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2 B
[T 5 & BH)
I, BN Z R SN D MEE (7 1 —2) X LR B O 2 7e & AR, B IR
. O O¥E. HEE, ME., 7 LA =72 < OFA L OBEMENHE S
TW5, T, EEEMENICHESNFEL BENTa—7), BA0RA, i
JB | #58, TRRIRPIIEZ EICERE T 5 I RRME DS RIS RIEE 2 E TlE SN T
W5 IO SR IE Y 2o idiRe & STV, IR O CREREELAR IR, FE
s BB ORI LR TR OMBERFIE L TWD Z RSz, £70, EE
W7 v —7 PEESEIZRT 2 FERFUIEREKO—>TH 5 Gemcitabine ZRH -
RIEALT 5 2 &0, BEEMMRIERICR W TR 7 v —F O @SN B2
TRICEET 5 Z & | FFEOME O FIEN THZRICEBE T 2 AlRetEnNr iz, Z
DX T, FEREICBIT AR 7 0 — T OEIEMENEHR SN TE TV DER, mED
t MREZHWTEEIXIZE A ERTFIRIEICLY b0 ST, s
D% AT TS D7 WEITHI CR R SN D 728, ST 2R 2 g~
02— DI EIT O - DIIT RIS O HIETRIEEZRT 2L ERH 5,
EUS-FNA (endoscopic ultrasound—guided fine needle aspiration) IXJESE DR
MW 21T O 7o OISR IR 2 15 21 HERY 72 . Tdh 5 23, EUS-FNA TR 67z
FEfE R 22 AW T e 7 v — Z iR BRIV, £ 2T, Fx i, BEmiZsn
TIRBEEZWT HB9IZAT 5 EUS-FNA (2 TH Lok z W CTHRESE 7 1 — 7 O
AlREME, BROWERE 7 v — T O, KA LN T 22 2 AL L,

[kf5e & J7ik]

B RFIFEFRIC T 2019 45 5 H 7206 2020 4E 4 H TR NI T- 30 4 D
Fraxtg b LT, PR % EUS-FNA | CEREL, BORGREE, + IRk 4 IR SR
AR E DT L7, S 72k LT 16S U4 Y — .2 RNA(16S
rRNA) FERT 24TV, BESE EUS-FNA BRI D D 7 1 — Z AT O AT REMEIC DWW TRt
L7z FeWNT, R L OIS B S 0 7 1 —F & Ol YRR REER & U1K
RREREIE O 7 01— 7 O E 21T - 72,

[ 2R ]

FAEEE FNA RRRIE 30 44+ 24 44 (80%) . BRI 30 44 (100%) . + —FRMRG B
29 4, (97%) THA X7 ) MMENT DT D — 7 o0 ZNTFRE T d o 7=, KRR THAT
AIRE T & o TAER & ST A ATEESE BN DWW CHRIRMIIR I8 B 72 R 0 13580 72
Do T2y AREEE (p=0. 15) . B 225 O 2] (p=0. 18) | HlEEIE DM H (p=0. 18) 3
ENT A AT REBNZ 2V M Td o 72, ZREIEIC DUV T, o 24861 (Shannon index,
Observed features) IXFEFERNE « + _F8IB IR CTHEICIEKVWMER TH-7-, B
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AR CIL RS HT 24TV, unweighted UniFrac distance, weighted UniFrac
distance THEmIZE. + BB EARELRO, BT TIX, FL~Lo
FHAC TR « 36X T Proteobacteria PADMENLIZ Z\N— )7 T,
Bacteroideste Y, Firmicutes PIIAFEIZVIWME TH -7, LLEDREFED
O, E 7 e —Z 13 -+ G 7 v — 7 LTRSS B 5 EEH T
HHZENHLMNEZ o7, Linear discriminant analysis effect size

(LEfSe) (TR L~V TREEEI 72/ DT 24TV e TIEHE - - HhIC
T Acinetobacter J&. Pseudomonas J&% % < i87-, V7 7 —Tfr & L
T, YIBRATRENEE & DI EEE O 7 v — T Z Ll L7-, s 7 v — 711,
BIBR AT REIEE . UISRANREIEE IZ B W T a 8-, B2 CHEZZFRD T, M
L X)L ¢ EE ( Proteobacteria, Firmicutes ., Bacteroidota
Actinobacteria) OFMFKILICA B ZZROT, EITOREIZ LD K& 22T
DIpoTz, LEfSe TlL, YIBRWRERENE C Delftia @ % % < B Tuie, YRR
REMEE CHEBEICHML COWAMIEITRD 20 o7, £, H -+ Ehoe—7
VL EIBR AT RE RS (T b R T UIBR RN BEET TS C o ZARMEDME T EM Th o 72,
EUS-FNA ZERIEBALIC K 2 8 7 v — 7 ORI, FERM L~V CHEELZED
Rmo T,

[%%2]

ABFFE T, EUS-FNA TEHRER L 72 iR 2 FI W - ifliE 7 v — Z @D 16S rRNA i
A3 < DREFITRIEETH D Z & B BT 572, fE> T, EUS-FNA fgfk %
WA Z ETRINAREEEITIERE O 7 0 —Z 12O T LT RIEE CThH - 72, M
ZECIIIEE 7 v — T R BOR FICAREICEET DR 238D eno o,
RS, B 22D OZER], HIFEE O AE] TREFEMEVMER Th - 72, o~

— 73+ ZHRGHBENORAT L EEZ LN TR KREEREEIITE 2]

LICK WATBEMHED Y B 5, F 72, I IKITEN 7 v —J 1B 5720, + 15
7w —7 ~DEL LR v — 7 OIS BB 5 /RN & 5,
WeEfgrs —7 v — < ORI DUWNTiX, Proteobacteria Y, Gammaproteobacteria
DN L DEE DML TR SILTWV DD, ABFSETlX Proteobacteria f% %
<D, THA V)LD 43 ¥ TlL Acinetobacter J& . Pseudomonas J& 78 &
Gammaproteobacteria Wal\Z BT HME =2 < RO TE Y | BERIZFE LW R
ThoT-, 7. KWFEIZEHFEE (Resectable i) . HETTHENE (Unresectable
Weg) & biZHATEY ., Y7 70 —Tfr & LT, TR Ol 7 n— 712
DWTEEBN K DT 2D THT o 72, B 7 v — 7 OMATHIC X 5i# 0%
RErd 5 & BERITEITHNC X o T o ZERME. B ZARMEITAEZR <, L
NTHFEELRMOMRICAERRFEY 2387 no 2, RHEEIZE W TIX
Delftia @M 2\ MBI & - 7=, Bhk TlIEemEE & EBFE O+ G 7 v —
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TR LIZE 2 A, BEEE O+ 16T Delftia @ a2 < BHTEY | Pk
DI - R OHERICRIET 5 ATREMEA B, £ 77, HETTIERE CIEis B{Ls o
SRRIEAME T LT D 2 EAVRIR Stz HEATHER CIE DERUR R, Zhuic &
HEBMEOLE 2 LRI D7 1 —F RELAL dysbiosis AEL TS
AIREMED N B 5, E DERRII 72 EFRIZ AN, Bid o < e 7 v — 7 1IXHbE
Bk & B b2, W7 a—7 L oBEMECHEN T ¥ b7 ACBET 2
AREMERN B D, ARAFFED Limitation & L C. EUS-FNA (38 F7=1x+ —feipoaE
B W TR Td 2 N O 2 A4 5 FHTh o, BEiT+2
o 7e—Inar 2 Ix—2a T HARERRE TERNroTe, rd
R TIE, OB 7 o —Z13H, + 2B 70— LILRTERERRRY . 7
R—FDEMELTRRDLZE, FEMLVLOMBKICENCRE 72— &
e T n— T IERERIFY B DD L ORI TR b T 1 —
Z1X Proteobacteria FAMEAL TH U BEHR & LR THFEN R WVFERTH 7122 &
QAN BB IO+ HEENo ThosTHLML L TT7e—J 1m0 27
DI 7 Z & Hx b EUS-FNA MR TR B T iR & DRERE 7 1 — Z OfRHT#E
RICFRE Ay ZIx—va i3, FRTE MR TH D LI L
77

