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Abstract

Since endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography (ERCP) was first reported in the 1960s,
ERCP has become a common diagnosis and treatment method for biliary and pancreatic diseases
after decades of development. Compared with traditional surgery, ERCP has less trauma and the
patients recover quickly. However, the complications after ERCP also need to be paid attention to.
Common complications after ERCP include pancreatitis, bleeding, perforation, etc. This article
discusses the risk factors, prevention and treatment of common complications after ERCP as a
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reference for endoscopists.
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1. 3l

ERCP i T 4t 60 4EAR[1], KB A CBCNILE AR W27 FB, K aMrA 25t
IR AN Ak, ERCPAEAN—FMEANMEMIZIT FBOE RAFEVF 2 3 RE, ERCP AJG i 48 /& ERCP
BONE W RRE, HAlH W3 RIEIR B ARG B, 90, RGAE, A 08 7 W AORE 0 Tk 5
MEEE . SR, IFEBR M. PATRG45E[2]. ERCP WELEITXZIEL ERCP AHIEIHRAE, A
LA ERCP A5 WAt AOE M fE R R 2 . Tl 677 557 AT ik .

2. ERCP RIGHEE%

ERCP A Ji5 i I 4 (post-ERCP pancretitis, PEP)/& ERCP A Ji5 & Wi 3 K JiE, PEP FIRAERLN
2%~16% [3]. ¥ Cotton #xifE[4], PEP iy ERCP A Jg if 4 AH OCRE R FEL M I 24 /NEF, R B £ 1
VERY RIS A EIR 3 % WA S E K BT e 1T G B S A 2 ) A — o e v R I I
[5]c ERCP ARJ5 2~4 /N I ve ¥ B 58 7 g 7 il /D T 1B 8 PRI 1.5 540 4 £%, X PEP HIR&E MM
PETRAN R . PEP RI 3 AR AL, L. EEE=2L, WAk 1, K¥l PEP NEFEEHEE, £ 10%ff PEP
N HEFE6].

Tk

Table 1. Post-ERCP pancreatitis severity classification
# 1. ERCP REERAR K 7R

B HE HE

i RE 10 RPAE; SR R K SRR E s Mk S 5
i 4 B R B LT ARG T

W ERE 2~3 K AR 4~10 K

21 ERER

BFARNZE: Oddi FELINT)BERERG . k. BEAEA SRR 25 52 PEP 5 52 /& PEP Bl #H ¢
R, MER/NT 60 2. FFAMEEAY 5K, ML R IER . otk BER 40 502 1T B8 A AR S fa
D ZR[6] [7] [8]. 121k MRIR 5% b T R /- WA DI e T 4 I JERR 240, B CH2 PEP IR PER 2

BAEAORR R MRS (W 10 08l sUREI@BIE 5 k) FLINRE: GRATENRE 2
PEP WI#AIAHSC LR 2 17 Oddi FELIMTYIIF . BEEFELNITIIF. IHEEREEY 5K I 45 A REUL .
S P A N T BE AR O ARG R K [9] -

95 U4 2% W 5 e K P B (25 T 64247 ERCP B0 PEP (A A2 S IR 6] -
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2.2. Tps

TEARAE I TS M BN R4 SR OB IR SERE AT RUPRAR PEP 2 A=, JLHL I S S AR R A 0 RiB i H
AR T B NI R o, BB PRI PEP 1 & 4E[3] [10] [11] [12] [13], MbAb, 228 B GEAEHERRY 51,
W IRT . AR, tWAEE b PEP kA, HIR(EE E[14]. —TIgAN T 167 £ EH
FOE DY AR o AT R IR 12 B ATLGS E S8 22 B, 27 UK ERCP i 2 FR AN E R N R & PEP s fa Rl &,
T 1 Pl S 2 N A ] DA 3 PR IX — AU, e — e A AT I AR VE[15].

PRI, JEEARRPTR 0TI PEP K AA — B8R, BT FIABIRSE R TR LY, 42
BRENGHMREY], —TGIN 100 % EE FIRTHETERT LR, WA S B Mg 25 PEP (R A% B K
TER. Sk, WUE K 2R AIA[16]. FAE PR S AP0 28 25 ReMi] PEP [ G5 58 RE A 5t 11 41 i
ARG A2, M PEP. SR, WAAWIFIRM, ik PEP MGt &K/, /A& (50 mg)
BUERRIFFEARERFAIK PEP KAEZR, X ATRE ARSI & Sfa B ARG B AR ., (R s
PEP RAEFEACA K[L7]. &2, KT T AR Sk ) B 5 i ZU 4 ERCP AR AT SR J5 7 LASUEIR 25 5|
WE3E2E 100 mg BN A 2. THFREE AT FA Tl Oddi FEZIML, 5 XUERR S5 Bk & L AT ik — 25 FRAIE PEP 1R E
2, i T B E] W] BE T BRAC RS R ERCP RJG PEP HYKR A3, (EAR T B 2 i AR R I IAIF[18]. Tk
KAME LIS B B R S 29 R BT PEP IR (E 41, AN MR [3]. B4h, KHlE
FUER AR DKL BE O 8% PEP JREAN B X 1 A R AL BRI S S OB IR 25 B /b o TUE A B s AR
W, XTRT PEP A — & IR [19] [20]

2.3. RIT

PEP [yay7 5 AR 51 SRR 2y 7 R AR, DA, $0ER. HEG XANBIRYT N, 7
B EIhREMYEY, BUIR I MR S) 15 B R &, BRI RRE R AERE[21] o X FA R IR &Y PEP, &
WA RIRTT, MR A % [22].

