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Abstract

Selective biliary cannulation (SBC) constitutes a pivotal step for the success of endoscopic retro-
grade cholangiopancreatography (ERCP). However, it poses a significant failure rate that merits
attention. Identifying the appropriate auxiliary cannulation methods and salvage techniques fol-
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lowing the failure of conventional cannulation approaches is a notable obstacle for endoscopists.
This review delves into the complexities surrounding difficult biliary cannulation, including its defi-
nition, determinants, associated complications, and adjunctive cannulation strategies, aiming to fur-
nish endoscopists with well-founded clinical guidance.
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5l

H 1968 4 McCune %[ 1] N I RLET 4E+ B e i+ 48 sl S di e LK, BT R 1847 BRAE
1% 52 AR (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography, ERCP) & JJi &t -t 20 () it . 11 ERCP AN
T 20 A 70 FARHIRE Sl R E 2], BEE SR RS, NI E N B2 W T B, IE
AR NIRIE RS 25 A 1297 F B 4, ERCP AMYAESRFHS W S B 1t 77 AN gt 25, 1 HAEVRYT
SRR EENEA . HERANYITEA . R ENGIREZ ML T —, AIEERS
eft ORI ST IR R

JEPEMENEE 1% (Selective biliary cannulation, SBS)/& ERCP &I A & E—25, SR BIME & 2450+ E 1
WBEEEIT, WAAAEE AT/ NLRARE RIEE . P4, BRI E RS 1 R R =18 18% (3], THEdess
B E WEIMN<S% (4], FEIRESERE, RS RWEL 8.1% [5]. ERCP JHE ¥ FMEH S
AT AR . ROE SRS R G S ANE R, #3517 ERCP AHOCA RS 1R, A
#5 ERCP AR J5 B I7 % (post-ERCP pancreatitis, PEP). Il ZF L. JHE R B HAMA B 3.

AR RS IR BN, IS RS AR E BRI AT, RIS A 3 a2 5l B el 52 7 5
SRR EEIELAN . APRAEEE BRI & AR R S EUGE R, FERAAEA A EEOR,
YA : LS FLLFE LN FF R (transpancreatic precut sphincterotomy, TPS). £1{R JJFL Sk i)
A(needle knife papillotomy, NKP). £k 7] F % /i& AR (needle-knife fistulotomy, NKF), 124322 i% \JEE
B, IR AR XS 22 3 R (double-guidewire technique, DGW)EL R 48 (5 H5 5 22 5| S 464 (wire guide
cannulation-pancreatic stent, WGC-PS), XA E HOR — @ FE LI a1 IR 4l 8 R X R8s 1) AR
hE . BEAE Y FOREORI RIS, I IE A B S P R 7 B AT 48 i 22 IFJIHIE 513 R (percutaneous  tran-
shepatic cholangial drainage, PTCD), #ATfii PTCD [JFRIEFRIR G, I PEICEF M AEFRRE. UHFNH
EAY TR IMEAMESL . B S B TS IHE %7 ) 5] R R (endoscopic ultrasound guided biliary drai-
nage, EUS-BD)Jif A2, H 2y ERCP R E HHmig £, thoh, J—J7m, fEH SR AERAEENRTT
FZHT, &YX ERCP MHERHEAKT), oL RA FARFHFEPAITEE ERCP. £ SAHA
(percutaneous-endoscopic rendezvous techniques, PE-RV)7E HE 4615 I T tH 2 G (1) B AR e« X TV ki &
8 LU SR I N, s B XN B 4l B ERCP (device-assisted enteroscopy-assisted ERCP,
DAE-ERCP) 1] 8 5 N3 H o

ik

S
.
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ARTORE A GAREE 6 DR AR AN TR 8 S 3 RSO R B AR SRR A, FF A SR B IAT IR IH A A
R(ERCP) I e P A [ 4 B AR B 5 AR (100 80 FH R S A P 355, DA DA PR 5 5 T 388 280 P X 2 4
I SEHE N HEE R AFIEEE 5%

