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Pancreatic cystic neoplasms: research progress in diagnosis and treatment of endoscopic ultrasound
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[ Abstract | Pancreatic cystic neoplasm (PCN) is a category of pancreatic tumors with significant heterogeneity. In
recent years, the detection rate of PCN has been increasing, and it has gradually become a concern of clinicians. Endoscopic
ultrasound (EUS) can be close to the pancreas for scanning and biopsy, and it has certain advantages in the diagnosis and
treatment of PCN. This review mainly summarizes the latest progress of EUS in the diagnosis and treatment of PCN. Cyst
fluid molecular markers, such as Kirsten rat sarcoma viral oncogene homolog, GNAS complex locus, Von Hippel-Lindau
tumor suppressor gene, as well as emerging endoscopic technologies such as EUS-guided needle based confocal laser
endomicroscopy and through-the-needle biopsy, have all showed the potential to significantly improve the diagnostic accuracy
of PCN. EUS-guided ablation is an emerging minimally invasive treatment technique for PCN, with the efficacy and safety of
chemical ablation being supported by a substantial amount of research.
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#H 7 N 8% (endoscopic ultrasound, EUS ) #J
DLE 7R VNG A8 1 73 . B RE K N gAY, AR
T CT. MRIFFRAWRALH; BT EUS LJEHIE
I 3 52 18 5 75 N BE ( contrast enhanced harmonic
endoscopic ultrasonography, CH-EUS) . #7 NHx
51 T AiEH KK A (endoscopic ultrasound and
fine needle aspiration, EUS-FNA ) . #/ NEi5] S
T 40T A SR AR B M B8 (endoscopic ultrasound
needle based confocal laser endomicroscopy, EUS-
nCLE ) FHE A B 5|5 T 48 28 0 B 48 9 3 A R
( endoscopic ultrasound through-the-needle biopsy,
EUS-TTNB) %4 T PCN HSWiEm %' . i
AEK BUS 513 FIHRR W E 2832 W T v AR 0
A PCN, BEAT DA FAR S aN K. Ik
K 245 R A, SCRRAIR T R Rt 7 45 )R 3 SR 0
N2 PF 40, A SCHE EUS 78 PCN 1276 FP 5%

HEREIATZRIR

1 PCN /Y EUS #2514

1.1 %#EUS T EUS REGE A b W 22 5
JBE A 11 56 25 IR LI A 1 L, B 20 2D 80 AR AR
DIk E R —FPPEAG PON IR )5 ik, EEE W
WS . 9 T e s 2 0 B o B 2 A 4
RPN E A>3 em. BEFEPLIE 19-9 (carbohydrate
antigen 19-9, CA19-9) JFhiy. BEEPY AN/ S fih
A K >3~ 5 mm/ AR RS H AT BUS R
2018 AERR YN A EUS ] A HAth 52 1% 272
PCN [ F-BS, {0 EUS A A B Wim i ;
2022 473K [E PCN 2 Wrfs ma I £ 111, e Qs fa
WP RFETERG A B >3 em, BELGETT>5 mm, 4
BESAIEOGRIL . BB K (R NAE>5mm) |
A8 T TR I R AR 25 40 . RELZE R . CA19-9
Thn . B K =5 mm/2 4E, @ 4T EUS gk —
kA B4R 3 EUS 12 W7 PCN Y & 85 5 Ky
88%, U SHE N 53%, MERGIE K 70.4% ", X%
S IPMN B MCN 5 oAt 2 AU Mg A2 1 R B R
56%~78%, FEFEIEN 45%~67% "

1.2 CH-EUS CH-EUS J&—F & ks 525750 5
PRI RLR S A F AR, B AR AT A i i
TN X S BELE AT IR . £F ARG AE S5 254 IR 1
DN P AR R, LN P v B T 25
FHZWIAKSE,  H R AS BEBU R B2 A 12 8 4 b

Wi, Yamashita 25" B 5% & ¥, CH-EUS 7E12 Wi
P IPMN F142 28 IPMN ( IPMN AH 3¢ 12 1 PR 98 )
2577 T 4 1 i CT oA &%, Marchegiani 25 75—
i meta 437 H & B, 8 o CH-BUS il & BE 25 5 K
I PCN Y FH P BOE I 62%. 3% [E 48R
Wi, N CH-EUS i — 1A e BE LS 1 A Bh T
TS 28 P A RSB, AT X5 Jek 43 TR R A £
tﬂié\lﬂfﬁ“‘” .

