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Clinical T1b-SM2 (NOMO)
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cMM/SM1 (B2 %) 27.4% (58/2129%%5)  55.7% (118/212 /%) 17.0% (36/212 JRZ)
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2RMRIERICR T 5 ESD B OBAER (X7 A FIZXHIETFHEZITo125E)

NIRSEEIERE O T, AT uA NREZIT > 2B 1T 45 Fil THRAZERIL 76%19.19.16.20.21),
AT A RNREIT- 7B 1L 44 Il THRAZERIE 55%1410.189720022.28) X7 1 A K JEiE & NRO ]
FHEATHT-HBEIT 1A BITHRERIZ T1%D TH 7. L L 2D ORFHIIZ S E#E A 6 cm &,
D7V REIZR RIEE N S G ER TV,

—7J7C, Miwata & 201X, @FUBRZRICAT oA REES LIEAT A RARICTHRE T %
ITolzBEEMHL, Y A7 L LTERZ0mm 282 2UBEE2HIF TS, E&£50mm %
2 DU AT - T23A121E, 85% (11/13 #) (2 6 [ LI EDOYLEM S MEE TH - 7228, £ 50 mm
LT OUIBROHAIE, 6 BILL EOJERFAMNE TH > 7=DIX 17% (U6 F) OHThH-o7T-. Z DO
HITIEER 50 mm LA T &2 YIFR L 72356 O BRI Z2 PR EEULELHE S TWZR 0, gy 220 ]
oz b s rretEnmey. £2100 5 90X EFEYBRFITHERAOAT oA K& 7L R=2 30 mg



HEEG L 12~18 # & B OICHE G- T IUIRAERIT 27.3% (B/11#]) T, HELLZLATH, D
BRI B 72N b — AEBR I 1.6 [B] & #ii5 LT % . Shibagaki?® &%, ESD E 4 & 1 #H 4,
BEEEPRZAZHBIREIZ, WL TICAT v A RZRENICEHEIE L Z LIk, RFEYER 7 6Tz
MERIZTHTERLZLEZHEL TS, 2O X DIZ, EifR 50 mm LU FOFE WG OIZ[RILITAE
oK LT HILERBUILEA D W BTl e 2 &R0, REUIRE O TS A RN 22 FIED B
SNTWBZ ENGMD.

ESD L X7 uAf FREIZEATIAEEFR

AT aA NIZREDHAETHEIToT2GAICIE, BEOMEFHLIC L 2D U X7 82090, X714
RIRTIE, FERFECIETIH CTldd 2 DN EEREYEORE N H 5 30, £, LFILHED ESD
NS RIREIZHAT, AEETRWVSODOEIHER ARG 20, B L7-NHREENTTS 2 &
DEFE L.

7 VA WBERE (RFA)

ISR TIE, AN Ly MRIEICK L TITh D RFA 23, RERRE R V- EREOIREICHIThbh
TW5 (RERAGR) . HEOMIE 3V Tlk moderate grade intraepithelial neoplasia (MGIN) ~
cTla ¥ 96 D 5 b, NG & 72> 72 90 BTkt LT, 14E T T 1~4 f£D RFA Z{T\>, 78 f
TIHEDN DS T ATHR LTS, 12 BITITIREDNRIE LT, AP LI 12610 5 6 5 filiZBin
RFA X° EMR TIRZEMHE L2, o 6 BIHZEEIT L 4 FIZSVEEIER, 16112 CRT, 1#iic
ESD 23fifT &ivie (oo 1E13BE) . 72, WENVSTEAHEK LI 18 HIb Y, 3615 SM
i CHFE L, 8 #17° moderate~high grade IN TH¥E L T\ /=, 2D L HIZBURTIE, MGIN~cT1la
BIEIIKRT D RFA ORI A+ THS.

(#=295 Ep e S

cTINOMO D& JE - ERfE 72 BillC %9 % CRT @ Phase MiBR (JCOG9708) 327TiE 90% LA
FICETINE LN, 4ELEFRB0.5% ThoT-. LML, RRO 31%IJHATHEIRE (EEEA
ENZFEE ZT) ik, 4 FIFEFRIL52.8% ThoTz.

BT DO 39 TIE ¢cT1IbNOMO O£ - b5 36 BillZxt LIRIER) CRT %17 - 7o 5 AU JE
2B T 5 FERAEFHE 86%, 5FMIFHEFRILE9% & RFTCEBEEHREZ <BO TV
BHEFESHL LT, JCOGITO8 ikl 32 Clx Grade 2 LA EOIFR IR A 11.1%, BEXE 2.7%,
MmAECREE 2.7%, IR ZE 2.7%, REARE 1.4%IZ38 07, FlTO®HE 39T Grade 2 LA ED
REAEE 11%, MK%E 14%, Grade 4 OLERITHE % 3%, Grade 5 Dtk % 3%IZF8 7=,

S BLETER

ARFNZ BT cT1aNOMO BIEHE DA % wf g & LA BHIBR O sl 2 B3 2 St O8E 11X, Sk
KT SN oT-. BEMETIIH DA, cT1bNOMO BB 2 %412 L7= JCOG0502 7kERIC
B DHABEIRO AL 39Tl 5 FAFRIL86.5% & BRIF Thotz. —HFTHEFSRL LT, Grade
3,4 DIEG AN 6.3%, Midk 7.7%, SRR 2.9%, L 1.9% 13 FA L L @mESIh TV,



2 X b

ARFRNZ I 5 2018 LK E ORI S AT/ B BN bR Bl (SHES, Mo, PEEBEE) 23 77,040
S BURBRRIET 2,700 5+ 840 4 X BRI, BB ARIEIT 2 AU A O s INE, B
ESD 7% 22,100 /5, il ZEN GEEH SL— 12k b b D) 812,480 S ThH 5. LIRS
BOHBDOFHFETIL S FILL LD S—JR8EZ1T 9 & ESD O REH A REIREZ BRIS 2%, ZhiZ
ABe# i & CRT O%A I FIRA R I e ERIND 25 712D IEM e IR CTH 5.

