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1. &EF

T HBBREREDNAVRVELTEREEKRBREEFAP)AHMON TS, BERHLGEERDR
WIFEFIBLIELIEHY, ELEREEF EL TERIE R % (adenoma—carcinoma sequence) & Z SN TLY
5. MEFEITEREVRVELTHEGEFR/RERFIIFESN TG, BKTOREHFEIEA
[ 100 B AHTY 3-4 AELLBRMFHETHY, BRFLIENMERALAONS. KBOEENAZBRT —RIC
&% 2016 FIZEZESNTIz+ ZIEREOMERIEIAD 100 BEAHTY 237 AEBHTEL. AFIZHTS
MEBFMLERERDOEILX, CNETHRAELEL OO FRETHY, SEAENVBETHS.

2. fEIK

T+ ZHEBEICHREOERELS, REETE 8 BILLEANEREKRTHS. £TETHE, BEEE-BL-&
BEES-BRFR-BELGENAAONS. ABTHRESNTWS T IEBEOHNEUI/ERLHATHY,
ZDELHDRE-BEZHOABRYITRREINTWS. MG OREMEIFZLER+ZI5HE LR IEE
BIREE - (XHERN/ R TBEETDRE, SNADET)D ZLA+ ZH5mikEl-TITHETIZH# DB E
Mo, 2/ RAY)—=27 LEEIEERNRBEECD)IZHE VT, + TR TITEETDIL—FUREET
STENEEIRTOREHETEIZDLEMND. —A, FAP [2EWTIR+36/5 GLESEZST) EOFLEYR
JFEW0, EHNEY —RASUABBETHD. FASSURABRIZOVTOIAV Y XIERF
BN TLEWA, FAP IZEHT 5+ Z1EmRRIEDHFRMTETHS Spigelman D EICIECI-RELT
*L%)D]_

3. BE

HESXRRFEWLDIZHE LT SNADET CEiRl T REFEBEMERELLTHEOTWVLDIL, +21ER
X-RELERIEEBRBRER)—T - B4 B #5IR - Brunner BRBRE - BRTEELETHSD. b,
- BEEN LR, - RERG-BAEEOEE, BEOMRIZKYHIIEEERITIEETHS. SNADET D
ZAETFHERETHY, ARETREA TERREREBELGAN SRR EIREHGA)/EEERIT 5
WHELHS. WL FTRTIE, BEGEEREIEHBM-BEEe2MN) -BETHNEIEBREDEE - 7ED
A y—-BF (FFEARELLERDDVIERE - ERALN, W—HEAMN -HEODARILLEIVFEE
BENEETHDS. MMEETLZ2ED-HFKEFITILD - HALIHALKFH—LMMNEET T IHRE - ES
BHRREZLDE+ZIRBEOAREREEETS. (VOTHLIVICKEBRIVISARNEE, BOX
RO RNRFTZEERRIZ SNADET OEZEICHALLATLNS. LHL, 1> 0THILIH SNADET
DEVWETFELUVRHICERATHASIEERLIZZUX LAELLEEHER (RCT) (TR0

T+ ZEREODEICIE, £RICKHIEBZHNEETIH SN, HFERICLHHRBEABZ TR
ERNO—RDOZHTYI LLRELAROHEBEERRLU TS LIRS, BRI EERIEE) L
KNRBERGEDONRBEEEICED LGA & HGA/EDERIZIEEX, £RZEHELERLTHEDS
DEEDZNI LMD, NRBEABEEEZER T OISR ETERICISBHEABESINDBZEIE WL
& IEE [CKAH2MEREMICHIBL TRERZ AT IS ENEEINS. — AT, [EE [FIRTOHEEE
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THEATELDIT TS FATEDERIFBESNTLST2H, WL IZEYL->AVEREL, FTR%ER
ADWELHD.

BHIROLNLGRETIE, MER(CTIaHANIMETEBRBERECTIDDENNEEZTHS. WL I
HBT5 cTib DIFIZEL T, BFHF-HIETIES (SMT) KERZE TS ROBMEEDRENRESH
TWA FEEEZWICEL TBERRNREEUS)ZIIE WL 2 ERS1DTIEAL, cT1 EOERIIC
MO REFITIERAZHMMNEETHS. =, SNADET [CEVTHERE DEWIZ YRS EEOTELEERL -
EUENELLIIENMONTEY, BEBEBMOBEILTITHC, BEREEETSREILERE
[22<HoN, BRELYELEEEELSNSLUR 1,2). + 21 cTib BIZBWLTIE, SAEVAELAEESN
518, CT IZ&k B8 EZMEITS. CT BREICLY, RREDENENZH OERHE BEBHER
i, iR, U\, RZREBITMEITS. TOMOBREERIIVHERIZITI(+2EEER,
KIZERREE, MRI, PET, B2 F4E). TR THAEERNALNELSILHETIE, LIELIXEES
+ Z160% (JEZLEE) M ELEEED, FERE KRG DM NRRRED A TEHIMHIEHELIZENHY, CT 12
AMDEBRREEZSO-REZHIDLETHS.

1. TATERD 0— D a ImECKEIEAIE, tubl, BRI F B E D).
a. WLI El{&: fB-IE DO X DBV ERERELLTRSE.
b. ARV EE : PEMERIZZLL, qﬂlL\I:liBfﬁitErﬁ?’éﬁﬁi

e ¢ v "‘.-. P o T ﬂ.““' -
2. BREROD 01 HEGEIEAE, tubl-pap, BEME).
a. WLI B EBIRATHICKFZED, WUEOLX0OFVEEERELLTERR.

b. ARV PEMERZET HH, —BTIILEK/NDOFEE LM ERDOREEBETFD.

4. JREAZH
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2024 £ 6 ARE, +ZHEBEOIKFVRHNAEELET, BEHEOEEZN LSO, RIETIE
SNADET #RIEHAWNIIHIETRBETICELEFIREBLEEETD. -, +tZHEBEDETE(X
UICC/AJCC [Z&A/MEIREED TNM 758 (55 8 hir 2017 HF)ZEALNSELETH (5K 1,2).

%= 1. TNM 4 $8(UICC/AJCC, 8" 2017)

Tumor (T)  REREZE Node (N) UPZAY: i Metastasis(M)  =FRERFE
TX SR BT NX TR FE1T MX SR HEAT
TO Et AU NO LIy 24 W MO 7L

Tis ERHNE N1 1-2 f@HY M1 HY

Tla FEIEE A B/ FE AR E T N2 3fELL

Tib HIETEET

T2 BEET

T3 RIETRE/HRERAEERA~NZR

T4 [BEIEEE B R/ iR - EEN R

(TNM BHEZE DS, % 8 IR, EFRHAR. 2017 KUER)

= 2. TNM 7 $EIZ kSR H 5 $8(UICC/AJCC, 8™, 2017)

Stage T N M
0 Tis NO MO
I T1 NO MO
T2 NO Mo
A T3 NO MO
1B T4 NO MO
A Any T N1 Mo
B Any T N2 Mo
v Any T Any N M1

(TNM EHREBOSE, 5 8 bR, ZRHAR. 2017 KYMERL)

F=, T2HEBEORRRICELTE, +ZHEBEOIKRVLRIIAFELG O, mXIZLoTIE
BREIRORE - KEEIRYRORPICECEFREZL TSI EISTEESNL.

IL fiitk, B -EBHEOE=42)2Y
RRBRILIERICKYIRAYIER (RODEFLON, REBZEICKYERIRIDIFIFHVIREH DU SHE
NEDBEIZIE, BABEDIVRAZIIBYEUENEEZZOND. —F, WiEHA S/ FB/HIE T EE
BEICZIE, BIFIBEEORAINESIN, RRBICEEIZH—RASUANTHNS. RREREEDOY
—RASVRIZDWTIE, #MEIE 3-6 ¥ BRIZITLS, LIEIXE 1 BETIHREIEH I, EE-=HEIE
RS
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NEFMBROBREAIEBR-FiE-MaEABESh, ChoDRERRD-®IZF EGD, H’E*BE’I&’
BRE CTREICISEBHENITHONS. BRYRVICISLTHENGEABRENDETHLHN, &
BREXRCHERBICET HRIREDHEMIIEEL. LHL, L\<’D75\0)1§:5F'J%Eﬂju‘VDM/mt%EF’CO)
BEHEEEEL, BX-BERRHOERKY, pT1aNOMO LKLY EATREAIIH T 5 BEHREETSE
FTICRTY D (K 34). itk 5 FRURE, EXRZ, BiSEZCARNIZENFIAT L.

