] 7 R (needle knife
sphincterotomy , NKS ) | 4% 24 JJL I Ji | 3¢ 48 ¥ A 55 #2
YE o ARG I S5 an il 2 L LR KR S R R
SEL ST OR TUE T, o RS IR R (post-
ERCP pancreatitis, PEP) J2& & % W, 08 3+ & 5 , A< SCX)
PEP [ fe 5 PR 28 S 1 By 4 iV — 2353 o

1 PEPEX

£ PEP [YBFZE0030] , A8 7 J7 i 052 S 80l
f) PEP & A= % 22 B4R K . 1991 4 Cotton® # 57
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5 5B BRI A0 43 0 S BEROE L EST 2 iR T 5 A
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BARIRI I PEP [ XU 25 ) o XPAE IR RN Y
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(3) Oddi 5 2 L ¥ i F& 18 ( sphincter of Oddi
dysfunction,SOD) : SOD 38 5 J& 48§ B A7 I8 45 1 Fil L
IR R A S8 0 R TR AR 29 L) R s 25 4 B
Sw ol E R, 5 SOD B # PEP By & 4=
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WS o MR AT REAFAE — B B9 B R, lLIRA
PEP i 1 5% BE 45 5 th 3L PEP (P =0.001) , HoAL
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Xf HRAH 25 T L2 R d i S o LR IR A 1 R A R
S 3.85% X ALHG B IR 2. 42% (10/414 ) Fxf HE
40 5.26% (22/418) (P =0.046) , Fujishiro 2§
SE G R T AT DA 2> PEP XU

At i g 41 1) 700 X PEP R — 2 A 3k, 2l
BEALXT BB FE 7 R, 4 000 A 2 K ] 2 ek
I UUER b2 BN A T 2 a kb . R4 KR M I
WA F B H B 1k PEP 7% . 2007 4F Andriulli
AU HGE SR ST A A E K E M E (B 16
AT SR ) A1 IR DU (B3 9 DRSS R
Tip PEP (O FEF , 4530 2 i i sl K 03 4 7 2 B AN
REV /> PEP, W ANBEI R AR S5 IE . [A) 4F, 25 %41
B4 A B R HEGRB (3 A B R A A 1 A4S
RS ), DU g Xk 2> PEP J B AR (P =
0.32) , BE¥A 180 AR5 I8 0 , WA BRI PEP & 4=
R X FRERENRLEEIR(P=0.15),

(2) AE S RTH R 25 - E B AR R 25 BT R &
PN EE A2 F b HORLZ0 M — PN B2 40 i A BLVE FE A 4
il 5], X A 2 PR R A b R R E AR . AR SR
HRAMAEAREE, 2 T, Y HL; PEP (1
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BN R R D B S 0 U B, AT
R 0] 155 R

(2) f FH B4 S5 2 T8 IR 35 249 WL i JR 3% i PEP
(9 DU , JB A S 240 T LA I ARG e e 35 24 L v T, ok 2
PEP [ XU (n =443, P =0.01) """ i ik 4k o 4 3¢
BUE] DA 3 AR S KUK SR E 1 PEP & A R
Sciume 45 7E 686 {5 h §f 3t PEP % f5 B
(SOD, B45 IF Ak, 2 42 845 ) 45 97 i KL 2 9 A
LR B 2L, B AL I A S A IR B 4
PEP 4% (2.5% ) B EMLT A 4H(17.8% ,P <
0.05) o i i J 85 =2 42 1) 1l FH K R B AIG T 786 )R %
() PEP %A ORI SO0 9 B (AL F v
fo B BB SRR PEP KUK, MR 4 T
ey AR PRI N e SR T
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