2. BBERERERMERE X

B AT AN [FVRHF 70 o0 IS4 PR o SO e —Aife, s = 35K Friedland S5 [6 PR 22l iR
N AT BT E Ao BRI B A E A B AT N . AR AR IS AR A 1 SR B TR Dy e UK
Pu, SRR BB TR AOARHERS IR H B A — 3. sbAk, IE5075 [T B ok T 22 BLE 52753 O B R
ATV >4 YOBRAE R AR e TRME A PR A (7], [R] I A 408 s IR e A AT RS X e 0 1 4
[ K PEP JXUi[7]. BRI B #5487 %2 (European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, ESGE) 2016 “FF5 74
[81 WARE R AEE SOV T A — M2 Al : (1) 5+ 2RI LE Rk 5 %G 2) BE2
FE I 5 ming (3) B 1 IREAMUPRE R E SR 52 . 2017 411 [ BR[O PR & R 2 SOl AR ifE
ERCP #iARTE 10 738 AR BER DN BT 5 AR e o IR #6 %,  BOoEsin + =il K k.
2018 “F A [E ERCP 2645 B [ 21U A W 2R S 247 7 B3l e A )t 5~10 min BRI oA 0 IEE 34 8 IR 0

3. BEREEMENAXER

REAT A SR AH A 1 2 . ERCP RIN IR OCEE . T ERAE 3 2 00 A0 B ) Sy AR IS D 3 2 B m R 3=
[8], HHFFL[10]%x ERCP Z256 3= 5 [ BRI n] & Ak 5 iy A4 B8 il ol 26 S 3 /D ) S AR I RIE K A2 %8 . ESGE
VY2 E TR TARE > 300 4], IEFRIEIREREE R >80% (L1t — B [ 3238 R ML 3R AE 5 A
90%), ZifTEETERE > 85%, WinHIERAE IS AN > 90% (3248 F L ERAE — B 18] 5 4
9 90%AH1 95%) I 77 AT A AT BE JJMAL45AE ERCP [11]. [ ESGE @ AT fefs 2 2/ 12 A H R &R
W77 RE#AE ERCP, MM &E/DHTFEFER L IHIIA Geik2]m% ERCP Mgy, & in R v i) a)
e e BRI (B[ 110 X T35 114 110 P 4 125 0 0w e o s R 45 4 e R A5 (DOPS) B EUS #1 ERCP
REVEAS T B(TEESAT)IHEAT YN JG 4 ERCP [12]. 17 H A 59— TR 78 [ 131000 & 30 b A A 485 5 484 1)
ERCP K F-ARAGIE > i AT (1) ERCP 752 4 7 PR 1 f& [ R % . ERCP & S BN B F R 2 —,
BA R, XAl Rt 2 kS IS0 S s DI 3 M E K & . ERCP IS AT LAR4E Cotton
532K[14]. H.O.U.S.E432K[15] % ASGE 43 2% R4t[16)534T g, HEMEBFARIERE, AR FE T

— T [ JE P A A [S s AEOE R AR . BRIE SRR . SR AR DO S OB K iR ALk
W MR A S SR R R A A A M R . YA R SO T RRRIOC R BN TR S e
FEAE R TR HT 5835 MRCP S5 5248 540 A nlARSE AH DG 8 AR R Tl ERCP IR/ 4 i 0t 2 R R, 3k
T4 e R % .

4. EMEREERENT REM

JUEL A 7 PR SR, AT TR P LS AR B LSk K s e B S 8 BB 3 R T N IR S5 2447
N, ERAEIE N D PEP. HI. ZEAL. SRR R B RRE R XS . ESGE WK A X2 PEP 1)
AT SR R 25 AN e [8]. ESGE @K ERCP Ja AR 4 & SN BirsmE Mg, &JF ERCP 5
Ik 24 /N VE AL BEEONE BT R B 3 A5 0L b, R SR B s KA B R TR (17