% 3. T =355 7E Stage I (pT1aNOMO)IZXt9 B RO MR AEEZBEERE

&z esmER 148 6+ H 14 24 R 45 5 4
2ER-PS, KE (@) (@) (@) @) @) @) O
MR (@) (@) @) O (@) @)

R 4. +Z15#57E Stage | (pT1bNOMO)E =L 11 LL EIZX 9 5 RO TR BEERE

14 25 3F 45 5 4

i %R
178 | 3#R | 6548 | 94R 37H | 64A | 94A 64 A 64 A 64 H
$2E-PS, hE O O @) (@) O O O O O (o) O O O O @)
miKRE O O @) (@) O O O O @) O O O O O @)
CT and/or US O O (@) O (@) O O O
RRER @] O @)
. JRIBEZHT

1. MsE 258
T HREREOIRVRNIEFEELGV =S, KBEOREVLRMICEFESh TW S XEEEEE S
BERAVTH 1EREERDHT BN —RITH D™ (X 5).

x5 +-HEREOMREENSE

ZLEEARSE Papillary adenocarcinoma (pap)

EARAREE Tubular adenocarcinoma (tub)

a. &1t Well differentiated (tub1)

b. H1431t Moderately differentiated (tub2)

B ERREE Poorly differentiated adenocarcinoma (por)

a. Solid type (por1)

b. Non-solid type (por2)

#57%&F= Mucinous adenocarcinoma (muc)

ENIRHMAAASE Signet-ring cell carcinoma (sig)

FEEAE Special types (R5TibiilasE, Vo \BREE, IRIRHLERLUE, F&RE RETLRE BTELEE ROMEE T0OHh)
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THEBEORSHIESEERE, 3405 ERIRE (tubl, tub2) PELEERRSE (pap) DHEMHIEZE R
L, Z0OMBREIHTHS.

2. BRER LGRS

ESHEEELZEICL-LEOMEBE S EICMZ, + ZHBBEEICBVLTITHMBREIZE (L ED
BEMIMRESINATNS. +2HEREICIE, —RBMEXFEICEULZGEREDRE (K’ 3) &, BE
BEZTYREE 4H)HAHFEEL, FICREBEIRGOER -BRICEFEEAEA NG+ 15T
MGIRETHS. MEDRBZH OBERESREDORELHEET S, + 1B DEALEI (Brunner BRANS
M9 HELEEEIYOAID+ Z163) [ZIX, Brunner BROZDBEREK, HIELMEELGEICLSIERELR
s, EFEBHENLIELIEFEEL, hollHRLTEREORENKET S — A, BEBEDR
B, NEEERICEET /MR LR (IR, e, ARx—NElE) ~DDEZERTIRETHS.
OLERYIItDEWNERERL, BREREOXSHIT+_fEEECAICHKEL, BRREE 216
2WRICHRETS. H$E.§bﬂﬂ%&krﬁ‘fu'd'éHﬂﬂzﬁﬂo)ﬂi%ﬁ‘#ﬂﬁﬁhﬁﬁ(»%ET%}#, JEZLEREER+—
BFEICBITAREIHETHS. BBRMERELTIE, BEIEICEITEH YN ER IR, HEITREIZEL
TITABRIEND FORRLGED R TAEEISEVAH DA REEA TEHIh TS

REEICOWTH, +ZHBICEBEREORELBEDOIRENRON, TNENDE T adenoma-
carcinoma sequence MNEET B,

a. IRRYRRIELARE

KBICRET HIRECIRELFALULES T KBEEICEC-EETEHET. REXERED
5 LGA & HGA IZ74EL, i ENSER ERXMERK, MEK BEKREICHETS. BEES
DEWIZH U TIE, LGA & HGA DEERI HAUNE HGA EIREDEIZERL, KIBEEDZIEAELXR
WADN—METHS. + ZHEBETERBRESEVEIETY/IOYTSA MR REELALNDNY.

3. IBEYRE(X 400)

4. BERREE( X 400)
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b. BEDIRELIRE, BLURERRE

BIRE LR OHPIIR (HDHULNITEERFL R MAZ® Brunner BR) ~AD D EZERI BB T, @ (THEHLHE
fafsEm o BRIESOBEINARETHS. RELZET MUCSAC(BIRE LBEI—H—)+° MUCE (K4FT
R - SR ER AL R MRS - Brunner RY—HA—) DIGMRTRICKY B R EZHRTHIENTES. BRLHZE
DEBNZEETHEERLDLEAL.

BROREIBEEDOHECTHEBSNMBERNBRELEIAEOBEEET. BRELE LW
FIRRAMEZ R BEHEN MR LGRS TEEL, FHICTWPRAIEDE AR DD O (FUYFIERIRFE (pyloric
gland adenoma) EFFIENTULNVS. BIRRDIEEZRTHIEARAET 22 &1HY, BHTHICE EREAR
ELRETDH. HGRIRELRERIZ, BE D LGA EHGAIXD%ET S, BEDREITHMBERNMEREE
ThHoTH, BEEBICHEATIVEMLGERK -ILBEREEZRL, BEREYDOATEISEREZTRT
FIAZ LT,

BEDORELREOCZHELIXRGEEOEETELGS, BEOREBLREOZHMELEZRANLIL
N—RMTHS". BRIREIGBEOIFEICLEL T, Z(TKYEMAR CHEE (XS IFERMEI S IFEETE
2L, EHERFIYEIMERICHICENTRESh TS,

BREERICENTHE, RECEREOREANGHBFNEEEZRIRENEFEL, BEMIC
neoplasms of uncertain malignant potential(NUMP)ZEDEZMELZALNTERERRKRELLTHEDITS
MIENHZ. NUMP [FB R LR ALK, MR IBENSHEFETHIN, B THEMLIEEK
BEEZRLTEEL, Ao G RBEMRERIGLV ORI T HGA ITHET HEEALONS. LHLE
A5, LIFLIXFHEETEAICESMHICRBLT SMT HRREZHERT HIEMFE T, RBEER~ADERY
RAIIEEASHMZELTLVEL(E 5, 6). NUMP [IREBEIZCK>TIIESEREDREH SLILIREEZET
Sh, BBRRAGERVIRWARESG DA, TR TIHERDBBBN DGO, SEREBDEFZERETL
THEHUGEMBEELBRIEHZHEILTIVNENHD.

c. BintE-RIR—I X, REMKRBICEET 5+ _15mE

LD DEEEERBEORIR—ATETZHEREORLEIRINEFS. RVEENBLVDIER
EEEXRGIRIERET, KEBERZFRICTZI8EICEEE ORIENZ FL, adenoma—carcinoma sequence 5
RRENFRET SH. MUTYH BERYR—S X THRBRTHS. Lynch FEEHETEITA/OYTSAM R
EERORENFEELOT LSRN, £ Peutz—Jeghers RUR— APEEMR)FR— RGEDA
REMARVR—RITHETHEOFRLELMONTLNS.
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1B RIEMEIREB TIL, Crohn &5, A TIIBO THRIENEI TV IREERELTTHEBENFEEL,
BTV IRBEERETIRYMIOY T/ AT RERDHEENTVOCENRESA TS,

5. Inverted type BE[EE WLI El{E

2. TDthDREFETIEE

HE A TEHXRBERRVRVICECTREZMAARZEH T AEA—RHTHS. BHIRESE
IHELT, NERE, BESE RAEML, BB, REE HIKRE, VO /NERE, Wrimsl(dE, )/ &
EBIHEAZEToNS. + ZHEBEICETAEREBEFZFMEATFOERITEF>TULVELED, pTib Xz
BT NEERRE) RV DIEIRE LTS SM RiEEEREAS, budding ' L—F7AE, +ZEBREICELTIES
BOREREETHS.

RIBFHIREE (pT) (IR 1 ICELTHET S KBEICEWLWTE, #HERELZEOEEICEHLS
9 pTis £ HDITHKL, + Z18EETIE pTis (FERRNBICIREL, FHERZBEIL pT1a £T5HIEIC
FETD.

+ 215D ERER A S FLEEER T E T Brunner BRDFTEL, FEIEAEDY Brunner JROZ DB ERNITHE
BL, #ETEIEZEEICIEET LS ENHS(E 7). REREICESITAEERERNER (pT1a-EP
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ELTIRD) ERIBRDATR EE AN ST, + ZHRIEHIEREICE LV TH Brunner IRAERIFEDMIE
TERRBEEIRBIL, Sz EEL-T pTib EFLGVKIFENBETHS. F-LFED NUMP GHEEIC
BUESCIIMRENLNBRECHLNERBE RSTICHIETEBAEHERE LRI IES (X 6) H'4F
HMMIZEHONED, BEATIEASHALGELFTHETELALOT, #HETERBEREEETIC,
NUMP R E DA ZRAVWTHIETERBEBELIEELLILERAT T IONRLULEEZILNS.

