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Advances in the application of endoscopic ultrasonography in the diagnosis and treatment of cholangiocarcinoma
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Abstract: Endoscopic ultrasonography (EUS) can not only directly observe the morphology of the lumens of the digestive tract
through the endoscope, but also perform real-time dynamic ultrasound scanning to obtain the layers of the lumen and the structure
of surrounding organs. With the wide application and technical improvement of EUS, we gradually realize that it plays an important

role in the diagnosis and treatment of cholangiocarcinoma. This article reviews the application of EUS in the diagnosis and treatment

of cholangiocarcinoma.
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GIERTERE S Wi o N YR VA = ISy (DN G A S
NEZRHE R EAR FA T BOF A RE T 70 s HE
R L o P N BT e 18 BE Bl A T I GE R T
RE A% /0 2 A S RE AR T 0, e R PR 2 b {0 JIE G &
Gt g LRI . BEEBORI AR A N BT
SR Y 2 4 AR (endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine
needle aspiration, EUS-FNA ) 7E Il R _EA32 732 i H , 1
2 W 2 AR A BN XN R SR T Rt T
PRAER o B P N LB B R SE T S AT,
MBS A AU —Fh B2l i i2 W 7 i, Had v] LIX) IE
RGLHEATHIIRYT , HETC BN A 26 A il 2L
HETBL

1 ZEREEEISWT PR A

JIELAE 8 2 ME I i UL IR L R IR T IR b
B, 38 A A AR, TR B 25 B I i 25 4 1L
T A/ R REAS v B S e A Dm0 SR 05
IEA WG W, IR 2808 R B B Ab T e B Be
SEPUSA R AR RS AT LS R A R
R RSB TSN ST 43 SR JFF T B B g
IS it AT A 2 R FH P B A L S 5
(endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography, ERCP)
KR IE 20 SVREA HEATI2 W, (ELJ 2 W A8 SRR 45
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W2 W K5 SR YT o H AT PN Bk R B 2 b
FHF IR PR, 22880 5 7 3 A i, 388 o 8 7 U8 0 A 1
L5 IF I EUS-FNA S 7 B2 2 W, seiie 7 oAb sl R
NS R B A A Ja B, A L A b 10 5 7 1) o7 LR
N R DL IR R R ) SR L, B R R
SVEDL N RSBy S 6 TR 22 0IR 7 T Ul
B S —I5 Meta 43077 % EUS-FNA 76 A
BB 7S vh A MER R R AT T ST, A I R A
RS 43 50 80% .97% , H HA BARMIA R F kA4
., I, EUS-FNA & AT DLAE A ERCP HURE R I 1 —
FhBEPE , — IR FEXT 22 151 25 PN A58 R R 200 2 A D0 3
Ji 2 B 1 B AR AR A B 2 1) S8 35 32E T EUS-FNA K
AL S5 R IR 16 1 BB R A 6 ] E WIS
B, HUA YT S AL R EUS-FNA I i s, {H 2 EUS-
FNA [ B 00 AE A AR, B PR 45 SR I A R i AR B A
A I BB D) W, O3 o A i W U
SRR,

I Ak, B PN 7R A (intraductal ultrasonography
IDUS ) J& — /57 B2 SUsk H TG A A Iy v | i o+ — 48
W 1 Bl ERCP ¢ 1E £L 38 5% 38 1o 28 2 28 1 38 5 5 A
(percutaneous transhepatic biliary drainage , PTBD) J&5 %) 52
TE A AJRAE R P, AT A RS TR L ) 25 A T Ak . #E IDUS
PG BEE 8 S P s AR R A 4 100 25 A H 0] g A1 [l
Jib B RS i T T O A RE 1) 1F R A5 A IR IR A T
Bl bk 2 2 1) — 0 B A R, IDUS X R
ARSI RAROE PSR ER R, S )
}996.91% .79. 17% .88. 08% , 5 LH 4L I A1 A5 I v
JEIRF] T 96. 89% , H. IDUS Xif 31T Sifs A A8 BEL fit v Aff 35 55
Tt Ut A A B (98. 08% vs 82. 73%) . IeAh , — T i s
PERFFE @R, IDUS B % F B 2850 3K 3 K 00 S 1k IR 3
WAL WiENG I & T4 ERCP 51 'S N L33k i K
(90. 8% vs 76.9%) . IXLEMF5E R, IDUS AT LA &4 %
SRR REREL Y R AR, JF i — 205 e DS A 3