ERCP J& MER R FHA R R AEEN 5%~10% [18]. PEP j& ERCP 5t W H 5™ B IE A0, HRAR
N 3.5%~9.7%, FET-ZHN 0.1%~0.7% [17]. ERCP J5 I &K A% 0.3%~2% [19]. ERCP FHRZFFLEZ
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ERCP Ja /™ B 3 KAE, KIRFEN 0.1%~1.5% [20]. —THH 1 Meta 23 #r[2110F 50 K L PEP S R AR N
10.2%, HJ¥ PEP KAEEN 0.5%, BTN 0.2%. LEIn AR S A4 s 24y, Wil PEP KAEE KH
B[RRI AR R 2R, DA AT B R AR I RRE AT BT, ORI R ST AR

5. EERERMERHRERAR
5.1. WEL£B R (Double-Guidewire Technique, DGW)

SRR R I IR PR WL, T SR N EE R, R E R T S AR AR, SR
FERGRNPBE N S LRBEERE N, R R S RER, BbS2EZRN. F
RS 2 IRFLENET ST 1L S8 M THE, #ATLE, MEXLEUTE “Y” Fk, W
AR S . ik 1 AR SRR N, NI R AR SR AR N . IR AR
BRI 35158 2 iR S i R B 1) T IIEH . FLURE o SO 3R B SR BAH IR R U . 1 R
LT EAT SO AR BN SRR [22] . T LHARWAFIE 20, Wi(Eh T e S EUR L B TS S 248
TR RS 2 R FLN RSB/ E TN RE . AMEIE B ARG 50 (R R
BHT) BRI P R R e 7 2R S S A U, XU 22 B R Rl P M TR 52 R, 75 8 P B I i o LA
23],

A K DGT AR T RO 22 4 1 (1) 8088 5 A7 AEAH B J& - Laquiere 55 A 53 i — T BE AR R {48 (RCT)
RIFIAMEH DGT HARTIAE 10 4380 4 52 M IR E A E 22 [24] . SRTM— T Meta 20827, ARSI R E AR 52
Hh, H5HANE AR, BB DGT 210 PEP FIRS:, HAEFE B h R 07 T A AT #5251
Guzman-Calderon 2 AP0 35 RCT #H4T ()55 — I Meta /0 #r[26]ELH T DGT Al TPS, %5 R 5 R, DGT 1
JEAE S 7 T B R T R, PEP HIRAEHE T TPS. fEi% Meta 70 MU RCT 2 — 1, PGW Z1)
PEP K*EZHN 2.83%.

ESGE 5 g £ 1L R A4 5 TR M AN SO 0 g N R (13 100 T HEZZ A DGT 4R (8] SRR 5 22
Xof S TR A543 B I S RRAE T I BB N T PEP R ZE XK. ESGE 25 ERCP AHIEAS R 4R F6 e i 1
{EfE H DGT B, A FH R4 S 22 (pancreatic duct stenting, PDS)>K il PEP [17]. Wang 5 A [27 /0 58 & 30,
L5 RS NG S SE A EL, K5 158 P ST 5 2 N B S 28 Bl T 4652 DGT 1 835 Ty PEP. {H H Hi#ikiE
) DGT J& &4 PEP LA PEP N3, "EE PEP /b, HIXELRGILIRTIGIT o Y RE L H e [25]
BAEIZA G & 755 HURCE RS2 22 LLTRBS PEP 17575 5 2 (IBENL. 2 O 78IESE .

ESGE 5T ERCP FHIGA RS- HUFE R [ 1718 SO A AR R HT 28 2 (NSAID)AA R 1 55 45 T 100 mg
(RRGI S8 <7 BB ST IR AR TG T, P FRAI PEP UK. A RAFAEIR S R 2128 R, HIE KR EAMKI
A5, fE ERCP FiRAH FH FLERAAS IO (3 mUkg/h)FUARAN K o R T AR BCE R SR B3, BEEN NG 4k
Bk, FIEH 20 mlkg, SRJ5 0L 3 mikg/h (PR FEFRFEE 8 /NG, T J8CE RS SR M SAE A NS 15 1B R AR
BT . HMTEZ Al R%E, ESGE RE K NSAID 5HiAt PEP Tl /5128 M4s & .