7. Brunner IRIRERE( % 200)
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[2):a%E
I. RfRSREE

REMEEICXTDNBEARE, GRNGVWIENADBEHLELLIEND, HBIZHIZENT,
BRAE, ©L<IE, HIEREEZHSN-FRENNBR R AROEIC LGS (DARTILTVXLIRSE).
NRSAEEE, /K, RURIRI—, NRFAMIRDIBRT (EMR), M{REERIAEIE T 8RB 7 (ESD)
[CKBIENTE. RURILE—(F, REBBEICHBARTENTEREIRICKYLIRT 54, EMR ([,
REMOMRETICAEERIRROETILAVEBRGEZRILELIE-E, HRARTENTER
RIZEYYIRRT %A%, ESD IE, BEHOME TICABBIEROCETILOVE B REEERELE LS
H-%& SRRTN\ARZRAVTREFABEOHEZVIBL, SoICHETEZRIBLUTUIRYT 5AET
H5. EEE, ChLIZHBETEGOH-GARKAERELLT, SRAKEAVGEDI—ILRRYRIRE
—(CP)NERLDDOHY, AFHRITERMFIVREOAYTE#EL-HARMFERAVNTREEZ DY
TRICIEFUIR T 53=ILF: J+—tETR-FRYRJLE—(CFP), GRAKADLD LYINGKER L
B RARTEAVNVTCEE T 5 LG YIBR T 50— ILE AR T RYRIRZI—(CSP) 2 TN 5.
F-, MEDHFAETHIEBRNZE TR, £EBIERTHLZLKPISEELBREICHBARTEMNIT,
= EIRICKYYIBRY 5:2KT EMR(UEMR) A RFE SN TLNVS. EoIZIE, AR THIEAIHN LD YR
BEFHETVD, BEETREANSOUIREESFREIT O UREEZHIETELALLLLI LB TR
I HEREEE - WREE SR FHT (LECS) LR IN TS,

INLDBBARBAEFEES KLY LECS #EDKSIFELNRITEMNIDVTIE—EDIAV VY XIE
BoONTELT, SEOELLIRFAIPIDETHD". M2 CIREAEELTLAREIIHLTIES
ZIWIBRM B INDD, BEESREL LIS EELTVWSDREIE—FUBRNREITHS.

FEMHLEEEERREDES, HEXRT7 T EURA AR ETRIRIFE—Z1T5H,
RURGIPE—THEIBRICRDABEE L HDRE(L, BSHIEIRIEZFRNT, ESD 1 LLIX LECS 2&,
B DEEICKY —IEVIBRATREAUEEIA T EINT 5.
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LEHLHEIREARBREDES, RELHHIZEHIEELTVWSRETHNE, EBEELEESSE
[CRTERDEEIZLYABREEEEIRT S, —fBIZCP X/ (FIZ (X 1om LLTF)P, UEMR (/s - Fr E (451
ZIE 2em L) DBEISERSINSEE. KB (FIZ (L 2cm 2B A D) WEIL, EMR IZEB D EIYIBREITS
h, ESD {LLIEL LECS #T5MICDWTIXEB RN HDLEEATH Y. BEESIHELLLIEBIREELT
WBRETHNIL, UEMR, EMR, ESD, LECS M5%, [BERLELSEITL RO ELE(IZKY —FELIRR
DYRTREA A REEEIRT B, — %I, /MNEIDFRZETIL UEMR, EMR AY, & (FIZ(E 1~2cm) DIRE
Tl UEMR, EMR £L<I% ESD A%, KE!DHZE TIL ESD £ L<IE LECS A fTHNn 5.

BEAICITONERZFICKYRBETBICRMEEZR I IENMONATEY, COBE, #HETH
¥ T Non-lifting sign ZR9 . #R#LRZEICIX, BiFEHALEL UEMR OBERMENRESIN TS,
Ff-, BECREICE, BEY, BERICEHSY ESD 45 LECS MFBIRENEHI LA HS.
NREAEDTHEBREIIHMEZEILTHY, BFICESD ITEWVTIE, BREFERNEL LoHhVYeEL
xR AROOND. MPOBREXMKELTIE, BRALEMELNTELRFRETIENREETH
BH, MBREBREMFELTIE, KAEVIVVTOIURIL—TE6HBALEZOYITIZL DR EREHE
Over-The-Scope Clip(OTSC)Z AL M =EIER#&#HE, R'JJa—ILEE(PGA)Y=LICKHRISEEDERAM
HUREIN TS ™. LECS I, RIRAIN S E RICKIEISEEERESITIENTESLO, MR
RIEFR/DRICIMZASNZLELSF mAHS.

NRF AR IREZNHMEE EREICITIVENHLRBOIGE (X, — B DUIRREHIZE T
BREntzi0IE, 1 ERORNAEZFAHRET S, D EBLLIIUIREIHESFE - BiETHNIL, 2-3
BEBONBFEHEICKY, EROERETFIVITH BOEEE, HIETERE, REHGEAH- G,
IREREBEEOLNITAILASNNE, BNNEVIREEET 5. HIERNENDIREREREDIS
B, DEYIRLLITAI A MIFRE - B THNIE 2-3 y BEORNEBBEHEICLY, EB0EEEXFT
9T BN, —IEUIRNDRIFIHIEETHNIE, | FRONBERBEHRET S.
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I. S EHEE
. IRARIS ELUIBRAT

T ZERICRETIERREBEBEO RIS ILFLEETHS. FIEB+ZiEHEEIFHTHY,
RAFMATX, JON\GHEEHBBEICOVTHEILINZDDIEAL. EE, [REMIEIED+_I5HE
BEICx 95X L, TORBEZNFELNG, BEORECERGEHEICKYZIKIZHIZS. HDELE
EERERR, U /\EERRBDO RGN TN EEZONSREICHLTIE, RRBEHVIREE—ICEET D
RELEZONDS. BEONRFEE - ER2EBATOES 4L, ESD 10 LECS ENEITINIHS
12 OOHB"Y. + S EBEDESREEL U NGEBEOBEFBRERILE-BAMEME (2X5
L HERBREICEVWTIX U N\FHEBEZEOLENEDORENZL, HEARETHNIE S BELLIZEDH
59, NIRFEABRDBIRNAIEETHDEEZALNSY. LHL, RIREMNTIBRAEMMICHRE#ESLLIX
EREFIFENDIGE I, HEMUIRAE —EREGY, + ZHBBERAVIRMNAZLALERLNS. =12
L, ATDRZEEZEISHLS HBERBETHOTHI/NEIERBEIRHONDIZENH Y. S5I,
EEMNEEBICEET AIEAHEIHEECEE~NDUENADELLDIILLHY, BATYIROERL XIE
BITROONDREZTHS.

— 7, HIETREREED /IR EIL 5-14% THY, BEFRBLLETIEESSIZFOEEN S
BERESN TSP, LIz oT, MENMIETBLURTHDIIEEILE HIV BOEDRBEIZHFELT
LEB) O NEEBFE M AN R UEEZAOND. BESEORBARBECEERER) /\&HICEEBES
KRHBHILEEETHE, BRRATOMBETBLIEDO+ ZEREICH T HEEMREL TITEE+Z
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BEURMARESNGEEDONS. 2L, YUNEHEBEDOER, E@ENFHEZMAL-HEEL
W Ft, BEREMNDV U /\EEBEEICET HREANLIE, BAESLICKY) 2/ EiERTE D 1T AR
UAEGDAREMEAH DD EROEFEBRARICENT, +2HBHREICH I 2EETZEHEIR
e+ 1eERAMUIRMOMER 5 FATFRIRBETHLSN, FMRT PERELGEDMKREHHE
DOHFEIFEE+T _IBBURFTICEVTEWMERIZHEIERESATVS Y EEOFHFEELYL
BWHEEOR LIZKY, BE+ZHEBURMNEZEGMR LT TLED, KALLTREDKREL
M THEH, BELRDEFICE->TRAEMEREEDNSVRIZERETHENTFETHS. HIET
BLURD+ZHEBEICHLTLESRAFOLEZERFE+7ICERBLEZLT, BYRERENRE LU
VNEEREA R RETHNIL, FEEEE+ ZIRRRUIBRMT LAS O /N F 487 (AP 81 B UIRR 1T, BERF+ 246085
UIRRM7GE) ZRINTEDMREEEH L. T, BEREFH RERERTFMN, ORVEETFM I, +
DIRIET VAN, BF R TIIBAMGHEA TSR