H i, A T8 6 (artificial intelligence , A1) 7E EEJT7 12
VT RIS 50T A T s n o 38 A I 2R ALY N R
RS G B, AT [ Sl I 4 51 JE T B 2 A iR
B . BUSBRA 6 B 28 0 45 w4 £k A0 A5 43 1) 1l o7
PR, I A sl A0 ELAR , 1) N 8150 s Dl B A1 S R s
T, AT AT 4 82 TR B T] o {HU2: HETOC T3 0 T i i 58
AP A8 GG PRI VA i — R R 1Y
1.1 AFARREERE IR — R IR T A R E
R, T 2 I (R , LR R AR T I A0

K 5% ~ 10%. ZIBHERERBREE 5 B B3] T i
WG AT RE AR o PN IR A g 3 5 T B2 AL I 4
I8 1) JEF IR i B | K 22 B S HOIR T2 8 75 A A s R [
P s R R A 3K H AT A KA (CT/MRD)
Sz FETRGHL Xt FF I I P PR 2 7 ) R AR 1K B T 90% LA
1T (B EUS #9587 AT L BT R BN g A e kb 1
AR A AL I AN B FR . R
5P 1) R R T2 B A 20 Y 2R TR A ELR X T
FEE AR RE IR K S B SR A E AR AR A
B UK R ME 1) 58 35, 7 FH EUS-FNA 28 B 5+ — 48 51T
TR S AR A ST
1.2 AFIVRRAe S TR AR A R R UL 5 T
HAS T 9 509% ~ 60% . HAE BRI A b IR F T 25k
PR JHFT TR A [l s [ B RS BE R R A M B A LA I
AN )R B2 1 I 5 U LA A0 .l EUS 1 S K
18, A BhF B0 kg 1) A A IR A7 SRR, TR
A5 R AL AR CL A5 L AL B0, X T JF 1130 BR A0 9 (14 12 W
FIARRT A A EE RTS8

H i, 2 W0 AT 1150 IR A 88 d5c % FH 09 5 1254 ERCP il
R S E AG , (FU L R U e 2%, FUR BR AL 2L SR IR
PRI, T 7 DA 58 2 35 AL U 52 383 A8 o7 8 s o FH ‘2 o
ol S B A PR AT A LA R v ) R R RN R R
— T X5F 39 5] fRy E PR BE SRy 1D RR A g 1 B E AT EUS-
FNA K2, 45 5 7R EUS-FNA R A5 79% , B Fm
7 100% , B HE TR AE Fg 41. 6%, w4y 8296 {H &
EUS-FNA A7 25 25 il 38 108 17 1l A0 AU , 2 1 5 B0 40 A e
B BRI T RESESG N . — 0 BB S 2 R 6 42
2% EUS-FNA 12 fi9 (1 f8 38 78 J5 AR e A & 0 T 16
R, PRI, %o 1T BB A T RS Al L AT 7 1 £
N G20 B B 2R P SRR AR A g . (R,
FRRAE BT 4, A D H e A AR 5
T BT 22 I RIS He A 2 0 5 SO T 405 8 R