3. ERCP R

ERCP A J& i ifi 25N WA G I KIEZ —, ERCP ARJq HIM &k 2%, Horb ™ 5 H i ) b
BI7E 0.1% % 0.5% [23]. ARJ5H Il 2 T ERCP #AER AT AL I F R BBREY skoA, A5 RIHIE
TR R ST R, 5 R S B ML BRI OC . ERCP ARG 73 A5 | i B [24].
W7 2.

Table 2. Post-ERCP bleeding severity classification
% 2. ERCP AiFHH M54k

B i HE

L AT 45 T 5 A, SR
TFAF (AT LM, Ak
9. AEGTA 1)

YR, B, MaEA TN fMiENT%T 4 8AL EFAAN
/T30 glL, oI ¥ ZEBF AL M

3.1 felE®=

BER: KIIO IRPTEEZG BT /MR 245 [25] eI DA A8 5 5 (/NS ek 5 i i JL B ] SiE 4G )
A FF AL 52 (Child-Pugh 732% C 2% H I XU I 35 1 =i [26]) # A 2 ERCP AR Hi L e e A
o Ahh, BERERGF RS ERCP AJE MM fef %, WKBIIHAE S LEE, mTank
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W IEEAE R, — BRI ARER, 5205 IEE BE IS 4R ER 3 B0 M [27], JELEE IR % ERCP AR5 H il
T RS 5 i

BAEN R RERELRAL. ANV Z ERCP RFHILKEGHE, Hrhs Ik
i LR R T 5 TIPSR, X AT Re2E KON E BTV FLR L, DT AL B R VIITI
RIERL T T AEFEAR[3] [23]

3.2. TRy

ARHT VAl B G R D B T HE I ) B BTV, R I RS A A 1A A L 24 BT /AR
2y, TR KU 0 R, RIAERTT 5 R A5 HTSUAR T AN Ao bR, o T g e XURS: (0 J6 8, P4k 1
JRBT A VLA, N2 P A AR DU 207 R AR, 1 S 75 D0 75 O A B SR i I AT,
B O RPUBERI 82, RIETFARNT 48 NHEHI 251, B3 MM METHR KT 50 x 10%L. X T
ThRe s B, A ke N I 18] 208 T IEHE 1 1.3 £5[28]

AR FAFAEEERAE, UIFFL R RO AL Sk 10 S8 1 R 8hr e, BTy e M AR 5D 15%1 i
+ A SR M BAEFL LI B ET7 1 om BT, YDA T 1 em, BEAMBJRIEIRG Y 6~12 mm, 1)
TP KT 1L om I, a8 DI BRS80S s xR DO RERR A5 (1 2, WRHEUIE
TEERFEY TKA BN INIEE BRIEY SRARACE B 2UFLSRNLDIT AR AR & s DI L gl e D) A U RT
ARA H U2 [22] 5 FTs A L i e m] DA 25 P ERCP A HR LR A A2 3R [29] o XA PR A HA I
AP ABRBEHGA R, 25 FVE IR EESS T BRI A i SR P s A5 Sk I

3.3. AT

XFF ERCP H LA &, Hif 7 JEUEEAS 5 Y A8 a7 50— 2. ERCP ARJa /& # VI SE B
A AL, SRVE A JOIX L SEHAE HMERIL, ER S SIRANT, R R MR A R
. —HRIA ERCP RJa MR, FALRNATT, FISEFLAMNEY sefed b A&, i, bk b
M2, L IHEENE R BRGS0, AR RCRRE, ST AR IR, SR T
LAtk it 3% S P BORHIE 7 15 S 2R s ad ik i, SRR T BRI R AR, IR AT DA A AR ZE L S ik s bR T
ARIEMRYT .

