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LELFEBEORBEN S L, WHLT A OBW & A L2 CTE& 7 555 10 EELLERIC
Driver Oncogene T % EGFR (epidermal growth factor receptor) j&fn A EATE R S, HFIRIND
EEEIE T o720 L% [E L < LCEBUS (endobronchial ultrasonography) DB L, FAEME
723 LA - Y 27 SETO IEHEZ RS & BRI 2 AR & TTRELS L 72, Wi SR MBI b oGt i

ANLET 5 HC, EGFR-T790M Z DM, 0T = v 7 R A~ ]‘ [HEHEDINA F~— 5 —Tdh 5 PD-
L1 (programmed death ligand-1) FSEIEFAM, /% 08 ROS-1 Bl &z Fofit &, SEE SN HHAHH
BidHmo—@%ll->TB Y, SETHFEREICE, EMEIINZ, BEREISKO SN2 > Tw
4. KR TIX 220 EBUS, #EFEHEZIZx3 % CP (convex probe)-EBUS & EMMiHZ 1283 5 R
(radial)-EBUS (2 2W T L, cryobiopsy % &tr 25 DBELEIZDOWTREE T 4.
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Abstract

Bronchoscopy has made a rapid progress with lung cancer diagnosis and treatment. Over a decade
ago, driver oncogene, EGFR mutation was discovered and tissue sampling became increasingly
important, at the same time the introduction of EBUS enabled correct diagnosis and tissue sampling of
peripheral pulmonary lesions and mediastinum and hilar lymph nodes. For the personalized medicine in
lung cancer treatment, the number of molecular tests, such as EGFR genotyping including activating or
resistant mutation, PD-L1 expression status, ROS-1 genotyping, is increasing. To test several oncogenes
simultaneously, larger tissue samples will be required by bronchoscopy from now on. I herein report the
current and future issues related to two types of EBUS: CP-EBUS for mediastinal lesions and R-EBUS
for peripheral pulmonary lesions, and review the novel cryobiopsy technique that can solve the problem
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of conventional forceps biopsy techniques.
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B e F v 72 A8 S #1992 4R
\Z Hiirther 5 23] TRERIGH L7235 1206 %
%Y. EBUS (endobronchial ultrasonography)
IR ICAF ¥ %179 CP (convex
probe)-EBUS &, 70— 7&FDAF v ¥ %47
9 R (radial) -EBUS @ 2 T EAFAET 5. AI#E
(L HERR 220k Lt 2EM) 2 17 ) EBUS-TBNA
(transbrenchial needle aspiration) 2 FH 5
N, BEIIHREIRE & FERICTA P — A
(guide sheath: GS) % ®#Hi& L CTHM, #Ez#ED
&3 EBUS-GS /EIZHWHNE. WEEidE 12
EOWBHRE L e E A L, $TICHL SN
FH L W2 5705, I/NlahiE ToNA +~—
71— AL D 720 OAAFGIRIN DO E T H 4 38 L
THH, HWREFNIELTT7 7a—F % Tk
5, FETNA AEERT L2 & CREY
EHITEHDOTVL ZEATRD LI TV 5,

REHETOWKME 7 74 4 70— 713 1996
VBRI R IR T S N O DR D
5T, BRTIEZ oM, MEEMEREDOZH
ZBITFBEREICOWTEHOREDH Y.

(

#1
(k5 & 0 1R

AIRTH ERBEH OB 94 4+ T 0 —7
(1.9, 2.4 mm) 2SR 3 FICEFEME L LK
HEN, PRBEEEE &7 o7 RSB A
CB (cryobiopy) DG IZF 72475, fitsk
DT (forceps biopsy: FB) &£ 0134 222
KELRMEVPRINTE D720, LHONLF
~— 7 — ARSI 2 ) AR o€ S
T4 =& LTSN TV 5.