PR

ESD & CRT Dif & EEF L DD &, MH & blfasiifr)’ fleE TR ERRIRE TH 5. ESD
TILEBE CRAET DB PN & 72 5%, GIBRERD 50 mm LLUF R4 TP AL E & i1,
WAEZ K LT 5 EILLTOIE TR S D ATREMER . F7-, Rallid X 0 A7 ki vk b
IR SN TWD., EERMBIEIIM CHS. —J, CRT TILEMAE THRAET HMEBIEIL /LD, FE
W IR0 BB ITRE e ERORHENBRIEDORAEN DV, il DEAE TIIMRIE L E 3% T
W5 3D, F7z, ESD Tik 1 EMRBREDAREE, A% 1T L — AEED 72D OB o, 5 & 7
D, CRT TIHLFHRIERED AL & IR FIEIE DT O O k% < OEBENLE L 72 5.

FHFICE L CiE, ESD TIXRiEEIEEFICERUIFR S5 72 RFTiRIaHICEN, cEP/LPM
B, 50 mm LA TNIZR 2D & TO%FEEITIEmUIRA MG T& 5. —F CRT 1X 90% 222013 b
HbD0, HHEWRFTHEEO U X736 5. RPTiE3EiE PDT X ESD THAX—JRRER 2 &
NN, JFTERICKIT D03 e D B2 — A T U ARKEL 72D,

ZDOEDIZESD & CRT T, #W&EFEDOT 0T 4 — /)RR D7D BMIZIT B TE R0y, b
%% ¢cEP/LPM %%,50 mm PL FIZ# % &, ESD O L ED AT AL, TORBEEDKS L7
< &% CRT LEENED LHIlrT 5. 20856, REEEEENZRESESHREO Y 27 BEmni
BERIZBWT, #%OJEEE LT CRT OEBIREARATHE W BA05 S, ESD & CRT DWW
B CE DML TIE ESD #H#ECx 5 L% 2 5.

ESD LARIUIBRDIE & EE £ LD L, OB IRIAE CIXABIUIBRE 523, A R4are
E ORI EE 72 BEIENKI 19% 128 AL, itk QOLIK FbiE&EINnD. —J, ik lLizk)
(2 ESD TIXIRM IR IR T &, IRIEYIRRMA S D e o 12356 b B INRE CRIGHEIXHEAR T 5.
TREREAT DIE LR AOHEDEDH /S, ESD 2R T2 L5852 5.

LRI, TRIER O THS QOL, IRAETREZh 7 & 2 GBI ORI &7, S 7EIc LY
M EEREICRT 5 ESD O #MEE LV LN TARERS D.

PLEX D, +37exm 7 0 AZETH Sz b O TRV OHEREE X551 2%, 50 mm LT O
cEP/LPM, 2JAMERIEREIZIZ ESD ZH#5E4 5.
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RIERIEE IR 2 NRBIOIRI, K<L LHFENIITOLTWAD. 20 HIITEEORE &
[ CARR PR 2180 2 L Th D, nRIUIRZIT O L RFTERERO Y 27 3@ 125 2 & 0353
STWNDET®, WRIBHEOBEND —FEHUIREZITO 2 ENMETH D, Fio, EMELERBRZE BN
IBROFBOCHEO M Z G2 EERERE 0D, ZOTEDICHL —FEUREITHOLERNH H. K
kD EMR THHEMIR S TWRAE S, ESD T—EUIRAEEL 2> Tnvd. 2D ESD # 24l
ETULIEGICT D T 7 v a T A, A EOHEAMOERPHIFRFE TN 5.

F72, WHBIUIFRE ORI KRR 3/4 JELL EIC72D L, 60% L EOFEIG THRAEN AT S Z E03H
HITWD. BIERAEIINEZED QOL Z K FESE 5720, REE2ETA N7 4 2017 Fh (55 4
RO VT, “BREETEHE LT, PRI S L—AEEENT, AT uA NREYE, A7 rA RRROWT
MEATO 2B HELET 27 LanTWnd. KETIEITUHEICE L T—HE A L TEHER DT 2.
559, A7 A RREEICET 5 clinical question (CQ) %N CHERRA/ER L7z, & HICHNIREED)
RO~ A D CQ & LT, proton pump inhibitor (PPI) OMEMEIZRET HIEARE L,
HELEZAER LTz, RO E L O 2L TIZKRT 5 (Figure 5).
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(GERDJERZRDHHEE . THTELOSH $EGrade A cQs5

ULD#FERHEREERERDLIBEEFERS)

CQ3: BERMER T LERIEICRTT S ESD 21725812, F 77 v a T3 AN RSN D
DA,
HEIEC : B RER Y EROEICRT 5 ESD 2179 BRICIE, kfit&x 27V o FAlckBd v 7 a5
A A HNDZ LT HERET 5.
{&1E Delphi {£(2 X 254 - Jfi 8.5, HIKME 7, feEfE 9
ITEF L ADKRX . B

PR BEWEDPENEIEN TN E RIS BB R F LRI 2 NIRSEEIBR 21T © 2%, 25
RICBITHHETH 5. ESD RFIZHAL 5 27 EOBEBERMWRBIEIL, FICEFEEREZEE TS
ZlliZheb. "I varT AL RAEAND LT, MO EICFEET A0 LM FS T
5. Lo T, R ORHE, MBIEORD R EOREMDOBENG T 7 v a T8, AD
B L TRET T 20 E R H 5.

BIEBICHRT D ESD BT D T 7 v a T A A A0FAMEE KRG L7oFEIc B L TSR 3%
%{T-7-& 2%, PubMed : 337 ##, Cochrane : 138 i, EHEE : 62 RO XA SN, 2o
BT Ma —IRAZ U—=2 7T, SBIZ1THRE ZIRAZ ) —= 7T T, BRI/ &
7V TOFHAMERBRF LI 1RO 7 o % AMELGEER & 2 Bf O AE f§ilxt FRERER 2 5 50 B MRy o A
TIT AT L E a—%fToT.

1B RAE DRI (Table 5)

WO S 2 AL EORBEE DIEE AT > T2, IRREIFIICHOWT, T 0 & 2Ll
NZBWCTHBEEEFF > CTEMT 2 Z &0 nahiz (19.8 47 vs 31.8 47, P=0.044) . JEGIRHRG
%’%wfi 1w THEZENDHY, I 1MITIIHEER RV EWVIFER ThH o7, AEEN

RO LIRS LRI OV T RAR 72 EREEDOILNVEFE L EENTE Y, PEUTOREIC
@%J?ﬁ?%m> W LTS (22.0 43 vs 26.5 %7, P=0.018) .