2. HEMAR

FRERE S+ ZHBEICH T ABMMAEREL THIEEYA RN RET SN, T, HILE®RSE
FEIIEARICHTINRBURATUMEAD R EHEBEVMENBESNTEY, £FTH 2010 F 4 A
[CRBRIRE SN TLB . WFhOBRBRLEFTOE (QOL) DHEEICIMA T, TOERDIEFEEDLIE
FRAHREEDNREZZ TESIENETFIND. LA ) CAETITHZEBBREOAERRELTH
HEVHIEEMEMERNRBEMATUOMIICKAEFHROE N HZ LRI LI+ 2GR IEG.
FARMERZE R LU+ 28RS 3 58 ALL T, HILEYMSMEARBHITUMEA
MEDBLILASHTEMN T2, U\ EEBORREBLEEN G, 2HRENBRFTRHATEN
HFSNDIBEFICHLTIE, BIEERAEOBREAVLZVEIELEMEHIBIOLND. —ATRHF#R
NEAFTELGVESE, HOIVEESFRENRELGEFICHLTIE, BOERMIBFEFTOHBENELS B
B EEDRBARAFTFNINRBEHATUOMEAZEET S

3. Background Question

RO FEAE CQLl+ HEHENBUIRERDOBRZWICIXED LS34T+A—T v TH RSN D
M2 HTRL T, ZOEEXIENT MO HEREICH T HEHMGT+O—T v TEITIEIZED
BROBHAZMNZTORDBEVERICIENDEVNIFBZAIZEDNT, BL DEFIOCHERDEREIC
LB ELRIAA—T7 YT EITICEEIRET S IERBEB SN TV LHALE 2 [RTIEREHNGEA ST
128, B 2 D CQ ITIFEEEL TLVAELY.
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FEWREEICIE, MERBRIGIZBMEL-HEBILEERES, EaOEREMGEZBMELEZUIRT
BEETHERE T ZIBBEISHTEMEENZITONS. KAARZAUIE+Z16BEEEAR T4 ]
THYT BRI TEHLDTIEH LD, EMEECEVTE+2HE/REZER -BREE0/NEER
AL TEPEEDFENRTHITHOA TSR TEEGS, BEOHRESICEWLVTHE+ZEREIZREL:
LFDIEBHTLGEL. EERFR, EMEEICBVDTE+TZHBBEOAELT EG-BEEEHT/MNE
BEARENRELEEMEEICETIABTLELGOTVDILIZEBEWNIZE L. B8, AL DEESN
BB 5+ EBREZEC/MEEICHTHH AR5/ 1E NCCN Clinical Practice Guideline Small
Bowel Adenocarcinoma (B #ThR Version2.2020 —May6,2020) "M FHEL TLVS.

2. TZiEBEICR T AEMEE

+ZEBEEZEC/MEEICHTIEMEEICIE, MEERINHZ B MELFEBLEERE (EME
& cQl) &, EanOERBEMGEZBMELI-YIRFREETER/NGEICHT SEMEE (EMEE
CQ3,CQ4) H'$Hh 5.

ML ERECEALTIE, BE, FMERBELMRENEZEEBFELERT I LIEHE
B HBRIAITHhNTEY, SBROIETUADEBENFND.

UIRARE-BHR T ZEREZST/IDBEICH T AEYEREL, WEFTIC, FHEEELLTIILAD
D5V IL(5-FU), THIT—IL-FAZGVIL-FTIVINA) DAL (SH), ARVEAEY, 1)/ THY, 7FH
VIZFY, DRTZFUGREERWNL DAL, R FEBEELLT, RNVXTT, £YFI 7T,
INZYLRT, FSRYRAITHRENRRESNTNS. AL, EEEMEENFRERETEMIZDOL
TlE, +ZHEBELFLINATHLITDEREFEEND, RRAMKR—T1T T T LD RCT KMTHhNT
WL, —REELTISFFEREETIBEENTONIIENZL BFETIES FERAEE
ERAWAERZEEL DAV OMREIH B IZEABREHRTILIERETHIN, TETURIZE
DEMRKRMICHENMENPF CELRBELTIRETHILEL:. BE, NMNEEICHTHARFBORIZE F
DEDHLNTNSAREEIE FOLFOX BEIZRRONTLNSE DUVT, 2018 & 12 BITRAIAYT31/+
TR EM-SHRE (MSI-H) £I-(E DNA SRy FEEHEERIE (IMMR) 2B 3 5B MEEICHT HR LA
TOYXITHRRTERINT-. §%&, + BB EICHLCERFREBNGEICE DV EAEDRH
EHLEFIND.

EAXHVITSFUICEVTE, RAXE L RKEBSNTLLDORFUIBRTRENGEICHT D A EZDOH
THd. (AEKMMONEBEEEEREOHRIZENT, 8omg/m’Zik5L, L71KED 13 BREKRET B)
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ZET-AREARE CQI—1: T+ ZEBREDEZFIC DT
AT—RAVE

A0 100 BABH=VALKTIX 3.0-3.7 A, BRKTIX 2.9-51 ALESNBRETEMERNAONS.
ABOLEINABRT —RITLEE 2016 FITE BTSN+ Z153%E(1% 3,005 ATHY, #HELLTIEA
0100 B A&HIZY 237 NERRKELBELTHWVERADZE 1182693 5 3 FALLTEHE). REFHT
60-70 B T, POBHICZ VMK TIIZMEFICRAICEELZLLDNEED 10-22% EHESNEHHY,
AFRD 2016 ET—ATIEBFRICEETZEDH 56%THY, TDHERICHBERABRLTIN T
1-.
(Background Question M= HEZEL )

fi&

‘E-EI:I

+ZHEBEOERRBDIBIED-®O, TTEFICET AR FEZ{TO/ . PubMed: 196 #R,
Cochran:6 #&, EFIE 13 mAMEIh, —RRYY—=2F, ZRRAH)—Z2 %R T, 5 THAHEHS
NEHHRTITAvILE 21— 1701

BEE

Mg ORFRGE L > TEEDEVWVGE CKY EREGLE ISR THSA, AO 100 FAH=VI
KTIE3.0-3.7 A, Bl Tl 2.9-51 ABIEHESA TS AN LENA BT —RIZ&DHE 2016
FEICEESNTz+ZBIERE(E 3,005 B THY, ARLLTIZAD 100 5 AHTY 23.7 ALRRKELEL
TELHEoTLBY.

FERHER

ek, BRI D|ETIEWNT B+ E5EESEMERM THS. LK TIEL 1973 F£hH\5 2005 £
MTTAA 100 HAHTIZY 1.5 A5 41 AW, 525 TIE 1999 F£h 5 2013 FITHIFTT 2.7 AHDS 4.3
AN R —FT Tl 1960 N5 2015 FITHIFT 05 AHD 51 AITEFLTWES. Ffz, Az —
TUTIHBLRELIZEMERA A SN S.

+ZiElREOERIR

BRI MASD|EIZKDE, FEBLEFBVLITHLIHD, RBONAEZ T —FTIEBEES XM
D15 ZFESMERMAAHDONT=. FhHL 60-70 HMAITIFRL, FEHBDOH 55%%F HHIEMESNT
WBHY, RIBTILFHEEE 68.7 H(BEME 67.9 %, &M 700 R)THofz. £z, F&H LABIZDON
BERIEEDY. F£=, RRBIC+HZHEBERICEEETFIEDIELADH 10-22%"LHESINT
WBH, KETIE+ZI5IBBMICEEFTDREDM 56.4%, FEIE U /\FHEBREHESITDON 5.6% =R
BEHESILDH 15.8%, ABEEHRADRBZHEILDD 8.6%, FEAMN 13.6% TH-o1=. Ff=, + =15k
BfICEEFDEEDNSIHH 48.0% N AR EENAREERL TS,

[Z%3CHK]
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W - NREER CQ1—2: +ZHEBRED YRV (T H ?
AT—kAVE

B+ HEREDVRAIEFELT, REERGIREEFAP) LA D) XY XBALMNTELY.
(Background Question M= HEZEEL )

fi#

'.E_IDII:I

PubMed:62 #&, EEHEE:39 &, Cochran:6 #R&Y—R, ZRRV)—=_U5 %8BT, 5 10 HDIHX
opmtHEh, BN ATITAVILE 2—%1707=.

