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o-1. [EfE#pEE (ME##E) 70y 7

JERE R #E (PMER#E) 71 v 27 (celiac plexus block : CPB) 1%, k&Pl
o ONIEARES X ONERE R 2R3 5 2 12X D, IEEE N, JRIC RE
IS LTAHNTHY, CLBETF7ay 2L B e, EEREE . EkEEs
BEREBRVEVHOTEDSD B, FEA R EDOH AV ARERIESE Z v 7z
Tay 7 hMihbis.

CQ27 : [EpsiEE (NIEME) 7O 7 (CPB) 13, EWELELILE L TEIA
DEHCHRD ?

BB SRk L R T O v 2 O R RGeS LTIE, 1996
DD 2005 EFTO5ODRCTIZOVWTAY T FY Y A%4T-7 Yan b DO
B AH B (EV: 1, G, 72, 2008 40 Zhang 5” @ CT #'4 N CPB & #
Wpeik 2 B L7z RCT (EV: T, G2) 25 0, 2011 4E121E, 1990~2010 4 £ T
DD RCTIZOVWTHOLE 2= HH % (EV: 1,G1). Yan 5D L E 2 —I(Z
SFND 500 RCT TiE, NSAIDs BLUELV L AL DREIHIRTHY, T
FH AT AIZDOWT VAS (1~10 £i) TORBFLZEINTWE, IIHD
W BT B4 302 4D BHIZBENT, 70y Z7HidO VASIZ5.0£1.88 Th -
7z. CPB &\ - CI1X, WL A 2 72 AR LT VAS O 213,
2:8M%-0.34, 48K -0.5 3BEMHEITIE-0.59 THo7z. FEF A FEH
1, CPBHi 3014 mg TdH - 7245, CPB#ECTILIEY e s L gL T 2
W% —39.99 mg, 4 #H% —53.69 mg, 8 HHEIZ—80.45 mg & fHHIEIZ Do
2. SHEBOEFRIZIIAEEZIROON L o7, QOLICHLTYH, AEE
BRSO LN o7z, BHEME LT, OB ) CPB BT 7275,
MOREIER (I, WA - Wk, T3, RA) I REERO N Rho /.
F 72, 2011 4RI I3 NS 2 W2 CPB @ “H EH#i RCT WL DM H3H
Y (EV: 1, Gl). 984D HH % CPB B L WL (2 ba—) B
2 BT THT o 720828 C, CPB #EIZ T ¥ b o — VERICHER LT A ORI
K&, 1 HHHBT-28.9%, 3AHKET-60.7%E K&, TV AHHED
HEIZCPBRTY b oz, TNHOMGER S CPB IIEEAA % & o LJEERD
FACELT, MAZEAIL, FEFTA FOMHEZBRPSELIENTE S,
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1) Yan BM, Myers RP : Neurolytic celiac plexus block for pain control in
unresectable pancreatic cancer. Am ] Gastroenterol 102 :430-438, 2007
(EV: 1,Gl)

2) Zhang CL, Zhang TJ, Guo YN, et al:Effect of neurolytic celiac plexus
block guided by computerized tomography on pancreatic cancer pain.
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Dig Dis Sci 53 : 856-860, 2008 (EV: 1 , G2]

3) Arcidiacono PG, Calori G, Carrara S, et al: Celiac plexus block for pan-
creatic cancer pain in adults. Cochrane Database Sys Rev 3:1-22, 2011
(EV: I,Gl)

4) Wyse JM, Carone M, Paquin SC, et al : Randomaized, double-blind, con-
trolled trial of early endoscopic ultrasound-guided celiac plexus neuroly-
sis to prevent pain progression in patients with newly diagnosed, pain-
ful, inoperable pancreatic cancer. ] Clin Oncol 29 :3541-3546, 2011
(EV: I, Gl)

CQ28 : [gfEmiEE 7Oy 7 (CPB) (3, EEBRBOHIADEHICKL T,
BEIITSHDEHDL?