[ 5m
AL TIX, EUS-FNA T L -k & Wl 7 v — 7 O3 /[ BETH 5
ZEEPLMNI L, BE T e —J 3BT B R EE R E R DHEILED T
02— L AR TEEMEOMR N B2 2 EMTHh D Z LB oTz, o, A5
£V (EUS-FNA Z IV, TR BEET TR DO 7 v — Z T b RTRECTH D |
EHARE & TR Tl 7 e — 12 KREX BV VWD, DITNIREY 35 5
AREMEDS R ST,
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AXPB IO THEA LZIEEEITILULTO LB TH D

ALT alanine aminotransferase
ALP alkaline phosphatase

Alb albumin

AST aspartate aminotransferase
BR borderline resectable

BSC best supportive care
CA19-9 carbohydrate antigen 19-9
CDD cytidine deaminase

CEA carcinoembryonic antigen
CRT chemoradiotherapy

CTX chemotherapy

DNA deoxyribonucleic acid

DU duodenum

ECOG Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group

EUS-FNA endoscopic ultrasound-fine needle aspiration
FFPE formalin—-fixed paraffin—embedded

ICI immune checkpoint inhibitor

LEfSe  linear discriminant analysis effect size

LDA linear discriminant analysis
NML normal

PC pancreatic cancer

PDA pancreatic adenocarcinoma

PS performance status

RE resectable

rRNA ribosomal ribonucleic acid
RNA ribonucleic acid

ST stomach

T.bil total bilirubin

UR unresectable
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(1) BEfis D

Weligog (LA k) I3 CREBDEIMER TH Y . 2018 D) ABIESE T
BUL 7T T 5 (International Agency for Research on Cancer), F7-.
2030 4R 121, KENZEB T 2D ABEETEOFE 2 L/ b EHEH ST D
AFRIZBWTIETEIINE, RIGE, BEIZRWTE 4 42(2016 ) TH D, &
FIZF T B R T IME T H Y 2006 4E121F 22336 N/4EThH 7248 2016
LTI 33475 N & 720 | 2020 FRITIFBELHL 36700 N7 D & FHISN TN D
(N HEHREHERT) . WEJE 1T 80%LL LS HETT I TR2Wr S 41 (Society. , 2020) . HAED
FEHEVEHE T 5 FOLFIRINOX #&14 & Gemeitabine+nab—paclitaxel &4 H
THAEFHM P YfE 8-13 » AR (Conroy et al.,2011; Von Hoff et
al.,2013) L THARTH D, £z, FINVARERIES ThH > TH b FAEFR
X 25%FRET&H U (Geer and Brennan, 1993; Yeo et al., 1995). BEHAZZWrIZIN
A TCIRRIEDOELRPE TN TN D

Q) ME#HE (7re—7) &b MRA

b~ OERIZIZ 1000 B, 100 JKME & OMEA AL TWD LHEES L TE
D, EETHDE ML D b2V, BRETICHEF ICEHMENAEL TV
HIZERIEMIIPZ T, MEEIX T7a—F ] EHMEENRTWD, IR
BIZiZ e MZELXH X D2FRBORK ORIEMEY) & LIRS, oD
TR - BEBROKRI R E B 2 LN TE M, IFEIZRD 7a—J 3 FOEFMEIC
Bph2 IEnbinilgss] & LTER SN D X 5127572 (0 Hara and
Shanahan, 2006) , MEITE FORRE, EXGE, AFED BT £ TOHE 72
EL BRA IRENLICAHE L TV DD, REBDIIRIBICHFEEL TWD, B MTiE 22
PR OME D FEAET HD . F D 99% Firmicutes, Bacteroidetes,
Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria @ 4 PHIZE L AHME Th 5 (ARES, 2014)
IENHE#EIZEECH L e BREBRLEZAEED Y HLEWMH /e FRAE LD
FESE CIEERH LMD b O & o U CHESHIENIIE 2 E O 2 EAE L, =L
F—IRE LTRMIET 27200 TidZe <. MAEMH RO ED S HLE 7210 Tl
72 < EMREIEHIER L. BB - BEAEHOCRE RO R OB E L 52 5
ZEDRE I TV A (Jandhyala et al., 2015; Tripathi et al., 2018), %
N7 v —Z 3R T « AT VT mEEEGRE, RIEMEIGR R & DH
EERPREBIZIR O3, 7 P E—MERF RO R, 1 AR RIA ., BN, FErhR AR
%L OB LE OREMENTEH STV A (Cani, 2018; Schroeder and
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Backhed, 2016)

(3) 7m—7 & EMEE
BRI IR LTl M & OB RERITENE SN TE R, RO
U 7 RO R OB 2 LT, BORA, 1T - #55 (Roy and
Trinchieri, 2017) & DBEM N RE SN TWD, /o, BAT v — 7 3 EMEE
AKX T DIREN R & OB EMEN RS STV 5, EEERCIIaafiAl b
HAXH Y TITFo0, TAXUEFITHAL Y 7 a7+ A7 7 I R ERGH
MEHUEAI DA DM BIES 2 L OWE N H 2 (Iida et al.,2013), £z, HiE
FE DS KRG 31T 540U 7' F O FRE O BAF 7020 R 2 Bt
LWz L DOfENH S (Imai et al.,2020), £/, BNT7r—F LHET =
> 7 KA v MHEZE (immune checkpoint inhibitor:ICT) DA ZNMEIZ DUV TH
Bt U7z i, FE/NHBa TS (Routy et al., 2018) ., HEM:EL A
(Gopalakrishnan et al.,2018; Matson et al., 2018). e (Routy et
al., 2018) IZB\V\ T, ICT DZE4) & PN #: D ZAME & O BT 23R S 41 (Routy
et al.,2018) . F7=. MEIC KLV E/L BN A muciniphila (Routy et
al., 2018) . Bifidobacterium longum (Matson et al.,2018). Collinsella
aerofaciens (Matson et al.,2018). Enterococcus Faecium (Matson et
al., 2018) . Kuminococcaceae family (Gopalakrishnan et al.,2018) 7¢ F%F
E DR A 58 2 FEH] & 8B OB s STl Y | ICI OF M L BN
AT O BEME SRR STV D,

(4) EENT v—7 b EVEEE
HIChEE T, SN 7a—2 08 EH S CWb, Fusobacterium

nucleatum (F. ncleatum) ZIREEDIEA L OBIE N HILTU =28 (Kostic
et al.,2012) . JEEMENIC F ncleatum %% < 3B % L Ffi% (Yamaoka et
al., 2018) . fLFHT R ETS (Serna et al., 2020) DFHNRE TH D & O
ERH D, £, BEE COULEEND F nucleatum DF1EIZ THARIKTH
72 (Yamamura et al.,2016) EHENINTHBY , FWEIZ L > CIEEN 7 o
—Z LERIRT U M AOBEEMERHRESNATND (K1)



w2 F. nucleatum (-) n=251
E 0.8
% 0.64 — Sy
& F. nucleatum (+) n=74
o 0.44
L4}]
% =
g 021  P=0.0039
% =
U 000 T T T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4

) Years after surgery
Number at risk

Years 0 1 2 3 4
F. nucleatum (=) | 251 | 191 | 156 | 126 | 85
F. nucleatum (+) | 74 | 49 | 36 | 31 | 19