+ZHRBEDRAIEFDHREIZDONT, a/k—rREIX 2 #idHY, Schatzkin SDI/ETIF+ 248
BEFRELBYMM(RR:0.68, 95%CI:0.39-1.19), F#¥I(RR:0.78, 95%CI:0.31-1.42), £3E(RR:0.75,
95%Cl: 0.43-1.30), BF3(RR:0.87, 95%CI: 0.64-1.20), Z #&(RR 0.72, 95%CI:0.48-1.08), £ #i#}(RR:
1.04, 95%CI:0.52-2.09)DEME LD EFZREFRAEBEL TSN, URIRAFELEIBDIERIESNGEI T
%71-, Bjorge HPDHEHE TIEZB % B body—mass index BMDEB RN+ 4B R LI DLVTERETLT
W5H, #ETEMICEELRYRVAFIFHEIhEI T,

FEBI EBERIZE (X AR FRMD 2 ¥R Y, Kakushima 5P &+ 5 REEBLE(OR: 2.71, 95%CI: 1.96-3.73),
f%;E(OR:0.82, 95%CI:0.63-1.05), K7D EL{E(OR:3.74, 95%Cl:1:74-7.99), Helicobacter pylori %3
(OR:1.84, 95%CI:1.28-2.63), B#EEEHE(OR:0.63, 95%CI+0.66-1.45), BI4+AEZEEHE(OR:0.74, 95%
Cl:0.57-0.96)DRE{ZRZRETL, BE KEGEDELIE, Helicobacter pylori BEEMIED) R EHEF, BBEK
BOBENEDIRIRFTHAEREL TS, —A, Matsuzaki 5™ [E Barrett BiE(OR:9.05, 95%
Cl:1.65-49.5), BERRR')—F(OR:4.68, 95%CI:1.44-152)N\+ _$5I5EDN I R IVRFTHHERELT
W3,

L5 4 ROMBIZHBE T BVRIAFITEL, NATRIRIDVIEN—REFTORBELHAEIL
F+nLEHTBHEHBL. Bennet 5P Ikb+ ZHBEREST/MNERED S RATITAYILEL—T
[ 8GE(RR, 1.51, 95%CI:0.83-2.75)PE2IERR: 1.24, 95%CI1:0.71-2.17)ANIEEDY) ROV EFTH A AT HEE,
F-EHMR, 2EAKE,_FRA-MIA, MERHEOBELZRELTEY, ChoZxSHTHEEE
HREDIVAVEAFERERLTIKLELHS.

—7, —HREFAELLELT, FAP BED+ZIRBED RV L(E 330.8(95%Cl: 132.7-681.5) THY",
+ 216 (FLEERELST) DRBREREL 50 MR T 7.7%(95%CI1:35-165)%, £FEURIEL
T 18% (95%Cl:8—28) P L#RE SN TLNVS.

FAP BEIZHLT, +ZI5IBRIEDFA (RR: 13.2, 95%CI:1.6—107.2) IE+ 3B ED IR IR F &
550 FAP BETIEI+ZIEBIREDERFIEF NS $EEL T Spigelman DHEEARLGNS. RHE
ZaR— AR TIE, ¥WIEIRNRIERE TO Spigelman FHHAIV (RR: 6.4, 95%CI:2.7—15.2) W+ 5155
DYRIRAFERESNTINS. T, BIOEFIXBHAZEYTH, Spigelman FFHAIV (OR:4.9, 95%Cl: 1.6
—15.1) BN RYEFTHY, Spigelman D3 EEHEK T HEFDH TH, High grade dysplasia(OR 6.795%
Cl:1.7-26.5) B LU R KE > 10mm(OR: 3.7, 95%CI: 1.1—12.1) AN EEET B EHEL TS, CORFET
(&, + = eRmIEFLER BRI o T 1RETIZH UL TEHE 4RI Spigelman JwEAIV (OR:10.7, 95%Cl:2.0—74.2)
NYRYEF T, TDEEERFDH TE, High grade dysplasia(OR:12.1, 95%CI: 1.8—81.0) 8 LU &K
Z>10mm(OR:8.8, 95%CI:1.1—407.2) A E&E T 2R FEHEL TS,
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- NRERAE CQ2-1: + ZHERREICH LARITHRSN LN ?
RAT—hAVE
FFELEBH+ ZIRBIRIEIARETICLE B ES S
[(HEE ATSLEH[AET D, TETURDBEREM (38E) :C]

+ZHERIRE MRS EREEICKAIESN, REEELTEREEKRBIREEFAP)DIFEMNSL.
FAP 25+ Z 5 ARIEILEE Spigelman D EEICE DN TARE RN HIBSN B!, — AT, MEHED
+ B IRIE I T AAEEGIC DV TIXBELMZE>TUVEL. K CQ TIE, MEE+_IEIBRES
WRELTXIRFEZTToT=. PubMed: 130 #&, EHEE:114 #§, Cochrane:1 M IN, —RXH)
—=2% T PubMed: 10 #&, EFi5:4 WHSHE SNz, ZRRYU—=F TIE, MFEHIEZER+=
ERRREIC L TR AERBHREINEFNZEH, BEINOERZHEAREDOREEBEZENE
FNTVEImEHEL, EEMNIRATITAVILEA—%1Tol=. ELIZ—RARY)—=2FI2&FN#E
Mot=hs, FEFES+ EFEBDERFICOVNTEHDHS 1 Ry SBICHREMLIRRE O KEAR
BARENTNDS 1 F/EMZT=5 5 IHCEMMRTITAVIVEL—%1Tot=. TRTHERLEEH
RTHY, MHEMFEIET+ _5HEEREORBHAREBFEORPFEEZEZLRLI-LD G oT-.

Cassani &, FAP S (98 f5l) LFM 5451 (54 ) IZR L T EN TN T 4.1 L 1.6 FOFBHREIT
LY, M5 6 451 (11.1%)%E FAP17 51l (17.3%) & R #%(p=0.35) <42 BF A1 ZIEZLEE SR+ — fE Im IE & D #2210
EMEIEMTEILERLEZE

RY)—=U G THHLz 3 I TURTITAYILE2—%1T5L, “IEHEE 10mm UL A ZBE
EHOEEBEEICODLVTOAEELRFTHST2(0R:10.99, 95%CI:552-21.88) (K 1). COEEM R
TITAvILEa—Dmn, BERE 10mm LI EOIIFEMIEIIES+ _15EES ILERMAIZIERBLLIE
HBPRIIBETLAREUNELS, BREHRET HIRILLGYFIEBZEZONT-.

fths, BHEE 10mm REDEHITITERMELZROLGVAIEEELTAEZEAOND. RKDRESL
W& ELT-NREEABEEDRELZEBELT, Okimoto S, 35 fl, 46 THE D IEFLIEH+ 155 EEIC
g HaA—LRERRTRYRYZFE—(CSP)DEIEHEREHRELTLEY. [EHFEODREIE 4mm, —1F
YIBREIL 97.8%, RO HIBRE(L 703%LL TS, REIRBELTHEHRET 27%, EHREFHM
(relapse—free survival; RFS)ZE[L 97.1% (FREHAME g 48 4+ A) THY, WREEILFERHTULVEL. LE
[CEHETHIAEETEFRELTCHZEN, FHRPOEA, BIUMEFAIEIVThEBEINGHoT-.

SEDEENIRATITAVILEaA—IL, TRTHEIRAEHAETHS=6, IRIUELTHH TIEA
LV, TER SR TIEEBEZED 10mm ULDRETIEIRERRFIESROERLLJLEBENIZE
HEENMEETDIARENBVNIENREIN, BEXMRETHIRIALLGYBLLEEZIONT-. BEEN
10mm UTDREICOVTRHRLICHRFABENERAETHY, REBFELBIFTHLIN, EFED
BREMZIENZLOETEEEDL T2 (CHE=0, EFICRLTABROEREERTIDELHD. ULE
BIEL TR OHEXELTIINIERLER+ 6 BIREI A REIT O LT HEET 5 1LLT-.

1. 2B ELBTALANTOVRE LU T7oRIILTAYE
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Experimantal Control Waelght Weght
Stugy Events Total Events Total Odds Rato or 25%-C1 |commen) Fandom)
Sakaguchi ¥ ot al DEN Opan{2021) 8 7 2 48 5 648 |1 2% 3256) A% 1B1%
Rencpers Y el o EXO(2022) M A 11 84 T 1429 BTN 3544) BN SEE%
Karusdd H of 4l Nedcine(2021) 10 34 3 W . BED 225 3508 Mm% 251%
Commen eMect madel 112 e =T= 108 [534; 11 49) 109.0% o
Nandom sffects model | e 1099 [452; 21.88) - 100.0%
Homrogeredy £ = O« = 0, p = 0 66
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Odds Ratio

-RESKREHR
1T5C&%F 152 &% THhENE%E ThiENl % AL
MCHER T D 5<HERT B E<HERT B ECHERT D =

48% (1 4) 95.2% (20 £4) 0% (0 %) 0% (0 44) 0% (0 44)
[&%E k]
[1] Spigelman AD, Williams CB, Talbot IC, et al. Upper Gastrointestinal cancer in patients with familial

[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

adenomatous polyposis. Lancet. 1989; 2: 783-785.