% &% . Retrocrural space ~NOEFFOZBEEIZ L), 25 X OBENA L E %
4 BeBEOBEIZ T T, BERITO CPB %O ANOH M % ik L 72658 (EV
Vb, G2) T, retrocrural space ~DEMED 7 \WHETIX CPB OB RMEILE VA,
BHESE L RBI2o0, HRHEIMK 2D, BHEN RS SV CIIER)T
Hotz. Fh, FBEIBICHES T, WEOPASRIIHT 2R EMR 7oy 7 25
WNCAT o 728, BT 0y 2 2 BANIT LT LT o THOATo 728, Y
BEHMBICOWT, ZREhoORRE I L 726f%8” (EV: Vb, G2) Tld, K
BIET T Y 7 BT o2 2BEICB VT, AORR, QOL ok, ¥4+ A K
WX BEIEH OB BD 72205, RINAT - 72 BEL AT L CT o 2B & THE
FROTWARWD, R )IRETHLERBLTWD. T2, FEFADWEL
W HRRIOEAE, BHETSOWA L) ETENES L, FHRIE. BEEEHS
ATIZ CPBRIZ 2% THRTH o 72788, BARES - BERIASA T 29% TORE
MToHo72Y (BV: Vb, G2). F72, TWHO HRDAMFRIES ¥ — ] OHE=B
BEICRAT LT LIS, BEEA A FTCPB 24T\, 27 AM 7+ 0—7 v
T EATo IEEZECIX, 7ay ZEio VAS (1~10%58) 9.1+0.851%, 2 H
HIZ1.25+1.02 £ DKL 4D, 2 HHEDO VASI1Z2.10+0.79 L HERET (p<
0.001) Z#BHTWAY (EV: Vb, G2). 7a v ZEi#D QOLICHLTHAHEA
ZROTWS (p=0.002).

T & OB T T Y 21E, BEAAORAIIK LT, BT 2k
0, SERAESPRIT, TS FREDEREOREZRITHLIENTE,
QOL 2T 5.
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1) Akhan O, Altinok D, Ozmen MN, et al: Correlation between the grade
of tumoral invasion and pain relief in patients with celiac ganglion block.
AJR 168 :1565-1567, 1997 [(EV: Vb, G2)

2) de Oliveira R, dos Reis MP, Prado WA : The effects of early or late neu-
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rolytic sympathetic plexus block on the management of abdominal or
pelvic cancer pain. Pain 110 :400-408, 2004 (EV: Vb, G2)

3) Rykowski JJ, Hilgier M : Efficacy of neurolytic celiac plexus block in
varying locations of pancreatic cancer. Anesthesiology 92 : 347-354, 2000
(EV: Vb, G2)

4) Bhatnagar S, Khanna S, Roshni S, et al : Early ultrasound-guided neurol-
ysis for pain management in gastrointestinal and pelvic malignan-
cies: An observational study in a Tertiary Care Center of Urban India.
Pain Pract 12:23-32, 2012 (EV: Vb, G2]

CQ29 : [ERtw#E#E 7Oy 7 (CPB) d, BMERDEALICHEZD ?

B BUERROMAE, BOEEB LTHBNED LA, YT Yo
BERTOIEMEALL 75 V% = V7 & O A B Y E O E RN O MR O LR
ENEGT 5. JEIRDHELT L TL B LMK EITERR L, JEEIRBITT 5.
PR D FAE I BRI 72 EORTF OB G5-2K & <, ZHBORTRAREN 2 &
ODEFWEREE, TTHILBRUTHY, W7oy 7 217 A1,
P BIE B 2 BT 5 2 LS UETH 5.

1B PEBE S B LT X BB T O CPB &l NS T o CPB O A %)
PEIZBI$ A RCTY (EV: I, G2) IZBWT, ADM L WIHEBEEOR M %2757 56
SEBI O BF I L, 27 SEBNC I BE N T CPB A%, 29 M1 X #EH
TCPBAMifT &Nz 28ELTENIAL Y 10mlE P T LAY /0y 3ml
(40 mg) AEA SNz, BWEBEHNBGT CPB % 5213 72 27 SEHI v 26 KE B THifT
LRI A DOREADTED S, 4 BHIIE 22 fER], 8 EEITIZ 17 R, 12 Ak
WX 8IEBI TR A IR L Tz, 24ABICIZ7T ey ZHiORAICRE 72 X
FBEBLT CPB % 32V} 72 29 JEBI T, HEATIE A1 28 FEFI THe A DFEF AR &
M, 4B 1T ER], 8 EMBICIE 8HEM, 12 1% I21E 3HERIT D AIE A DK
MBS BNz, XHEHT CPB & V@& N T CPB 0 5vA BIC KN
DI A DFEFI DT &7z,

