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FEPEREE PAZEIR, MRS K 2D RRAE % CRAZEM BIEIZ B » TR B D 72
JHIEE RLF—U R ETHY , NHRENICHEE T 5eB AT FE 3R
THEH SN TWD, RO TIIUIRAREEEAEZEICSE AT v F e E
L7z 317 flastsic, B4R AT > b33 dysfunction 9~ 2 fE RN 1 & Fit
L. BGO+ "FRIBRENME—DfERKF Th 72 (v Xtk 235, P fE
0.001), FEZHRIEIC L0 E Lo+ HRBEEYRAERN L Z 2 bni,

ZORRE D LITHFR@E LT, + ZIEBEE YR Z < 2 & TR 7
JERDHFRE S0 WG Ik & 27 0 OFim & R ATV, @B AT

 PAZESE B T DA D HERR S iz,



2. FX

AMEALEPAZE 1T, MRS O BEEHRE H 5 VTR I L0 RRAE A HRAE L
JFig> & DAL PRI T S 7o R AR B > T RETh D, M
EIIEITA AL 2D, SHICHEERZEGHT L L AL ICTEMED b ULAE
~EAT L, B I7RIRRE L 72 B 7o NRIEPASE DB e fRER AL I L T2 D
LU, EMEREPAZEIXE OJRRE B OEMLENE T2, ZH S V72 RER
TREICOIBRARE R AT CTH L Z & 03 <. PAZEMIRIEORK & L CIERIA
BIBRTIE 2 <AHERIZRIEE R U — VIR T s Z &2, £z, FEY)
BRAEMEARE PAZERE B LA R AL FIRIED D 72 < — RN 72 TR ITE N T2
FBFF D Quality of Life (QOL) A RFF9 2 Z L NEE T, KEFEOEIHEN
DI WHE R — Ui Bk S s,

JEE R L F— DT IIBAE T ICIRE =W EIN72 & O A N ZAFT 24T 9

AN

SAEH R L — Ul & WHREBERIALEREE 1SR (ERCP: endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography) <C#% AT AHIE K LF— 4t (PTBD: percutaneous
transhepatic biliary drainage) % fiifT L CF 2 —7 2 HET LN KL —
Wnids 203, MAEAIHEGERER 2 TR R L — Ui S A S 2 Tl & b
e U CREBESEN D e < L ABEHIB S ELD & D FILE S HAE S 4, S AT

RESER] TIHERR B S B OHEN DR ORI B L — Pl EiTiTbh 5 &



T o T,

BN B L — Ui, B L7yt 2 oM HEE 9 2 48l & | I I
TRA S P2 8 2 25, WIENTIZALYT O A BRRY 72 IGITFE BR OARRE A2 fRD Z
EMNTE, EOITIPIMEN ;1T L72%HA1C QOL IR F A 5l & Z 3 K%k K 1
F=TF 2T NN, QOL REFOLATHLEHTHD, 2O b, Bl
FECIEPNEBEIR O 071k & Uik, NREERIC (BRLEAMIC) AT v F2BEL T
NEH 2 E ~ R LT — T 2 HIENFE IR E STV D, PIERICERT S
2T M LTERMICREINTZ T T AT 4 v 7 A7 NI, SEHBAFSIRH 2
K13 r ARETHY, A7 MAERIIIERICEERZHRE L AT S
R EDMENLEL LT, FAFHMEIERZHFAFL T, L aRoREnWT
FAT 4w ATV MBI TER, LML, WEEIOF v o XA ROH
A RXOMEMNS T T AT 4 v 7 AT FORITHRKTH 11.5Fr £TICHIBR S
TLEID, BEKRELTDHZLETCORGFYHMIEEDRIIA D2 LDOTH
ofed, I T, SLRLMEMMIER A BNE LT, 7T7AT 4 v 7 AT K
D 3 EREOAREZFOH IR OSR AT » BB I, ZO&REA
TY NI TTAT 4 v I ATV N EOEIEACEEERER T T, TS E
BICEWZ LR aniz, MK EENTRETT I ANY =V AT AIZ AT

HEBBAT L MIEEIND EBEHENICL Y JHENT 8-10mm F THLET



5, IHIZ, ZTOBBAT U MDAy atgiEOMERNGIEENZELTAT
> FIPAZET % tumor ingrowth ZF5 HBY T, &R AT & MIEWEE RS 727
N—fFEEBAT bR S, PIERITET L, BFEYMIEES HICERE

Lice L, IN—E&BEBAT M ThH, Bk 82K 5 IEEGHEDPZE

R, BRAT VU MPEEIZ LY EE I NRWEOIZHMLE VD dysfunction 734
25T EMMEINTE,
FEMENREPAZE X, N PASESRAL S FLEAMNZ O < JHFFTEE2> & 2cm LA E O EREfE

o5 [T EVEALEPAZE & TP TIPS M REE PAZE I 5058
INDN, BIFICR L CEINRENICHEE T 2B AT & M E—RIROLE
RLF—=Ufie LT, JRS<ATOND Lo o7c, Ll @®BAT  MEY
TAT A4 YT AT MO 5-6 5L aANRENTZD, 4-6 » HLLED T4 5 RiA
DOIEF TOREICHHEE LINVE S, TNED THRORRRIEGILT T AT
UV IT ATV FOBEBRTHSTHLEENTWS B GRS 3 » ALIN O R4
I\ZPAZE 7 £ D stent dysfunction Z = L CLE YEFTIE, T AT 4 v 7 AT
Y EEL, EEAT NORANIIGONRNZ EICRD, @B AT M
EOMRIRF & LT, BE®%RAT  MERE TICRE#2 2725 5 DX ERCP K
(ZHRE RSB B2 BT ONEG TRroTe b D72 EDERBHE ST