00% 7 4+
I
= B0% = L
‘E‘ L
60% - 1
g ------ L ----------------------------
& 40% -+
2% 1 HR=17.5(3.0-19.0) — Negative
% ) P<0.00 — Positive
: I L] T ] | ] T 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Months
Number at risk
—| 83 55 46 24 ] 5 3 1
2 11 B 4 1 1 1 0
| 1 | | L T ] 1
0 20 40 60 ) 100 120 140
Tima

1 : FEEMHEARN F nucleatum DIFAE & BMEIEE O T

KG#EE (A) E&1EWE B) [ZBWTHEREMMRN O £ nucleatum DAFTEIL T 14
RERETF L7225,

(Serna et al., 2020; Yamamura et al., 2016 X ¥ 5|f)

Fro. RIETIE BESIITRFEAER S SRR D ME ST D 2 &, IR
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RO & WV o T R AR OIES b bR S s 2 &L A TIEa T T4
A TICK o TR ENDMEN RS Z & EENMEE IR ML O NEHIIZAT
FELEDZ ENMEIN TS (Nejman et al., 2020), BEEIL TR, ﬁﬁ’]ﬂ@
WEBZ LN TN (Wang et al., 2019) ., SRR X IERESE O IR 12
NTEL OEGHRME (FE7n—7) 238052 &ﬁ“#of%t@dbr
et al.,2017; Noticewala et al.,2020), (X 2)

F 10,000
- 1,000 *
g2 100 -
2< 10
o 1] ==
0.1 . :
NML PDA

X 2 : g & IEE 31T 2 Bl PN R o bk
SRR I L E P N TR 2 2 < M35 (Geller et al., 2017 X 0 5|
)

NML : normal, PDA : pancreatic adenocarcinoma

fEdE 7 v — F 1% Proteobacteriaf% %< &1 Z L RFBIITH Y (Geller et
al.,2017; Nejman et al.,2020; Pushalkar et al.,2018) (X 3). JEEsmMZE
ICHREERE LT 5T Z & CHlg OERICEb> T d s ST
(Pushalkar et al., 2018),

Patient1  Patient2 Patient3 Patient4 Patient5

LL

8% 3
l 57% 2°z

Gut

Pancreatic

cancer |
& Acidobacteria « Tenericutes & Firmicutes = Bacteroldetes
« Deferribacteres Verrucomicrobia « OD1 = Fusobacteria
« Lentisphaerae & Actinobacteria -~ Thermi .+ Proteobacteria

X3 N7 v—F LR T 0 — T O

9



WdrE 7 v —F 1% Proteobacteria %% < & Tp (Pushalkar et al., 2018 £V 5]
)

7. R —TI12% < B D Gammaproteobacteria 8D —ERDOHE X,
WD x— KT v 7 Th D Gemcitabine # HHMWREAET LT VT 7 I+ —
¥ (Cytidine deaminase:CDD) @ long isoform (CDD,) TARIGELTHZ LI L
. Gemcitabine OVEFIRFIIEICBIH LGS (Geller et al., 2017) Z & NS
SNTWD, SbIT, BERINRIEF W T, YIBRRIEOREE 7 v —F O %4k
HEREWNT D THEIGTHY . FFEDOHIE DI E & BAFR T PEALICBEE L
TR, RS2 NHER X4 CuvD (Riquelme et al., 2019) (X 4),

(A) (B) !- Il.Ts .- s:'s ?

0.75

> -—==
= T

) T

[} ~ High Diversity LTS (n=28)
'g Lo = 4= b=t

S 050 sesccafmmnrnanannsesnss e ]

o "

© 'y

g By
=] Log-rank :
0 o2

p=0.00016 ! --

Low Diversity STS (n=15)

Median 9.66 years

1] 2 4 -] 8 10 12 14
Time (years)

X 4 : PEEiig BE O 1% R 7 v — T O, MIE RO B E
AR 7 a0 — T OZRER B W C TR B TH DL, B) BWAL - A
FRECHIFEEICERZRD 5 Riquelme et al., 2019 X 0 851 H)

0001 Median I1.66 years

LDA SCORE (log 10)

VLR D BE O R 7 v — Z 13 O TIC W TEEREHIZ R L
TBY, FE 77— 28ET 5 Z &L CHRITEFRIEDO R ZUGETE
HAREME D RIBE SN TS, L LAERG, e 7 v —7 BT 205803
MELT, BB CilE 7 0 — 7 ORI FIREZ N TnD 2 EN%T 6
b, BEO%L < ITUIBRAEEI T OO FIRREE AT T2 2 L RNR#ETH
D BEER CIEITER 13 7 v — Z T ORI A - TRy, £z, Ik
AIREEIE L Zo6h U CU AR I AT B LA RE 2T O 2 LML TR . AT
1XFEIT Gemeitabine+S—1 &% (Unno et al., 2019) AWV 5 415, Gemcitabine
WERTR O < P 7 v — 7 EIRENROBEENRIE SN TR Y | {BREBRGRETO
s 7 v — 7 DMEFIRIEORPRICH 5T 5 e n H 5, B EZR CITHEE

10
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W& F &4 #: (endoscopic ultrasound—fine needle aspiration: EUS—FNA)
(X0 PR A A L, B S AT AR R AR A O TR B R E L A2 15 5
ZEITRY . ZOBOFIRIE, ALFIRIER EOIREEIRZ1T> T\W5, EUS-
FNA THF N D BRI TZDS, ela, IaERs, ik 7n & TRy — o7 >4
—IZ XD BT ARE TH L &L HF STV 5 (Hirata et al., 2019;
Kameta et al.,2016; Reynolds et al.,2017), F£7-. ITHEITH LWEERIEFD
BHIZLY, BERBREZZ GO & 917> TE 7 (Huel et
al.,2013), Z D& 51T, EUS-FNA [IHTRTDOUIERATHE (Resectable) Eof ds L UM)
FRATHELEE R (Borderline resectable) . F 7-HIFRAHE (Unresectable) E¥A
N ORREZ S D BLEN 2B TH Y . D oBs T &[RRI 7 1 —F Ofig
Frd TEDAMREMEDS B 03, BIfED & Z A EUS-FNA f&0 DR 7 v — 7 & ia
T & 20 E A RE Lo E S Tun7gn,

ABFFETIE, BERRE D O/ LD EUS-FNA IR %2 IV C 7 v — Z e a3
RRTH LM, £z, BT v — 7 OFEOEILE 7 0 —7 L OBEM: 2 MErd
HZEHHME LT,

11



[WF7E)5 4]

1. XRBE

2019 4£ 5 H 705 2020 48 4 H £ TIALRE R HBEH LA AHZ @B £ 7213 A
Berb O feEligies (& 98 pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma) D3EEiFLTUND
BEEGE L, (1) BREELZTTHZL, 220 (2) BRAEEDONTH
IZHEY LW Zmk & LT,

(1) BPULYE

<R >

DAEERDS 20 UL B

@4 FEm G A TR 23 5k, BUS-FNA IC X 22l e B L 453
QOARMFE~DSINZ ST+l &2 T 721%., Ho 28R o F, ekt
EARNOBHERICEFENSONTE

AR >

EUS-FNA |2 L 2R ER MR lnc K v | B E 2 s =&

(2) BroHELTE
OFE N (e SE MR 2 78 83" EUS-FNA 28 [N #E 72 & )
(@EUS-FNA B2 i fE [\ 2 A9 534

—PT-INR>1. 5

—If/ <5 75 /mm”

=L/ RV LHEEESE A NIRF CTH 0 | IRERRATRETH 55
(MAJE Y A7 OFEEREET, TAE Y U ERITya AZ S — 1T ook
FRkE S B 22 I3 FFA T 5 (H ARSI 74, 2012))
@JFIR LIS DAt as (BB 2 A IHELZ AT DR - - - ASA3E 3L E
@ECOG-Performance Status(PS)3 LA |
OBEEOLEED LIIMKREEZETLHE
@R, 3G H 5 WITEIRE L TS ATREM N H 5 &
DWEREZZ 6 U TR RE, BURBRIRIE OB E R & 5 &
®EUS-FNA £REURIAIZ & 2 FRAR AR A CRER I DWW & 72 & 72 D - T B
©@F Of, WFEELE F I3 HE DG & L TR Y &l L7
=