EBUS-TBNA %

EBUS-TBNA &, #/&%% D2l & ififE o
) UNEIAT = Y 7BV, IEZE 0% &
EmWBHTRE R A L, MRS o
Wy 2 A ik & R L TR EP OB TH
D, E—FIRE 2> TWDY, 2016 40 ACCP
(American College of Chest Physicians) @ 7 A
KZ 4 > 58 EBUS-TBNA ® FH O ZE i % 13
I L TV b 720, MiEICHEEST 5HE %
PHE L TFE1IIRY. —FC, EBUS-TBNA T
BN MBI OV TIE, BEEER
(transbronchial biopsy: TBB) & I, JEHEANNR
¥b% < (Pl : 1149 vs. 435, p<0.001),
Wb A7 (p<0.001), HIERLIERIRE L D

EBUS-TBNA DA HYMITNIZ 2T 12016 4F ACCP A K7 A4

1. REELVLRVEREITS SEATT8H 505 (Grade 2C).
2, TA-OFUICE > TRBEATRITE 274, ZEO 70 12 I3 FEBIRER

15 ~ETH S (Ungraded).

3. EEEEOBOES]IFES S TCH KW (Ungraded).

4. 21, 22GHonWThoEHL T 38505 (Grade 1C).

5. BbEE (FRV) o BEICEMR2 % {TH T ICEBUS-TBNA%Z IET 2155,
FEME T L & H3EER%EITIAETHS (Ungraded).

6. ZEEHTEBUS-TBNA%Z XY 2155, fLhEillzoBECELLT

ERITIE 17> T L\ (Grade 1C).

7. FE/NBRINGEE O 2T & 72 (1 E NS E ) TEBUS-TBNA% ik ¥ 3 155,
SFPRFHAO 7= H ISEMTRBIRRY 2 Z £ AT T8 Hh 5 (Grade 1C).
8. EBUS-TBNADQIIMEICASH DY I ab— s ViIlEEEBALARET

# % (Grade 2C).

9. EBUS-TBNAD FHOFMIcEEHNSIESL LTEBUSAFILTHER A~ F
TAMERAWDZ ENTTH OIS (Ungraded).
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PD-L1 M & SIS 2 2 Lams i Tn
%Y. FEMTORMEE LT, HEIER L0
AT A XA L, BRI ERHHE LA PR,
AN TIHEIED S 2 EAIIE 52 & 2 AL
% Z L5, EBUS-TBNA OFH DS )55
BN H 5. ZD720, EFIIS LT,
URIE 279 EUS-B-FNA (endoscopic ultrasound
with bronchoscope-guided fine needle aspira-
tion) T7 7 —FHiEEER 5 Z LR, Fhlg
BEIRT L ZENHETH L. BAHIZR LI
NS
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1. EUS-B-FNA & DOf#fH

HANZHE T & B3I R 7 55 GE N 72
EBUS-TBNA & #¥ fiE#) 7% EUS-FNA (en-
doscopic ultrasound-guided fineneedle aspira-
tion) ZHlAEDLELZ LIPS HERE S N
TWBD, MRRE R BB EZHET L0
TR EFRE TH B Dlxt L, EUS-FNA &
HALZEHE DG TS 5 720, HMERRAE DB
IO NTELLIEFEVE. ZokH%
THENS, WREFHEDS CP-EBUS & #E£E T
TR 25558 2, EUS-B-FNA &3
TWAY, UBETOREMZIX2, 3IZFRT 5.

1 #4L Y »73Ei~D EBUS-TBNA

(A) #EpES!: CT, (B) PET (positron emission tomography)-CT, (C) = —Tij{%. H#4L V) >/ Fins
EEL &R D 2 2NCEAE L, PET CIEEIMDSEbN L DIRBETHH. ZOERMTIE, BIET 7
U —FCTRAIAAE L DR T WHIEOGEHE 2 EIRT 5, F720E, KEPLWI0FR»EE LD
BB T T —F 2 BIRT L T L,

- ®)

2 45 S5 OfEIIA S %S EUS-B-FNA

(A) M4t CT, (B) E#REIfE, (C) =a—mifg 45 S° ORI FOFANWEER = £ 5%
<, M HE L TV 29672 Cld EBUS-TBNA & % W2 2 OJEFIOD & 9 12 EUS-B-FNA DR T % =