Table 5 {RERF(H]

K&V v H Y L P i SCHik
19.8 53 31.8 % 0.044 2
ey 104 %y 156 53 0.003 3
27.5 %y 34.8 %y 0.252 4

BRIEDFHE (Table 6)

BIFE IOV I EIEE, ZLICO VTl 21T TV D, 7 & AMERGER 21280 TH)
JEHEEFIE 40% vs 55% (P=0.34) THEZIIZRL<, ZRAFNIMEEIC 1 FIHRD AT eho
7= SEFIRHHEERER 90T, ZALENIE & BT <, HEEEIE, 1E CIEIEEMEEC 15%, 6 R 0%,
9 1R CIXIEEEARE 30%, ARE10%, AEZEHY (P=0.007) ThHhol-.

Table 6 5=+ 15

PNV A4 Y 2L P& STHR
40% (8/20 1) 55% (11/20 fi)) 0.34 2
=gt 0% (0/67 ) 15% (3/20 f31)) - 3
10% (5/50 1)) 30% (15/50 ) 0.007 4
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N7 v a T A0, RERREOFEMEICEAL TIFEIT2b0LEXLND. ek
WL TH Y A ZHINESE L2 Lidn. RFE 27V v T n) T 7 v a T AL REHL
THEEMO a2 MEMAZRL FERENRNZD, T 73 a T, AT 52 L %25
SHELES .

CQ4 : BERITFENUBIOIERE ORI KB DO JETEN 3/4 JALL L L 7o T2BRIC, MU T AT/ vrD
JEIT PRI L & e THERE S 0 D 00,
HERSL - BIE RTINS IR ORI KRB OJETEN 3/4 AL L& 7r o TR, MY T Ay my»
D RFEZET < HERET 5.
{E1E Delphi 12 K 2 5FAl : FRE 9, f(KME 5, Kl 9
TEF U ZDOME - B

fifan : AN CQIZx L TR 21T 72L& = A, PubMed : 190 ##, Cochrane : 81 ff@, EH5E : 73
M DRI 47z, 20 344 ffix —IRAZ U —=0 72T, EHIC 39 fak IRAZ Y —=
YNTT T, BRI 1RO T & SEHRGABR & 3 i OJE B GER 2 st R ICEE Y A T~
T4 I VB a—EIToln. KEGRRNIEREEOGE L 2RI 2G5 T, NI T AV B
VRTER OIRAEDFRE N BTe 2728, WiE % 0 TREL T 5.

FEEFAMEDKMERBIZ R 5P TFHiZIR (Table 7)




FERFEMHREZIZRH L TR T Ay arORIEEIT 1256, HRAERIT 10~45%99TH Y, 7
EZITORDPS 256D 61~82% & thig U CTHEICIHRAERNMERVMEMICH - 72, 7o, PAEZITA
I YRR 2 B U R S JRERE T VW ME T Th o 72 (JRTERE : 0~1.7 [A] vs FERTERE: 2

~6[a]) 979,

Table 7 FEEFPEDREEKE

. JRER R .
A RiE Mgz (%) PERREE L STk
(mg) (Day)
>9/3 TA 40 0 45 (5/11) 6.1% P <
P=0.18 5
control 0 — 82 (9/11) 12.5*% 0.05
>3/4 TA 50 3,7,10 36 (17/47) —
P=0.06 6
control 0 — 61 (17/28) —
>3/4 TA 100 0 10 (3/30) 0 P <
P<0.01 7
control 0 — 66 (19/29) 2 0.01
>3/4 TA 18-62 3,7,10 19 (4/21) 1.7 P <
P<0.01 8
control 0 — 75 (15/20) 6.6 0.01

TA : Triamcinolone acetonide,

T EANEEND

SRR B ICRTT D2 TBi3E (Table 8)

BFEMEREICRT D N T AV 2 v ORETHHRIIEONATELT, NI TAY / rr0)E
EOHEIZID LT, KERIT2HIOTOMFNTILH L2, WThd 100%Tho7-. L
BERBOIRSIZHE LT, DRWVWREETORT CThoTe. — 5T, BRI IV — LRI 2 2
U 72 RIS RERE T RWMER Th o 72 (BIERE © 6-10.4 vs FERTERE : 12.5-22.2) 990, 5k
EELHRICOWTIT 2R E bICHEREEITRD bhvehoiz.

Table 8 2FMEDIEEXE

R4 JR IR

JaE Mz (%) PraREEL SCHR
(mg) (Day)

TA 40 0 100 (5/5) 10.4
P=0.99 P<0.05 5

control 0 — 100 (5/5) 22.2

TA 50 3,7,10 100 (6/6) 6.0*
P=1.0 P<0.05 6

control 0 — 100 (5/5) 12.5%

TA:Triamcinolone acetonide,
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BRI D NHSTOIRZ I 1T 2 PPI O A et L7 AF2EIc B L CSCRER 24T o 72 &
Z %, PubMed : 187 ffi, Cochrane : 120 #fi, ETEE : 187 fwDam LMl Sz, D 344 ez
—RAZ V== 7T, EBIZ3MRE RAY Y == 7T T, BREIIC 1RO T o F L
(LGB & R RIZEVE S AT ~T 4 v 7 L E a—% T 7.

AWFFENL, frequency scale for symptoms of GERD (FSSG) N7HLLTFTOREZRZ L L, LOS
5378 Grade AL EOWRIERIER 27880 5 BES, A7 1A R<non-steroidal anti-inflammatory
drug (NSAID) O#GR0E B, iR LRI 5 T - B - PusANaE s m LI
TN BEZBRAA LTV D.

ISR, GERDIER O HBLRIZI W TR S 41, PPIRGOFEIC)H b L3RR, A
PEIEEED B Zpino 7o NEBEEE : 84% () vs 85% () , GERDJEYR : 25% (4) vs 30% () J.




