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Abstract

Liver biopsy (LB) is the gold standard for the diagnosis, prognosis assessment and treatment of liver
diseases. The specific operation methods are various, including traditional percutaneous and
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transjugular liver biopsy, and EUS-guided liver biopsy (EUS-LB), which appeared in recent years.
Combining the advantages of traditional methods, EUS-LB can be an effective alternative to percu-
taneous and transjugular puncture, and has expanded the indication of LB, with better diagnostic
results, excellent sampling performance and lower incidence of adverse events. At the same time,
EUS-LB is more demanding on the operator and more expensive than the traditional procedure.
More research evidence is needed to further clarify the effectiveness, safety and cost-effectiveness
of the three operating methods.
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1. 3]

FEIE 20 20 R H,  [EN TS Z AERE A TR0 (0 A0 2 823 E A, For AR IRORS P4 0 10 4 PP
(NAFLD) AR T v 3, Ho W0 1 2 B4 B0 7 . NAFLD A& —Fh S0 PR« i s AR 2580 AN =
L AR 5% AR B » 4 Bk SR BB A5 5 32.4%, [ 4l 29.6% [1]. Bt 22 41, TS 1 T (alcoholic
liver disease, ALD)FI1E 4 2 81 5 (CHB) A5 HAth - 28 2 75 v DR A6 Ty e B i 170 4 26 Mg 07 JHF o T I o
— i 5 R AN A R 200 PR 1 R 5 DDA DG I B AE JRAS [2] . P LERAT 2 TR AL R
HCC ffifr sk, & NEFERE R HCC R IM&EHF A fhi & . BARTC AN 7 X FF IR 07 1) 12
HUBEH T EETTER, (R ENARRAE I F RS AE A SRR AL, H BTARYE 28 NS A F]), B
NS A4 5 1k 2 AT 2 i T 28 5 K (percutaneous LB, PC-LB).  £2 35 bk BT %% 3 4% (transjugular LB, TJ-
LB). #A N5 S NI 5% (EUS-guided LB, EUS-LB), 1 PC-LB Hi##A. CT. MRI. A
PRSI 07 e RERERAE 758 B AL, (X TR e ], RSO HIE HTE L I2B8UR . #F
A7 AR IR AT THAT IR I LR, I PR S AR 1E SE B R B A PR 3R AR T V3R B
Bk, [FIEHES) EUS-LB fEE N 1R RE .

2. RFERTERIR(ETT AR B IR EL 3
2.1.PC-LB

PC-LB MM AT FAF 52, B H AT I IOERAE D73, e ook — AR il S R adi A P10
BURE, 3R MR8 T J SR N EAT, U 16 G iR Er, T AT X B A 1 AR T A Al 18
G VG, JEE TR H L Kb A %> 1.5 em K[3]. HI T PC-LB KM 2 N, T4 —PFhalkH it
MrRfE D730 Bbhh, PC-LB FRISIAIE, AN E4L BRI, NS m R4t © — a5 R I ik
[4]. {EJE PC-LB R BEHENA FFHE, 0T 22 A AELIR A B e s LLURE, H™ B E . KB FEK . ™
5% 11 3 i R R 1 /I AR ik 25 1] 1 2 S22 PR PC-LB RN . 78 PC-LB AW HAA SEi it k4751
T, BME S & A7 R 5], Hox A B i a5 A A TR, 38000 17 7™ B RORE ) R AR R, AN
JRbEE G RE, WL DEA . CT. MRI VLG G 51 905 20, AT DU Z R A FT AL BRPIRAS
NEEAT . EURXANES] 577 3501 PC-LB #EAT HEA

][l
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211 BFESISTAREFFRER
G N R R R T R S R AR TS MR, TSR, R
A 55 H LR A VA (6] AR B S5 SRE SO0 N T DL 2 b AT, LR RO e A AR T 32 (K Y R A [ 7]

2.1.2.CT 5| TELEHFRIER

P RE R A, BT s Oz PRk R R, R R4 %51 5773, CT. MRI
PG AR ML i S N T A2 o CT 515 F I 8 0SA2 — Pl ) . A R eGP AR
TR AR . SR, TE/ANE . AR EE R AR b, B A R R, I HAFE SR O R 26 A2
Bk, BRibz b, A CT 5132k 82 THat N [8], A SCHRTE iR 2% 18 A HoAh 5] 377 =B AR[9] -