WHBA M a A NEEEE L 3 2 ARG R dysfunction OFERRIAT-1X8 5



PITEN TR, £ 2T, YRR OBEEREEIZIBN T, BT MR E P %E
xR L TCEaRBAT  FEREE LR 317 flzdRic, &8 AT ko R
dysfunction DfERRKFZFRIEST 5 B TR AMESMELITO 2 & & L,
EFREo Xz, BAFEHENAEVWE SN TV I N—(FEZEB ATV N T
IS K 5 tumor ingrowth (3P 2340 % 23, NRIECEMFRIEIC K 2 IENEEEDPAZE
WA THD, TTAT 4 v 7 AT FTlX, A7 v MAZEICH ZREIRE
W & B AT v b R{Hl~® bacterial biofilm <> Wil D FF 35 3K & 72 JFA &
ENTND B, W AR—DENEF/AT b TlE, FHERICHERRE R3S A
TaDNO AT NNEHET LD LT, IN—fFEEBAT D
PIEIZREE R R CHRB SN T ALY TH L I A= HEH L TWDHZd, 7
N—fT&BEAT 2 FOAEICHRKOBFREEIN TS, Ibic, It
5OWETIL, + a0 b ORMIFRECIHIR D Wi £ 5 stent dysfunction (3
dysfunction O H1C & FHIZFRD BN D - 7= %, Ak, JLEEFERIRG ORED 7=
DITHHERN~O+ 50 6 OWFRITR O 2 WA LI AU 2 TeE A
T MERET D L ZOFBEFEKBERES LT + ZIRIBIEE R
MHAET D P, BERENIT T CARIBIRAE R AR5 2 & T AT v hOBEfE
HMZER T2 Z e S g8, T EREMEARE P 28 1 I REE SR A2 EAL 23+

ZFRIBIZIE W2 AT v b OmEM T ARG EE SR T IER S



N2 ENFEAETHS (K1), 22 CTH_HBBIEEWRER AL LT,
TIAT A v I AT MO+ ZHBWIC, RGN D O A2V LT S 720
DIz UIZijib I & 7T AT ¢ v 7 A7 2 FSBFE S, 1EkD T
TAT 4 v I AT b EOBEALHEGER THRICR WERAEBIFE 215 5 D
Z e &N 0, Z ik L B IE R & &R AT v b (LU, [
b2 T > b)) SEFE S, EMEALEPAEA~OYIE 4B AT > b & LT
Bilk A7 > M & RFiET DR ERBRICBW T, BETFEOREM L I B7
BRAEHIR 23 Sz 22, B i, T MBI E PASEIC K L CRE LR
2T b THRBAERIC K D PAZE LT, WHIERAZED A Y 2 ZIERIC
KT LHHA L H =X g AZBWT, HRIEAT > hOFHEE L VR
DR B D, £ TAHEL HiME A vy MAERE L TEBE AT FHZE

FEBN R 2 WRbI e A 7 > b O Mz a4 25 A ERRRER 2 520 L 7=,
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3. BEE® P TEEMEEERZECH T IEB AT v MESIZEKIT 58 X
7 b D BEHH dysfunction DfERREF DR

3—1. B®

T B RSB PASE I L TR LI BB ATV RS 3 2 HUUNO RIS
dysfunction L CLE D fGRAFA2FREL, TOREIZONVTHREFTTHZ &, A
T v RS AT v MBI 2 CTRMERLAE 41 stent dysfunction & EFE S 41,
Z @ dysfunction 25 & 72BRIZIZ ERCP 72 EDH A » F—_X a8 L, A
BEE N L 725, ZD7=, BED QOL 5 E T 5 &, FH dysfunction ™
fERKF-Z[FE L, ZOREEREFTT 22 &1L, @RAT » FOpdERm Lo

ICEHEETH D, AR TIE, BEEO+ BHREOEEL M 5720, if

FISERIIC T ZHa iR & s =RISR8 0 DIERIE R 2 MR & LT,

3—2. HRLFE

1994 424 725 2010 4F 8 J] £ TIZ, Hbedk L OBE 4 figk (H AR HFHEE
W Z— ZHERIREET. IR HGRAIREE. BEERTP ) (2R VLT, BIER
ANREFERRIC KX 2 Hh FECEMEALEPAZEICX LT, @B AT » MR E A T L
7233605 L. 3y AU EO T 30 —7 v 7N TE 317 Bl 2t It