4. ERCP #1457l

ERCP M IGHE 7 L2 — P> WHIIFRAE, KW /NT 1%. BIRHRHRELRC, BREE, H
i ERCP #HC Z FLIIGE AL Jy 9.90% [30], /& ERCP AH I A H it M H ] . ERCP AH G 27 fL I & LI
WA B ILKNYIEAR, HOCO8+ 8Bt e AEEAR Y, Hoh, S22, SCRBENSBAL. B
ALY TR LR 2 — . WP ALIE R KA E, ERCP #HC1 % fLA Stapfer. Howard. Kim.
Enns 2570207 R, e F AN Stapfer 7025[31]: | AL N+ 3R BE B AMIZE AL, =+ 3B
BEEREA TSI N 8 g A FE AL, BRI TRRANIIIEATEG 0 Y i AE A 2
L, FERBTSL, BUAMBESRMTEG IV AL Mg g4, nTae2m Tl E RS
MHEERA Y CT FALERMG EA LSRR ERCP KRG FfLo Na A4l Wik, SORA, =Xt
Stapfer 732K 1%b 78, WIET N — LG IT[32].

4.1. feBeER

BENR: 5REARNGEREERA Oddi #EZNLLhaEREES . Billroth 11 ZUE KHBVIBREEF A S,
FUME, o mEREE. BENRERR.
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BAERER: PRI A WASGE . JBE NIEEANES . Oddi FEZIWIIFA. IR Pk
PIRAR, FAREFBRIEAAL. B NGE[30] [33]

4.2. TBh

H Bl ERCP MIOGHE 2 FL M A B PR i i, AR ATFE 0 V-l 88 A AR SE R R 2, R e dE,
wE R IEE HET 2R, R R JR R o FUN SRR, BRI T R R AL TS, 7R 12
NI A TR B AT R, T AL A 72 /N R I TR AR AR 2230

4.3. &IT

ERCP MIRNEZF ALAIAIT I s HrRAHC. IR, WEL TIRYT ERCP A S 7 FLBCIGER AT A2,
AT Stapfer | A% 4L, WIEIETLAAGE PRk, AR AAERARSMEEN, HIOVTFARRIT. X
T Stapfer I B2 £L, JEVT BRI SIE o0 R, W PLUUEAEER S, BIHESHR. &%
FHIHIESI . %2 B A B R G R SR . R S A BRSO AN RE S8 A P AL E it i, T A
i 2 SO RT LA SE 4 A 1, DALk Y o SR RCR B T A U 3 X Stapfer 111 74 Stapfer
IV R, BTl BN, RFIRITTEE A T LG I IR AL . 4 B RORE N i
TR, BT AIEIT[30] [34]

5. ERCP Rfg Rt

ERCP ARJG BRI R EF N 1.4%, HIET H A 7.85% [23], & ILACAMHE Y, Hoe—idHE
MAE. ERCP A Y — M A2 IR, B W KIG IR A B, FHARIE A il 28 B a . 9194
FARF B BB SE, Ak, 22 ICRH M BR A T4 i [35]. ERCP A I E 2 i T ERCP FR
MR 7 RSE A BB A R 8, NI EL T 1B Ml 4 b AT N IRGE 5| IR TE s, ™ L AT BRI AT BT
"] Ik T 2 I 5 B0 1ML YE [36]

51. febeER

R, R EYER R . IHIE SR AEVTBRAN e 4 Oddi FEZI VLI RERERS . F AR ] K (2
IF 30 8. MRk EE . SIFNEH SR AR E ERCP AR5 B 1 & fE R & [37] [38] [39] -

5.2. TBh

PP ERCP AR JFIEGY, B RN 1L B I E a0 AT gt N IHIE, AR5 Sy SR HE, i
ARrpe B R RRE G, ESEARIEAN S RIEE, FRRAETE A T DO B, AT AR ] % B
B 1AL IR ERCP RJRIRIE G A AR, W T EfE N R S @ M2 E S5 . H
R L ZEXT B 4T ERCP (BB TP E R, BraAbAT CRENRE G IR ER A . AT R ARE
P BARERVEREN . 2% T A SRR PEE A S8 L A RS R M A A DL
B, WEEIE AR, BV SRR HRTSCE W SRR R I A B
RADARJE IR R AR . LR, AR T BRI IER N, ERCP DGR %™ 1 K AR
AL 7870 VAl T AR TT BEAB 2 IR X, /> TR 8] AR e B> AN 1) Oddi 52 WLYITT[36] [40]

5.3. J&IT

XtF ERCP ARJE AL, 5 WIHHEGL IR A Kz, ARFE AT 15 IR o i B 7R 45 R By E R A,
LN 73 FE T LA BT JEE 51 s o A 513 [40]
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6. B4

ERCP {ER—Fi Il FAR T 2, 22kl 2 1) BT & B # &bk, ERCP BB R &5 F R
N TSR IR ik 77 X, B ERCP HARKIAWT R R, HokZ BT O JF 8 ERCP HAR.,
5 EE, ERCP AJ5 I AIE MBI 6 B 1 IR AR 0 — K a8, NS ML ATE AL ERCP AHOG I RIE,
5 TR PEP. RJGHIM. ZFFL. BRYLSER W I ARE A DS fa b R 2 e Bivh, A Re ) mT Rek B 9 K
SERIRAE, SR K ERCP HARIASKI K JE
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