ARRFEIL, ABmER R M EE B2 0GR 215 T (B-018-0271),

12



ETORGEBHIC 1964 FEAL T U X EFITID & N EXER &+ D EZRHED
HERFHNC S X 4 7 — A Rarvty h&FT., EfCTORE & 57,

2. MRDOGHE
(1) BFgeofilE - F9 A v
BT & B2

(2) BEBIUWMAEIHEHE &2 0%k 51k
UFOHEBIZOWT, MHERIRE OGN OIERE AT LAHAT S, On
H@IZTDWTIL EUS-FNA il K OME DOIFE#H & L, DI DWW TN 6% bR i
BOERET D, TNHIEFTRTHEZDETEMEINLEHTHY . ZTOHE
LHEDRLEFESTHD,
O *GE ARG R - Al MR, BRI (UICCT MU HERL) |
Performance status, JRFEHNL, #inlids. MEEFINEE, 1 7 A LL
PN DFLA: At IR
@ MEMRERT R (MR (H ek, FHEkik, ~E7ne,
/R34 bRk (AST, ALT, T-Bil, ALP, fj&2 L7
F=2, FTRITAL, B TA CRICMEZ /X T) | EE~—T1—
(CEA, CA19-9))
@ EfgiRd (FIZ CT ek, M2 U TMRI, PET-CT &b SR
%)
@ EUS-FNA f AR ZA AT B GHERTY . 51k
728
© BRIEH (FIFTHIVUXTFINE . 7% Stage, T ML FRE,
HEFR AN 72 & EHRIE T H VT R &, 60, Of
L RIE ORI, ALFIETHIUZ L U A v MR A TR
BAEAHME. ZE, AEFRRLY)

SRR AR L

5

BEWE (127 H)
HiE BRERT | REH BH 3HH | 644 OBA |12 A
FE O
BELER O
EUS—FNA O
mkAFHmEE| O O
BRIER ® ® ® ®

O : Hhti (LZHEH)
13




@ 12Hm (28 HHE) 1 Eh

(3) FUAT 23RBS K OBRIUS i
ACHESH RS (L S B CIEMEIS O FRRSIT H 01C BUS-FNA. (FReB ) %
BofT LA DI B BB, TR0 AT BUS-ENA 44T LIRTE A 13 5,
ZO%, BRAETHEE, + BT BRI R 2
TR UBRIE D, 55 BiR (FDRIE - RUPRIE, FNA BRI 1R
PR -SOCHRIRZRIT THRAF L LB RS R BRI ST L2
FHEEE DM CRBIRATS 5. BIKIEARBTIC LRI K77 & 7 — 5 ff
BERGRAC TR LS TR T 5.

1) EUS-FNA O J5ik

BROMICEBE I ANHEEE (UCT-260 or UCT-240, Olympus medical systems £
) AL, REER (B, +2fE0) ICERWE L L, EUS-FNA %7
g 2 D CTEERYIRZS & 220195, BUS-FNA Z2flIEH O FEER I XA ER ClIRFIC
ERT . IE W TROUICE DR TERIRT 5, 50 REITAEEAKZ H
WCATA R T A LETHAFIMZH LT L, AEBREOAFELZERT 5, K
Hl & U TRIEO—E 2 AW GHREMIZ 2170, B E LTEEPERIRcE 72
METERT D, MERPIBNTZGEIZIE, TOAABRIEOT X TEZRFHOTF =
—TIWCAN T BN ER IR T D, HERBD IR WEEIZIE, B
ZRIZIT D,

2) HIEHEH

PR X v BEshb i A217v 16S U 7R Y — A RNA (rRNA) fEIk 7T A ~—a&% &t
KOPCR AR L5 T4 75 ) —2ET 5, kIR —27 =P —%HNT
BLAIEMT 21T 50 BRLIZZ 0 T 3 ARSI TIT 5,

3) FEk
iR ZELAL U ECHERIBIC CF — X IE R (X 0 7 34 A #AE4h)
IZHET D, BRI R AR X 2E H s R DR ET D,

(4) WFFEXIERAE OWTFESINT E B
W RE T FER, BEERIRE (BE&ER) 25 12 7 A oW T4
Do

(5) HFFER THR ORI
RBFGERE T 121E. AR ORE 2 B S ITRB VTR L, JCGEEICRTE
14



LAFET D,

3. FNARRME, B. +_fEBHE0E 16S rRNA f#AT

OIAT7 7V —ERlL = v Tk
TREI-61%. ZH T34 ARSI T T S 7=,

1. DNAFH HY
NucleoSpin Soil (= v/ /NT A « F—4)Ltt) ZFHWTH J L DNA Zis& L 7-,

2. DNAVRIR D & Bl &
Quant—-iT dsDNA Assay Kit (Invitrogen) Z U NT. #HH L 72DNAIRIK D —AEH
DNATE & & AT > 72,

3. DNAVAR O F i
7 ) NDNAD GNE T B A D T-8%, AMPureXP (\Ry 7 <y « a—)L X —) %
fEH L CRRULEE A 1T > 7,

4. 7477V —{E#
2 step tailedPCRIEZHWTT A4 7 F7 VU —2ERIL7-,

5. 7477 ) —0D B R
Agilent TapeStation (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA, USA) % >
T, FRLEET9A4 770 —DWEMREIT- T,

6. > —A L TRMT
MiSeq (I1lumina, San Diego, CA, USA) Z HV T 2x300bp ODFTY —4
T EITo T,

QT — & fpdT Ik
I T AL E LN BRI D fastq (Z T 5KEE) B b & IZOTUREEE 21T

S77,

- fastq” 7 A /L% QIIME2 (Bolyen et al.,2019)(CA4 »HR— kL, T—HD
qualityZH#Es8 L7z, Quality score’’Forward read, Reverse read& % 12240

15



WIHF TEW3LLEEE W qualityZ#EEF L TWA Z & iR LT,

« QIIME2IZZEEE X Ty b quality control tool T HDADA2% U NTquality
DIRNEIL, X TR, 7T A ~—FH &R LT,

cRRBESN O NLVFTINT T A2 A2 N ERITORER A VERR LT,
< SRR 7 7 ANV ERWT a R, B BEEMERET A T o T,

csilvaze T —H _X—R L L THHEGEIER L, 7u—J/lioEH%21T-
7=,

s 7u—J8K 7 7 A4 V& U CLlinear discriminant analysis effect size
(LEfSe) # 1T L7z,

4. FHER (=2 FARAL LV B)
(1) FEEAHE A
EUS-FNA Rfds & FV = i 7 o — & R IS4

(2) BIRAYFHLTE H
* NS AR B O TR, o3 AT
- BRI, - ZFRMREIR D 7 v —F OfEkE,

(3) = ZIx—Ta O
FNA KRR & .+ Z3RIBRIERD 7 0 —F Oz -\ T, Fiddh2 3T
W75 1% contamination O R[FEMEDH O &I 5,

(DFNA K DfENT T b 2% < & FILD DS Proteobacteria TR \WGE

@FNA FRARDFE R & [7—AEB] > FNA ZEfillig st (F £ 7213+ ) » oo
R EMHEIEN 15 FHOEDE L LV T—HT 256