VRSB S CT A4 FF CPB &EE N T CPB O® % ik L 7-
RCT? (EV: I, G2) T, 10 ZICHWTHENMEE T CPB %, 8JEMIZCT #4 F
T CPB #47\, 0.75% [w/v] ZENAA »10ml & M) 7 AY /72> 40mg A
HEASN, BERENBEET CPB % %) 72 B & TIEFRRR N 24 13 8 kI
40% T, 24 % T 0% RO N7z, 8HEBEDTFIHYRL Y 23 T1E3.5 ThH- 7z
CT #'4 FF CPB 2%\J 72 B # Tix 25% TO A ADBHIAHD i, 12 %
WX 12% DA THRIEDFRE L Tz, A V27128V Th, BEENHRE
TOHPHEBEIRADBREHZD SNz, ZOMELD, CT #4 FTCPB X
D EEWRENBLEE T CPB O /5% 1) Rkl 72 Bisah 3% 5 7.

YRR BE W LT, CPBOFET 1 A (hlA®) ofEAE 2 H (il
fl~D) DOIEAZET S RCTY (EV: I, G2) TIX, 53 FEBl 1B E 20
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LC, 23BN 1 AFHEAD, 28 5EBICIE 2 A FHE A Z IGIT L7z, S
0.75% [wv] ZENAA 2 20ml e M) 7 Ay /7ay80mg # vz Bk
55% (28 fiEB]) TREH BN, FHERFEHIMIZ51.3 H (1~203H) THh-o7z. 1
APHEAREZ 52072 13EH] (56.5%), 2 APHEAD: %% 72 15 5ER] (53.6%)
ThATED H 7z, 2 BEH CROF S BURE R & BRI I3 A BT b o
7z.

I WHNBEE T A BT CPB OEMEHERB X OCHERNANOHMPEICET 2 9D
DHLICHTHAYTFITAY (EV: 1,G2) T, 6 D0 LABMRELIZS
WTORLTH Y, 221 ZLOBE B THEEHENBSEA A FT CPB I3 51.46%
TR ZARF L72AS, FRESREZ Tk 2 2 L1k TE L o7z,

T & o EBERRICIBWT, RPMEBEL 27 a4 FEELHW72 CPB g,
—ZEDWHOBRIIHONE. FIOBEFENEET A FTo 70y 7 ofFHMED
WESNT0D. MRRBIEE LA L7 RCT E3BD 5k,
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1) Santosh D, Lakhtakia S, Gupta R, et al: Clinical trial : Arandomaized trial
comparing fluoroscopy guided percutaneous technique vs. endoscopic ul-
trasound guided technique of celiac plexus block for treatment of pain
in chronic pancreatitis. Aliment PharmacolTher 29:979-984, 2009
(EV: I, G2)

2) Gress F, Schmitt C, Sherman S, et al: A prospective randomized com-
parison of endoscopic ultrasound-and computed tomography-guided ce-
liac plexus block for managing chronic pancreatitis pain. Am J Gastroen-
terol 94 :900-905, 1999 (EV: I , G2)

3) LeBlanc JK, DeWitt ], Johnson C, et al: A prospective randomaized trial
of 1versus 2 injections during EUS-guided celiac plexus block for chron-
ic pancreatitis pain. GastrointestEndosc 69 : 835-842, 2009 [(EV: I , G2)

4) Kaufman M, Singh G, Das S, et al: Efficacy of endoscopic ultrasound-
guided celiac plexus block and celiac plexus neurolysis for managing ab-
dominal pain associated with chronic pancreatitis and pancreatic cancer.
J ClinGastroenterol 44 : 127-134, 2010 (EV: 1, G2])
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CQ30 : THEEEREREZEE Oy 713, EMEELEERL TRAEZENT
507