BEAR B BB AR S PP A P X Btk EL 2575 35
XK KL T B AR, B H EUS XA g i
HEAT DX sl bk (2 45 450, A4 T B CT 51 MR REAG 1 B0
1 LA A DX 3k L 4 38 5 EUS-FNA AT RIAT RGN AR
9B FEL T DX SR UK L 5 A A i S 5 0 . Malikowski
S RGE T 86% Y REAEHE KR & LT EUS BEAS % 1 IX Ik
WS s T A AR K A (47%) , BAE %0
F 5 5 2012 S WP DXCSpk 0 5 5 B 1) 31 461 j
EUS-FNA BE % B0 of i 27 1], 0 75 oAb Y S48 24 46
A 1261 (39% ) A & BRIk L 2590725 .
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1.3 Zsmheag s RS R 32 B4R 10 R IRk e e
VR T IR 5 IR IR LA 2 ey i = 1] i 3P
JIr IR, 7 A 50 25 48 B T R i, A L e A A
I, EUS-FNA 7378 vy A5 98 v 1) 22 B0 o v, X v e A
Sy 376 St AELAE e 8+ — 48 B Bk AT, BUS 76 WS
A SE R i E AT P R T EUS-FNA 5
ERCP JIHE BORE (AR , & 31 EUS-FNA 78 283 B4 98
W) R (84% vs 52% ) S HERJE (85. 7% vs 57. 1%)
Y% T ERCP, H EUS-FNA X 2t s IH 45 96 14 12 Wt R f08
(84% vs 73. 3% ) R 3 v IR A5 9 T 57 , PRI OGS A B s
Ui A 988 1) R, W ) EUS-FNA JEATAG A J&—Fh By 5
KA 1. 53—, Raine 25 2 O RFFY o, HAS
SEHRRTRCE T RE SR EUS-FNA Y 52 805, 76 i B R 4
KHLJE , EUS-FNA X JIH A5 178 vty 95 22 12 BT 79 2R B0 DA
95% FEH] T 65% , 3% F] BE A& HH T S BRI A 2 52 T4 3
I A8 )RR P RS, HL S 2R AEAE AT R 23 B a4 Sk X S 2
Hh s 725 A LR IBORE | R UG, N S48 BT 9¢ % EUS
K

2 HERREEIRTRAINA

2.1 fedE sk

EUSH| S T RYRHIES AR 73 R MFp2E R, —Fh o 48
B IRIE B AR 4y AL FE EUS 515 T I 1 1R (EUS-
guided hepaticogastrostomy, EUS-HGS) .EUS 5| & T H &
B+ i aR (EUS-guided choledochoduodenstomy,
EUS-CDS) \EUS 5| & F I &% W & KR (EUS-guided
hepaticoesophagostomy, EUS-HES) \#A7 N i 51 5 F I
+ =¥ A AR (EUS-guided hepaticoduodenostomy,
EUS-HDS) , 73 4h—F St ARE B A 0 70, 45 EUS 51 %
TAT 3222 E AR (EUS-guided antegrade stent placement,
EUS-AG) .EUS 2= IifiA ( EUS-guided rendezvous, EUS-RV),

i ERCP J23 Y7 IH 38 AR B 9 4 b7, {5 ERCP
A I 23 DR e T 45 R RS TGV 23K Vater FL Sk BT 52
IR E A R A T 2R U, AR 0 T LA ] PTBD Bl
AL T T IHIE 5] 5 R (EUS-guided biliary drainage,
EUS-BD)#ATAHE 513 . PTBD H AR ERAEA T 5y f
HAE N ERCP 2RI (1 2k 4%, FUl 2% 5 EUS-BD AH
M HEHOR R B & R R T EUS-BD LA
T2 K A VR e 7B W ERCP 2R W sl A 28 i i 1% 1
BRI 2 A kR S A A S W A
TR g N B 1 i A BB 23 (ESGE ) 45 1 2 4 1] 24
ERCP Hi8 51 i < U , EUS-BD {1 T PTBD "