(4) HERHEHT 1L
FBEELAHTE H 12Oy BREL L 727 B JE O HE S AT RE C b - T e 2 4

16



KOIEFTRRLIZ D EMEMRHEESE Lz, 7r—J700EE LT, a$tk
M: % shannon—index. observed spices 72 & DI Z TRl L 7~
Kruskal-Wallis fREZ 1T\, p<0.05 THEE L7z, B kML unweighted
UniFrac distance., weighted UniFrac distance Z#5#Z & U Calhi 217> 7,
PERMANOVA %€ 217V >, p<0. 05 Z & & L7z, Relative abundance (22T
X, FL-ULd 7 a—7 OEO T Kruskal -Wallis #%E. Bonferoni ffiE 417
W, p<0.05 ZHEE Lic, ML ULLL FOfENTIE LEfSe (Segata et

al., 2011) ZHhifT L7=, f#HTIZ SPSS ver. 26 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA) Z T
MiAT L7z,

PPN A X E DIRHL

BEAR CIIFE BRI D 76% 0> b #fENT A FTHETH U (Geller et
al.,2017), EUS-FNA ik z FHW - b TIHIR T35 SRE LT, HIFHEZ Ak
DEEERD 90% (67.5%) . BEABEHRD 50%(37.5%) L HE L., “HESAMIC L D5
EILL D a0.05, T 80%E LBy TN A XeBHHT 5L 25 &
20, BHTOBEEZZEL T30 46 L,

iR

2P (Diversity) &I&, AEMBEICS E S EREWHENPIAFE L TV 54
T FRIFENEHERB LM EEZEZT O T, ARFETIEREN ST
HFETH D, WERITIZBWTHERMAOMHEE 2RIHEL LTV D,

a Sk - o BHD —ODY T NDEREERT, TRDLLY TV
AOEET, HBAREWIZEROLARMER SV & 2 E% Y %, Shannon
index, Observed features., Simpson index, Chao—1 73 FOFEENBNHW G
Do

BEAEME - « - BB ZODY U TINVDOLERMEOMHERE 2 KT, 2 AHEOE
e L TR SNDHEETH S, HEEARE < 20128, Z2o0% 7 /Voil
A Z LA EWT 5, Unweighted UniFrac distance, Weighted
UniFrac distance 72 EDFAENH VBN D,

17



[AFFERE R ]

2019 4E 4 H X0 2020 42 5 H £ TOHM T, AFFT 30 ADWFIZEICBREE ST,
TR B3R ISR L7e, 20 ) HIEEAEEDS 19 B, RS
S 1L B CTd o7z, YIBRAIRE £ 72 1358 AU & UIBR R REER 13 = 15 1
Thole (L OMHT CEPEEIXUIRFTREFE ICE 7)), B 1 7 A ot
AFMEREOH DL DI 1 HIOHRTH -7,

F1:BEER

N=30
Sex male/female 11/19
Age median (range) 70 (54-86)
PS 0/1 18/12
Primary location head/body/tail 19/5/6
Resectability RE or BR/UR 15/15
Drainage stent present/absent 6/24
Initial treatment CTX/CRT/Resection/BSC 25/1/1/3
Aspiration stomach/duodenum 12/18
Diabetes yes/no 10/20
Use of antacids yes/no 14/16
Use of antibiotics before one month yes/no 1/29

Resectability IZBEREE D PNELKD 7 ik (A AREENEGE F2) I X 5.
BR, borderline resectable; BSC, best supportive care; CRT,
chemoradiotherapy; CTX, chemotherapy; PS, performance status; RE,

resectable; UR, unresectable

30 FEFIH, e FNA ik (DL BERE & 3odk) 13 24 511 (80%) . FRLMEAE MR ik

(LT B ARG & Foak) 1330 B (100%) . + Rk A mkis (LU -+ 60

KRR & 5080 1329 51 (97%) T — 27 U ANARETH - 7=, BFERICE L T —

J U ANARETH -7 24 Bl & RA[RET o - 7= 6 BT DUV THRRIIFFE A th

g L7225, T mlRe ] & N ATRESI CHEICE 2 DRI 0 R o7z, LanL
18



IR G EARREE (p=0. 16) . ZERIERAL; B (p=0. 18) . fHIERIK DEEH 237220
(p=0. I FEFNZ N T, ST AR ATREGI S Z VM TH - 72 (K 2)

K 2 MEHTRIRER & AT REBI 0D LR

N=30

unsuccessful successful P-value

N=6 N=24
Sex male/female 2/4 9/15 1. 00*
Primary location head/body and/or tail 2/4 17/7 0. 15*
Resectability RE/UR 3/3 12/12 1. 00
Drainage stent present/absent 1/5 5/19 1. 00*
Aspiration stomach/duodenum 4/2 8/16 0.18*
Diabetes yes/no 1/5 9/15 0.63*
Use of antacids  yes/no 1/5 13/11 0.18*

RE, resectable; UR, unresectable; % H A _IE/TE

IR, fRMTATRE CH - o TR TOMEER T 7 a—J i 2177, 7.
o ZBREMEIZ DWW THIET L7223, Shannon index, Observed features [Z-DVNT,
FEIXE B L O BB THEICRIE TH - 7= (p<0. 05, Kruskal-
Wallis test) (XI5), BZHEMElX. unweighted UniFrac distance IXEEENH
KRR « - AR REIE & A B R A > Tz (p<0. 05, PERMANOVA), weighted
UniFrac distance (&, Wpe &+ ZfaltilEl A ST E 2R o 7273 (p<0. 05,
PERMANOVA) | FiEhe & BRI A B 2= 20 o7z, (p=0. 051, PERMANOVA)
(2 6)
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Shannon entropy Observed features

N. S. N. S.
* * * * biopsy
9.0 « DU
500 - PC
8.0 o |
n ST
' 400 o
70 + ﬂ
' 300-
6.0
- 200
4.0 . 100-
8
3.0 DU PC ST 0 DU PC ST

X 5: R, B, BT e — 7 0 o SR
P 7 v — 2138 - + 28 X 0 AEIC a ZEEEMERN
DU, duodenum; PC, pancreatic cancer; ST, stomach

AEZEHY (p<0.05)
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(A)

Axis 2 (4.172 %) . Duodenum
i . Pancreatic cancer
°
e .o.d'o' © B stomach
[ ]
als 0% o®
T %0 fee,
‘..o ° ° "
. o a
) o
'ﬁ‘ (]
.
e
°
o
@

/ \.MHHZAT %)
Axis 3 (2654 %)

(B) Axis 2 (6.263 %)
®
o ° B Duodenum
< ° B Pancreatic cancer
)
PN 0@ . Stomach
Py ®
® ®

wis 3 (5213 %) T T AXis1-47.15 %)

6: . B, T 7a—70 B %8, (A) Unweighted UniFrac

distance, (B) Weighted UniFrac distance
a7 v —F D B HEMILE - + B 7e—J EERICE: D
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REVNT, BERE, BRI, + FRMREIEE, SRR O M AR A MR e L7

(Kruskal-Wallis test, Bonferoni ffiiF) (X 7)., FHL~ULOEMTIC T, B
WXE - +ZFBBIZ LT Proteobacteria AN B VMER THY ., —FH T
Firmicutes Y. BacteroidetesH. Fusobacteria PII A EIZ/V72VMEATH -
7zo ActinobacteriaPIMEIE L B « + _HRIBHE THAEELZRD R 2T,

Firmicutes Bacteroidetes
N. S. N. S.
80% * * 80% * *
3 60% 3 60%
C C
0] [0]
2 J
O (o)
o 2
- 40% = 40%
2 2
+— +
o O
(0] (0]
(' o'

o

20% T 20%
e ; S—
0% 0%
PC ST PC ST

DU

2}

Actinobacteria Fusobacteria
N. S. N. S.

N. S. N. S. * *

80% 80%

o
S
R
o
S
R

Relative frequency
FS
o
2

Relative frequency

40%

20% 20%

& + 0% — 8 i

PC ST DU PC ST

_{

0%

2+
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Proteobacteria
N. S.