PPI#ENEE SN D DI, NHEYIFRE ICGERDIERAHE LI ETHY, 90% D TIEIR
WENRD DI, FIIRFRICBIE T A I, I, AL, IZER EoMIBIEICE LT, MR
TEITRD b hoTz. Grade SLLEOBIIEICE KT 5 &, PPIIERGRECTRIEN4%, &5
BECAIETR2%, WEER3% 8 b DL DHRTH-T-. AR Tlx, PPIIESDE %2> 55 O 5
MTONTEY, HEEHELV ZOH5ORFHEHENELDL Z LI 5.

XY, DIAioo GERD JER 2780 5 83, BIfE LOS 4348 Grade A LU LD BB & 278
HHBEEERLS &, ARAMESRFEONINDS PPL 285 L2 & 255 < #1345,
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(&l

NAREEEIRRZ 1T, BIBREAROMRRAT A2 b S IBEHEN ToN S, B/ ERE T, i

FDOHEFH7C Pathological (p) Tla T U U AHlB 20O BENH D Z LMo TV 5
23, pTla-EP/LPM THRE(RERME, CIBRWHRIEMEOLEAE, £ OMERRN 20, 18U &
E S, BINREIINERNE STV AD D, —F, pTla-MME TITEERO U A7 B3E< 720, ¥
WIREREDO A CIBBE N R 5720, BRI A RT7 A4 2017 Fhit B 4 ) YT

“pT1la-MM ¥ CIREREL MDA, BINEE AT O 2 L3R HERE” ShTunsd. RIETI,
pT1la-MM & THRE R BEFZMEH]° pT1b-SM ¥ 2 DWW T ORI E 2 W) 21T 9 2% clinical
question (CQ) & LT, ZAUTKIT HHELEA/ERL L7, #ELED F L D ZLLFIZRT % (Figure 6).

Figure 6 #E4EE &0

MR R U] ER

cQ6 o
e pTla-EP/LPM  PTla-MM pTla-M
AR IRE BRIt IR EaRE B & BRI 1t pT1b-SM

SR BR

P EETES (=20 RS- 97

CQ6 : NHEELIFRE OFAMEPT A T pTla-MM NRER B2 O B R BRI 250 B0k S L

ARSI K 2 BINEEITHESE XD 0o,

HELRSC « NHIBEEIERT: D pTla-MM JRER BBE2MEO BB R EROEICR3 248k & L < i3k

T FRIEIZ K D BINRIEEZITY 2 &, E720F, 1ThRWn Sl OWTIHESE 2R E T X 7200,
TEFUADIBRE D

R NHLBRUIBRTE OFMEET L C pTla-MM JRE R EFEVEDO BIE R LR I3 2B I0aH & L
THREIRR S L < MU sib L, #EE S 5008 0 5 CQIZEA L TUikRERE 21T o 70 & 2 5,
PubMed:188 #@, Cochrane:24 ff, EF1EE:19 fROFICAHIL Sz, 20 231 fRic v R —F
D U4 fREBMLT, —KAZ V== 700, S6IC44fRE ZRAZ V== 72T T, &
FERIIZ 27 RO L 2 M RITEMN T AT ~T 4 v 7 LB a—&1To7. TEBEHEHREAD IOV T




1%, BEEREL LOERY @ iS4, (ARG L < IME P RIE O EHRS ) 125
WTIE, BICENFNORREEEZME L-. [EFEROE EICHOWT] 13 EREBH L2,
IRIEN L <, A CQICHET HREMHT L N TE b ot 2, I4EIFRS L<iHb
FHROBFIEC L D QOLAK T, TABRHIRIER ), HERIZH5a A b (BEAD ) (2o TG
SIS Tolzh, BT TE oz,

S RHIERE] T D pTla-MM B DEEBBEEIZ- DOV T ORET

WIESVE R BIC L D8 Tl IRERBER MG 52 pTla-MM OfE ¥ R O UIBRIEA
TORFEY L EHREAERE L, 0~26.7% E WA SN TRV, FhalBE2E55 2 & 29/199(14.6%,
95%CI : 10.0~20.3%) 29 ThH->7=. ZOHREDOF D 1HFT, pTla-MM 50 FlOFENT N S TH
0, U oNEREIGMEGITY UNEIEBHE NS D 2 ERmE SR TS (RS - 4/38
(10.5%), BHtEMl - 5/12 (41.7%) 2

L)L, AFD 2 SOBMT, ZHbOFHEARTHAMN Sz pTla-MM flo#HE LD b, V\?’fﬁ
FEURIEAR TR S 7z pTla-MM Tl U v BB OMEENMENE E 2 5 5. OFFZE
BWT, FIMEARIINHESTIREAR LV O EIES, imﬁxfpmaMMeﬁm3mtrﬂ
DO FIZITERL pT1b-SM THHREZ EA TS AREENR H 5. OF RIS FEM 72 Fedl T 22 23,
WIESEFFATETIE, TRREANS U o EERB T & 2k S TOW B (N B 2852 —E0F
BTHEELTWD AR H D, £D7=), IRRANIEARRITITY o FilsB izt (cN0) & fkr
STV D NHETOIBRIEAR & 130 LERN R Y, FUMEARDRIREY L EiBHE XS < 7D 2
EMXTREINS.

NARSEYIEREI T D pTla-MM F OEBHAE IOV TOKRFT

NHREE IR ORKRAT R C pTla-MM JRE R B2 O £ V- EECERISKT LT, B oA
PEZI BN LT 7 & 2L EREGERBR O BFJE O i 13 72 INHRBEEIBR# O RS (2 TR B51E
B> pT1b-SM #il 2 F e, FRBMBIEERE, BINSMVEIOIBREE, (b7 UM IEREIC BT 2 SEBIEEFE O W
EEBRO I OEHRE L, pTla-MM JRE (R BEEMED) D pVMO OBSER - D, Z0HO
HR RS PR RSB | DUV CAERF L.

FREOEBFAE T, BB T 6 MOMEND 12/216 (5.6%, 95%CI : 2.9~9.5%, Table
9) 979, BISELTFIREET 3 ROMEDD 0/6 (0%, 95%CI : 0~46.0%) 97, BAMLF SR
BIERET 6 TROMEDS 1/17 (5.9%, 95%CI : 0.2~28.7%) P 19TH 7= (Table 10).



