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Efficacy of Quantitative Analysis for Differentiating Pancreatic
Solid Lesions Using Contrast-enhanced  Endoscopic
Ultrasonography
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1. #EHE
B &S N SE(CE-EUS)IZ 3 T Time intensity curve (TIC) f#NT 21TV, JEE R & RIE
PEFERESE & ORI BT 5 EmIRHI oA L2 RETT 5 2 E 2B E L,

735 20124 8 Hv D 2016 - 1 H £ TIZ AT CE-EUS #JiifT L. TIC f#MTIZ X 5 E EWIFEAM 23
AIRE T do - T EE S 77 B, SRIEVERENESS 12 51 (3 ORISR 6 i, M AERESR 6 i) %
gL Llc, BEREEAZFHER 2 oMBIE L, EE Y — 1T X 5 & TIC fERIC X 5 0E
BHFHE 21T > 7o, /Y — 2 OWIRAIFHE O 2, TIC fi#HT DA, WIRKIFHE & TIC figdr 4 41
AT BWTRE & T REE L 72,

FERL BRI R & — 7 Hypovascular 72> Heterogeneous % 292 Z L 23% < (66/77), KIE
PEREREIE 1T Isovascular 72> Homogeneous 7215 /3% — 2 % BT DIEGI N i & 27025 72(6/12), &
/X% — > 73 Hypovascular 7>> Heterogeneous % 59" % lJs & FEEE & 2 W L7256 UE 77.9%.
RSt 83.3%, IER2R 78.71% Th ~ 7z, TIC i TIFEE ' — 7 225 10 %, 30 Fh1% o0 fi i ek 5%
RTOFEAZRDT-, 30 BEOBERZRT, ROC 25 cut off fHEA%)IHRET H L. TIC
FEHT C OREE T2 WIBRIXENE 67.5%. FFELEE 100%. 1IEZ 71.9% & 72 o7z, ARG & TIC fig
B2 £ 2 E ARG 2 A G D &0 B 90.9%. FrJE 83.3%, IEZH 89.9% Th o7,

HhE RS & RAEMERENE R ORI BT, CE-EUS T TIC fiftr 2S5 2 & T, 2k
Em EiZEwEST5E 025,



2. WEoE R, A

A 1 NALBE(EUS: Endoscopic Ultra-sonography) i i W22 3 fiRfEdls L= > b 7 X N oyfiffe &= A
TLEXVT 4 ThV ., BEOFHMRBIE/INREDKREIZENLTWS, CT - MRI X 0 fUNMEZIC
X9 D RREEA @D T & RIS RIR N N 2 L RIS D AOHESNIZ L A LN L b | EUS
IR EOFRIZ KT Z L DTERVWELY T 1 THDH Y, LML EUS- CT - MRI 72 EHx 72
g2 A > T LT HNEE R & RIEVERENERE ORIV E 2R/ S TldZen,
TR 5 RO I 1 B2 Al Sonazoid®(Daiichi Sankyo, Tokyo, Japan) DB I5Z X 0 | 8 1 52 Al
% A7z 1 8 EUS(CE-EUS: Contrast Enhanced Endoscopic Ultra-sonography)?D# AP % < #iE &
b E ol D710, BB S EGE AL R LR E R TR A iE L, 2 OMET R
F—mMBILL TV, 2O KEFH O Mt B RE O FFAfi XA THE T - 72, Sonazoid® i3
Perflubutane % V U JEE O THE - 725 3um @ microbubble TH 5, KFLEZFHEH L LT
IR O microbubble Z R TIC R S & BAET HEZTEMGRIIT 5 2 & TREMH2-DRRERFT
7R yRENE DL 2 nTRE & L7z 1),
Box BB & RAEVEFEIER O #3233\ T B-mode BZ2HIM L CE-EUS DA 1T o7z, CE-
EUS TRERFIIZR B2 @EZ Lz 2 A, B (30-50 B) L0 %I (7090 #) o5, 2
WK S BN 2 LS H 23 Td Y . CE-EUS OR2Mie DA B2 il L7z Y,