DML, BRI A ) MU B 2 B R R A & BRI (2 DWW T T o 7,
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1 dysfunction 27 7 ML E LT, fERIKT & R 5 BFHOE =N F2MET L
7o
FEF O+ HER A2 | BRI LD EZEZXONLIUS A, EEEHRE, +2
fetkEz, @B AT v MEERICHNEE TR 2 b O L ER L. WEFHIRE
ELMOAEIMDRVE Lz, &2BAT v O TMBEME (+3EhbH 5
VNEHEREN) 12D W TIE, BRSSP OMEIC L > TIRET H 2 2R L L
T2 BRZEES D+ ARG FLEE O BEEDS 2cm DL ED DAERI T, RAEER LY lem
UERES<&RBRAT FE2HELIELGAETH, BERNICEBAT » b Mz Ho
AR CTHBEARTH L, ZNZE > T, +EBIRESROM AR T &
H—J7i T, BEOETHEIMLTWDEAIE. BBAT VL Tl CTORE O
AURE 2N 0 2358248 LB B OJRIR & 72 B 726 eI iR, IRE RIS W T
WEDOHMIZ LV BB AT > N FEOMBELZRETHZ & & L, REHND
IR O BERED 2em R OIEFITIX, FEBED overgrowth (2 X 2 PAZEA [
Iz, ®RAT v M PO EIZ+HEBCEEST 2 & L,
dysfunction(X FiLOWTNNEZRDI-H D EEFE L, FIRIZE SO THMEL
72o ZHUH DdysfunctionZ @O TIEFNL, EOFREIZE DD THh->TH, WK
BRI D VIR RLE LA L2 . ABRREET 5708, BEDOQOLEK T

SEALRTHHELTCNED, SRIOKRFOTOITHTICER L THERH L,
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- P - - - 2TV MR G IFILEREESR B L BEERESCCT

R CRRAE LR Z 5880, A v ¥ —~_2 3 & L CHifT L7ZERCPIZ
BWCTAT» MNAEDOHRZRBOZH D, FA X —_0 g URICIE, BZE
JERNZ W T S NHEIFT AR RN S RET 2 L oL (KM2),

- i -+ - stent dysfunctionlZXfJ HERCPIZ L DA v ¥ —_1 o 3 VI
WM LA T o R EBOT-H O (X2),

- BZEORWEE R GFATHEARER) - - - 8 - BEOTIREREE R LA
BRO DM, ERCPICE DA v X —_ g VEFOFF R CIX, ML XS 2k

Mmool b,
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X 2. &BAT > FOFE, @iz RDIEH

(/2 EX) BWikiEoMiIic X 2 %EGITAT v FNIEICZ EORYBRMEE
RO 5,

CFH EX) AEIRIZ X D HAZEBI TR T v PNEICZEO IR EZRD 5,

(ZETF) AT v MROIERF T, 4B AT v b B+ R~ 4cm LU
L CT&ETW5b,
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FH dysfunction OfEREK T ORIEIZIL, FH dysfunction 2 B2, BE D
BaRFEZaAEEE Lic, P A7 4y 7BEleaothziTo72 (£ 3), £TH

JEREFRAT 24T > T PEAY 0.25 Rl DR+ & 2L BMHTICHRA U TIRFT L 72,
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3—3. R
B3NTHIOREE H A2 FUTRT, BUEN1TIAN (56%) T, P fEix

10 TohoTo, HmKTF & LT, sk, BK, BEo+ "Mz, 106
A (33%). 45N (14%). 118N (37%) IZiRDTz, 84% LT L AW EDBRAT
MIWHBEAIZ & S 4, £ 0@+ FRIBPNIEEICALE L2 S D2395% & K
WA THoT, BRAT VDD H&%II N N—fF & Th o 7o, PUIEEFIEIT201
N (63%) 1%t L CTHifT & 7=, Kaplan-Meieri®: THEE L 7= A 77 R o B3 194

HT., 74m—7 v 7HfHF12283 N (89%) MFEL L7,

-15-



1. BFEx G17A)

PRI Bt
i (%)
Performance status 0—1/>2
NG e KRS, mm
JRESRZE R . mm
Tisk A
MK A
GO+ "fahi=E A
EBATV NOINR— 7/
BB AT Y O 10/8mm
EBAT v N O EREE

PNAREEN

T8 SRR HY

NTRERRY & % BRI RO OF
WERTOFLIILRH 5 VT A
GRAT v MEMIRONLE  + HEM/ARIEE N
PUEERE A
EULE Y. mg/dL
HImER, /ul
CRP, mg/dL

CA19-9, U/mL

177/140 (56/44)
70 (62-77)
250/67 (79/21)
35 (30-40)
25 (15-30)
106 (33)

45 (14)

118 (37)
261/56 (82/18)

304/13 (96/4)

265 (84)
35 (11)
17 (5)

194 (61)
302/15 (95/5)
201 (63)

6.0 (2.5-11.8)
6100 (4900-7800)
1.0 (0.4-2.7)

600 (86-3690)

NEC (%) & D \WIEHRAE (4 73 (L#iPH) TREHL
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f+%%. Performance status D EZ (Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group)