Table 9 pTla-MM &R EEFEMEFIREBIERE OB HR IOV TOE LD

TR IR (= BB E= B C OGS R T iR
pT1la-MM i3 0% (0/42 #i) 3
pT1la-MM i 16.7%  (1/6 fi) 4
pT1la-MM i 9.5% (2/21 f4) 5
pTla-MM il 1.8% (1/55 f41)) 6
pT1la-MM i 8.3% (2/24 fil) 7
pT1a-MM Fii 8.8% (6/68 i) 8

—77, PIREEDIERTE @ pTla-MM JRE (2 B> pVMO O£ R LR T, POBEer:, B
IAVEHIIBREE, BIMb PR SREERR IR L T B e LR LT, %ﬁi@iﬂz %’f—if St
BIEBECAMROWMENS 3/14 (21.4%, 95%CI : 4.7~50.8%) 979, BIMIELFMEET 4 fROHE
25 1/20(5.0%), 95%CI:0.1~24.9%) 9~ SBNL FHEBRRIEREC TR OMEDN D 7/45(15.6%,
95%CI : 6.5~29.5%) 981 1T 7= (Table 10).

LML, ZTNUHDT7T—XI%, 7+ —T v IR A+oREBELEENTBY, +3I27 42 —7
T THIETELICIEBHBEAENEZ L ARRERDH D, I DI, EYRA CIREREL EfIC
R LTV 89 T h o T, IEDOHRIZIE, ®ERax iz 52 LT, IRERROZ
WrnZbolznoHELdH o7 13,

Table 10 : pTla-MM JJREREA ] TOXHEOLBEHERDOE & O

i RS AR R
UREE
DA I PRI B 22 A IBINAA B R B b O SRR AR
pT1la-MM il 5.6% (12/216 ) 0% (0/6 %)  5.9% (1/17 1)
pT1a-MM f 21.4%  (3/14 #) 5.0% (1/20 f5) 15.6% (7/45 f31))
BINEEOEEES

BIAEFIROAEFEEZIZIONT, L EoTMEITDRNIZD, T1 Ik 2 WIEISEFiT
(—HEERE DB LWmE) 23 A TRFEIT 7. BIME BB IERIE O FEEF GOV T,
NAREE TR OREAERIC 0 53 (pTla-MM RE R BEEGMEGIC pT1b-SM 61 6 & de), PNIESE

BIBRZ OB L F R BIRIEIZ OV TRET 21T o 72

SAEFFIN OTRRBIMESEIE, JEFISERE 4 #R 21071898 IET ¥ MMUHLEGABR D 17 POHE T, 0
~2.0% L HEINTEY, E£itT 5 & 12/946 (1.3%, 95%CI: 0.7~2.2%) Th-o7=. B
FORBRE OB HIAFHEFR L LTL, JEFIEFED 8 fF 9107131152022 35 I R & 5RO 1 1R
OGN HEF L, Grade 3 DL EOHEHERIEMESE 2 1.0% (3/302), Grade 3 D ifif2ZEIIE % 0.3%

(1/302), Grade 3 LA LD LMFFiZEE 1.3% (4/302) (ZEBOT-. TRIREDEIE L U CIL, Hghith
gD 1 4, 2288560 1 6, COAFEIED 2 BilOFE 4 il (4/302: 1.83%, 95%CI : 0.4~3.4%) DM
STz



PR

BEHERICOWT, 1EEAEORENZ TR REFNEBORETHY, =TT U ADE VIR
HHAE THELATELY, TETF U ADMEIED & L-. WNESEUIER% O pTla-MM k&= 8
PEDND pVMO D& IER - _F R ORGBBLERE T 5.6% DA IR RNRD DR TH - 7228, BN
AABHIIBRIC & % QOL K FoiR B EISE O ATRENE, 1B b2 BRI TE OB A F 5 - 1R BE AT
B[R LT, TNREEDIERE O pTla-MM JRER R M O B8 /R F-_EECRRIS KT 28 Ma % & LTt
BHIER S L IHMEFEBBIRIEZ T DR W2 L 23T 5] L LTHA RIAVEEESTOE
BEMR LR, A4 K74 FENTHAENSOLNT (EIE Delphi EIZ K 2 74f : HIE 5, &
/ME 2, KA 8), +riZigim L72ad, BINRE AT O 23 ThRNIC DN TIW L b HELEN
PRETET, RAMZRHERE ST TNIREEDIBRTE @ pTla-MM [RE R BEEEME O &1 V- bR 2k
LIRS L <IXMEFHBUREIC LD BINERZ1TH 2 &, £720%, TR\ LiZonTiX
HELEZRETE 2. | & LT

HHE R T, BESCFEICIEBHBERIIOWTOT—Z 2R L, BEORT 4 —~< ART
— X A, Filn, FEEREE, MEREE, BEPLHRBEOMEREEZZEL, ARFHS L Ib?
FESTRRIEEIZ K DB INERR OS2 B ERINHIBT T & Th 5. IBINEEATOTICRIREIZET 5
BAE, B EOEA CTIHBHEEERTHEEN DD Z L 2REICHATILERD Y, HEHR
ReGOIEER7 A0 —T v 72T ERHFETHS.

Al NHEHSEDIERE OB BERBEIZ OV THRE LIEREFIZOWTIE, £0% < THBEHENIC
BT D2-40 72 E O Ge i W T2 FE R 3 e STV A BRI T, + 72l laZ 21T
DT RWHE S Z V. S%OMIEE LT, RERE L5 75 ik S raHE & +31217 -
729 2T, BREIO7 +v—7 v 7 HIH TORREZEH 3 L ONBINER BGOSR A5 & Rt L7
RTINS Z EnHIfFESND. £z, WHEUIER®E ORI T pTla-MM RE R EEEIEO &
B BRI L CGEINER 24T 9 2 & TEBHELRMGI TE 2080 T 6N TRV, 3
HATREME D JL CIERIED & 5 28, IBITEEOEZIZONWTD T ¥ MUERBRNE EN 5648 T
bdrEEZLNT.