Z OBFEHI M RENREZ NIRAICHIBI L2 b O TH VD | 2 OFHINERHEE O FEUZ K 2 72 D& #H)
PSR EECTH o 7=, FATxt LTI, CE-EUS [Hif% ¢ Time intensity curve fi#HT(TIC)IZ L 5 E
BRMERNFHTHL E SN TS, ZHETORETIZ I 0k, 3 0%, S DR OEERZERD
Pose ket D00 A - B A SR O R Y, R e BE R 7 & o REt Y03 Thn T
W5 L LERBEED S 153 LN OFEM 72 REHH & FLB Rt L 72 e 1358 D 720,

LV FEM e MBI R DA b 2 2 D 2 & T B & RIETERRIEE & OERIRZ 21T O Z & &2 A
& L,



3. Fik
(1) x%

2012 4F- 8 4 ~2016 47 1 H & TIZ I H IR 2 E P i e TS 95 28 O 51 B ) C CE-EUS %
#ifT L. Time intensity curve fiEHT(TIC)IZ X 2 & &I A RIEE T - 72 89 il &kt G & L7z, 2
T it L < I3 EUS-guided fine-needle aspiration(EUS-FNA)Z L 2 fLEkF 2T 21T > 7=, 89 fildD
ARV E S 77 1), JIEVEREERS 12 61 (B Sz PEEdR 6 Bl NEREERMEREZR 6 #l) Th -7,
RAEVEEN 3% 6 » AUl Lol 22 il 2 W TGz & hufr L, B 2R 72
Whok L, (1)

(2) Hik

AT NIREEITE+ 7 ¥ 7 /L EUS (GF-UE260-AL5: Olympus Co. Ltd. Tokyo, Japan), #8134 & X
Prosound a-10: Aloka Co. Ltd. Tokyo, Japan Z i F U7z, & 72 8 5 I8 52 A0 0350 — A o i i 52 41
Sonazoid® % f# ] L 7=, B-mode #1223 MI(mechanical index)fii 0.15, & EFIZ1X ExPHD(Extended
pure harmonic detection)i% 4 VT, MIfH 0.35 T{T o7z,
BeBRE 2L ENL & L, DERE =4 —CTEMH ATV 22 5, Midazolam F 721X Propofol O #% ik
MR HIZ X 2 885 T2 BUS Bl23 21T - 72, £ 7 B-mode BIZE A 1T\, WA H%Z Sonazoid® % i
M Ui R 21T > 72, Sonazoid®i% 16uL Z 4K 2ml IZEE L, £ 0 9 H 0.5ml % EFRINE
5L 72, Sonazoid®#E e 120 B DBIZ 2 ATV NER /N ¥ — 12 L DTl & TIC it & 2 5Tl 2
1To7,

%9 CE-EUS OIEF /% — ORIRAIRHN & LT, JZE & FPHRERL AL 2t U 72 mATE e %
B LTz, S "X —3EEHONTT 2 — % — o Ll fii o4 TRl L7z, o = — ¥
—E, WEOERRE DN ERTE ORERE XV 99\ % Hypovascular, [FIFRFE DS E %
Isovascular, F8\ 854 % Hypervascular & L7z, & 72 NHEEO LK 53 4f D 2~ 4 — 1% Heterogeneous &
Homogeneous (24535 L 72, ey =—~v%&mr7, (X1)

(3) it

eV CERMFHN 21T > 72, MRAK THRICEERBHEED N— R T 4 27 RFSINTZT VX
T — X AL, IRAERIZ Region of interest(ROI) Z 5% L, WK 4L CW% CHE fi#Hr V7 k
(Aloka Co. Ltd. Tokyo, Japan) # VN CE &N 217 > 72, ROl DALE IIHRHE O FIRN RS
DOWERPEZEE 2 M IE L7228 bR E L, TIC Z1ERL LTz, &2 B hG /T O B E 2 Base intensity(I base)
L L7z, &Y — 7RO Intensity( peak), B —7 226 10 1%, 30 &, 60 fb4#%. 90 &2 %
AL intensity & HIE L=, £ 5 OREEA S Ibase 2 U7=H O & BEEfE & L7z (Ipeak,I10sec,
130sec, I60sec, 190sec) . &t Hi&ER E— 7 BiZE TORME, & —7 ., S E—7n
510 Bk, 30 ik, 60 Bk, 90 & ZN Lo 1 peak 7 b OMEFE IR FE AR H L7z, (M 2)
A R AR & SEVEERR R RE & CHEREJBOZ % % Student’s t-test CELHGARFT L 7=, #EHIENT IX IMP Pro
12(SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA)Z £ f L. P fE 0.05 A 2 st #HICHA B & L,