Grade Performance status

0 2 ERLTHEITE 5,
AT & A U B EAEERHIRZ2 <ATZ 5,

1 PRI LV EBNXHIBE S5 23, AT RIHEC RIEEME
S TOMEEITITS 2 LK D,

2 BATARECH D DHDOEY O Z L34 TRlREZ AERE T H Sk
20N BHO 50%LL BIENy RAATI I,

3 RONTCHZOHEDEID O Z & LR,
HH D 50%LL LA~y Rkl 29,

4 2LENT 2V, BOHOEID OZ LiFa TERYY,
FERITAR Y RO Tl 2,

ZOREIEHREDOEETH Y | RATER THEIESHIIR STV 25613
FER R AL FIT 5,

-17-



Stent dysfunction (X7 174 AN (55%) T, FH dysfunction (£ 97 A (31%)
Td 7=, Kaplan-Meier 35 CHEE L 7= dysfunction & CTOHIR O HyfiiL 170 H
Thoto, FH# dysfunction &, @B AT > MFIE 3 » A LIEO% Y dysfunction
DJFRNZDONWT, £ 2 1TF LDz, FH dysfunction TiL, B¥EE 21%) &
FAZED 72 W B R (21%) 23 dysfunction D 72K T, % dysfunction T,
JEJRIZ K D PAZE (29%) ELPAZEDRWIEE R (23%) BNERRRThH o7z, Y
FRIEIC L D AT > NAZED 5D EIG 1L, %R H dysfunction @ 4%IZ%F LT, FH
dysfunction TiX 21% & AEIZEZ o7 (PE 0.003, 7 1 v ¥ v —DIEMERIE),
F 72, Kaplan-Meier i THEE L 7 BW7RIEIC K 2 PAZE & TOMIM P JufElL 15 B
THY ., ZDMDJRKFIZ X % dysfunction £ TOHARF I 90 B & thik L THE
(2R < (P fE 0.003, =27 T 7 iE). BRWIRIEIC X HPHZED R dysfunction

WCRELSFELTWAZ ERHALMNE 2T,
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#2. @BRA7T YV NORH K UO#EH dysfunction DJRK

mt I % P fiE

dysfunction dysfunction

N 174 97 77
PAZE 102 (59) 54 (56) 48 (62) 0.464
Bk 23 (13) 20 (21) 3(4) 0.003
ik 36 (21) 14 (14) 22 (29) 0.036
Tumor ingrowth 24 (14) 12 (12) 12 (16) 0.697
Tumor overgrowth 14 (8) 6 (6) 8 (10) 0.464
Z D 5(3) 2(2) 3 (4) 0.656
FAZED 72 A & 38 (22) 20 (21) 18 (23) 0.801
Q=) Y ERE S VLN 12 (7) 6 (6) 6 (8) 0.767
ik 3(2) 2(2) 1(1) 1.000
ATV MIED 8 (5) 5(5) 3 (4) 1.000
B Dfrivth2s v
JEE H 1. 2(1) 1(1) 1(1) 1.000
R 13 (7) 6 (6) 7 (9) 0.665
AP AN Y] 27 (16) 17 (18) 10 (13) 0.542
Z DA 7 (4) 6 (8) 1(1) 0.135

KBTI ANE (%) Titd, Tumor overgrowth (X4 8 A7 > kDM 5 IEE N
M+sz L,
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A7 v hOFRY dysfunction DfERKFIZOW TR L7z, T, + 165
2, PUREBERE. AMEMREAS, HAEMAT T 025 K CTh Y . 2L EMT
TIEG O+ —HBHREO LB A ERFTh o7z (> Xt 235, 95%EHEKX
M 1.43-3.90, P fi 0.001), PLAEEHEIEZ ST TWAAERITIX, 7 dysfunction

DEMER DN H -7~ Fv X 1.69. 95%(EFEX M 0.99-2.91. P{E 0.051),

.20-



3. [HEERBR AT v b DORH dysfunction DEREF ORI (P RT 4 7

=15 53 A7)
H 2R AT EZ N
v Xtk P i RN P f&
(95%1E FHIX M) (95%1E FHIX[H])
MRl 5 1.26 (0.78-2.06)  0.345
R >70 7% 0.80 (0.49-1.29)  0.362
Performance status >2 0.80(0.43-1.43) 0.451
I KA >35 mm 1.28 (0.80-2.07)  0.308
AR 22 R >25 mm 0.92 (0.56-1.47)  0.702
T A 1.35(0.82-2.22) 0241 1.33(0.79-2.25) 0.285
fEK F 1.16 (0.58-2.24)  0.670
& O+ =il A 2.38 (1.46-3.89) 0.001 2.35(1.43-3.90) 0.001
GBAT Y NDOINR— FH 1.01 (0.55-1.94)  0.965
LB AT O 10mm (vs. 8mm)  0.99 (0.31-3.73)  0.989
&FAT N O ERE 0.90 (0.40-1.90) 0.781
1% B AR )
G AT v NN O E 1.81 (0.56-8.06)  0.343
+ 4805 (vs. BHAEW)

PUEESRE A 1.64 (0.99-2.78) 0.055 1.69(0.99-2.91) 0.051
FIMER >6100 0.73 (0.45-1.18)  0.196 0.79 (0.47-1.32) 0.372
CRP >1 0.96 (0.59-1.55)  0.869
EULEY >6 1.04 (0.64-1.68) 0.874
CA19-9 >600 1.07 (0.66-1.73)  0.773