1.3 EUS-FNA 7 #l % & o # il if EUS-FNA 3K
BURRATA I it — 2L T e i stk . ARtk
. MEAREY . R . AR T RN
HA AVRE LRI . SEREBU =S HE R
(2017 4% ) UK IR . I “HPLREIE”
B, KU RRAE” I AT 47 EUS-FNA ' 5 BRI g
(2018 4F ) HEWALAE L W 25 S U2 I PR A 77 5K
i 4% & EUS-FNA ™ ;5 5[5 B it 2s (2018 4F )
W AN A2 WA 1 525 R n] B el 28Ry T 5 2]
%8 EUS-FNA ™ 5 FR[E$ERE (2022 4F ) ) T
AR FRAT R RERA S ME T Y PCN 5k EUS-FNA Al fiE
AT S MG I AT EUS-FNA M

1.3.1 #pFE sk BB IR ATEE
WAREEE R FE bR, X TR M PCN BT R AT
BWiRE T, (HHZ A 0 ER R mi kR, 13
T2 DS HE— A A A2 W fE . Bick 4517
TE—TRZN A 98 {51 22 20 2 B4 IE S Y HR 3 A I 52
g, BEWR T 2 AE12 Wi B PON Y R EE
58%, T4 &R ( carcinoembryonic antigen,
CEA) >200 ng/mL f8t1/5 2 WrRiPE PCN (1
JE Tk 89%. Sbeit 25 ' 4% 18 4 W 22 1F 52 B BH R
PEFIAERI R PCN 19 R BURE | 7 5 B AN 0 B 0 )
5 98% . 85.7% F1 92.3%.

132 MEmEHmaisy W CEAKY—H
BN K S B BME PCN FIEBE M PON S ERA 1Y
PraEd, 15 H RN E RIS HEE X CEA /K1Y
s FUEADAFAERE AL, F53 SCHk & UK CEA( <5
ng/mL ) 12 Wi 35 301 28 B 0 55 5 B Ol 95%, R
R 50%, B B JH T 000 38 o s 12
B 13 AF 5¢ W3\ 2 CEA>192 ng/mL 4212 W 25 W 1k
PCN ARG AE, HAT 73% 19 R A 84% 1)
e, #7PL 800 ng/mL VE 2 Wl PCN (91l 5
{8, H R EE 38%, (HFRFET 5 98% .
H AT 28 VR A0 2 X T B FDEE PON A9 2% 5]
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MR R R (IR A RE S . Thornton
4 20V B g % B, 3 ik EUS-FNA 35 B3 W 16 17 40
JH 2 A A X6 T % ) 8 e PR A B W M PON 1 R
BB R 28%~T73%, HF 5 A 83%~100%.
1T Sakhdari 25 ! 7 3 9 ¥ 40 M 2 A A 0 T e 1k
PCN W2 Wi REGEEAUH 45%. AR E LA 5
5T 22 G A AR AR IR S FEA LU 5
WG], FEATEAS 7R T3 5 2 65%, X T
SR I B PR R A 7 4P RT 43036 94.4%
1 100% 2,

133 AW eF K, BERCH B R L
CEA H AT m iz lifEsfite, HEA LA RS K
WAL AL, OB W12 W B PCN Y S 4=
YikrEM 2 —. Faias %) 16— meta 73 B7 i &
I EEACEAEIZ W B ME PCN J5 AL T CEA,
REUE B K 91% F1 67%, 55553510 75% Fi
80%, AUC {43 514 0.95 F10.79. McCarty % 2
WAk 55 Bph A CEA M Eb, 8 V0 5 460 i /K P 7
o 0 5 VP PCN 7 1T EAT 5 5 A R AU (91% vs
56%, P<<0.001) F1i2 Wi it 1 (94% vs 85%,
P<<0.001) , {HF:5JE 22 7 G0t 8 L (86%
vs 96%, P>0.05) . Smith %5 #F — 151 £ s BA
HIFSE e, CEA=192 ng/mL X% 5 55 e
EFHW M PON 19 R B50% FNRE 5 BE 0 0l A 62.7% A1
88.2%, M &2k /K F<250 mg/L % 5 Bh w1t Al
BHRCHE PCN 11 28 A0 Ry 53 18 ) 43 35155 88.1% Al
91.2%, H. %% F-<250 mg/L (1) AUC 1 ' 35 &
T CEA=192 ng/mL ) AUC{H (0.96 vs 0.81, P=
0.003) o Z5 B I B P55 725 1) 28 W AT A7 AE = VE A
filg A, I HA2 W i AR, (HO2 A AR
PR SR A, T R VEHE M ERE bR
134 A2 FHEYH BTEWDNASGFRIME) Z
N T PCN iz Wy, +20] HF 1 PCN A9 8 A7 v
g, MAR AR T B AR T i — P4 & 4y iz Wik
S, AR H T e G ARG B B T R Y
AAEZ Wi A B H W12 W J5 7T R el 28 48 88 7 =0
LT AR ], A FZEAE) PCN B A R E
A28 AR LR, N Kirsten R P 88 9 229 3% R [ U
¥y (Kirsten rat sarcoma viral oncogene homolog,
KRAS) 2R 7% % 4= 7 IPMN 5 MCN 1, [fij GNAS
S A L E ( GNAS complex locus, GNAS) %€
L H R AFEIPMN i, 7 22 35 0N AU KRAS