4. KR

WERE R RE & SOEVENERERGRE 2 el 2 &L TN OER P R TEEE R 70 k. SEVEREIERS
67.5 1%, B39 : 38, 8 : 4, EBALCHAGE ¢ AL RE)IL 41 1 24 012, 7032, EAMIEERIX
29.6mm, 36.7mm Td o7z, FRJFWE - Bl - FFIEEAL - RIS H B ZITER O R0 o1,

W5 N2 — o QR CIENEE R EE 77 B 60 511 (77.9%) 7% Hypovascular 7>> Heterogeneous % 5
U7z, — HFRIEVEFENEEFEIX, Isovascular >-> Homogeneous 72i&E 52/ N7 — v & 2T D IEFIN i b
%<, 12 Bl 6 B (50.0%) EWIRERTH -7, KIEMMEREEOTTHL 2 f] (16.7%) 1%
Hypovascular 72> Heterogeneous &, & Tl b A bNIcE ¥ — v LR TH 572, WIRH
|\~ Hypovascular 72>-> Heterogeneous & fAfli L7= 6 O % JEERE & 295 &, B2 Wie 3)E
77.9%. FFEE 83.3%., EZFE 18.7% Th -7,

B« RIEVEREIERE = N2 C TIC & AW EBRG 21T o 72, B (Case70) & SIEMERE
fEJE (Casel) OflzZzhEird, (K3,4) EEHGD S B — 7 BERe IS 23 1) 24.2
. RIEVEREIERE S 224 CTH Y FEEITRD o7z, EWE— 7 TR 10.6dB, RIE
PEPEIEIE 23 12.5dB ThH Y . AEZZT RS OO RIEMEENER TR WMEIN Th o7z, B e — 27 »
O AR T O IR R 2 L L7/ 2R 10 B, 30 Bk, 60 B, 90 b1 oD - F i B ik
WL, PEEE TENEN 41.3%. 56.0%. 63.6%. 71.7%& 720 | SIEVERERERE Tl 27.1%. 36.4%.
55.0%. 632% Th olc, WRE—27 05 10 B, 30 1% OBRERER RPN SR CHEICE:D -
7o (45) BHAENDH-T=HLOTROC MREER LIZE Z A, R E—27 0D 30 Bk OEE
B AUC 23 ich K& < (AUC = 0.829) ZWikGEED S &Il L7z, ROC #ifiz & L 1T, cut-
off A 49% & iX/E L7z, ERE— 7 025 30 B DOWBERRD 49%LL Lo b O 2 g L2 LTz
BE. RE 67.5%., FFRE 100%, EZ2HE 71.9%E -7,

WHIR I FEA & E &R 2 M A G o o EEm2 R Mt Lc, AIRMICERE 2 — o N»
Hypovascular 7> Heterogeneous % 27~ % Jffig 2 R fF] & U CREE R & 2l L7, st okl
Il /S — o % B U To B 17 0 & RIEVERERERS 10 31 & & B R CR2 217 - 72, 27
Bl 20 BT E RAVMEAT CIE L < 22Wr S v, PHARAYEEN & & SR REAN 2 (1L oA do 8 7o S i 2 T he
1%, JRREE 90.9%. FrELEE 83.3%. IE2FERIV%TH -7z, (¥ 2)



5. B

Z AU E T CE-EUS OFEEEICHET 560 & LT, BN O ME @RS « Bk 0 58E O <0 1L
EROE E TR OFREEOIEE; D 0L RAEVERENERE ([T B W TR RIEDRE 72 &3 B &
LTS EHRESN TN D 2SI,