5.2. REXEHES 5| SIHE (Wire Guide Cannulation-Pancreatic Stent, WGC-PS)

Y FLARNIRER, FIRANBEENSLMERFEAE, T2 E NRESE, 5 AT
W WEARTEE CENBEAFTREHEFD, NS HERERIOREER, FRE 0%
R E T VB A5 S5, FRAIK ERCP R Ja Bl R I A A2 AU o 3 A B FediiE 28], R WGC-PS
FORTES S I EHEE B2 07 15 DGW A4, ISR, BIRERE A MK PEP KA KB AR L .
H AT 2 5 m B R S8 TR 1 s B PR S, a1k i PR SO, REE A PRI PEP R AR
AR . ESGE fi R [ 85 W AE T 22 4 Bl & I PUI B AR 2 i AT B M SO BN . ESGE fi5 Fa[8][R] i
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TR T A, g N B U HE 2 R S 48 FD) JF(PPDS) e — T[] PN AF 729 b 7 76 4 5 JR 2fE H.
QLR NEE R, AHH] PPDS J7 %5 DGW/TPS 75 A ELEL, 1R BB G I %(94.6% vs
83.3%, P =0.18), ZR1M ¥ F§ PPDS 77 S 4 Wi 3 FEAIK 1 ARG S 9F KRE K AEZ(0 vs 20.8%, P = 0.003), [F]if PEP
R AR PRI N I E(0% vs 18.8%, P = 0.005).

TEERAE T BN SO T R IR A, HSC 2R KA R BT BE 2 15 R SR 26 . TR e S ) A6 i
JEdiAs . JUHABARE RN 2 230 PEP B AR . Tl H HT G T ERCP ARG IS SRR BRI S T AL,
HAf g —ILi], B R IFAEE . 2018 4E KA [E ERCP 45/ [2]45 . HEHEE LR 5Fr
R AR, X T HEA SR BN Z B = 1 BRI 2, (R Pf B 1 I AORE AR X R D 4R
M — BRAERAL, TR, AN, WRAE ERCP ARG 5~10 KN LA R A AT BivE, 45
TR 28 B R A2 ARG, s RMAERE AR IX AR L N AT W BR AR I B R 33 . (SRR, 16 LR AEE
W, R R E AR IR R R PEP MUfE . — TS T L ERCP FI[BIBTE 4T [301 &L, TRy Pk
[ A E NS2bR B S PEP (IR AR B EH P <0.01), HERMAER, whESAERZERMN)LE AR
[ ARG K.

5.3. $t 712 LMY AR (Needle Knife Papillotomy, NKP)

RICAFLELIF 1 11~12 mih oy eI, R ISR+ 3N B R 4k, WREZERIREZEY)
I, BIEEHEERE TmE AN LSS RS, YHAEREEEHSLEFERTIERE, 49U
L3 S A REV H N TR B 4 5 B0 Tl o NKP BRI N, b i 75 {8, 7] LIS R ke 25
WRITEE R . H [FI 5 R A B P G0, B9 PEP AR AR5t I 8 R £ 48 o FIELS A8 11 7
A MEAE .

—IRGAN T 7984 1] ERCP (B F0[3114iE, £ LA NKP A AHARZ 7, 4% TPS 41 DGW 4 LLJ
8 AR AR 5 AR (6 R ALINT, NKP 20 28 35 11 H I & AE P 2 0 38 v T oA &5 4. (B VR A s i
FEVIFEAR A ARE LAl U B i, R A 0 B H I 90 XU BRI 8 ]