60% |

40% |

Relative frequency

20%|

=

DU PC ST
7 gy Z LT AT P L L OB KR L
s 7 v — 2138 - + 8512 HE_ T Proteobacteria FARHEIZE <, £
Firmicutes . Bacteroidota . Fusobacteria FAIZ A EIZ D727,
Actinobacteria FIIIAEZZR DRI >T,
DU, duodenum; PC, pancreatic cancer; ST, stomach

¥ AEZH Y (p<0.05)

0%
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N DU B PC B ST

Prevotella
Streptococcus
Haemophilus
Rothia
Alloprevotella
Fusobacterium
Actinomyces
Porphyromonas
Salenomonas
Acinetobacter
Pseudomonas
Bacillus
Uncultured
Stenotrophomonas
Microbacacterium
Neisseria
Veillonella
Mitochondria
Lautropia
Megasphaera
Eukaryota
Leptotrichia
Catonella

2 3 4
LDA SCORE (log 10)

o -
[a
(9,1

X 8 : LEfSe fENTIC L 2 ML Z & ISR 7 (g L)
#3987 v — 7 % Acinetobacter J&. Pseudomonas J&72 & 2 B2 D 7=,

DU, duodenum; PC, pancreatic cancer; ST, stomach

WIZ, £ MDD GER LTI WD TR I R IR 2l S OB 217 - 72,
LEfSe fiffiT OFE R, J& L~V TIIEREIZI8\WN T Acinetobacter J&. Pseudomonas
B EAAEICSE LSBTV (K8), B TlX Prevotella g, Streptococcus
B &, + 85 ClX Neisseria Jg. Veillonella)@g7a ¥ %26 < BT,
R L7z (B49),

JE T RO T D relative abundance % 45-Rf CTLbig .,



Acinetobacter Pseudomonas

60%: 15%-

| : biopsy
50% ; ) = DU

| | = PC
40% 10% = ST
30%
20%- 5%

| 8
10% | j
| | ﬁ IO e = ; ——
DU PC ST DU PC ST

9 : R THRAEMISR O T2 O &R AL Z & ORI
Acinetobacter |XEFICHERE 70— F 0% < B T-,

DU, duodenum; PC, pancreatic cancer; ST, stomach

25



TR TRl Lok o1z, v M7 v —Z 1T %1% & A L O ZEIL Tk
BEHWTITONTE Y, FINOES & 72 6720 EITHEE (Unresectable
) ORERE 7 m—Z 1T 5 F & EoediEIT RV, £ I TR TIZY 7
J—TfENT & L, resectable A & unresectable D 7 00— T DAL
PE. FHERIZ DWW TR L7z, o 2884 1X Shannon index % Fb#g L |
resectable JJE & unresectable R D MERICH BZEZ RO o7 (K
10), B ZHEMIE unweighted UniFrac distance, weighted UniFrac distance
g L, & HICHBRCA B EZRO 7)o 7= (Unweighted UniFrac
distance p=0.072, Weighted UniFrac distance p=0.543) (X 11), &= 1H{b
BIZBI L ClX, H ? Shannon index 75 Unresectable BE CAHEIZIK T L

(p<0. 05, Mann—Whitney U Test). + _¥55 CIXAEZEIZRVWH DD
Unresectable B CIK FEM TH - 7= (p=0. 106, Mann—Whitney U Test),

Shannon index

00 N.S.
biopsy

8.0 DU

‘ = PC
7o = ST
6.0
5.0
4.0
3.0 v .

RE UR
Shannon index Shannon index
a0 N. S. oo "
— T
8.0 8.0
7.0 L l 7.0
6.0 6.0
5.0 5.0
4.0 4.0
30 . . 3.0
RE UR RE UR
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10 : Resectable B & Unresectable BED o AN (EMERALZ &)
s 7 v — 7 TIEA B ZEE W, Hid Unresectable fHE CHEIZIK T L, +
B THIERTERTH o T,

DU, duodenum; PC, pancreatic cancer; RE, resectable; ST, stomach;

UR, unresectable

(A)
Axis 2 (4.172 %)
[~}
. -:' ¢ o B Resectable
[ ]
« ° I Unresectable
) . ® e,
[ ]
[ ]
| Axis-12.47 %)
Axis 3 (2.554 %)
(B)
Axis 2 is,zss %) . Resectable
e . I Unresectable
[ ]
°
° )
@
a 5 Qe .m
& e o
@ ® [ ] -

//.
Axis 3 (5:213 %)

T —Axis 1{47.15 %)

11 : Resectable i & Unresectable D B ZhkME
(A) Unweighted UniFrac distance, (B) Weighted UniFrac distance
Resectable f&J & Unresectable A Tl B ZARIMEICH B ZEZ RO R0 T2,
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Relative frequency

Relative frequency

BT, SREOEE 7 v —Z OMBIZ DWW Tl mET 217> 72, FIL~1ro
R DWW TIX, FERPY (Proteobacteria, Firmicutes, Bacteroidetes,

Actinobacteria, Fusobacteria) \ZBW T, MEETCHEEEZBD -7 (¥
12),

80%
60%-:
40%:
20%

0%

80% .
60%
40%‘j
20%5

0%

Proteobacteria

N. S.

UR

RE
Bacteroidetes
N. S.
— e
RE UR

28

Relative freauency

80%

Firmicutes

N. S.

60%

40%

20%-

0% — L I

RE UR
Fusobacteria

80%. N. S.

(>3 60%

c

[0}

3

£ 40%

3

]

o)

@ 20%
o%: 8 $

RE UR




Actinobacteria

80% N. 8.
5 60%
c
[0]
>
o}
g 40%
(]
2
+—
8
O 20%
& 20%
0% m— E—
RE UR

12 : Resectable & & Unresectable FEREICISIT D E B0/ O beigg (P9
L)

Resectable i & Unresectable W CITEEME (FAL~L) 2BV T
HEEZBDIR)N-T,

RE, resectable; UR, unresectable

wIZ, X0 AL ~UL Dl % LEfSe (2 CHEMTI 5 & Resectable A I
Unresectable JEFEIZIL T Delftia @A EIZE < M LT\ (X 13),
Unresectable BETHEIZHEM L TWHIE X O 2o 77,

Delftia
2.4%

1.6%-

Relative freaquency
o
@
R

0.0%

UR

13 : Delftia J&® Resectable ), Unresectable SR
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Delftia J&IX Resectable RS CHRIEAIICER D 7=,

RE, resectable; UR, unresectable

72, EUS-FNA OZHEAL (B, + 2860 L2 7 e —7 OHED A
MEZHOWTRRGT LTz, ZRHTALIZ L » T ML~ L OfERIZ I CEEE 221
(Proteobacteria, Firmicutes, Bacteroidetes, Actinobacteria,

Fusobacteria) |\ BEZZRORM-oT= (X 14),

Fusobacteria Bacteroidetes
N. S. N. S.
80% 80%
3 60% ?3‘ 60%-
c | <
[0] 0]
5 g
O 40% D 40%
[rag ] C= |
[0] 0]
S 20% T 509 )
£ &J 20% B .
S I — .. 1N =
DU ST DU ST
Puncture route Puncture route
Proteobacteria Firmicutes
N. S.
80% 80% N' S'
5\ 60% 8 60%-
C C 1
5 S
5 40% g 40% | s
“— - J
[0] [0
2 ~ 2 - T
S ono T opop |
T) 20% TJ 20%
0% -t —t— 0% —t— —t—
DU ST DU ST
Puncture route Puncture route
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Actinobacteria

N. S.
80%
O 60%
C
(0]
.
(o)
94{}%
Y
o
2
)
O 20%
o] _
o —
- —
0% — —
DU ST

Puncture route
X 14 : ZBRIFIAL S & O 7 v —7 O EERME (FHL-~L) Dbk
PERE 7 10— 7 OEERME (L) ZERILD & CHEAERD RS
7=,