Performance status D EFlL. F 1 FFEE2 =M,
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Iz, BEEO+ " FEGRE & stent dysfunction & OEFEIZSOWTHFL7-, E
Bo+ ZHBREAERD DIEH T, BORVIEFICR LT, AEIC
Kaplan-Meier 7% CTH#EE L 7= stent dysfunction & TOHIRMI AN E -7 (F9fiE 94 H

vs. 219 H. Kaplan-Meier ¥, P fii <0.001, 227 7 7 KE, K2), £/,

dysfunction DE|E H A EIZE D> T2 (42% vs. 24%. P E <0.001, 71 2 IR E),
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‘\__\ PR — + R R &= (m=199)
el L 4IEEREE -1
G
it
5
=
5
=
&
u
i
s
0 | | 1 | ] |
I 100 200 200 400 500 RO
el nLn. &
2oz s $BATUHEEEOIRD)
+ _iEReS T B 199 110 "3 -3 17 F) F)
+oteREmy 118 43 1% 8 3

X 3. EEOC+ _HEEEEOFERTD, Kaplan-Meier {5 L2 HELSB AT
v b @ dysfunction F TODHH]

.23-



4] dysfunction OJR[K & LTIk, BEO+ _f8lHREZR 0 HEFTIX. &
WFRTE DO L DPAEE L < BO HMEHEM N H -7 (10% vs. 4%, P fE 0.053,

HA 2FRRIE, £ 4o
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4. BEEO+_HEBEEOFETCOEELEERT b ORH dysfunction JR[H

I O+ 45 I5= A e P fiE
(118 N) (199 A)

FL1) dysfunction 50 (42) 47 (24) <0.001

iE S 29 (25) 25 (13) 0.009
Wik 12 (10) 8 (4) 0.053
ABJE 4(3) 10 (5) 0.688
Tumor ingrowth 5(4) 7 (4) 0.767
Tumor overgrowth 6 (5) 0 0.002
Z D 2(2) 0 0.138

FAZED 72 MR & 10 (9) 10 (5) 0.326

AT N 8(7) 9 (5) 0.546

Z D 3(3) 3(2) 0.674

FHEEITAE (%) TRCH,

-25-



4. WRQ BEHEFTHAAERZIINLTHEBLEZEBAT v NEEFIZE
i BEFEBSIE R T N OB RAEORE

4—1. B
MR IR ERAZEICKT L CTREE LT N &SRB AT v MR+ e EE
BWIC L VEAZE LA U AV IEBNZ RS 5, WG Rl & N —fF & 4

JBAT v N OF HMEOKE,

4—2. XBRLFE

Z OWFFRIL, 2010 423 A5 2012 41 A £ TIZ, YPik LOHARRFFAEE
P Z—IZBWT, I NEEMENERAZEIC S L TRE L N — & & | A
7T M IR WIS KV PAZE LI ERNS xR LT, Wb AT o b
RERIR, A0HE, A LEZERAT v b &l LA REE %
AT AT R E M vy NREBRCTH D, Zoa5RIE. B KRR
& LT B R R FBEE 7R 0 - B b P2 B2 D78 GRFEE 5 2687) .
KOV A AR FAEER o # —ERRPSE MR B 2 O7kR (EPE 5 299) &%
7. UMIN % §& % 1T » 7= & T i L 7= (Clinical trial registration number:

UMINO000003568),

4—2—1. FEHLZERBERT VB
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AalEEr L7c il 27 > b (K3) 1%, ##[E TaeWoong Medical fHH4 T
GRTA ¥ —TRATEAN—(EEBAT 2 FO+ G 10mm BD AT
— NRIOWFEBG LR &N L7 E 272> T D ()3 oA, Wik k7
O EDY 2B T FRITIIHER T I Smm R D /AN—=2 4 K A>T D,
BHEROTVWDINR—(FEERATV ME, A THLHEKESNTW D[RO
AN—FEBERBAT e =T, TATF /=N (FRE= TLDAE
&) HMOBBEVA YLD Ay atiEloTd, X 10mm T, B

X 6cm & 8cm @ 2 fFEA BB I TV 5,
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Bl4. W5 E I N—FEZEESB AT b (8E TaeWoong Medical
Zaw:ly

XX, 10mm £, 60mm £EDH O, + _FEHmIZ 10mm & O A B — MO
AL RIS Tnsd (KA,
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4—2—2. BEEU