2.1.3. MRI 5| B T &K ER5ER

MRI B R GF (G0 L BE RN 23 18] 3 26, Al 43 Wit CT P X DU R (5% Bk, DL CT &
51 TE IR RS AR S A5 4 BET kL, MRI 51 S9R%N T CT 515 F AT 2R NG A B0 A2 [10], IR T /N
A R 1],

214 BEE®ISTHEER

AR PR R I 51 5 7 s R IAE R KA op, (I 75 s, T USRI A
T 78 AL AR 0 [12] B 0 A A P9 1 X S A BERA X ek, — TP 5% Sl P i s LR B2 W Ry
98.21%, I KUEE A 4H 1) 83.00% [13]. Z5] S AR WX &M R E VA TT 5 5k BE MR B V2 T T K2
HERPE T T R N, —DURE TR 4 R oR: A IER T S N ISR AT 5 7 HCC 1
By 88.9%, BA W T AU R AL[14].

2.2.TJ-LB

TJ-LB & PC-LB [EZ b 78, T 1967 4F4 i (RIRIE[15], 3& FH T 7™ E ¢ 1 D e R S A0 if /AR 9k 2> |
REMAKS PEEARRE BB G PPl . SR 2208 SR [16]-[19], BRULZAh, Y[Rl 75 ZAT R bk i
J% (hepatic venous pressure gradient, HVPG) i 5 i B4 | 17 ik &1 He (portal hypertension, PHT)If, TILB B4
TIE[15] [20]. HFRAEAAR0 B KORREE NHEAT, T4 MIBA # ik E O\ 10~15 cm/9~10F 45 84 5 i& 52 B
BT EKIG 00, 4 5] 38 5 T H bR AT K, 0 P 608 10 28 R BUIE 2 1 IR 2H 2R [21] o 75 27 B R 3 0 T
TILB Z A8 19G (5 fil%r, I HARAR &S FT HMEEG 06, A SCk#fiE &1 HVPG > 10 mmHg 1
B FAROLIERED, 11 HVPG < 10 mmHg 1 882 R LA A Sl Rt Bl T DASR s AR R AR AR [22] . (H2
XA E BB AEERE by )8, 7T DU 2 PO KSR GRAIEIZ IR, IR SOE MR, MR, 2K
PC-LB 5 3 Ak WS N DR [16]. (HAFER A2, TI-LB HAFTERFRIE, HH T 5 B AR s SR 1 g
AL PR, AE TI-LB X Ja kb P JE A 22 5 AT U & A R PR [19]

2.3. EUS-LB

B A B BORKA R, WBITR A5 85 kM, TR RS W T3 gt 1838, EUS-LB 2
BT AL AR I — A0 3[23], T 2006 A4 N A Tl AR, % Rt mT LAEE e B 75 51 i B E
R, AR EREE AR [21] [24], ZFRBHETELSE 19G FNB £H[25]. HAbE A NEERIE R
5. EUS 515 T FFEEM /P 22 RIS EUS 515 N AFMREYT . BT E A NIRIT . BT B0
AR s FF 7 2 11l s 00 E BT AR BEAS N, XA A4 EUS-LB AT DU 13 5 A i A ) b gt
7, fE— R Bl Tid R, AR R R A [26] . EASRIENZEEET EUS-LB o7 R 47 (105 Ik
P, FPHE K ] R L3 AT AT SE PR L 5, ANE 2 SR MR IE 2 R e A A s 4anig HY - ] UK
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IFAE AT B IR AR AL SURAE, AR TA RFFRIRAER, A 7TRFRZE, 2@ TR, It
FLAE NAFLD R Z6BOR B S B8 5T, 77 200 e A RIS SRAE LA/ 22, — J50 [ml ik A e i ad 1
fifi EUS-LB R1FHUT LA AR A AL 235 2 5 e T2 AR I SORE RN AR YEALAF AR XS 5, i R Ol 22 1%
FNERFEAL 3 A0 S A5 [27] [28]. BRUbZAh, EUS-LB BUAREIRE RS TERL, NEFEEETEE, HTERE
PRI N BEAT B0, 02— R EF GBS RS, I PRS2 BT, JUHOE M T )LEE[29] . Hohmd B %
VR B A RR AR /K HE AR i ) 9 S AN 5 7™ R AL 05 A8 DA B R S8 R IR AT 9% KU [30] o i AT
T EUS-LB /RN —Fi B 5 RIS R 1 2 A A 3 BE -