CQ7 : WHLEELIER DAL L C pT1b-SM O R R T LRI 2B FIR & L < I3 b7 AcH
FRIEIC X 2B IMEEITHESE S B e,
HESR L NHRSBEOIBRTE @ pT1b-SM O BB R BRI 25 B Fifr b L < I3 PR #iA I &
LiBIMaR 2 < HERET 5.
{E1E Delphi {E1C X 2 7FM - 908 9, HARME 7, fefE 9
TEFUADME 1D

PR NARSBEEIER OFEKPT 7. C pT1b-SM O &RIE R LRIk 28R & L CTHMRIIRS L
AT RUFHRRRIET, HERSh D E0v ) CQ IZB L TXM#E 21T-72 & 25, PubMed:188
fim, Cochrane:24 ff, EHFE 19 MMOFRICHAIH I N, 2D 231 Rl > R —F O 13 faz B0
LT, =RAZ V== 70Z0T, IBIC42ME ZIRAZ V—=2 70120 T, BAEIIC 28 fRd
L E S RICEM S AT~ T 4 v 7 L a—& 7o, [BBHRBAICONT) 1, BEHERE




BIXOEKRD v FiEEEE, RIS L < IMEFBEIFEO R EER ] (2o T, FEIg,
ZNENOIEHRBEEZ e Lz, [EFRO[ BIC oW TR RE MBS L2, it s £ <,
KCQIZAETHMELME T RN TE R o7, £, ARG L < i3Mb g sRiEIc
X5 QOLK Ty, TABEHIMER |, NEFEICHNDE A N (BEMD | IOV TERRIB 2 o727z
O, MEITEhoTz.

AEHEIERBI T D pT1b-SM & DEEREAEEE 12OV T DIRFT

WIESVE R BIC L 5 T, IRE R BEREE] S 2 e pT1b-SM1/SM2 O3 i - R O Bk
AR TOREY) o EEBHEE IXE N1, pSM1 T 8.83~53.1%, pSM2 T 18.5~30.0% & i &
NTEY, ERREZEHTH L pSM1 T 43/170 (25.3%, 95%CI : 19.0~32.5%) 2-3.16.24728),
pSM2 T 49/196(25.0%, 95%CI1:19.1~31.7%) 20" Th > 7-. ZOHMEDH D 11 T, pT1b-SM1
D 32 PIOFHT N I TIR Y, U o EREEGMERI T Vo N EEBHENE < 2D 2 ERHE SN T
W5 LREMEA : 6/21 (28.6%), BRI : 11/11 (100%) ] 2.

Lo, AFD 3 DOBHT, Zi4H OFITEA TR S 4172 pT1b-SM il & NS EIER
PEA TR S 7v72 pT1b-SM B D U /A Eifisf O I I —BHI B T 2 e B2 b s . OF
HPZMICBW T, FMERINREYREAL Y U TENELS, EFITEEEN LV EVREE S
BATWDHAREED DD . QFINEA & WHREHIEAR TIX, W2 5% EE pSM1/pSM2 @
ERMNRIRDZENETOND. FIEARTIIGEEE pSM1 % THIKTEZ 3551, L1Usice
CEDHHE], pSM2 % [HiETEZ 3553 L, T 1UICE EEAME] EERINTNDHDIIRL
T, NWHREBIEARTITHIE TR A 350 LI-EEN R TH 578, HREE pSM1 % DRI &
200 pm DINOREIE FEIC & EF D928, pSM2 % TGRS 200 pm %8 2 2 K5I T g2
I 2HE ] EERINTEY, FRCTHIEAT pSM1 &2 Sz BE 1, WNIRSEUIBREAL Y
FERT LV IEC BB LTV ARENREEN TV D ATREMENH 5. OF CHRICFEMZFREIL 72\ 23,
WIESAEL TR GBI, TRIERNIC U BB E & 2 S TV EBE (N ) 2352 —E0E|
BTHELTWD AR H 5. £D72), RRANIEARRITITY o Gt (cN0) & fWr
ENTVDNHEETOIRIEAR &30 LEMB R D, PHMEROFEK Y " ElBHEE XS 25 2
ENTREINS.

ARG EIEREI T D pT1b-SM i DR IZ D\ T DR

NI EEBIBR % O FARRET 7. C pT1b-SM O & IE R - EEEIZ )T L C, B INER O A AEZ B Sz L
72T & DAL HEBGRBRSOEB 6 BRI SE DR A 13 7220 . PIRREEEIER % D pT1b-SM (%9~ % R B 23
BINANVEHEIEREE, BN PO R IERE 2 B TR GIERE O, 3o K OHLRERT M) & Mkt 2 B4
RO T T DFEF IS L, pT1b-SM 5> pVMO O EIE R - LR FEIZ DWW THES L7-. F7=, pT1b-SM1
& pT1b-SM2, AREREOHMEIIEBERY A7 NRRD Z RO TSm0, FEE - IjRE
REDH NG 21T > 7= (Table 11).

pT1b-SM1/SM2 THRE R BRFEMEIZ 3T~ 5 B REOIE FR R I, ROBBIZIE T 6 fROMEN 5 8/54

(14.8%, 95%CI : 6.6~27.1%) 79, BISEFIHHEET 6 fROMENS 1/17 (5.9%, 95%CI :
0.2~28.7%) 90971029 SENMLAEHURFRRIERE T 11 MOWMEN S 9/121 (7.4%, 95%CI : 3.5~



13. 7%) 9,6)~8),11715),21),30) T & - 7~ |

pT1b-SM1/SM2 THRER BRGMEIC 3T 2 B REOES B R 1T, RBBIZRE T 4 ROMENS 3/9
(88.83%, 95%CI : 7.5~70.1%) 79, BISEFINEE T 6 fRD#MENS 0/35 (0%, 95%CI : 0.0
~10.0%) 9971029 SENYLFAFEBRRIERET 11 fROWME NS 28/110 (25.5%, 95%CI : 17.6~
34_7%) 6)8),11)~15),21),22),30) T F > 7~ |

L)L, ZNUODOT =X, 740 —T v IPA+SREBHELEENTEBY, +olc7 4+ —7
v 7T HIETEDLICIEBHBEEDEZ A AREERD D, S HIT, e CHREREL EfIC
R L TN E D DM o TR,

Table 11 pT1b-SM1/2, IRERIEAH R TORBEOEBHFEEDOE LD

i REgES S L B3R
TR
DA ESInEETE =31t IBINSVEH G BREE B b R I

pT1b-SM1 4 13.2% (5/38 f51)) 0% (0/5 ) 2.9% (1/35 f31))
pT1b-SM2 flis 18.8% (3/16 f5l)  8.3% (1/12 f5) 9.3% (8/86 1)
pT1b-SM1 H 60.0% (3/5 f) 0% (0/14 i) 17.9% (5/28 #il)
pT1b-SM2 H 0%  (0/4 ) 0% (0/21 f1)) 28.1% (23/82 i)
BINEROEEESR