1. FECIBRH T AT AR A P IR ]

2. EMEMEPAZEICK L TN EHESRBAT  MEEEZZ T TEBY ., +
“HRGRRAE WAEIC & D stent dysfunction TAPE, AHE N L — 2 TlkE L 7-IER]

3. 47 —L Rarty NRESTRER

4—2—3. BRILERE

1. WE~ONBREEN T 7 1 —F )3 R 725 B

2. PSR AR A B ZENE B

3. Performance status734 2L

4. S EHE R A IHEE A I D AES

5. 47 F—hLFRartr M5 LIRWEER

6. + _FEMFLEA X v ILFIAIRGE D pe2s A58 0 2 JE
7. JBFEE ~DEIZHRE 2788 D FEH

8. ZEDME/KIATE L TV BIER]

4—2—4. AT FMNEBEDOER

PR E PAZEIC R L T ST S HERE AT o P2 B L%, #%
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LR TR P B E AR 2380 B E MRS CT 72 S OEGMRAIC L D R
TV MNAEE ST GE, IBERSHBAUGESE 2 BN, K OPAZERK R
O HWJT ERCP #1T\, JHE FLF—y (REEE RLF—) &7 5,
Z OHZERR DAL/ MIRE R O+ ZHBIBEYRICL b0 EEX LR
A, FERACEZAVWTS 7+ —a Farty b aEE%, KB
Bekd 5, MEER - BIENUE LI-FR T, B, ERCP 21T\, AR THIUL
PAE L 7@ AT v haREL, REIZS L TAV— BT —T )V CTIHENE
7V —= 7 LT, WA T > N EEE L, BEOFE A KIS O
BEEBAT YV N ERETH H, ERCP CIHERAET ZMAE L THA RUA ¥ —TC
WA ZBEE L, ZOHA RUAY—IZihb¥ T, A7 FOT U A=
TAEHAUER-HET 5, @RAT 2 MO A+ B 5-10mm F2E H
LT, EBIF IR A+ HRIBNICER SRS X )5 ICBET S (K

4),
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5. HFHHIERT v MEEZONRSER
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4—3. HHE

AUBRHAMI T 13 JERI 2 B ek L7, BEERIIE S OEY THLH, F/ 10/3
A\ AR RAE 65 7%, MHGEPHZEDRRIX, B/ U > Eifs/ I, 8/2/3 A
Thole, AB LI AN—(TEESEAT  FOPAZERRKIZ, AN 10 A,
BWFEAN 3 A TH Y . Kaplan-Meier 15 THEE L 72 VHIBIFHIRIL 58 H TH -

77:,
—o
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x5. BEHER (1BA)

MRl Bk 10/3 (77/23)
Fim (%) 65 (62-77)
AEIEPAZED RN g/ V) o S EiRRE/ MR, 8/2/3 (62/15/23)
S e KA. mm 30 (25-39)

AR B2 K . mm 25 (20-28)
iz A 8 (62)

fgK A 5(38)
GO+ " fahi=i A 6 (46)
PUESRE A 8 (62)
UL, mgdl 3.9 (1.0-6.0)
HfER, /ul 4700 (4000-5600)
CRP, mg/dL 1.1 (0.3-2.4)
CA19-9, U/mL 1900 (130-4400)

N (%) &2 WIETRAE (4 Z3NLHEEPH) CREHG
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13 B2 3T 1 Bl ERCP THEEIZAE) L, FEEEIHEIT 100% TH - 72,
i L7z dipieBilk 27 > B & 10mm £, & 3% 8/6cm 10/3 il Th o7, HEERF
ZiE, 12 6 (92%) TRAZELIEAAN—fE&RATV Maethk LT, %5 1 4
FHIENCEESNTCEBAT PO TP IENICHEINTEBY . KEANA
R0, | KHORAT v MM L+F65E TRk A7 o & E LT,
ERCP FHIZBE L - & OHEITRE O 2o T,

Kaplan-Meier % CHEE L 7o BLE IR FP oL BT 241 AT, 11 (85%) i@ 2]
ISR ORI XV SET LT, iR 1 2 7 & |~ @ dysfunction 1% 6 51 (46%)
\Za8 7z, Dysfunction DJFK & L TOPAZEIT 2 $1(15%) T, PAZERIAIE 1 BI23H
JET, 1 BHFREAH FUROE(IC L2 2HRERRDTZ0H, FHA v ¥ —2
voa AT Ly o 7z) . F O dysfunction & L CIEiMi % 4 H(31%)IZ 72
7273, Kaplan-Meier £ X 2 BAFHIRNIL, [ CEEREOLUANICEE LFAZE L
SR A T MR L THEIZIER L (PE 0.039, =77 7 iE) . 3 7 A

BHTER 1L 83 vs. 38%. 6 » HBITERIL 83 vs. 30% & iEEN B2~ (¥ 5),
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T — ERPEAT R
! --- BAELEIT IR
& | 3 H
= :
] P =0.039
% % — :-|
i |
i |
o :
B v bommeees
Q- e
0 100 200 300
Numberatrisk  Emar v EEEROBAMEB)
WABLEATYN 13 7 3 30
MELEAGOR 13 9 8 7 7 7 8

6. #fERAT M A—BERTORAELZBEESCRAT » FD,
Kaplan-Meier 3512 & % dysfunction ¥ TOHE D Lbigk
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5. %
PR E AR E PAZE IR LT IR HE R —D s L TAL fiE

ENTWBEEAT > M, tumor ingrowth %5 < A X—fF& & AT > b H3EH
FIN, EVWHGFHMEASEOND L)k, UL, HIE - BkiER L
12 X 5 R dysfunction #5325 2 L HRHZH Y, S OLRDEBRAT V FDOK
fam BI2iE, 2 ORI & XERPLETH D,