3. PC-LB, TJ-LB. EUS-LB Z[Bi¢HrEERIEL 3

R T A AR AL O T AR IR R S R E ) T 2K A B A W RRE R AT L
—IiL#L PC-LB Al EUS-LB X HFEMIR 2R i R 48 AR MUk e e AR Bt 1% 23 0
95%. 100%7F1 96%, EUS UM Hr 5 M FERR 14 2 1) 100%. 100%F1 100%, 7= JIJ L4124
B, SWIEEAH A [31]. T It A R S HAHS, X e EUS-LB A 22G iEf 5 PC-LB {#
F 18G VS KA TE T (5 A28 28 v N FH 2 Wi RLREAS . PLB MSWiHER R A br A7 @ M, wlRE S
FHAE 2 RIAHOC[32], J3 A — OB Oy MR FE A TR IO 22 [33]. TILB A1 PC-LB 1 LU T 27 : TILB
AR 00 K FE R~ bR AR EC A DG, AH PR A7 L3 0] 3R A5 2 08 (1 2 23 DLk AT Wi 12
[34]. ME——IUE4X] EUSLB. PCLB 1 TILB HFER bR AN 7873 Z 3047 LU B0 98 45 43 il o4 93.51%.
98.27%7H1 97.61%, KFCH4[30]. AT, WFFEH A A LS 28 fill ST AN [FIRH2 W A BE I 2 AR oK . ] DAIE
s R AT AR 2 IR g R 7 ORI MR A R R 3, SR IRAMS IS RE AN 2, R EE RN PC-
LB Z R F RIS InA B 41 KA Z[35], 1M EUS-LB 44>, 3 H EUS-LB ifn] LU i XU BURE M P
B LRI B2 W ALRE . 25 b, EUS-LB 7E4R iz Wik e 7 i o 7 HARs 8. 5 —J7 i, 18
SR S TR N, AR 2 28 i B IS VPN AR R R VP A A 2 7 20 PR [36], X R — P
I KA I E FERAIE SE

4. PC-LB. TJ-LB. EUS-LB Z|a/4B 4N FEENEHOEL 55

e I g RE R 7 s Wl Be i R &, RS BRI R IR AR N E L, AR, R T “EdE”
FRAHE STk Z SR e 9 [ B 22 2 R UGRIU AR A B KT 10 mm, FRES 270 6 S a )
X, T AASLD HSE AR B S 4% IO 22 NS R RE A E SCA K 2/ 15 mm, JRRA I 11 45
L& X [21]. FEA LK (total specimen length, TSL)FH5E %471 [X (complete portal tracts, CPT)¥ &= &1 A
AR T IR R B R bR . —DURBIZEZE X PC-LB. TJ-LB. EUS-LB #4708 75 3 2 [W] 1) A
R: EUS-LB 784 %N 93.51% (95% ClI, 60.41~99.27); PC-LB HJ 7 7> F A 98.27% (95% ClI,
93.31~99.57); TJ-LB 74> % K 97.61% (95% Cl, 93.39~99.16). FLATAILAE Hi, PC-LB AHE: T HAth oy Ffr 28
5 A BT RO SR BUAT BLR ELS I T ZH 4. PLB 5 TILB RIREAR e/ KL R & Bl TILB F1 PLB &
H WAL AE A B 70 3 9 10.0 A1 16.5 mm (P < 0.05) [37]. 3 4h—TitHt fL s, PC-LB A4z TSL (27.4
mm, IQR 21-29) . 3% = T EUS-LB 41(18.5, 10.1~22.4; P = 0.02), PC-LB ZH)5¢ % 1# Ik R ¥ ik T EUS-LB
H, HZERAEE S E M REPC-LB 48 21, 11~24, EUS-LB 44 18.5, 10~23.2; P = 0.09). %z L3k
AT LAE H, FEREARTS 20510, F PC-LB A ILH . (HEWAws Likgi8MH Ik, Pineda 55 At
17 1 —TvFfL EUS-LB. PCLB il TILB Z [AIFEA R /3 A 78, ARATR I, SAr TSL J9 25 mm (TSL i
FE[ 2 15 mm~38 mm)f¥] PCLB AHLL, XUFFit 354k fil &% (¥ EUS-LB ZHZUREA Y TSL B R K, 47 TSL K
40 mm (TSL yii[: 30 mm~82 mm), P{E < 0.001; 5+{ii CPT >k 10 (CPT yill: 7~16)) PCLB ALk,
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M EUS-LB #:AH CPT fyrh 74y 17 (CPT S Hl: 10.5~29), P {4 <0.0006. 7E[F—Wiwfsr, 1E#& K
I EUS-LB 441 TSL &3 =1 TILB 2H, TSL HA7{E% 40 mm (TSL JafE: 30 mm~82 mm)tt 34 mm (TSL
Y 24mm~48mm), P {E% 0.01; #R1fi, PR IAIf) CPT #EBRA Suit 5 % % [33]. ik, EUS-LB #
IS HSE TS REE R R B R, BB SESF IR AR, £ESHmisB et 41,
T ELE 0 KRR LA 5