NKP E A48 B HOR AT DB B4R s o2, (H8 A0 20 A NKP 25390 ERCP AR J5 &
i KRS, JUHJE ERCP AR5 AR % )R [ 7], — Il 7832 & B W1 ERCP A J& i 95 (PEP) S5 4H
RIFRERIR AR A, M5 ESHHE S AL M S VM. FIATY) 1A B T8
DX FER R R A R R, A EUEFALKM, FTRRK PEP A& AR KU 4 s i) % . 2014 4F ESGE
Tl PEP 48 FG[ 7] 422, FEARE SRS WA E b, IR B e S5 R E A L, PEP RAERE
1%, AE PR T 2B AR R R A AR R A %M. Sundaralingam 25[331f)— 15 Meta > #r & 5L, R s H
EAENOUT, FIAPYIERRIC PEP K A2 KASEE ) 2 07 AR T RE S8 AR MEROR AT . Chen
S N[34THAT I — ML 6 T T Meta 20 ATt R D05 RRSEPRIEIR B AH LE, ST il B AIK PEP K 4E
K, HArR Ty “FH7 PR MEE S —03ER, ASFFTT R T 2 K. (HIER A IR 16
PR, P BEEE TR R FYI AN o] B35 PR Al TN %, I w9 D AH R IE R IR R A2 % [35]

5.4. $tT1H & &R (Needle-Knife Fistulotomy, NKF)

B £ TTAEBE I TF 1120 Smom FORSMRAEHERT 57301, 13— A T, B2 B — e
i TORW 11 AR LRI, B BTN, TR . H 5165 NKP B
BYIRARS, F558 NKP (L AR AL T3k 1 BALUB , TiEF TR RIS SR T H2MAL
ST 5e R, FLICTLE R T (RS R LR RO ), T e — S48 T I
Dh%E, BRI T ARG IHRIRA 361, (L NKE % 4552 T 1 0 SRR A TR P R
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2019 41 2020 4K K 2 BHFFT[37] [38133CHF 1 NKF ) PEP KUK SAASUIK WL 5. 2016 4 ESGE
T A [814 1 NKF AF 9 JHAE R A B 2 S 2% BRI TRI R - 2016 4F Lopes 55 [39 HEAT I — T3 [ml i 14: B 5
RV N B BRI AT LURZS 5 i 348 NKF BN R EAHRAD, BFAVCNETE WS IM# N %317 NKF
B, NEE /AT 20 Yk NKF SRAEB 2 G AE

5.5. ZERE I LIBFAAFIFHAR (Transpancreatic Precut Sphincterotomy, TPS)

ROAE T 5 JIMFLSKTFF I 11~12 b5 P ah i LB ZE 009, 2438 2 IH A 5 s S R 11 A 1) b et
IRBEAT YT, dEim B S T am AT IS . 2RIV, YT T7 I AR Gy 45, A R T b
SRS T EU ALK M, (R  J7 (58 5 PR A S 2R AT R 5 ik . ER A SRED)E ) BE AR AR AN L ) 5
;L.

2017 FEH)—T Meta 7> H[40]587%, 5 NKP ML, TPS EA Eb NKP B & M IHE G kah =, H i
B/, SRITE PEP. LRI ARE T TA 35 22 5. — DURTIEVEBEN LN 72 (4118 R, TPS BIAHIE IR
T E B ST DGT (94.1%LE 58.8%), WAL PEP KAZZIN 2.9%, PHALIHE M IF KoIE K AEFR 2R
GuitEE e

— T Meta 2} #T[42] &K, TPS fEH& mddi e s D207 B AL T 5],  H DGW FIRFEFR k6
IR S IR IIR 6 2 A2 U B 2 i T EaR B AR . DA_EIEHE R I TPS B &M 2 T NKP. ESGE
8], X T HELAEE 1N ALK B, MR E TR S NEE N, S8 TPS. [FRXf 1452 TPS
(5%, ESGE fEUCTIRG M B . M AR, TPS HIY) 7 M FI ) I8 P 58 25 55 45 45 ),
FOIHRORE KA RSB, AR TITHEES, AR TRE RO RNEVFEELTRKIRS VRIRER, #m
AR T A R 1 R R

6. HEBEER AR KLBIEMREAR
6.1. =S ERCP (Repect-ERCP)

A7 TR e AE S PR A ARG B N AN BE LI I O IE A R o T A B K )
B, WRESSCT IR AR MUK i o X 2 1E— 0 3 AR S R e B R SORE IR R AR AR o TEIX B
THOLT, EWOLRIZE Il ERCP FAREAE, MEBRERE, FKMAREBATIHIR, HEURIE R H i fERT
[ HER AR B s, 15 25 pE 22T 56 2 IR ERCP.