BIANEFEIROAEFEEZIZONWT, L EoBEITDRVIZD, T1 Ik 2 WIEISEFiT
(—HEERE b EWmE) 23 A TR EITo7. BIMEEBERERIE DG FEF GOV T,
PNARSEEIR % O HLRE B 0 b B (pT1a-MM JIRE 12 BEEPER]° pT1b-SM #i & &de), ST
BIBR% OB E U IE I OV TRFT 21T o 72,

SAEFFIN OIRRBIHESEIE, JEFISERE 4 fR 21071898 IET X MMUHEGABR D 17 POHE T, 0
~2.0% L HESINTEY, 795 & 12/946 (1.83%, 95%CI: 0.7~2.2%) Th-o7=. B
FORBRIE OB A FERR L L CE, JEFIEFED 8 i 910713115.20~22) 35 I R & 5RO 1 1R
D ORE N HHEEE L, Graded LU O BURHRMENNEZK 2 1.0% (3/302), Graded DI ZEFIE 4 0.3%
(1/302), Grade3 LI EDLBFEZEE 1.3% (4/302) (2B T-. JRIREHEAE & U CIE, Hdhit i
gD 1 4, 2288560 1 6, LAFEIED 2 BilOFE 4 il (4/302: 1.83%, 95%CI : 0.4~3.4%)
STV

PR

BEHERICOWT, 1EEAEORERZ TR REFNEBOBRETHY, ZET U ADE VIR
HFBRAEETHELNTELT, TET U AOMRSID & L.

NHELEEUIERTR O pT1b-SM IREREE2ME) > pVMO O & 1E 7 - LR ORI\ B 6] T 13.2~
18.8% R DHAFE FEFE RGO LD — 7, BINGHEHE CILB I EIBREE 5.9%, BIL PR #R
PEERE 7.4% LB HERMESIMZ SN TV AR TH - 7. BISEEIERIC L 5 QOL K TR
PEBHIED FIREME, B FHRAEE OB A F RS - IGRBEEELZBE L T, BINGROH
N ElA D & 2 i, [pT1b-SM RER BEF2 M O Bl V- EROE ISk 2B IE#E & L CToE



FiMid L <V FPHEBREREZ R HERT 5 & LT

WAL EIERT D pT1b-SM RE R BEGMED D pVMO OIE e - _ERFEIZ OV T HIBIIER DA %)
PEDS BIA % 728D, TAEEEEIERE O pT1b-SM JRE R SRS O R IR V- LB 259 2 8 & L
THEFEM S L <L FHABREL RS HERET 2 & Lz, BINREONEICONT, SEIOMK
FHERN O, BIME PR RRIEOEB R (26.6%) LIBIMVEEIBROERHEIREE (0.0%)
TEEBDTWEDR, BERODRVBRTTT VX MU SN TELTHRRFIZLZERH D
ERTREIND Z &, ALFHIRBIBRO RN CHIF RO E > T RWT =2 Tho 2 b, B
IEE DN DN TILHELE & L’CﬁEﬁ’LiﬁiPo 7o, SHBOMEE LT, ZONBITHT D KiERE
IR FEZR DN T 72O, Fie2M RS LR HIRFAVBLETHD.
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Table 15 Modified Vienna classification & AFEZ2Wr %k
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4.4 Intramucosal carcinoma RN s (VR H D)
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HGD : high-grade dysplasia, LGD : low-grade dysplasia
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{E1E Delphi ¥EIC X 25/ - Ml 7.5, HAKE 7, H&&1E9
TETFURADOME : C

R . DMBENCEVT, narrow band imaging (NBI) #iX U &3 507 o X Ll [IFES
SEFANESIITAS RSN TEY, VI DN i EOBESCERITEE £ 2 Ol T%@%
AfETCH L. NBIZHT 52 & T, WED=a L T X PRI, SERNEELZ T2 &
T ERREEOFEMBIEN AL 70D, Fo, FEERIEIZ 1~3% DOFFEZ /Ly MEEICHAT T
L ERIENMME ERITWos A BaE b L, —ERFH TFe/dysplasia 28 EFICHE L THRRL TS S
ZLETary AR TELREIM CTHD. HERHURZICIERNHEE A O T 5 2 & TREMEEDH
B b e L R D

A CQ L, BERMEMENHBUIRZEOY —_A Z R IHETHHDOTHLD, FFaldi@Ey, kK
KIZBWTIEIAN Ly MEEE AT 21BN R L 2o T A2, NEEEEIREZE OB L T
RSy MBS D o ’7‘/7\’C“@ﬁfg'@ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂﬁfﬁ%c}:U‘\Tj(ljﬂﬁfi%ﬁr}@ﬁfﬁ@%ﬂ
i C& 23CHkIE, i Shienotc. Eo, BKGRIL TR TORBIEZBEEILT v ¥ L4
BESDTRMINTEY, Wikxgl LToaNOLORIEREDE ﬁ'é@aﬂﬁﬁ i.%ﬁ‘(“ibé
ZD1D, I TIENHREIRREARMITO N Ly EEICKT 2 BIEME T — A T RIZB T D
GIRFAN RS CIL R B DA ME GREE, FrREEL, FatERYTh ) Z3HE L TV 5 3CikE Hlic,
REATHoT=. ZDOFEE, PubMed : 295 #f, Cochrane : 33 ffg, [EH5E : 16 fROFH LA 7=,
D 34 fRE—IRAZ V== TS, EBIT 29 Rk ZIRAZ U —=0 7T T, &ERIC




BN ESEC L 50— XA T U RICEHT HAZ T F U TR 1R 10L ZOEMGHIC 9 fa 10719,
NBI (289 %@L 2 i 202V & blue laser imaging (BLI) (2R3 25m3C 1 #m 22, HERRICRET 25 A~
TV AL EZ ORI 9w 20D OEF 23 WISk LT, BT ATYT v 7B
— &7 7.