IR TIL, UIBRAREIERE |2 & 2 W RSN EPAZE I 31T D IR &8 X 7
> N OB dysfunction DfERAF-Zat Lic, @BAT > FOT 7 b LDFE
& LCiE, BRAEIIR 500, B LMo W TR 20 5 TOMM P 7y
MAWVGLNTE 22, ZOMZETIHEHE O QOL % &AL L T dysfunction &9 7
U LEERLUTCTHEMN L, &R, RO+ ZHBBREIE BERAERKF T
HY ., EHEO+ IR E AT DREM TIEA S RVESNICR LT, R
dysfunction DFAERITIAEICHE L, dysfunction F TOHMITAEICEN -T2,
/AT MO R dysfunction D E 7R KNIT W FRIE &K OPAZE D I W EE &
(ZFNEh 21%) THH . + F5EEE DR F 14 dysfunction D K & 72 A &
EZ b,

R 8 AT o b OElm A+ IR R S5 THE LI2SE .
ARA R B REAE ~ O EBE ILHERE & 1 5 T D FLERFE R A RE A3 KX 72

72, BWFEH - k7 E O+ Z3RIBNAY A EENICER L Y. BEERNIC
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bacterial biofilm <° sludge Z KT 2 Z EBNH BN TEY ., TN AT MHZE
RMFREZEHITLEINTND P, Lo L, BEIC & 2 BN E5E B 25 4
TUE, MR PRI IE BAGR N b ABAE BAZEERAL S+ RIS R AT 2 Z L 3%

<V MEERZERZ T3S A RALE S LT 5L ®BAT V FOEMEE +

Dﬂ

“HRBICENS D 2GRN ENREN, FEERICAIIETIE, 5% T LEE NI
HOIALTE TORBELZITA TRV, T D OREF TIXTBWKIEIZ X 5 PHZE
FROTE LT, + IRBESYHRIIAT v MEMEY + B LESE
WZRAEDOBR THLZ LRSS, ZOLHI, @FAT v MEMEE+ 2
R Lzsmalcid, +BBEREYREZRO L 2 LIRS MONTZBRT
HHMNY, EBAT RO ORITRE W@ O+ IEIBNE TIE, BRICHA
BN+ HIBIZRED . WENICEELRWCOMTIHEREZ AU DR TIER
W, JEREO+ IR Z O 2 ELITIX, +IEBNEO/MERIE T LT
WHIFRENZ K0 B LB ERNED 212, RENICH L Wi+ 4
PR SIENTER LA, ATV FOMAESCHERZELD LD LED

ns (K6),
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BRI - KB

& PEESR/ IME - BREREME T

B 7. FIEHEMRERAZICST2&RAT v NEBR O+ ZRBEE I,
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IS O+ FR IR A 58 60 D FEBI LSS Tl FUEIGRE 252 1 TV D FER] T,
AR TIERONHOO, FH dysfunction 2% 5RO HMHMMNH -7, SBEIOMTE
T, BB COAEFHIR O B dysfunction DFEITEEE L 2RWVRIC 3 AL
EOTxua =Ty TRAHET O DIEBID 2 it RIfjMT Lz, ZD72s, Hilll
TIEIEZ AT L7 WEE TR T HEI 0 282 < B} dysfunction 2318/ NGl 40T
WD T2 TR < JUEERE A 1T DB T H4] dysfunction 23N L TW 5
TR LD, TOJRKE LT, ALFRIEIC L DT EREAIC LY . BERNOM
B OHFED HALRIE PSR 2 K T2 LT K RO AEENRE A NS, £
FURBREE OSBRI O IE ) &+ RN OB MERIR T L
T IREN N O+ HRBARE R AR T 5 2 L b B b D, 2 LAEIER
L7e T — 22T 2 b DAL FHEEIC L 5B it e SIXa En <tk o7, J|KHE
ZRAGNCTHZ LT TE o, IFEBEBIIZEA I TV D FUERERE
RV AFHMIBER LTETEY, BFD QOL IR T S¥AWnd, £7238
JE & 0 LPUIES IR 2T 2720, HE RL T — Y ORBIITEZE L 780> T

o VUESFRIED SR AT b ~DREDOMRANEE ~ R —T A FOh L
JIFEHETH D,
AWFFEDOREF & LT, £ consecutive 72 BEREEZ R E L TUIWNDHHDD

BAMESHRTH L Z EBBIT NS, £, BIFO+ IBHREORED %
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UVIEHEETT & & @ AT > b @ dysfunction DBRIZER T AW Z g T bh 5,
JESE O+ a2 OB ENIL, IBEF AT v MEERHZORT-> TEY . 20K
DEMN2 7 7 —7 v TRREIIIT-> TR, FEFEINRNTZDTH
D, Flo, EHEO+ RIS ENICE SN TR Y 43 L bRy
HIRZIAHEE L TR LT, S LT OREICOWTERMICHET 5 HEN
RNWZEBRETH D, £z, +IEBEMAZELE DR W O+ " iEEIRE S
[CFBNT, BWFRIED B+ G TOMRERMAERICELS 20 . +ZfHEH
BMRNA T D Z EITREA STV 2R0,
FROBAMESMIEOR RE S LIT, HFEOTIX, HEEBEAT VMO
dysfunction (238 < 528 2+ “HIBALE DRI R 2565 & LTkl ik 2 7
v NOARMEERE L-, SR AT b3+ BB W TRIZE L 2E
BICi%. B ERCP ZEfT L CAERZ AW LR - BMRIEREZITVER
ATy BB SETH, RHNCHAEEZELLZ Z L2 LIXLITRRT 572
D, TARBIRE SRS OX RN GRERE L 70D, 2O KD R+ IRIBIRE
WK DAT o NAZEDANA Y ZAZIER x5 L LTl & S A 1y Mk %
fTo72. HuB b 2, 1 FEEEILERAZEOREIRESB AT hE LT, R
R & [FEREOWPIIE AT > N OF ML HE Lz, FERBD A =y MR