AWRF43] L T MWK ERCP MG KA, A NKP SIS IR S RIS, B R fREOR
JE AT EE ERCP HAWA G#AE (W PTCD. #MRHIHIE F AR 510 A7 3. [RIFRECR 5 31T 2 ERCP LA
YRS RIS SE RV AT A G B A B s 46 i R D 3 AT R I AORE K AR 22 . W BB EH T R B NKP B
REFEE FEIAS MK A LRTE J HH i b A B ) (R HERS 45 21 2t

#HE ERCP [T RALT 55 (8] I ()47 5C[44] [45], ARG 8] 78 40 I BRID R s . (HE AT T46 2
X ERCP [ STt [6] i A7 4 e Kim 55 N [4518F 0 K ILIAIRG 1 RAVHEE D 2 AL T 2~3 RIEIh=
(65.7% vs 88.2%), H.[5 s [H] 8] b 7 & A I H AR R 22 5 B 52 ERCP ) i 3 #H 9% - Colan-Hernandez 55 A [44]
WU AR 2 Ik ERCP N2/ ARG 4 RFATA 2 2 A 800 . ARG RE 0327 (5] BR B[] 9 R A — 5 I [
B T A RE TRT SR R A

6.2. ZF4ZRFREIES|F AR (Percutaneous Transhepatic Cholangial Drainage, PTCD)

BV 2 R P AR R R A i 51 3 R G e g T i, I AP SUR HERE ARG, R
SRR EANSL, WYL TIERE . RGBT SR T . ReiE T ek A
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BRIEH BT I KA T, B RHERR, i8S BRSO A S 5
SER R [2]

AW HRIE H K %5 EUS-BD A7, (HE M P I Meta 53 17[46] [47]8F 5T #)iE PTCD #HEL EUS-BD
RN RE R ARG B R5) RPEEAR EN R AR E &, mA SRS 5 EAE M,
LW TWEBRTE, HKMSAR S . WAMER IR R0 TkET, PTCD HBEATHIMEEE R, xR
7 PTCD 73653 PR HEH 5 451 o (1) S H

A FOE 48] — M4 & T EEMANBE LSRR, FONERE - & - W82 & FRPTE-RV),
LLF-EE PTCD SR HL, /N AR ST R AT RIAR, I HAORE: SV P B R s iy 4 e i
HATIBYT % ERCP;  [FIRS E 4R PTBD #& PTE-RV [—&5r, (H— BIHERRASE IR, & REmmnT L
491,

6.3. BANES| S TIREZFHRIS|FAR(Endoscopic Ultrasound Guided Biliary Drainage,
EUS-BD)

H 1l EUS-BD H 2 CAH)X ERCP i R MUE AR Bhid & HOR FB[50], HaTRH Z M@, 1
FEE BT WRE LA+ i8Rt sNg R R 720 78 EUS 51 S F sah 2RI AT R sk AR 4 Js, mi
BT B 2 A AR BNAT 5E UG 86T, LIRSS 1]. AW FiIE EUS-BD R HH s 1 & )
R, HATEE 90%, SRIMARRE I RAERAEHRLIN 20% [2], HAEERZ, EEAFRR T RIBEN T B
M2 At E BRI . AUFRS2)RI, &8 FNANBA R FMRERLN 21.7%, ML+ iEHFIIN
A R B RAEFLN 9.9%. EFRAEM SIS T BARA G I AIE . fRIUE B 24 B mE NI

B M ) BUS 18 & 22 AR (EUS-hybrid rendezvous technique, EUS-HRV)#{ I\ /21 Ff T4
JFF P9 TR N B 4 5 R IS (R DR AR [ 53]