KEX VT A OFHMEAE A5 ECHERBRFIAE Z, 8 LT IEE®ED LI dysplasia D%
Ho& TERERZRAD ST 598, F& LT IRARMROER] SRELZ. LL, [HEmE
BaRh SEL0RK] 1ZHOWTIE, T LEREEREL LI OBIFIEL, HBAER O 2
DX LMEE BTG, it S 7o o7, TRAERMOIER | 1T L THMRFT STV 55
Wh7el, MEREETH 7. LEN-T, £EX VT 0O TREED LT dysplasia DR
(BT D H APEIZ W TR L 7.

VATRT A VI LEa—OXRER ST, FEMED LI dysplasia OFLIZET DIk
JE, FrR R EORWRER 7o L 25, NBIITREE 94% (95%CI : 83-98), K5 94% (95%CI :
81-99) 10 (Table 17), HEFAVEITILE 92% (95%CI : 83-97), FFEE 96% (95%CI : 85-99) 29

(Table 18) THYH, WINLENT-KETH-T=. Ny MERIEOY—A T R TBIT HIHE
AREDHT XY 7 2 loxt LTI, KEWH SRS YS (ASGE) XY preservation and
incorporation of valuable endoscopic innovations (PIVI) &9 FEYENEEME S, J&E 90%, #F
BLIE 80%, Ptk 98% 2 A 2EX VT A IIHMHTHSH & INT D 9. FEfEEE LS NBLIZZ
@ PIVI OFfE% EEI>TEY, ASGE O bAHREX Y T 4 & LTKREINTND 10, F7z,
NBI $ERBIEROREL « FFFEE 10719197203 2REJIC NBI EFEREIES 197192~ Tm <, NBI
EPERNHEE L OOFHN IV AHTH S Z L3R Sz (Table 17).

— T, BCKOEBE 7 V—T7 5 A e#EiER & BLIBIE 2 ik L TV 55300 1 el S vz 22,
Z O3 TIE, BLI OIF 5 M EEOWIRRSCHE R ZW OFHIIZ BN T\ e & #iE LTk Y, BLI I
NBI & [FFEOHRP/HFTE 5. £z, BFEEEAEE (AFD) oA 2amviy, AFLr7
N—, Ta—T7 XA FHERL—F—NHEE (pCLE) X, TNEIURE & RFRENMKC 10, HELE
T& DEE CldZe - 7- (Table 19).

FERSTESC NBI, JERBIZEOFAEORGTHIBNT, L THA v SN HERBRIT R Wb 0D,
ARD LI ZNEES Y T 4 OZWGERIIHEF ICRIFCTH -7, 7272L, ZRH6DEF VT 4D
BINTHRAT DMARFRRER X, BEAHENEICORN D TR’ H 5.

Lk, EFEONRT R, ZET U AOREREBEL, [RIERTEIENHEEYIRE OV —~A
7 v ZNBEERA T, NBL CHERETEIC & 2 BRI SIS L OMERNHEEE O A 255 < HELE T2
LTz



Table 17 NBI 822D B A 2 HE

& O FF R OE OE B ¥

BE P RNTENT %k STk
(%) (%) (%)
NBI $i5k BE L 50 100 97.7 98.0
” HGD ) 12
(&) REZ L 204 100 98.8 99.0
NBI $i5k BE L 35 100 96.4 97.1
. HGD ) 12
(&) REZ L 113 100 97.4 98.2
NBI #Kk HGD BE L 50 83.3 97.7 96.0 13
NBI #Kk ¥ R L 217 100 100 100 14
REZ L 1021 96.2 98.7 98.5
NBI #5Kk HGD ] 15
BEZL 111 92.9 96.9 96.4
LGD/HGD/ BEHEZE 40 100 86.2 90.0
NBI #5K ) 16
S JHRE L 221 100 97.4 97.7
NBI #5Kk HGD/ R L 120 91.1 92.9 92.2 20
NBI #Kk HGD/ REZ L 254 93.1 96.2 95.3 21
NBI JE Kk  HGD/¥## BE L 65 100 100 100 16
BEZL 101 96.8 55.7 68.3
NBI JE Kk HGD/J## ‘ 17
HRE L 874 45.0 88.2 82.3
LGD/HGD/ .
NBI 3EHEK - REZ & 90 52.7 100 78.9 18
LGD/HGD/ )
NBI JE45 K HRE L 221 100 93.8 94.6 19

s
e

FLYREZEIIAN Ly FRIEE ST
LGD : low grade dysplasia, HGD : high grade dysplasia



Table 18  [HfEYE DR IER 2 WRE
Bk P KT BT Eig & " REES STk
£ S EAT BT * A L
' (%) (%) (%)
L3R
- HGD/E B 62 100 100 100 24
(HEK)
L3R .
HGD/E HREZ L 223 64.7 89.1 87.0 25
(HEK)
L3R
- HGD AT & 72 50.0 98.5 94.4 26
(HEK)
L3R
) T R L 115 100 100 100 27
(HEK)
AR
- HGD/E B 57 83.3 100 93.0 28
GEHER)
WERR 1 LGD/HG )
mE L 100 100 97.7 98.0 29
GEHER) D/
WERR 1 LGD/HG HEZL
190 95.5 82.4 88.4 30
GEHER) D/ (BEEET)
WERR 1 BETL 701 96.7 66.5 70.5
HGD/J 31
FEPER) REZ L 5944 81.8 94.0 93.7
L3R .
HGDHE  BHE L 263 97.0 75.3 89.0 32
FEHER)
LLYRAZ LTI Ly MREEED
LGD : low grade dysplasia, HGD : high grade dysplasia
Table 19 & DOfth-=E 4 U 7 1 @ Dysplasia & & D72 HHE
Bk JRE R
HFHOENIESEE (AFD) 81% (95%CI : 62~91) 46% (95%CI : 32~61)
LT HNI v 67% (95%CI : 53~178) 99% (95%CI : 87~99)
AFL LT — 64% (95%CI : 36~85) 95% (95%CI : 77~99)
Ta—T5 4T
) 90% (95%CI : 72~99) 77% (95%CI : 54~91)
HE N L —F—NHE (pCLE)
2 Uk
1. HAREFSW. REE2ETA RT74 2 2017 HFhiR. & ER, ER, 2017.
2. WHPFEA, o, GPEEIED. HEbas ARSI R E ORI T 5 F 6 e EHE
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