5l GNAS 9875 5 BE A% X 5 B 1 2 o Fn Al 3 v 42
i, SR R S B 0 83.3% A1l 60% 2
2R KRAS B, GNAS % 7 K W S B PR, D) A6 25 o
L IPMN 5% 25 P PCN 9 A 22 53 51l 29 4 2% F1I
8% 27 o ALAFAETS « B (IR — bl e 00 o) 25 [N
( Von Hippel-Lindau tumor suppressor gene, VHL)
GRS AT HoAb 3 R AR XS i M2 R AT 100%
(4R S BE 2 Singhi % & 3 KRAS/GNAS 5 78
56 & BP9 & M pS3 (tumor protein p53, TP53) /
W G Wk UL B -4,5- = BF R 3- U e i AL T o
( phosphatidylinositol-4,5-bisphosphate 3-kinase
catalytic subunit a, PIK3CA ) /#ilR 55Kk 185 4
[6] 5 4 ( phosphatase and tensin homolog, PTEN )
75 125 Wt P 2 114 R0 VR S 8 433 R 89%
H1100%. T Rift 45 20 JF i — T HE PERF 98 &
B, X EUS-TTNB JRHUREA AT — AR 72
T 6V 14 PCN 1) 3R 0 FIRE 5 B 40 301l o 83.7% Al
81.8%, Paniccia %5 " 14 i, KRAS/GNAS 5754
W RE W E PCN 1Y R EE N 90%, ¢ 5150 100%,
Ay KRAS/GNAS 275 F1 TP53/PIK3CA/PTEN 5375 %}
TR S K ERE AN Singhi 25 2 BOBFST 45 SR
AR, WREE G MG R T3k 93%.
1.4 EUS-nCLE EUS-nCLE J&—FP /N4 18
TSIV DA R A P B A A S LS
FEAIE R T H AR . IPMN 7£ EUS-nCLE F £ 3
“HNEREBA R R A IS TR AL
SARZEA” M MCN I3 7K A Y b K 40
s LA AR BRI PCN . BUA BIFST 14 A A 1)
PCN 2 Wi ) EUS-nCLE #5 #f, HH AR 42 4 4 il &
R g ORI, I R TR B H AT HERE EUS-
nCLE H] % MK 2, /5% #F — 25 0 52 K o A
EUS-nCLE [/ %% 7E 45 4t . Napoleon %2 75 — 15 &
Wl RTREPERFSE & B, EUS-nCLE %512 Wi Zh
TE TN AR BT PON ) 58 4550 AN e S5 5 43 i) ik )
95% A1 100%, IESZ T EUS-nCLE 7E PCN & H 1
AT PR 4k . — 0% 56 19114% 5% EUS-nCLE fY
PCN B IRTHEMEIEFE T, 77% B35 1) EUS-nCLE
R g 5 SR 5 B LA WTAE DG, T4 I 2 A A i 45 R
N 66% 55— IR RS R E ST s % B EUS-nCLE
X 4> ZE O AN AR BE I PON B R B . BRI
HERA 239010 98%.. 94% F11 97%, i 4 #i CEA /K
IR AR A (0 R AU | R B R (o)
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B 74% . 61% 1 71% ) A BASE J 4 — 35 9
IR meta 43 A 25 SR $E 7R, EUS-nCLE (9 EARFE AR A
1Ny 88%, A RFER AR 3% ) ¢

1.5 EUS-TTNB EUS-TTNB J& — ff £ EUS 5| &
T SR A T o o T A ERE L BN 4y
WA Tk 5 SRR EA T ORAE, ARV B I A8 b
RPEATHBUA KA B H AR . EUS-TTNB X T 2
PE PCN B K@ M2 WidoR, (HHR R FH kA4
RGN, 210N AR 25 A % AR 3
XU [ Yang 45 % T i i — 35 B I PERIF 72 4 B,
EUS-TTNB B2 W%y 83%, Tfij EUS-FNA (12
AT H 38%. Tacelli %7 4t i EUS-TTNB 2 Wi &h
W PCN 1Y 72 SR VR S5 B 43 R 89% F11 95%.
55 —T01 ] Jasi 4 9F 5% % B, EUS-FNA. EUS-TTNB
F1 EUS-nCLE = # Bk & %} PCN )12 W7 & 1] 3k 5]
93.2% % . B KA W5 W EUS-TTNB i TR 3F
i N P H I RN B R 28 1) & A R AT R 5.6%
1 2.4%, 5 I RAE M & A 0 1.1% ) A
A SCHR AR E EUS-TTNB 19 A B 344 & A4 R ik 3
9.9% ' ASPHBAHEAT BIDIR meta 2B SR )RR
] TTNB BN RS R R ik 9% .