EDL,
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et P |2k 5 EUS-B-FNA
(A) #itFE4etE CT, (B) B4, (C) —a—Wiff AEIIERER L TR LW, 707
WV T CACEHTAZER] LR 37\,

EBUS-TBNA & EUS-B-FNA O #tHIL, Hihik
D HIEZRNA LT LI EBMENTE Y,
Oki & I 3T#H O EAEALILEGRER 2 1TV, B
DOARPIER R LI FE TR o T2b D
®, EUS-B-FNA # CHARE 2 <, KTk
FE RS O &, FR R AR AR T Rk
Wolanh e BB OmEEN S, &
REELTWAY, T/, BEEENTL AR
BEODHEIZL 53 85%CCP-EBUSTT 7
0 —F A5 g T, EUS-B-FNA (3 EUS-FNA &
D EEE (87% vs. 83%) TH DI EHHIS
nNCTn5n?,
2. FRIFHOFENRT EWBIFHERICONT
BWEOTE Ty A TIEER 10D, $HEH 21
& 22-gauge (G), FHIF D) I TOWF|D
HIETIEZ R SEIENIEI W E W) BFEIC
o TWADY, 2016 DT A K7 A VitifT LA
%, EUS-FNA |ZiBBES A TE T, MR
Ban, gfvEee, WA, #B4EMEL &N 0
L7222 HilgtAsHi 2 LTI N TV D, Hizil
19, 25-G 2% b, FFERICE B E L7214l
fF & OZERIETH 5T SN 5. EUS-FNA 12851
5 NS O RGO R Tl 19-G X
22-G LI L THILT & 2 kBN S W2 &
MR CY, — )7 25-G i3RI 1Z D e v
BIEEOBWRE TS S 2 L1137 <Y, ek
MR, MPRADD RN EmsN T
5. R % Hv T EUS-FNA @ %2254t

0o IE % fR~_7- 5L ESERRY Tld, x—7—=fl
ILoFEE DT, $EEHFE L ThHIUILT [T
HZITHE UC, 20ml 2 ¥ VBT 19/22/25-
G DZWH 1% 121.6/39.6/14.0 mN (EZ Shot2,
Olympus 1) THh o7z, TD7-OFEIRKE W
3 AR DI 2 DRSS D 5 — T, BT
DIFFIZ7 0 ) HMERA S S %5 2 LHVUR
BEN5.

EUS-FNA TH¢ T S 5 5 [0 slow-
pull =Y T, ZEHIFICAT ALy FED - L
DHIEIC Z L THRARAIZET N BIEA 2T &
M, MROEE 2FHER 19-G OZEH T O
RAZEER T & D HEMED D 5.

3. CP-EBUS O5#DEZE

B L CIIBI R COME DAL 72 575,
5.9 mm @ 25-G FHOAME CP-EBUS A I —
T ELHBEINTEY, KO~ KIS
KPR 2 SEISINZ,  #XIE L SOV Ot
ANDT TU—F %5 L0, CP-EBUS T3
FEN e EHHIL AR S IR T 2 HIAATH
5.

EBUS-GS &

FHIRZ BT, HEROEH T TBB O
BWIRILIF I/ NERZE TR > 7220 5, 3
4E R-EBUS % HULIBk A 2 FEEES; L, 16
WAk L7z, @ CHEREC & 0\ s T b il
Ia—%2fHTENL, BVBERERT. ¥
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4D, HEW T O — T LRRE L ORLERLR
THEWEDPIEDL D Z ENFHSNTEN?, W
(A WNAENE (within) S 55705 ZOF
HOWRELERA > P TH A, 201340 ACCP 77
A4 FZ4 ¥ T3 R-EBUS (2L % TBB (EBUS-
TBB) (3HERINTEY, GS?P, VBN (virtual
bronchoscopic navigation)**’, i ffl £ 50 & 3