FPMmAE R L DI DA LIZ B LTI, Sonazoido®iFE Atk 15-25 OFRE, > £ 0 TIC ® L5
HEBEIARA Sy 2 . E LA ORI I EAR > 2 R D i S Tn D S0, I IR
WENRSC ) BHENIR O BE RO z2 | BMME DN BMMEIFIC2 5 Z EAMESINLTND D, ZOK
26, TIC TERIRDBIE LW &, TRDOLE—INLDOMENEL 78d 2 EWNRB I
%o —77 . MM AERER Cid, BIRPAZE 2 K S 70\, S HICEMIMECHENEINRO R EEZRD 5
LORBHDHZENRRESINTND 19, ZhbORIETIC CTE— 27 ENE S EERPBILET S,
TROBEEBERERNPRE RN LITHFE LRV, ZHb ORI TIC ORI, TR AL
PEREZRIZ I W CEVIRPAZE O A, BHIMLAE DR ERNZ S5 2 LR Endz, LR | B
& IR AMEE 2 3 T 2 EIRPAZE O A HE . B E OFZRNN TICIZHET H LB X D,
SHEEE L OBIEMEICE L. IRAIRTEAG & RS 2 LEi e L= E R e 5 12, Zhick b L
Isovascular, Homogeneous % %9 % 5% 1 well-differentiated : moderately differentiated=60% : 40%.
Hypovascular, Heterogeneous % %9 % & @3 well-differentiated : moderately differentiated : poorly
differentiated =17% : 78% : 5% D#ER T - 7=, WHRAIIZ Hypovascular & 722 & DIE, KV /3 {bEE
PKWEIAITH D . K OBRHEDNELT TWD Z ERMEHENVRNZ EBRBEE LTS EB X
bhd,

EUS OEFEZ2IMERIC B 2 MiHEZ < . 2 E TER CT & O X B-mode HifllX> CE-EUS T®
ZWRE., S HITIX TIC T A T o T2 b OBWE I T D 21D, Fex b CE-EUS & 7 L 7= 49 fi
@ B-mode Hiflt & CE-EUS @ R HIFH(30-50 7)) - 7% HIFH(70-90 F)D b2 B L THA L Tk Y . B-
mode HUM & il U T CE-EUS CTOFMEAZWIREER LIcH 5T 52 & 26 Lizd, Ll
Fex OMEITMIEDORRECHER XY — U ZWIRIICHEHE L2 b O TH Y . HE O RBAREN 23T
DTN WS RS -7, ITH., CE-EUS 2 CEEMENT CTH 5 TIC OFHMEE R
TR N 72 STV D, Matsubara B 21 B-mode B DA . L 91.7%. KR 66.7%. 1F
2% 82.6%. CE-EUS |2 TIC f#tr Z il A b5 2 & T, R 95.8%, K 92.6%. TF25K 94.7%
~EWHREIE O ER 23S LT 5, TIC BN CILEE A O 1 0. 3 0tk. 5 0tk O
Wit L TRV, 2 1 DBOBERERP Kb ABEEZRBO TV 5, Saftoius b DIk TIC
FEMT 24T\ e RS E A - R | R - PR BERF R S o i 2 L TR 0 | B & RIEMERENE O &
FEEEEEAE &R EH R CHEELZR D T D, Kersting 5 D0 TIC FENT TIEiE A7 A B A RERT
EEEREREICA B ER b T EME LT D,