Cassani LS, Lanke G, Chen HC, et al. Comparison of nonampullary duodenal adenomas in patients
with familial adenomatous polyposis versus patients with sporadic adenomas. Gastrointest Endosc.
2017; 85: 803-812.

Kanzaki H, Matsueda K, Nakagawa M, et al. Clinical characteristics and course of sporadic non—
ampullary duodenal adenomas: a multicenter retrospective study. Medicine. 2021; 100: €27382.
Sakaguchi Y, Tsuji Y, Ushiku T, et al. The natural history of sporadic non—ampullary duodenal
epithelial tumors: can we wait and see? DEN OPEN. 2021; 1: 9.

Ikenoyama Y, Yoshimizu S, Namikawa K. et al. Spoladic hon—ampullary duodenal adenoma with low—
grade dysplasia: natural history and clinical management. Endosc Int Open. 2022; 10: E254-E261.
Okimoto K, Maruoka D, Matsumura T, et al. Long—term outcomes of cold snare polypectomy for

superficial non—ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. J Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2022; 37: 75-80.
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T NAREEAR CQ2-2: REMIFAERN+ R LRMEEEICHE T ORELEDE
BlIIZEREITICEFIHRSNDH?
RTF—hAVE
ERIENRFDY O ELELLBL TRLIEEFHL, NRHED %&;U BRICHBEERHIL
Mo RRBARERTIRELIES CRERETHENCLEBHRT
H&“,‘%rﬁzﬁﬁot;u:aﬁﬁqﬁﬂaﬁé, IETURAOHRN (G4E) :C]

fi&

‘E-EI:I

+HEREBICBVLWTIRELEZORR L, AEAHEZRETSILTEETHS. BEOZHICITE
BRICKHREBZHMNZEMNTIEH LD, IEFEREFNRE CILRKNRR ISR RTINS MR G
DESIZEHEND, CNoEEAEHLERREZENLEATHOA TS, ERERZDOKRHIEHANIRE

BEICEEEZEZD-ODEBRODLEMICTOVTIEER/IEINTLSS, BBRGEETLZVLOMNERK
THD.

Z0 CQ TIFIREMIFZES+ _EE LR HESDOIRELEOBAISERITFERMNIZDOLNTX
BRI K Z{To7=. PubMed:46 #%, EEH55:108 #%, Cochrane: 3 @M HE N, —RRY)—=245 T
PubMed:8 #&, EE®5E:4 #&, Cochrane:0 eI EINT-. ZIRRVY—=2F TlE, EEFRETERE
NIREZ I E RN REL THETZHIEEAITHONTLVS PubMed 4 SREHEL, Y ATFITavILE 21—
(SRZFTo1=M. 4 WIETRTERIBHOSDERARETHBERRORETHY, 3 MICBLTERENRE
PHOEZEMNRSINT .

NIREFRZENIL 3 R R TT B0%RREDKRE, HEENREINTLES—AT, £ETIIHFEED 80-
WNELENT-FHERETHEN, BEM 50-80%F EIESDEFEDHT-. 3 HEMALVT SR #1T5LAREE
PMEERTEZRICEEZROEI LR 1, X 1).

1 RISERDPABRBEZWIRIZITHENRIN TV . ERETITETREL 95%H 5 89%~ 4
EEL 70% M5 14%~NTHY NEZEL 88% M5 66 % ~NTMNEEHRESN-(XK 2). £, SEIDR
D)=V TIEBRNSINED, + ZIEEERICH L TERETSIETRIEE R =T HELH o=
[5]

SEOYAFTTAPLEA—THE, + = HRRELEOEM L TRABBELLRISLOE
BIDEZEZFEMELTREIIL:. REZHIINREZHEAZORETHY, TORONBRED
BEUVBRICEEEEZ55-OBATHRNIEEHET HILLELE.

=120, SEIOREFICEWTES, EEBOERIZOVTIEER/LTLVEL. Z0O-HEEEESZD
BERNHROERNZODWTDERESET H5ED TIEAL.
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1. ARBITIZELBTAL AN TAVRE XUV T7o R T7AYE

94

Experimental Control Weight  Weight
Study Events Totasl Events Total Odds Ratio OoR 95%-Cl {common) (random)
Kernichh Goda et 2.DEN (2014) 219 2324 244 324 - 0568 049 0.95) 659% 386%
Naomi Kakushma ol al WG (2015) & 73 683 81 -1 132 P59 2492) 89% 20.9%
Takeshi Muramoio et al JGH (2021) 63 68 a5 98 ——=— 028 1013 0.55) 253% 316%
Common eMect model 495 503 - 0.64 [0.48; 0.85] 100.0% -
Random eMects model ‘-;?- ' 0.62 [0.27; 143 - 100.0%
Hetarogesaity: ) = T7%, +* = 0.4309, p = 0.01 '
02 05 1 2 5
0.0
0.1
g °
B 02 A
2
a
0.3
0ad 7 o
DT4 016 OfB 1 TD 1‘2 114
Odds Raso
= 1. ERZMENBREZEICOLTHE SN 5w
kA ERREDE
=4 BRE BREE E2EX RE R[BEE E2F
Kenichi Goda et al. DEN(2014) 0.77 0.72 0.75 0.58 0.93 0.68
Naomi Kakushima et al WJG (2015) 0.78 0.75 0.78 0.81 0.90 0.82
Takeshi Muramoto et al. JGH (2021) 0.88 0.85 0.87 0.51 0.83 0.64
=2 ARIPANRBEZHICEZADEEERETLIZTRX
ERREITE ERIEITRE
BE BHEE [EPE RE HEE ERE
0.954545 0.7 0.875 0.891304 0.142857 0.656716
ZERKRERR



13-L% 17-L% THENCEE  ADBLCEE ey
BRSSO BAEETL O FKERYS AGEETD

0% (4) 15% (3 %) 80% (16 %) 0% (0 %) 5% (1 %)
(&% 3Rk

[1] Goda K, Kikuchi D, Yamamoto Y, et al. Endoscopic diagnosis of superficial non—ampullary duodenal
epithelial tumors in Japan: multicenter case series. Dig Endosc. 2014; 26 Suppl 2: 23-29.

[2] Kakushima N, Kanemoto H, Sasaki K, et al. Endoscopic and biopsy diagnoses of superficial,
nonampullary, duodenal adenocarcinomas. World J Gastroenterol. 2015; 21: 5560-5567.

[3] Muramoto T, Ohata K, Sakai E, et al. A new classification for the diagnosis of superficial non—ampullary
duodenal epithelial tumors using endocytoscopy: a prospective study. J Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2021;
36: 3170-3176.

[4] Tsuji S, Doyama H, Tsuyama S, et al. Does previous biopsy lead to canéer overdiagnosis of superficial
non—ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors? Endoscopy Int Open. 2021;'09:"E58—-E65.

[5] Kinoshita S, Nishizawa T, Ochiai Y, et al. Accuracy of biopsyfor the preoperative diagnosis of

superficial nonampullary duodenal adenocarcinoma. Gastrointest;Endosc. 2017; 86: 329-332.
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ZWT-NMREAE CQ3-1: MIENELHETEREOBEANICEBAHTICNMATEE R
RNREZITOICEITHEREINLGMN?
AT—RAVE
HIERNELAETEREOERN LT, BEERNEBEETHHENILEHEGHET L.
[HERRE TN EEHERT L, TETUORDHEEM (58X) :D]

fi#

'.E_IDII:I

T+ IR RN ARS M4 2021 AR (55 1 iR) D CQ3-1T#EIERFE G IE T B A2 D A 2 (X ASHE

BINLGMN?JIIEWTIE, +ZHEBEEOFRHZEHOIEMIERN (M) ELFHEETE (SM) ZO &A1&
NRBEZAV-ARRECERATTET 2 LEHBHEREINLD, BOAZTDEHFREDHDT—2T
Hot=. F 2 IROERIZHT=Y, MIEL SM DR AIZEZE LGHET 57012, BBRAEHTICMAT

FIRRNREE (EUS)EITSZEIEHBEINIMNESINELS CQ IZHLT, MENICHEABRELIVBE
BARBEREMNMI O+ ZHEREEZ N RICXIIERZ T o=, PubMed 247 7, EHEE:102 R,
Cochrane:5 f@h\ it S, ZDOHNL—RAV)—=24 T 20 fEHhShi-. ZRX9)—=2%712
BT, CQ OBEIZHEL, +ZIEBEREOMANREESHEC EUS ZALTULV - 10 fFEZHEHL, X
TITAVILEaA—%{Tot=. ZD5b, I RITEHEETHY, \FRY MR REMIFFEN+_165H L
B RE5 (SNADET) DREEZ MR LT, HBRAERTEL EUS ED LR £ T > X# THo7-.