#*, ENB (electromagnetic navigation broncho-

scopy)® ZPEHT 5 2 & THWFERNIN L5 2
EHBNT WD, 20124ED 39WfZED A 5 T
F) AL D L, ENENDOBWIEILR-
EBUS 71%, GS 73%, VBN 72%, #iE5E
F§E70%, ENB67% &HEENTW5D

GS IZIZMIE & KD 283D V), Wi OB
BIZOWTHIEF v Ald v, ik GS Tl
MERELEPHHTE L0882 E L
D, KRGS TIEEESF2MEH T X 525K
REXNOFEEDK E % 5 WLiE RS 8
EHTAILERD, EBIC—E—ErD
B FKRANIBERZIZIE A 9 — TSR] E
TERWI EHN% L, GS iF extended working
channel (EWC) & LCAa—7HO»SIRE
FTEOL %% R7-3 720, EBUS-GS #
ORI, [FAE L7247 b IEREIC AR % 4 )
B ENTRTH AT &, HidIER 124 7%
WZEThbH ZO—HT, BEDEHTH S
T EPITMAT, BMEEIVNES %2 2 R

LERAEOBK, BY 605
JC, HERBITO EBUS-TBB Mk DER] = &
DO L, GS /MIFT 0.6~1.0 mm’, JH%HE
7T 22~32mm’ L 3~5FEDEVHDH -
72, INH XY GSARLCTIRERES ) T 1 —
TRV EAVRENT. BETIZ3.0cm AT
DK INUFFLE DA E LA LHEGER T GS % H
W WHTRIORRHIE R E S8, R-EBUS, VBN
FREDOZ W= 5E S8, EBUS-GS, VBN
BEREEZ Lo 72 LB ST D (74% vs.
59%, p=0.044)%. FHWrEHERE & ik Or
DML &) BUTN S, SHRITHIRAE S &
W T F72037 94+ 7 a—7% w7, GS
#f#i ] L 72\ EBUS-TBB %17 ) t%&HH 2 %
ThhbH) LEBIIEZ TV,

SEXEFES -3

SEXEFEr— Y a VIZ2EEICRY S
M, CT TIERK L 7 A A S SR MR AR
EETON— FNENEZT S VBN &, CT & &%
YT — % % AbE TR L 72 3D IRARSUAE 508
%% F\W72 ENB A ® 5. BETIZY T VS
A DR v — O EERE AR5, GS
EBREWC & LCHRET 27 7 — 7 v a2 il
PEL, WE T CTHET L.

VBN (& 2 F THZ < OB CHIEE - iz
LELHER R-EBUS & #lAA LR THF S,
ZWERANA B A T L M AR R A A S

within adjacent to invisible
SEE  90%HIE 50%HRiT# 0%
GS%in
I o—#hT +

4 R-EBUS ®xa—75p%E GS

T a— DM BT [ CAZE D SERDITRA S &9 12,

Tu—7 LR ANy S—"THH

ET D, TO—THIHENNTNE L 72354 (within) (EBEIEEA90% TdH 5 DIZR L, WEDD
FICAET DA (adjacent to) (X 50%FEEE TFAYA.
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LI ENHOLNT VDY,
ENBI(ZACCP %A KF 1 »¥ TR-EBUS & [{
U Grade 1C THEZE X 1, §HYMEITIET CTICAH
RAEIZOWTEEIRE SN TV, RITIE
2016 fFIPRBET & 2 ) 2D VT & &
FETr = a3 v Y AT AREDIEE ST,
POFA AR—F LDy —fFEHF—F
VE oy b EEE RICRBER SN W L
b, BAMGENTLARUEF > T 5.
Eberhardt © O #E1E 2 LA Tl R-EBUS
& ENB #FHDIEZ=E (218 /3 cm LUF) 13 87.5/
88.2%C, ENB H.jli : 58.9/53.8%, R-EBUS .
M 69.2/71.8% & b b B L, NEEEIZB W
THIFICR AR LY, — /T, &
T — T VARVED SR CIBIA LS 2 2 &) L
EEDOBRDIH L, FET5—2 3 v Off
ENHEL B L Vo ZEL IR STV B,