DU, duodenum; PC, pancreatic cancer; ST, stomach

F 77 RO J CTRABZAE S Proteobacteria P TIL7pu 4 JEF 2 38
D, FNENOIEF OB D7 a—F g7 — S & L0, Bl
AL T INDD SNV E TERSTZIEMIIRD o7 (F 3),

3 R T a— T OFEEVE DS Proteobacteria PALLAN DIEF| D Edes 7 v — o
& BRIEAL D 7 11— D Ehifi

st nd rd th th

Pt Location Biopsy 1 2 3 4 5
DU Prevotella Rothia Veiolonella Actinomyces Atopobium
! fiead PC Prevotella Streptococcus Veillonella Rothia Actinomyces
ST Prevotella Veillonella Kothia Streptococcus Actinomyces
! Body PC Prevotella Veillonella Streptococcus Kothia Neisseria
DU Neisseria Prevotella Haemophilus Actinomyces Porphylomonas
1z Head PC Chloroplast Acinetobacter Haemophilus Nelsseria Bacillus
DU Acinetobacter Streptococcus Rothia Mitochondria Prevotella
24 Head PC Rothia Streptococcus Prevotella Acinetobacter Veillonella

DU, duodenum; PC, pancreatic cancer; ST, stomach
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[Z%]

AMFSE T, EUS-FNA CERHU L 72 Ml & Fl W7o s 7 = — Z @ 16S rRNA figHT 3
2 DIEHFITRIEETH D Z ENRHLMNZ o7, BT v —J 58 ICBE3 28
HOIFE A EIIANRUIEBIEZ AW TEY (Geller et al.,2017; Nejman et
al.,2020; Noticewala et al., 2020; Pushalkar et al.,2018; Riquelme et
al., 2019) . AAEHEWRE DB 7R B 72 WHETTRSEE GBS L Tl 7 v — 7 O fif
Pras e 2 & A RER TH > 72, ARBFIEDORE RN D, EUS-FNA ik Z v % Z
ETTHATHEE D 7 0 —F DWW T H T AIRE & 72 o 72,

AWFIE TR 7 v — Z RO T ICARICEET 2R 20 o T
S, BEREERIE ., B 22O O 2RI, HlEEIE O A3 72 WERF] TR H =R MR M 1) T
bole, W7 —713+ " HBHAENSREATLLEEDLNTED (Geller et
al., 2017) . (KEHEIZITME RN D IRV REMENR D D, FTo, MO HITNE
N7a—FI2H 8352 2GS TCEY (Imhann et al., 2016; Jackson
et al.,2016), BE~7 v —7 OREIC S BhET D ATREMEDR & 5,

s 7 10— ORI DWW T, P LUV TClX Proteobacteria ' (Geller et
al.,2017; Nejman et al.,2020; Pushalkar et al.,2018) %% <FH D &9
WMENZ W, H VX)L TIX Enterobacteriales(Nejman et al.,2020) .
Pseudomonadales(Nejman et al.,2020) 72 & »n . J& L X ) T %
Pseudomonas(Pushalkar et al.,2018) . FElizabethkingia(Pushalkar et
al.,2018) 7¢ EMEB M & L THE SILTW D, Fio, EEE TITARVR,
PRI DT 15 BIFRE E REBE R LD & | T8 BIFHEClE Pseudoxanthomonas.,
Saccharopolyspora, Streptomyces & % < i Tu /= (Riquelme et al., 2019),
FERom<<, MECIVEFOELSZEHD b0, 77— 71
Proteobacteria M. Gammaproteobacteria WM 2%\NZ L WNEE DML TR I
TW5, A58 Tld Proteobacteria 9% . FAL L~V D34 TlL Acinetobacter
J&. Pseudomonas JEDFHARMI AR & L CROTED , BERIZHFE L2 WAERT
bHEEZEZXD,

HALEITEAIZ L > TH 7 — N AR S 2 EDRHEIN TS (Ou et
al., 2009), T —F5MB1T KIGIZHE_ A & Proteobacteria 9% 26 < @B 5 H (Ou et
al., 2009) . & TIE Firmicutes M RMEHEH & STV D (Mei et al., 2018;
Ou et al.,2009), F7z, EMEEGHIFFERICE > THE Y n—Z 2G5 £ 5
i@@*ﬁﬁiﬁeté Z NG SN TS Nejman et al., 2020), EE72—7

I.EMEREORAE, ERARET S Z A I TS, £, j(ﬂ%F;“C
Jﬂ:%% CBEHELTEY, BEHRBEOLLROTEBRETCHEEN 7 e —7 2389
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W5, LLEOFE N BIEE T v — Z I XHMIZRIE Ak d X ORI e 5 (T
HEE 3 3 Z B IAE N TW D DT TIEAR L B OAEFC T ET HME
IR ENTWDRIREMEN B D, ARIOMET CRE 7 v —7 O a ZHEMER+
BTV & Eefoién‘ﬂﬁkf%é EMD | T 1 — T (IR SRR 7
TS, BIXOEEMEEOSE IO+ 17 v — 7 MitaIR & b5 235,

ZO—EPPE 70— L L TEET DX O RBRIEDFAET DAIEEENH 5,

ARIOFFRTIZY 7 I N— T & LT, EITEREOME 7 2 — 712251 T
LN X DIRMT 2 98D THT o 72, AR Oan < | AT XTI 215 57
W2 DBEIR TIIERS 7 v — Z AT Dt R0 DAL TN Tz, ARBFZEIE R IR | i
TR L BICEATRY  EITHIC K A2 78 —F OIEWE G LT, BOEIET
HWNC X > T a2k, BEHRMEITAEZEDN 72 LU TH EERFOMAKIC
BEIRY &R IR T, J;o“( B & TR O 7 0 — T 1R & Ak
WIRIRWNEWR D, L LA s, RHIBRICB W TR, Delftia @A\ MH A
BTz, Delftia MR TS B D EWFHIEFIZ OV TIIARRTZEN, BE
WMCIIMEEE L RREFO+ B 7 — T2k Lo 2 A, FmBE O
+ZFEIB T Delftia B2 <RI LT HHE Mei et al.,2018) 3H Y, Wk
DOIAEM, ERERICBEET L etEn b 5, £o, TR Tl jb%ﬂ%ﬂﬁ”@@y
FEPEDME T LCWD Z EDVRE I 7z, EATREE IR OBIURE, £
ﬁ BOER I & &35 5l ’?%4E¢@@7D~§75§EL%L dysbiosis 73/E UTU\Z)EI

BEMEN B 5, F ORI BRI AT, gk oan < B 7 v — 7 1 31HLE B
KL H 2 BT, {éfté?v AR 7 71— 5 OB LT 0 | e
B ORIRI T 7 N1 NZBhE3 D REEDR & D,

FRERANIZ, e 7 v — Z I3BIR IR O T AR 72 5 Z E i S b, &
MEESRE 7 0 — 120X Gammaproteobacteria WA EINAHAMEN L L G E1.
TS OMEIIMEEELE LT F T T I —ED long isoform(CDD,) %
FF>THEY Gemcitabine ZR{ELT A Z & T Gemeitabine DIEEEMHEIZ B E L
TV A A[REMEDN A ST 5 (Geller et al., 2017), Gemcitabine [T D %
— RI7 o7 THY ., EHEETH S Gemcitabine + nab—paclitaxel ¥ (Von
Hoff et al.,2013) (AT OFEHERGIEHRIE L LT, £/ Gemcitabine + S-1
7% (Unno et al., 2019) 01@%EIQEH§F; B WIS éﬂé’\%/’&fgk{igo
THoNTWD, BEIRAIZIL, DB D% GRBFETE S, B
Gemcitabine (ﬁ‘ﬁﬁfﬁ/ﬁ%aiﬁ) DA IERHLARAIME 51 (fﬁﬁﬁ@k‘i@“‘]ﬁﬁ%ﬂlj
DFEH) ICTCRIFTE 72 0#HENH D (Imai et al.,2019; Nakano et
al.,2020; Sunakawa et al.,2018) , AW %L TH W 7 v — 7 X
Gammaproteobacteria MDME 2% < G A TRV . I ~7 2@ — 71X Gemcitabine
(R DI BELE T 5 & WO IR E R T DR Th 5, JrAEHIR T 1A
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T4 7 AEHWTEE 72— 2027 5 Z & T Gemcitabine JFHEIEDH
kA EE T, CRSRIIILSRIE & 7 v — TR R 9 D i A
PRERIE & 2R D AREME N B D, L LD, Eita v v 7 MIZET U ARRE
L CEY Fim X KRR TRIET 24 ERH 5,