EUS-BD Al PTCD fER A RIh 7 HiAH Y, {H/2& EUS-BD fEHA G A G E LM, mEEEEK
e PR J Dy 26 B AR ) 9 R R A A, T A Uik — 2B B T BT PR e, el ] BRI T SR & 5 47
1. 2022 4F ESGE J&T BT A 48 [ 54 OB JEIE e v FH A /X ERCP RIG# A EUS-BD 1A~ &
PTCD. [FIAHEF[55]1K3 EUS-BD ¥)%## IR EAL, HIFRIERZ, FE5 €M% 2 feik 2
G IRBOR, A ZBEE BRI WL, A HOL N I HER TR 2 Ok HAIK, EUS-BD BB Ay N X
JIE AP A 1) — 2R VR T 4 it
6.4. B2 A AR (Percutaneous-Endoscopic Rendezvous Techniques, PE-RV)

FEALFEL B 24 IHE 51 R ((PTBD)FI N B2 R S R BRI & R, EI7ER A e CT 515 F % 4
SEFRBENNE, HMEE S, WEEAS T T T BRI e %S 20 AT IR .
FAENBREARE VIR RIS (B E R AR, R 55E FH T 52 B e ST AT AR S5 550 B A i) 45 46 e 2
[ [56] o UL EIAR TR BRA & O KN ZR0 P BE R T 7 7T S, W AR SR A& &, Bl K
I AR I S 28 5 o IR NIRRT B 47 1) AU 42 o
6.5. FWEEIR /AR BN ERCP (Device-Assisted Enteroscopy-Assisted ERCP, DAE-ERCP)

Katanuma 255714511 7 HA 2012 4 11 0 ERCP JFERS I, b2 6.5%5 512 532 1k
T8 E @R 585 BRCP [, f£400) ERCP A8 I8 Y5, SE A T 15 M ATE AR 4544 . SRV ki &
FEAR R T RA 1 I AR G5 A o a0 B T B R N B A AR G B LB+ AR KLk
S RAAE s (R o AR AT H W L Sk A B SO, U B e T ) T B O TR, A
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2 5briE ERCP BRI 7 1A 58 AR, XSS PR R AOE I 1 IR M RE,  H3gn 14 E XU .

ikt B 2N (device-assisted enteroscopy, DAE)IE I P58 2 v TG B 1 HE, 1T LATE P83 ) i 4
BRI IE B, D iR, IR N EIR N HERE B AR AL B R S IR T . BB DAE BORI1
Wk JE, B WA FE /75 (double-balloon enteroscopy, DBE). H. 5 % /M 745 (single-balloon enteroscopy,
SBE). #&Jig 0/ M5i(spiral enteroscopy, SE)A /K /14 7K/ (Hydrostatic-balloon Enteroscopy)=5i# % #t
BNBHBNEH .

—IHN 14 BIIEE 7 Roux-en-Y W& A J5#:52 DBE-ERCP [ 78 [58] 47, 7ERe g @ id N E 2k
Roux-en-Y W) & #0001 13 38, 100%328 T Ihdie, o 92.3% (12/13)11 3% 7E DBE-ERCP J5
SEMLTABORIT . A 1 IR RIS 2 R A AT R 2 AR R o Inamdar ZF[59]1— I Meta
SyATi N, IV AE E R 5 R SBE-ERCP #5AK,  NEE RN BIA IR R TT M2 80.9%, ffiE
BRI 69.4%, TR EINAIT 2N 61.7%. fEIXLRHBIT, £ 6.5% B T ERCP HKRIFAAE. B
DAE N FH 8RR BkEr b, H N FH 471 2 IR . B 58, DAEENRTALGE, FLALES A R RIA0 BT Y0 [ mT A S
BAE E e R S50, Wi e+ IR EE B S VG DA B ELFE . HIR, DAE BT84
IR, PR T AT I B AT RE T M kR AR, AU ERCP #REARAS N e, T H T e
TNFAR KM EK AR VER 8] . 177 H DAE 54548 ERCP 1 i) N B e F A7 A e 23 M 1) jL . K 2 B0 it
ERCP #iH48  fEANE T DAE, FEUHN 52 R .
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FE A B 12 T T A — B A Ay SRR SRTE 2 (R AT S P AF 78 7T DUSE I 5GP s A A i IR — MR, DN B
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