Cryobiopsy

7 94 F 71— 7135 AS Joule-Thomson
RARTH) —45C DR & 722 > THIKR 2 3G L

#

%3

TTAAR—NVEEKL, HEZLTIEHES
L THBARNT A ENTE S, 1.9mm
TU—TIIREGS OFERDEETH D25, T
A AR = WAROBARDS GS % working channel P
T E WD, BEROEMRTT 74 /3—
TERIEL MENH S, Bl TH 2k
MBI\, &5 VI3 2 A ENICT%
EFTTENBHDHID, [EFEPUHETH .

JfEZIMIC BT 5 CB O3 7247 <, 1
i & B & THPHRIRE TOHRES ThH
b, #2122 FTOCB & FB Ol &
MANRY bPOFEDERT. HFHIHLEIZBNT
(X FB £ ) DBWEETHES 2 EAVRENTA, K
IRZEN DWW TIZRIETED 7' 0 — 7 TOHED
THY), BEWMLEDTET U ADOEREILE
Th5b.

CB TH LN LML "I~k FED
KESOFB LKL, #E A7 <Y, K3 R
OMifE 10mm’ Ul) T YNE” KThib &
P CH 5. T AMEE, SRR
WU, il & OIEBIRTE OEE TE DD

F2  WifEZWTZ 81T % Cryobiopsy & $H-AMod EGRT & LA X2 b F &

(it 30~36 & 1) 7ER)

SEH F0-7F EEEN  BAET(X TR H i EE (%)
(n) (mm) (s)  (mm/mm% mm3) (%) BEY hEEY EEW
Schumann®’ 296 23 3 CB 10.4 mm? 89.1 wmA 37 1.0 0.3
(2010) FB  52mm? 65.5
Aktas®? 41 24 20 CB 8mm 92.7 195 49 0
(2010) FB 2 mm 78.0 21.9 0 0
hEE-EE
Hetzel®® 296 ND 3 CB ND 95.1 61.8 18.2
(2012) FB ND 85.0 51.5 17.8
Jabari*® 60 2.3 35 CB 816 mm 90.0 WA 1186 16 0
(2013) FB 5mm 66.7
Rubio®) 31 1.9/24 3 CB 696 mm? 96.7 A 3.2% 0 0
(2013) FB 37.3mm® 954
Schumann®® 31 1.2 4 CB M.17mm2 742 ®@H 3.2 0 0
(2014)  (RHEHZE) FB 469mm2 613
Segmen® 50 24 3 CB ND 95.9 1[E|E * 6.0 2.0 0
(2017) 2EE * 6.1 0 0
3ElE*16.3 0 0
4E1E * 18.4 0 0

# AV E— Ry aVvFRE R AVE—Rry s (PAIYF75X<EHE fEX70vy H—)12LLE;
#3: Eil, F17, £BEREE T 5, #4: £ E 30 mlLLT; CB: cryobiopsy; FB: foceps biopsy; *: [E1%1 = & 1= FFf.




B\ 51 % U

55 0LBbiss, BIEEIZHEERKRE 7
O — 7RI 5 2 & DB R CREE S
TWE - F 7 R ) A 7 ALl
952 &% Segmen H* AE L TWb. AR
[ T (2 WER)Y 82.0, 93.9, 93.9, 95.9% &
FHET LD, HILOMEED 6.0, 6.1, 16.3, 18.4%
EERT B0, ERTEBEL AR 2 [
ThbHERRTNL, FHRHIMERE)ZNLE
NEZY, B2 TIZCBOEDHIM) A7
M 2 E AT TH L0, BRI
HeErTRE&TH 5. WBEOLHRTIE, Arndt
LT 71y 1 — (Cook Medical #1) % 4o
A FV—TEFHLRENT 2 — 796 E
REIA~FE, BEL, ERBICER V-
LR LI ZE TR 5 HEY BEHTH L S
EDHIBENT WA,

B H W (I
ARGTHLY EVF72 &5 12 CP-EBUS Tl 7 7
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