9 RODIEBIER" "D, BEABERE LV EUS TEMLETZI8B LRMEERE 14 REHY, F
EEDIEZEIL 57.1%(8/14), EUS T SM REELEZMLIZ 9 FEBIDSE, RRIEZEIT SMETH-
=5 D% 55.6%(5/9) THo1=.

Matsuda B/ IZkBEFEEDEZEIFEHEILEE 97.7%, EUS 87.5%, BEHMN B EIEE 99.4%,
EUS 89.4%, HEEMNAENEE 250%, EUS 250%EFHELTEHY, EI@J'I:EE%‘#\IE SHE-REICH
WTHATH =EHELTILNS. £z, EUS TIXFEEZFBKREEMLIZFEHFIH 8.2%(14/170)THo1=
ZEITRLT, EERNMRETIE 0.6%(1/1700THY, EUS (FEHBABRELLRTEEELZAKRTET S
tEmA & o1=. SNADET ISFEETREBICEENZHL TV SEE CHMIETBICERMER S I FET 515
EHHY, TNHH EUS. TEREEDFERAZLTCLESI-AREENTVEBEINTINS. Fi=, SM 2
(X 4 BlDHTH-I=H, BEREBERE EUS TELLEZEEINDIE 1 HlOAHTHY, ZD 4 3 FliEE
EWNREE, EUS EHITRREBLTULMEHRELTLS.

SEDIRTITAYILE2A—TIE, MEE SMEQERIZH T, BRIABREEUS DIEZEREE
BRELTHREILTz. EUSIE, BEABELLERLTEHBEMNMES FEEZBXTMTHIERNHD
ELWSHEERTH-z. LHL, REIAXHIE I RTARKVBRESNEFRELEARAETHRADRERER
XTHAHZER, SMEDHEEBAMNIEFEITIELZED limitation ELTEIFLNS.

LLEAG, HEEXIEIMESE SMEOERICEBBAHRICTMA TEUS Z1THIENIEE5E<HET LHE
L,t. ==L, SEIOEEHIZHET SM EDHFENFEREITEL=O, EUS KULBEBAEBEOZEIFE

SIS A H DI LMD, SMEBOE A [THTAEFIZ DT EUS ZEET HEHD TILAL.
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1oLt 17CL% IHRNCEE  THBLCLE g
MAETS  BHEETS  BAHERID EKHETS

0% (0 %) 10% (2 %) 85% (18 %) 0% (0 %) 5% (1 %)
(&% 3XRk]

[1] JINGERER, BIERHA, WiEATE i JHIEE EUS OTART [Rik LEHIEERED EUS 2
&) +IERREICXY S EUS 2. HILERMARER. 2022; 34: 1516-1524.

[2] ABiE—, LEER, NIESA, fth. Desmoplastic reaction # ¥ ->1-fiIR TERHBE R+ 15l =
D 145 BEhE 2022; 57: 1207-1214.

[3] EEBAE, SHAME £AR, . +-fEHRERXBEBEREICHLTESD ZHE{TLI=—HI. Prog
Dig Endosc. 2020; 96: 133-135.

[4] BiEE RER BIGE th LHEGAAREEZEL-H2HERED 1 fl. BN 2008;
69: 2255-2260.

[6] [R#&F, MEFE—, LEME #th. Is +O0c FROWEBETELF=+ =488 Brunner IREED 1 .
Gastroenterol Endosc. 2017; 59: 41-47.

[6] FEMRTER, ILARFEIE, ERMBT, b 5 FRIOZBCIRELCBREICETLE-REHA+ _HERED
1 45]. Prog Dig Endosc. 2013; 83: 122-123.

[7] #EH—A, BEIEF BRAH, . AEREHICHRLEMMEMNZRERED 1 4.
Gastroenterol Endosc. 2003; 45: 32-37.

W

6

[8] Yoshimoto T, Akahoshi K, Nakanishi K, et al. Endoscopic removal of a pedunculated early duodenal
cancer: diagnostic value of endoscopic ultrasound. Acta Gastroenterol Belg. 2002; 65: 52-54.

[9] HEAZE— LR FEHaF . (tZEEESOLREER] AREMENCH-ZEFIEE
AREIL JFFLERE 5 L RIEIES. BLRm. 2016; 51: 1575-1584. (fEER /4 5R)

[10] Matsuda N, Hirose T, Kakushima N, et al. Comparison of Endoscopic Ultrasonography and
Conventional Endoscopy. for. Prediction of Tumor Depth in Superficial Nonampullary Duodenal

Epithelial Tumors. Digestion. 2022; 103: 319-328.
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AT - MR ERIA AR CQ3-2: BRfS R ITICINER CT REM RIS ?
RF—hkAVE
SR BMIER CT REETILEBUHET S,
[HEREE ATOCLEBET D, TETUADHEN (38) D]

fiRER

+HEREICBVWTEBOFEDL, BEAHEZREISILTERICEETHS. &GHBIMELT, CT,
PET-CT, MRI 72E DR R BEZZELENZE(FON LN, EF CT REBIIRLIZEMNLEBRZEESL
TIELATHNTLNS. LMLEDLS, EF CT REICKDIGEBEZERBEILHLSMNTIEHBEVLONERKRTHS.

+ZIEBREZENAMIRSM12 2021 £ (5 1 ) O CQ3-2NE[RERFE BRI HREIN LD ? I
BULTIE, EREGEBZWICILER CT REZSHEBRZEEITIILEHREINLD, IRALLLD
T—ANEVKRTH-T=. B 2 BRIERKIZHT=Y, NEFMHAIETISN, MEISESS CT RELITHN
-+ B EE S RICXEERE1To1=. PubMed: 227 #F, EHEE:8 #F: Cochrane:3 M I,
—RAP)—Z=UJTeAfRMNHEEINT . ZRRV)—=UJIZEVTREBBIC 1 FEHELRATIT
AVPLE 1—%4Tofz. MBS XIEEMERT 52 A+ BB EEZHIn-EEEERAREIC
BRELIz3DTH--. 52 ADSB 26 ADREMICFHITUIRSNTZ.

82 CT TIELLS N SREAZ S TE=DIE 42% (11/26) 5@/NEEEAY 50%(13/26), B REEMMAS 8%
(2/26) THY, Vo /\EELBZEDEE (X H T H 24%, BHEE (X 718% THo1=. ELL MIFEHAZEZHT
=D& 81%(42/52), B/INGFEAY 2%(1/52) Thotz. oI, FFEaFE (n=7), FhEsfE (n=1), Hii-fTéz
B(n=1)D 17%(9/52)H &% CT TIXHA B THo1=. F=, RAICFMEZ(T1- 32 ADI5 19%
(6/3)MMTRIICIZEZ M CELM>I-BARE - EBICKYUIRTETH-=. LLELY, +ZI5HEIRE
BEDORPADELVRTEMDRED-HDMAIZEICIEESF CT TEF+2THY, DWI-MRI,
FDG-PET-CT, Ga-FAPI-PET-CT 2R d 2 XETHAHLIER DTN TS

SEOVRATITAVILVEA<TIX, +ZEHEDGHBZHICELTES CT REDEZELETH
MELTIREILT:. &% CTREL, EREBZHICEVLTIEIEVWREETH 1=, YU/ HEBHIZH L
T+ RERETEIENERTHof=. LHLEDLD, 1 THOADVEFI ORI THY, SEHSHEFITD
BRENEEND. £, SEO#EETIZELT DWI-MRI, FDG-PET-CT, Ga-FAPI-PET-CT % DE{§ 2
WEDEZWBEEICDOVWTIEERLTULVEL. TOOERBZERIZIEES CT LI THUMMDEF T14%
BO-EBEZENDETHLIEEZS-HFRELLT-.

-ZEREBRFERR
&

175 15L% THRENCEE ThEWLlEE s
Eﬁ(#’ﬁmd’é BE<HERT D E<HERT B nRCHERR T B *'e
0% (0 4) 100% (21 £) 0% (0 4) 0% (0 £) 0% (0 4)
[S%& k]

[1] Litiens G, van Laarhoven CJHM, Prokop M, et al. Routine contrast-enhanced CT is insufficient for
TNM-staging of duodenal adenocarcinoma. Abdom Radiol (NY). 2022; 47: 3436-3445.
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DU WARGEAR CQ4: REMIEATRE+ 1805 L RIS N T 5 ESD [HHEEL
B2
AT—kA2b
@ LER/DEOFREISHLTIIITHENEZEBHET 5.