EUS-BD HA ZF{f# . (1) EUS-BD 41X} T ERCP ¥
Wb A L B 3 T T R S AR A% 1 A 5 1
FLR AR ; RO P9 8% I 72 3w A 1 1sf Al B kAR
TG 38 3k JIF T B 7 Ak B AT S 4R 5 EUS-BD d i EUS-
CDS 1, EUS-HGS ¥ 3 48 & T s A8 b7 sl b , 45 7]
BB ARG PR iy 4 A sl A T 3 B0 S 4R A 9% (2)
P A G R B A AR RN PR A 0% 75 Tl 5 ERCP AH
M, Y T 90% , EUS-BD £ 2 {1 F ERCP, H4T EUS-BD
B ST S B I ] 5 P TR R (3) EUS-
BD 5 PTBD J7 %4 24 , {H EUS-BD A K 4 & A R I 7
THURAE T PTBD AL, AT EIMES [, B
() 3 A 5 /NPT (4) 18 ERCP 2 WS 7T A B
15 EUS-BD, 5 — IR FAR .

2.1.1 EUS-HGS W FMFHEZMYI 5 B /NG 1 i
e R Em ), R e e] i it EUS-HGS 28 i P IE & iE
A5, ve e ERCP 7 835 il 31 45 1 A o sl 3k T8
2 ik K B 4 SRy R . EUS-HGS T840 34 B I
(DIEN S22 25 JINIRE « 5 2 15 28 0] B2 5 B3 FF I IRG , P
B RN A A A 2 (E 2 B2 H AT 4 A TR I
[ 345 (2) 3 S MR - AT LR T 2% BRIED Tl At al
JP Bk AR 5 (3)CE SR 4 Jm SR AR LR SR A
A EIFR SRR —TA T 1205 B E L b
WA 5T 0 R  EUS-HGS (14 A 3 %57 96. 2%, I
RIS 83% , AN RFAF K 30 3. 8%, I L, 7E ERCP
I WCEE AT UK FLAE N % e ) B R 7 % . A EUS-
HGS HREATZE M PR IRAE 5 1, A JH P AR A A
52 ZR It IRE B AE TR