L2rL 1 BN T oM & D2 IT kb3 2 S 1L 7220y, Fx 1EARHIC K - Tl pRBiaE» & o
KO E T 20, EBMCR O ARRRHZREST 2720, R E—27 )b OEZREE O
728 b & Gigk LIEt Lz, 728 TIC MEHTICITR F o 72 EEIE eV, Fex 13 ATO Baseline
OEWEREE X BEOEAZA NV THRMNEZITY 2 & & Lz, RIRFEHEOBIKEE TH D25, I
BEF O s 23610M[ERRIZ, @& /3% — 23 Hypovascular 72> Heterogeneous % 35 Z & 3% )
Sf, TNETOME CREMEMCHEELZRD TVDILDOLH o7, Box ORGHCIIRIE
PEIFENE IR Cfe R BE B 23 s VMBI Tlx b o 723, AEZEITRO o Te, —HlATEREEZ D &
WEE—27 5 10 B, 30 % CHMEREROAEZEZRD, 10 Bk &0 9 BV EERE) O I
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FEO MRS A BT T2 2 RS nTe, BEEmR & SOOEMEMEIER I 3610 2 LR R 0 20 K
t, K& < ROC M CRRWIHERN B W E BRI NT-DITER E—7 b 30 PR Th o7, £
DIOERE— 27 05 30 BE% COERNR LML TW\D EE 2o, WIRMGHE & MG b2
ks B 2 fR et U 7=, AARAYIZ Hypovascular 72> Heterogeneous F 72 (3i&E ¥ B — 7 005 30 F0#& Ok
TR 49%LL E Db O & PR &2 LIRS, B 90.9%., FFEFE 83.3%. IE2E 89.9%& 72
0. ZAVUZWARAYRHE D 2 DA (S 77.9%., FrJE 83.3%. 1IE23E 78.7%) & H#k L, ZWried
M ENEONT, EERAEZ SO BT REE COBBIL, FENZREMAEE LV E V) R
b5, TIC THBEMRMEGZ ML CRHMliZ1T o5 2 & T, BBIHRZH 21T 5 Z LN TX 5 etk
WHY, S OIZHEGZE L TIC 2k zilAaabE s 2 L TgWErm L LEBZ 265,

L2 L, A Ok % Ot CrEE s ERIE IR D7 < O 07 iR L e 4% 36
72 DIEF ORGINMLETH D,

fisam & LT, CE-EUS % TIC fiftr+ 2 Z & T, FEANTHEE R & RIEVERIEE 2801425 2 &1
HRTHDZ EARENTZ, BHIOEF E— 275 30 B OB R RO 2 i b BERIEED &
ZEMBRES T,

6. fEiE
CE-EUS IZ TIC f#fr 2l B s Z LIz kv Wk En BlcdEs Lz, R ThiEg ey —o 0
530 Bkl L 7B O E RN R b ZHICAEH Th 5 Z LRk aEny-,

7. HEE

AR LOERRIZHT- 0 . AT E RS2 THE THE%2 L CFE o7, I RFEHLBNEE
DY H B, MR I EHOBEER L ET,

F IR TOT — & U R QRN T A TEW T I 22 e | Rk iz ek JRBE I S e )l
PPEME e, R ERAEICIIREBMEFIC/2Y Lz, AYchonet s T nELE,
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PC (n=77) AIP+MFP (n=12)
Diagnosis 77 -
AlIP - 6
MFP - &
Median Age, yr (median) 70 (46-90) 67.5(37-73)
Sex (Males : Females) 39:38 8:4
Location (Head : Body : Tail) 41:24:12 7:3:2
Median Size, mm (mean) 29.6 (7-74) 36.7 (19-50)
‘ Table 1. Patient Characteristics ‘
#* 2
Sensitivity Specificity Accuracy PPV NPV
[95%ClI] [95%Cl] [95%Cl] [95%ClI] [95%Cl]
- 779 % 833 % 78.7 % 96.8 % 37.0%
B2 P [0.687-0.872) [0.622-1.04] [0.701-0.872] [0.928-1.01]  [0.188-0.553]
TIC 67.5% 100 % 71.9% 100 % 324%
[0.571-0.780] [1.00-1.00] [0.626-0.812] [1.00-1.00] [0.173-0.475]
Image pattern 90.9 % 833 % 89.9 % 97.2% 58.8%
+TIC [0.845-0.973] [0.622-1.04] [0.836-0.962] [0.934-1.01] [0.354-0.822]

Table 2. Diagnostic Accuracy
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X 5

(sec)
25 A

24
23 -
22 -

21

20 -

P=0.260

PC AIP + MFP

Student’s t-test

(dB)
14

12 -

10

P=0.073

PC AIP + MFP

Student’s t-test
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100

80
60
40

20

* P=0.060 P=0.169

10

: M
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M PC AIP + MFP

Student’s t-test
* =P<0.01