T 23 Bl BRI RICHEENTE 5 2 L 2 L, BRI PE 14 » A &
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BAFIRFER A WA Lic, YR CIToc+ HRBEEYRIC L D8E AT M
FEIREF Zxtge L LI2maT (FE@) <k, W UABEO AN E LHAZE LT
JEE SR AT MOkt U CORABIGEMEZ B RIER L, 3 7 Atk -6 » HtAD
FFRb@Emrole, £, WEEOBHMAERS 15%EKETHo7z, ZORME
oI, FIEBIRE R X 5 AZOEEREEICB VTR, + iEIBIRE
MDD DRI TH D Z L BNRSTz, A%IE. RO N TERE A
7 v N BH dysfunction DFERK 7 Td - 7 GO+ —F5 R HE 2 78 8 D AEFIIC
T HHE KL —2 L LT IE AT > b OFHMEEBE 5 A &R
B TELTWD, AHEQ@TIdt+ ZfRIGAREWRA I & 72 H5EH T, Wb
ERAT Y M X DRGHMOIERE 2RO b 0D, BN E 7eo7o7od,
BT B STV D8 MBBS I D TR &2 2 723065 Bh 1k A 7 > b O feasibility % HL
BTN 1y FRBRCHEGR L, £ Dk, IO+ 38R 24580 2 5EH] T,
WEAE AT b ML AT v b OEEACERBRE R LI e B
2 TW5D,

—J5C, AlalfE LBl 27 > b ORBEMS E LT, AT v Mz
F oD, HibAIE AT > M EREE LT- 13 61T AT > MEBLZ X 5 dysfunction
Z 4l (31%) ([T, MO NN~ @B AT  FOWE (2-9%) &L

TEDo Tz 82228 PAN—AFEERBAT v bOYE, B N—DDIZAT
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v IBEEBEICRFF SN W OICEIN L o b SRMETH L, L
L., IEFETIE, IN—fFEEBAT R TH, BEAmRNORIAN HHIEL LT
WHEBRAT  MRBFEI, A ML — MY SN LR E, ATk
WRA~DORIEN ENTETNWD, SREIOWREIEAT > MMIA L — MITH
ST, BALIRDIENDT AL EZHATHI ETHELIRT S,
dysfunction & TOYIRIER S HIFFTE 5,

ZDOWFE@IZ DWW TR, DEBIORETTH Y | historical control Z & Txt i
FERRWZ ENRRA L LTHETOND, £72, WL AT » M 2 E L1214,
JRHR BTN D OIETIZ K W BIEMMFT HU 0 2 @RISR THR Y . Wbk
AT S OBFRPE KGN STV D ATREER B 5.

BB, AFRICBW TGO+ R EER LI bOOTITIL, 5
IZE DD ARTEEMIREDOREDO L ON DL, + IRIBMELZRO TNDEHO
EFTHENTWD, B+ IEBRAZEOES TIX, ZhE TITEEEWA e
EDIEERIFIN AT O TE Iy, A TH NSRRI A TRER + 15 E4
JBAT v MHMRBREIG & 72D | IR EEZRIRE & LTSI TDIL TN D, L
Pl YRORFTIE, BEOBESBAT L MI, FTIEBAT Y NERE
L7CIRRE TS, + ZFRBARE MR N & & 2 535 dysfunction &2 < @872

B ZoXH7r B AT Y hOBERLEIEGICBOT G, WA T
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Y NOFERMENEIFF SIS, £ TN E T ZREBIRE RS ®ER D,
ARSI IR ILBAMIC B BT D 8B AT M L DIE RO 2> ko — L3
L o eG812id, PTBD 2179 Z &Nl Thotc, ZAUTK LT, Tt
BEMNEEEY A R T T, IREEYAMT-CIE -+ BB el 7 23MThbh s
EolZol, ZTNOLOFHITEDME RLFT—VF, A~ KL —on
IR QOL AMRTziL % &[RRI, MBI PR RS &+ T Ha I PAZEDEAL & Dk
BEDSEEN D 72D, + IRIBIRE RO E L Z T WATEEEDR H O | IBE
+ T FERGRIREPAZERI CF F 72 rIREMES WS 4L, WURBGIE A 7 > M EERIZ A #

S HIRDMENITFS N D,
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6. KhEim

R EREMALEAZE I T 2B AT v NEBIEFIZB W T, RO+ iE
IFEEIL. &8 AT > b OB dysfunction DIERIA T TH -7, + F8IHE~D
JEFHZEIC L0 B L+ T RIBEE YRS/ RS RBER EE2 60, + 1B
ARAE W 2 B ARG Ik AT > Mx 2 D K 9 AJEFNC BV T b BRI IR 0 ik F

S B AL D ATREVED R S LTz,
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