2.1.2 EUS-CDS EUS-CDS A3 i i A ERCP 2 g 5%,
T A8 W 0 ik S L S m s st AR AR L, S
TEME P N BE S T 196G 2804+ 28 309 5k 19 H A
JCE T 22 3T N YT IR ER YK S A R AT 5
EUS-CDS [RIFEHA 8 1m0 10 B 56 ] 22 4, —T2S 2 4y
BT B EUS-CDS 55 EUS-HGS M [t , AT ARl 3 A
I (96% vs 95%) 5 1l R L) 3 (84% vs 87%) o 73
Ah, 5 ERCP A H, — 014 45 144 {51 3 4 378 v A 38 498 BHL
(malignant distal biliary obstruction, MDBO) £ 3 Y B #
X HEBIEFE 0 R, FE R AR I 3R I7 T A8 UL i ok 4
JB R (lumen-apposing metal stent, LAMS) [¥) EUS-CDS
(RSl AR T A I X 4 8 A ERCP TE &
(90. 4% vs 83.1%) . {HZTEH HAFE S ERCP 2k W5 1Y
A RO AR T SR AT T B R S P A BB k>
15 mm KBk 5+ 45 EE 2 18 A EE 25 <10 mm 44
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EUS-CDS AN S F 2RI SR D R R fi |
KR 5 ERCP A, {848 EUS-HGSAIL, % & ] i 5 EUS-
CDS % 5 3 i 50 S Wy AT M /A 2 (B
— I % T EUS-CDS B RTHEPERT L R, 11/20(55% ) i
HAE 6 MRl B & A T SR D RE R A, LA 1Y
IRy R R 0] £ 5 B Al 2 AR A 5 A [l e
FE ARG T AT B AS 4 AE2R (6% ~ 37% ) BX Y
i B LAMS 22 AR AH X4 /(6 mm X 8 mm) A K o
MZ EUS-CDS B LAMS/F 25 ERCP K 5 MDBO £ #%
() 225 | TR, B B e 2 A R A
2.1.3 EUS-HES EUS-HES J&—Ff i A IHE 51
J5 3 AR, ZE A2 I IE R S BUIRAE HEF A Y N
PEEERS S REOLT , TIFB Z g fl g W & e AR BoR
AIATEE, AT LEREIFE WA AR . EUS-HES B2/ FE2E
817 EUS-HGS  {H 3 1 7 £ 45 i o AR ER 1775 em A
ZERI TN EAE S 523 . EUS-HES # #0 h EUS-HGS fi4 %%
R % , Rugivarodom SR T — S 1R AT
EUS-HES BBF5T , HA AR M2 100% , I R )5
90. 9% , WilHJf R kA AR FARIFRGE. HREEHET
I AR PR ATl B0 2 (A SR UE L 4
PES AR
2.1.4 EUS-HDS EUS-HDS ] LM+ 48 I BRI
FEE R 5K A AT 9 RRAS T 5 B S R AT B
TESAE P AE TS A B Bismuth 11 Y5 1V A1 45 ERCP % )5,
PRI TE 51 3% 28 WO, W EUS-BD AN X AT LA 1 EUS-
HGS 513 22 M F I IRAE , 38 ] LL3E o EUS-HDS 5 | 3t 47 il
HFREAE . — 3 [ BPERT S e T EUS-HDS 5 PTBD
T 1] IR R BH R ERCP 2R IS A ) P R A5 BEL
FEMF ST R, K I HA AR BT 22 (94% vs 100% ) 5 i PR AL
T1%(83% vs 83%) JCW b 22 5% , {H EUS-HDS HA7 B ALY
AN R R AR ST I3 L 5 | JiaE i s 1]
[RIIE , EUS-HDS 1] A TA by 2t 1) R i A B 5 1Y
— A RO Il B PR D =X B H R OC THZ IR 2 B
TR ATyT T 2 KA HTRE PR 5 ok i — RS
2.1.5 EUS-AG iR FZHTIL KTk s 8
i T8 fife 0 45 g A A b R A S v A BEL ) SR 3 S ot S
23 i R AE v BN 22 S R AT, (o FH BR e
KA v A S O O A S, R AT
Je, Hg o SO AR BPE R, R RLBG 1k B4 BT A 5 H
W, T AR AR IS ] K A3 B J5 91 455, mT LA A % 5 F ]
LTS 53 SM A L T ERCP, 58 i 145 A i 3 2% LA B o A%
AIAS RS e A R LA 32 7 BRI AR K — & 43 B A

R 7E EUS-AG KW , 75 n] LATE i EUS-HGS 4425 58 i
NRIE DI o — TGN A 58 11 JHF4 I JIF AS 8 1 A BEL A8 5 A A
TN, FEFAR NI Ty 1, EUS-AG 5 ERCP %A K K
# 5 (100% vs 96. 67%) , {H & EUS-AG £ ) - 34 F A 1}
6] B i %6 F ERCP 4H [ (23.69+11.57) min vs (36.75+
17.69)min |, 3 . EUS-AG A A J& I & 4E A (3. 57% vs
26.67%)7,

A, EUS-AG 38 b WAy 77 =X Ab #EAR TE AR R, o5
23 AE AR A A AE RIS I, EUS-AG fF- 51
X B TR S SR e e B R — R A )
87 35 1 fifk #4544 e A 2% B9 MDBO B8 %47 EUS-AG,
B AR Bl PR B R 97 1%, A B4 & AR h
11. 4% AR RS . 2, % T 2k el s 1)
JRAE B R, EUS-AG J&—Fi AT S B3R 7 4% .

2.1.6 EUS-RV 473k AT LUfih & , {H ERCP #fi 45 2% K
I, ATLIAT EUS2UliAR . ZEEUSHI SR, NH i+ 5
BRERZERIAR A | 235 5 5 2 2240 A A IF 2Rt 3Lk
HEA A 381 , SR W ERCP H AR Uy 5 S 24 ik A HAS
WCE TR PEATHI . EUS-RV J&34 2 P 455 5 Uil /E ERCP
RO W BE T, DR R B TG T A U S I e
TR R FMm & LR ESGE (9 ERCP 45 g i : 24
ERCP IH T8 47 4 R WK, 7] 2R FH EUS 23 Il AR 3447 4l Bl 4
0, T Meta 200N R BTSN A 524 0
1T EUS-RV AR K2Ry 84. 6% ~ 92. 8%, Ifi PR i ) %
9 87% , AN R FA K AN 9. 8% B AL 4540 %
WU FR TP BB AR BT R AR 58. 7% , JLO )
Ji R Ry 5 22 TC 138 5 A FR A, T g T A F 4 A ek
A Je F AR BRI e R DI B [ A 1 02 2k