5.PC-LB, TJ-LB, EUS-LB Z I REH#LEZERLLE:

B A STHR T 2 AR A 77 A R SR R AR 2 R s B AR R], G — 8 225 S m] S BT DK 28 [ i e A 5
6 6] A J53 PR A DA R B 7 s 2 75 400, SR 0 I RRE I — B0 X, (E A F S G R — %2
SHRAE, BRI R AR TS 2 7 [30]. PC-LB el W RIE RN, KEE M T 4AX A
SRR, HyoR i, EAMITFEARGE R R AR #E A 0.13%~5.30%, M #EFE A IX — Ly 0.87%~6%
[38]. — TN} PC-LB F A& hE & A R (4 FE & i1 7R 7R : 1857 BTGk 3 b, E I AAE 10 41(0.53%),
PLB ARJ5 30 d &FAET-F K 0.27% (5 1), 2 #(0.11%)EERG 7 d WK IL[7]. KRtk 4h, EER
BRI L5 25 B 57 FL R MCIMUAE - — T00ZR G [B] i PE A 9 36 B : TI-LB A2 ORI 7™ B RE K A2 %243 il 6.5%
F10.56%, 7E)LEAA TN, MASET-F A 0.09% (HiIfl 0.06%; =102k H 0.03%) [39]. {HAESLE
W1 PC-LB 9 ARE R AEZ A SR = T TILB, Hpdil i Hh SRk, B IR RE X [37]. HAT EUS-LB 1
AR R] T — SN, SERRHRGE I A RO W, BRI R B, EUS-LB ARG I RAEM KR
1.1%~2.3%, FERENZERE. B, H e W eE kA i A EIRIE[30].

Table 1. Comparison of procedures for liver biopsy (PC-LB, TJ-LB, EUS-LB)
% 1. FFBEERERIRIESSA(PC-LB, TJ-LB. EUS-LB)RJLLE:

LB PC-LB TJ-LB EUS-LB
FE TG A XU A % % 2
T s T R L RS 4 & i
SeTE T KR & & &
AT I T % P &
ST T L AR I 7 % AL HVPG lRfikr T RCRE
BRI 77 2 JR il R T 4 B IR 4 B IR
EFERE + ++ T
(| + ++ ++
2 + ++ +++
A JE A 1) + ++ +
XF A B ER + ++ +++
FEATE L3 +++ + ++
LWiRkhe —— T —
IR IEREAR R AR % + + +
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6. 4B

FERT AEBIR h S ARIE SN M AT 5N 5 A8 D)5 200 i R 35 BEAT 1B B2 W7 Ao B9 10, AL,
JEPAEE 2 ARV G ) BN S OCE B, ERSE TR 2 R R RONR AR AR AR GRS B B A
JFEREE 2 R 7 A AT R A 2, IR 3 R s AUEEAT BU, LR 1o AT R L 5 U 3
LA A% 8 5 7 S R ARk 78, IF Btk — 229 K T3EMUiE, EUS-LB B A femiZ R MA R F
PEAT PR R AR S I 2 R0, TENN PR — o, AR08 PC-LB. TJ-LB AT,
AR RE BT SE R GRS HARIE RN AT P EA RS R AR BRI
MILLEL, AT LKA h EUS-LB RO B A MA A R, (H 2 1 J0 K B i o) F A4 3 P 2EAT LA
It BATHE TR BB 2 (1 K W FCIE S 6 EUS-LB I BA R A AT IE S o BT 2 A Fi 4 /s EUS-
LB EFEATE 2RI HA SIS, HIERVE S 5 R FISR AR . 27 0] (1 1 R DA i 1 75 30
Ko BAMBIBYIFR ZXNZRAE T R — AT 250, (15 EUS-LB JlOy A S84+ IR AT
R B R AR AT 53, i Ao AR R A
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