2 EUS5|&Ti#Em&sT PCN

PR BUS # AR 19 UL B, BUS 5|5 T4 @l
ARAEAALAS: PCN IR YT 1 —FloBT ik a2 2 &)
2 FTE. H 2005 4 Gan %Y 1 AR IE EUS 51 %
AL AR VAT PON I R 5T G, HETE 4
HEZWIE AL EUS 515 T IH AR 194G &0t f
Sk, AHHYPRON IE I 1 B2 RAREARFZE S8
2.1 EUS?|I % TFi#Eak EUSH|IS FLFa
JEFETE EUS 515 T FLHZ ) B8 1 P9 5 6K 2 BE sk
TRITF 259, DAREIR kb0 i Py J2 5 R a0 1 7 o g
1) o LR T AU AR I AORE 46 10 A5 AT BE LA
PCN [ R EHEFARIGIT ik, (ML EE L 0F
FERIERE R SER 2 2P, 2019 4 PON {H ik
[l P B A, 32 B e i oy = Al £ B
THAL ., CEEREVESEAZEEE L. A B K VR SR A2
B4 55 UM T . RAERE I . Attila 2
(1) —I01 meta S HT45 B, ERAZ M MO RE A 1Y) 58
THBRR N E S T CBEEDE (63.6% vs 32.8% )
HHAR R0 A RN 15%, 1T B Ve A
ALK 21.7%, A T flsk ) 38 0 s B & MCN, i

IPMN [H & 226 N 25 K T SR A R . Moyer 26144
BEAT B BE AL BRI A& 30 2 BT I A R Ak T 2y
Y%t T PNC B TH @lsscR, - mTRER IR K241
St KU . Linghu 25 2 vk a8 SRR IR s gl
FIIA R IE 68.9%, 5 HABME HA FREEAIE
JERCR s Bt % P AR T A — 00 iy RS 1 F 9 4%
FEW DL R B A T Al R)A TT PON (B 85058
85.5%, HACWIBH A R =ik 91.4% H o™ & If
KE . L, Papaefthymiou %5 1) meta 43> H7
RI, THBEIT X T PCN 58414 1B %k 44%,
IR RN 30%, A BE &4 RAUHN 14%.
22 EUS3I S TFHmiEax IGK b Ry
flo 2 S AT i, T S e A U R A P
DA IR 8 B 48 ) DA I RS B T7 R . R k2
TH BIURE LS AT Bl AR 9T A, (HE 2 DA o
HRIH T S5 I Al 6 PON (19978, RORIA TS B £
HITFIEAE SEHAT RPE . 2015 4F, Pai 25 3 k4R
I T BUS 515 T S5 ALiA T A 6 61 PCN,
FEARJG 3~6 1 H 28 2= bV 18] & 30 2 5 2 i
SEARTHIR L 3 BN K/ NGE/NT 48.4%, TE— Ui
Vi 17 B2 BUS 515 N S0E A7 B M PCN
BEMZ G ATIETERGE T, A 8 I ERETEIRTT
i 6 A H kB E 25k, (VI 1 ARG 6 2 g R
fR RIS 11 60 . Younis 25 50 %} 5 41 55
PE PCN B H 1T BUS 51 % T S 4 aligy 7, 3 B
ARG, JA 3 IR IR E . X
3 T 15 B 1R <<12 A~ H /N R BEPE AT 5T PEA T
EUS 5|5 T S 450 7 Al 76 26 PONIRYT i i &2 4
PEFA R, el R 33%~65%, AR IFff
Pl 0~10%. Choi 25" L FF J& T — 0 B i
TUAS A B RTIETERF ST, KB 99% Y H & 4 v AL
HATSE AT

3 N &

PCN Hi T ARBHHE N, Feile A S
REAIZHIBCYE PON B 28 1 I R 1 Vil ok ok 5 400
FRE)EE, WAL TN PCN AT LS00 70 XU,
L TS ) LAk S A B A B 2 ETIX
SRR /B PON SR XU PCN A HAS 317 2R i
PR — TR, (HJ2BEE EUS TR H ik,
AR PCN W2 Wi R 2 AW R 1007 5 ik 2
FH, ARG BFNRERIIS
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