AAFFED Limitation & LT, EUS-FNA (XH £ 721X+ 85 DEEZ B TEEER
s T DA OIEGE ~ AT 2 FHE <o, BEiF+HEHorr—7
ML B IFx—arTHAREMERET NS, Bxr OFEERTIE, OFE 7 a—
FIXE., FER T e =T LR TEEER R Ta—F OHEME L TR,
HT e, FEl, MLV OMRICEW R r—F & H -+ BT e — 71X
REBRMODRHDHZ &, QRMIE TH O N 7 v —F X Proteobacterial
PEALCTH U BEH & LR THENRRVERTh o722 &, OFRBAL N E B &
PR+ o Tho THAL XL TT7 e —J IR/ 2RO N2 L b,
EUS-FNA BATE LN 7 0 — T OfE RICIIRE a3 x— 3 Uik
ﬁwk#ﬁ?é@\%mﬁn/& F—a VORBEHIIHETE 2N EE X
5. HIT, 2720 R~ VEERT T ¢ aiR (FFPE) BEAZ W T T
D‘—7ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁb\ FIRRAR & R TR, FAL L CTHBEEZRD o T-
EDOHEN S Masi et al., 2020), PHERBIFICERE L 72k 7 v — 7 @t

WCERTHDZ L ZRERL TS, AWFFETIX FFPEARA & O R FHIAT > T
w@wﬂ FERAIIZIX R —EF] D EUS-FNA BFECRATIR (AAFZE CHEMT) . EUS-
FNA ¥ {0 FFPE #EA, FATHAD FFPE A L Ol 217 9 FE TH DM, HTE
m@%ﬂ%%ﬁm%w1%ﬁ%ﬁ%k?ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ:kﬁ%if%@(Kﬁ%

ZERWT b UIBR FTRER X 222 T RTAI B RE 2 FiA T S VTV D) | FIREEAR
k@%&%ﬁéw L, AL RR IR e & ORI L DB =
TWARREMERH D Z LICHET A VLERD 5,

SBOREEE LT, BT —F LBIKT U N AOEMEORGE TE L
Twéoﬁﬁ%TMM?ﬁﬁ(ﬁ%m%ﬁ%%@a)wﬁ%ﬁ§<\ik%%ﬁ
THEHEIBR BTN TWDEN, AR SCHRER R T TR EOIKT 7 b I A
DOBIEMEIZ D EMEN TERN o7, RERBM & LTIA XY M
_kﬂﬁﬁ%hé FERMNCIIAMSE DT » 77— Mg & LT, TR

B DA FRIEOBIMED DR THIK A & L TCORFI72RE, il e Blaimst
k LTITHY TETH S,

Flo, AE-BAT e —T LR T v —F OBEME OGN ST b ivh, A
ZETIE, MERR, EREITERRL T, By e—2 L 0BERN - IR 7 e —7
EDHITITER o7, AMENT7 v —F IR ORIEY 27 LR+ 5 Z &
DG I TS (Fan et al., 2018), F7=. BERIEGNIIEFEEIER] & LEXTH
W7 1 —F\|Z ProteobacteriafMu %< iRBOTWBH Z &, N7 v —F 1ZFE R
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LI BRE TR 5 2 L (Half et al., 2019; Ren et al.,2017). BN 7=
— TR T — T B ARERMR L TWA AR S, EE 7 —T 20
e N7 v —Z 2 iRet T2 2 & T lm T e — 7 LIHEE 7 v —F ORE
PED IR LRI DI D & Z ERWIRF S D, £, AR v —F | N7
2— 7 ORBUIFE 7 —7 L0 b IFREN - fHETHY . Zh o EE 7 1 —
TV —rw—— L TAHATHLAREMEND S,

FIZIE, Folt, PRI E R 25 H S AVEE # (mycobiome) . R O LT
RACFRIES~OMHEICBEET 5 L OMEN SN TE Y (Aykut et al.,2019), &
BREINEAL T E b S, B EUS-FNA KRz H 7= B 3 O figdT 12 B
THRERIT WD, 7 a— T & FRIERICEH CTH D ATREMEN H 0 | Rk
ATV,
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[ fE R U]

ORI L > TLLFOFH AN E ST,
‘EUS-FNA CHEOLNT=MIEEZ W TESE 70— O N AETH A Z L 25
Nz LTz,

R T v — T ORI E T THE e S R &R D RE LT o SARME
PMELS, BERMEZ T 2 L ARICHE > TN Z &L,

- iR 7 v — T ORI Proteobacteria 3% < . D T3 72 M (Firmicutes,

Bacteroidota, Actinobacteriota, Fusomabacteria)lX/V72ix-7-,

s T 0 — T OJE LoV OENT TlX. Acinetobacter J&. Pseudonomas J&H%
<R BT,

- HEATHERE DR 7 v — 7 DTN FIRE T o o 7o, BT L, WIS &
TaZhkth, BEZERME. FAL LD 78— DM THEZIT R, RERED
W72 o7, Ll BUL-ULT DelftialgZ % < Bi-, B & 1T
IZBWT, 7e—JZhbTRIEY LT DAREERH D 2 LRI T,

@FT L O E

AHFFEDRE R, FUS-FNA Bk &2 V5 2 & T, fERDOUIRRIIAR O O it Tli
RABETH o 7o, TR O B O R 7 v — 7 O N vleE & e o7z, £,
gz 263 B IRIRBAAR T DR 7 v — Z NMRFTARETH 0 . BRI KT D15
DNRETHIR T L L TOMBNATREL /o7,

@4 1k OIFFE R

B 7 e — Z L R DAL RE OB O BIE M & AW Fikix
W7 0 — LERET 7 b AOKBSHER - L NS SN, 72, 0
BT v =T RlENT v —Z R EIEPOEMLO 7 v —T LT v — 7 OB
. PEEEEHEOMAT il Z L 3 WITE S D,

@A 1% DOFRRE
ARWFZETIE EUS-FNA iR %2 WA #ET CRERa v I x—va vk
U W ENTRENTD BN a2 I 32— a UPNAEL D AEEMITEE T
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SR\, FERRICHE 7 v — T LKA TV b U S OB 2 Rl 9 D BRI,
HERERPLETH D,
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[FE]

AW 2T HICHTZ0 . ARREEE - HE4EE £ L, WEEKXR
FRFBEE FI BN B0 B EA L S N BT AR TE AR B2 1R < S
7-LET,

Rl Mg NHEESR . IR ZBEIE, BRFSER N T v AL —
TGRSR LT, TR, R, 7 —Zffr, GmCERE L TERT
DRRITIERE, HHPDOMEITIBWTHEEE - HEEES E L, EELH
L EFET,

FERIZ W TIIRIROE, [, FERRERZINE IS ISR ATA X
F L7z, dbigE REmBeiE b as R (b7 Vv—7" JHET Vv— T D%
I RHI AN T L £,

T = HRETIZ IRV TR, HEETE & £ L7z dbiiE R RSB St an Bk hF
Feb BB TR PREIRHERER. KM S AZESHEALER L BT £
B

RIS, ARSI, B, + fEhdofett &L FE 4 L THN
B S AMITIRBNTZ L ET,
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