2.2 JEEILAR EUSHIS TS AR (EUS-guided
gallbladder drainage, EUS-GBD) fz # UL B 45 fiF b A1 &
AT AR YIBRA () 2t A4 58 B3, R T LR i iR
PRI MDBO B E (W8, A, 7504 MDBO i
H % ERCP Fl EUS-BD 253 R W 5 , nl K JLAE S — it
a7 k5 . EUS-GBD i i 78 EUS 51 5 F ¥4 i
P HERR IR A BH2E I 8RB AR A A 1 2 R
AL JE , S IR I R AT v R L SRS A A 22 1 N ER
WY K BT I8 5 CE LAMS $E17 5 |30 5 th T LA A A
A 8 5 A % R 0 10 0 TR A M U B 4 i S AR — 2B S, T
T UEA AR A A ZE AN 5K, HC 3 3 ol 2 ) 1 e g Y
Jo BN A B AR Py P 10 R 5 AU
T T 24 YRl TR B[RRI O 2 i 8 JRURS: , B
()22 Ak AR R 1415334
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EUS-GBD & — ML &H MM E AR, 54 K L MR
FIFAR LG, EUS-GBD HA AR A A B 4k A= 3 IR
T3 M RHE 46 5 i A0 % T i AR A A B A £
H, NAAE ERCP 5 EUS-BD 4 R W17 B0 T i IH 2% 45
SR B 4 W] LA £E EUS-GBD #4775 il . Binda
4529 39 T34 £ 48 451 DMBO H %17 EUS-GBD [ [i]
JER PR A T, 28 15 B 20 91 £ A i 42 1 T AR s
T LAMS, i F AR B AR I %K 100% , I R 8L %
81.3%,5 Wl ¥ KRR ERNR I/, Wik, o LU
EUS-GBD &1/ DMBO f£ 55 ERCP Fl/5{, EUS-BD K 5
) — B 2R B RO YT Tk . A I h 48
T AR A E B AR A R B 2 5 A ESGE Y
SR IS 45 EUS 51 SR IH4E 517, JF LIt
R AT 2 48 0 R R B R 7

3 SiE

JIELAE 9 e — A5 /0 DL 1 R, L IR B e
BHMEZWERA YT (L EUS A9 R FH A R 11218 TR T
FH R ML, EUS 214 M EUS-FNA A 76 A4S i 132
B MR OB, HL 22 T 5 S L i) A
Yy 55 RS 7 1T L ERCP AU 524G 2 45 2 3w
EUS-BD Ay % 41k S A #50vk B 4k 22 T 55 r ik 52, 7635
SYEIF L E LN T ERCP K IKS PTBD B A S0 AL
FB IS AMRL A8 e ol EUS X AR #E17 5]
TRAAN T B2 AR L 10 X B RN A A 35 35 ) T, o
HR A5 583 110 A 00 45 4 B LRI DR AT e R . RLLAE Dy
— BT AT, B B B AR B B A
HUG EPIAT S5 3EB0IG Y7 IE BUS %l AR il K7 2 57
DA ST, B, % BUS MBS 5 00 508 L L
b AR B I ) ZE 7 A EUS SR ER (1 T &, JCSE 14 5l H:
FEGIR LAY 32 1 H

MM RER: ALRAEEMHZNF R
EEREER: REB AT ML BEER, & XKLk, »
MR BB S B b A R T 15 %
WX IR RN T, 85I L, RS A LT
KA ERE,

S 3R -
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