B B COBREERICET ZERMIEE LT, BOBHW RCT 3%\,
Kitoh 5V 1%, IA#iZEEE 23 BRNSARE B RICHL, Tra—LiZks
ek 7oy 7, FBRBEERMEE 7Ty 7, ETEMRE 7Ty 2 o#
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AEDLEERAT L2 A, &IERIT VAS1~10 %Kid) #°8.80.27050& %0,
RO 3 H A FE/IFECHEE TR L, £7/2, ELVEAHERD RO
17HTEAZICKTL (96+29mg 25 31+10 mg), TDHD TR L
WAL, LA EELSHERREL Ao EME LTS BV IV
b, G3]J.

% & o TIEMESRMGESE 7Ty 71%, FICHPAMROBBIHEH SN
A, HMTORMAITCIE% <, BEEMARE7TT Yy 7, ETVEMEE LI TY
52 LiZBnicw, ThHEESRMEE 7Ty 7 BIToO LY 7> 2R &ML T 5
Z LW, L2 L, BEREEEWHS 2 QOL o ke, F ¥+ A4 M
DA B L) FHHEDSH B DT, RCT = prospective study 25 T 5.
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1) Kitoh T, Tanaka S, Ono K, et al: Combined neurolytic block of celiac, in-
ferior mesenteric, and superior hypogastric plexuses for incapacitating
abdominal and/or pelvic cancer pain. ] Anesth 19:328-332, 2005(EV : IV
b, G3)
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CQ31: AxmEE 7Oy 713, SBEEICHEDDL ?

B OB ARRE T ey 2 OIFEFAM, BAMRICET A RCT 2 &
IETF YV ALRVOFECERIIZEE, Y4726 2%w. 16 OBk BE R 123
LT, BHTRIMZEMEEY 79 —F12 X 5 A0t 7 12 v 7 O retrospre-
tive ZRFESMEINTVSEY, 8% vyl 7/ —)b—KA4~6ml iR (Hikk
EIESERE) 10 %O VAS (0~10 £5e) 279.2THY, 40mg A F VT L K
=vaymo0.25% vvl Z7E¥NH A4 2 10ml (BT RREREERE) 6 4 D3 VAS
X8 THY, MHED2HHMEVAS A 212 E L Tz (EV: Vb, G3). ZWr
W7 Ty 7 & LT, FHOES THRIATRE S BRHTH Y, FIEHD 2w
720, FHELTWwA., F72, CTHA FFIC1% vl a¥nNA 4 2L
T ARR R 7 0 7 ORBERE 43 4 TR LIS 23d 5. BEOWR
&, BAMERAY16 %, FEDAMEIAI2THTH Y, FENAMEIETIE VAS 8.4 20
LRAT4 7 A% 2.6 LMkl LRIRE STz (EV: Vb, G3). 51, &
FRAA F RIS, LMD AASK ULAKHRRET 71 v 7 247 - 726 BIHE" 235 0,
2 ABIZBNTE 7Ty ZHTE IR B0%ITHA LTz (EV: Vb, G3). &K
TOWREIL, BA L HEPEMIEINTVEY, 1~3XLOREFHEICEEE -
TV,

= LB EEECELTIE BVWIYT Y A0 LIRS L, Ak
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ETHAH, Lol, ZmXedl LT, FEIZHEMNTRITTE 2Rk
Oy 7 Thl), EEGAFFROBEN GV EPRBIN TS,
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1) Toshniwai GR, Dureja GP, Prashanth SM : Transsacrococcygeal ap-
proach to ganglion inpar block for management of chronic perineal
pain: A prospective observational study. Pain Physician 10:661-666,
2007 (EV: Vb, G3)

2) Agarwal-Kozlowski A, Lorke DE, Habermann CR, et al: CT-guided
blocks and neuroablation of the ganglion impar (Walther) in perineal
pain : Anatomy, technique, safety, and efficacy. Clin J Pain 25:570-576,
2009 (EV: Vb, G3)

3) Gupta D, Jain R, Mishra S, et al : Ultrasonography reinvents the original-
ly described technique for ganglion imparneurolysis in perianal cancer
pain. Anesth Analg 107 :1390-1392, 2008 [(EV: Vb, G3)
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