[(HERE THRNIEEHHEET D, TETORDMHERM (GRS) :C]
QLHBHAREDREICH L TIHBRERNREEDH =TI EHEKRERESBREFER T HRERICENT
DHTITEEFHHETD.

[HERE TILEBAHET D, TETUOADHERM (%) :C]

K CQ [T L TR X EFRZ 1T o= R, PubMed: 286 #&, Cochrane:245 #F, EHEE: 14 fmH
SNz, EOHT, REMIEFLEEE+ 1515 £ R I4EFES (SNADET) [CxL TR ERAIALIE T B &
Bt 47 (ESD), IR &5 A9 #4 IR L1 BR T (Endoscopic Mucosal Resection; EMR) CEERESE - N{R &5 & R F i
(LECS) B MTHNTLWAXEE—RAV)—=V T DIFARELELIz. S RRAY)—=27ELT 58 /D
X DHENT-. COPRT EMR B OETIREL-mXIERIPEL ) ESD BEIHDEHXITDLNTIE
FEFIZEAN 30 L E THRBEBBEERATESHMD, ESD & EMR 2B TE2MXICBELTIIMmELBIC
10 FIA EDHD, LECS IZBAL TOERIXIT DL TIXAEFIEA 10 UL L THEREZRIITESLD%E
ENTNZRAV) ==V DFRBRELL. Tz, RIHBEMNSORBIXHINETT—INEET
BIEDNHLMTHIMIIZODVWTIXEFBHSRZRRTHAIEDZIRALz. ZTOHER, 23 RO HIH H
HEnt=l Zhi 23 IROMI DB T ESDDKBEMLLETES 20 fF EXRNRICEENSRATIT
197 LEa—%1TLY, SBIZESD EEMR D EEE A LGEINTLV - 15T 2RV TEEMS R TITAY
7-LEa—%#1To1=.

ST 20 FRICHULVTET 1,841 D ESD AIThnTHY, —HEVIREIE L 93.9% (95%CI:83.6-
99.1), T ZEEFLEIS (X 10.9% (95%CI1:9.5-16.9), BHMEHBRERLEEIS(X 8.0% (95%CI:7.7-15.0)T
Hot-.

HRUNT, ESD & EMRED LEBEAVESIN TN = 15 #RICDULVTESD OEZNMEFBALMNZTH-DIZEE
MBIV RTITAvY-LEaA—%&1Tot=. —1EVIREIE, M RAKEDE, EREEREEREF -
Hm) FEEENEGETIMDLELz. —EVIREIS (X ESD HTEEICEWMER TH-1-(0R:3.26, (95%
Cl:1.60-6.63, p< 0.01, I’= 67%). fiTRZFL., EFRMEBRERLEZSILESD HETHRICES ORFEN
Z1 9.32(95%CI:5.71-15.21, p<0.01, I’= 4%), 2.49(95%CI:1.82-3.41, p<0.01, I’= 0%)THo1=. Hik
INAT RIELEBDIEM 1=

BT, HRBEAERE—BRMUICREY A XIZKYABRRENEGS-O, REYAXAIITEMEREZE
FTSTEMNLEELLEHIBTLT-. ARETTIE 20mm ZBEELT, EEMIRATITAYILELA—DXRR
LR X DEREEZICA—IILTERIITHBEIN TS T I LIZDNT 20mm KL E/RFBETDRK
EZEELEDLET=. 2024 £ 2 B 10 BETICEAVEDOEANDRENFONTERXIT DOV TEMDAEHT
Z1Tot=. TR 10 F O UABEMRET DO R EL o =

20mm RiFEDRETIEAREBEH—FEVIREIE TEEENLGLGY, OR [ 1.18(95%CI:0.50-2.77,
p=0.70, I’=56%)TdhHo71=. MIFZEF., BRUEESHERLEEISILESD HBTHREICEWVEET, OR[EEN
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Fh 10.94(95%CI:5.87-20.39, p<0.01, 2=0%), 3.70(95%CI:2.38-5.75, p<0.01, I’= 0%)T&H>1=. — A,
20mm U LDFRETIEIRREBEN—FUIRIEELUMFEAREZSIEZTNE N, OR6.25(95%Cl:
3.05-12.82, p<0.01, = 27%), OR5.67 (95%Cl:2.37-13.57, p<0.01, ’=0%) L ESD B THEIZEL\EE
THhof=h, ERMEARERETSIIMBFETELZTEDOLEN ST (0OR:1.26, 95%CI:0.55-2.88, p = 0.58,

1= 27%).

EREVAREXNRELEEEN I RATITAYILE 2—I2E W TITRREBEN—EVIREIS X ESD
BHTHERIZEWLD, MHEA, EXUHERERESRESEIVTNLESD HETEWMERTHoT-. LHLE
M5, 20mm UEDKEDFEIZENIE, ESD [F#F (RBRFEMN—EVIRES) N ELE-—ATEESR
HEFE) (X EMR ERIFBETH o=

758, LECS [CEAT B E (X 3 MDA T, TMDS55 ESD LAEBMEELELIZHBXE 1 IBOATH-
= ZD=0IREFRIZH VT LECS EESD BT AT E(FEL LN EHIBTLT-.

LEDIEMNSLER/NRDREICKT S ESD &, —1EUIREISIL EMR EEHL T, ZZF, EHFM4
BREODKENHASNCEMTI-OITHENIEEHETS. —A, EEHRXEOREICHTS
ESD (&, —#EUIRREIE (X EMR ICHERTHEICELS BERME/BREICOWTEHEMR EEZZDHLELDH
BIRFELGYSBEEZOND. LMLAEHAD, ESD TIXBHOHIZHIEBEILIEML TSI E, SEINR
LIS XIET R THARERENSDRETHHIIEND, YT/ R HEV)VTHEIZKBEIED
HefEe 19245 Over-The—Scope Clip(OTSC)ZF ALV=#&#E"7"Y, YIREZEDNEEMNREEE -BERLT
—Z(ENBPD)DE AP EEHDRERICTODVTHO+OEREBRONBELVEERNREBEELDEE
DENLEFI TICHEYERINIRNETHIEEZABND. BH, MESNTOIMELEHIER, %5
METIETURLEEL, HEREENODMENERTHA-OFEREDOFZELRS HEEIIFHEIE
L7=.

-RERRERBR

RF—kAVRD
12oL% f12Ce% TR\ EE ThRlb iz i
ECHERT S B<HEET S B<HERET D CECHERT S
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E(X 0-28.6%LMENHZEDD, —EYIRENSVIRETIIBIMBRENMELGWUT), —EUIKE
MEWRETIEBAIBERENT 5% LU E)YEWSMERINROONT=(R 1). BATBRBREFMEONRN
BEIAO—TYTRHICRRINZLONEH 1. BAIBRBREICHLTIIARERELSITTHONEZ
ENEZL, (FEAENARBEHISHIETRETHY, B FMEELERNETHTHo7-. Y—RAFUX
JRAMDHERETLI=HREITFRHEMN o=, Klein 5[ 2 BIOH—RASURARFESONRFEAE
ARRE 1 AOH—RASURZECHEFHOIRNELEL, ABREABRNEBMICRETHIEHRE
L7=($11,093 vs. $19,358, p<0.001)!"". EEFHEZRICDOVVTHREITIA TV =D 2 FTHOATHY"',
0-2.0%ELEMST=A, WTIDHRXLEAEEOIR—MFETRHRBEBY —RASURZZOEEHE
(IR TH T -.

SEOEEMIRATITAVILEA—TIERO NIz —RASURFEIZH>-RIRAEHAERILERD
BT, WTIERAAZTOHAEDATHY, Y—_RASURORERBPLHMIZOVTOIETURIER
HEENfz. H—A_RASURIZKYBMBRRENRERINTEY, ZOIFEAELNABRENIZOUE
A—LEh, AEILSD|METIEHEIN Y —XASURARNEEEZEORNEFEABRIRNIFHETS&Y
Z, NBBREDBREICEDETEL 00001% BN T BEENDNSUREEZLENEE
BERICEBIBRULVICERMHZEOERRBMICREEY —RASVRETICLIERTHDEE
Abnd. FEREVIREGSEREICBVWTIEBRENSERESN TV 120, Y—RAFURET
DTENKYEFENDS. A, BERESHRREORRICOVTIISEDHREDH THEEZRET HIE
TR THLHEBEZAONT-.
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UEASHEXITRBREARERFTBEROEHRRERD-HICARKIZED T —RAFVRIEITS
SEEBHERTDHIELL

x 1. SWRDDEIVIPRE, RO YIBRREFBFFBHRE

RETHAY | BEH AEH AR —{EUIRRE SEILIBRE | RO UIRRE| FHEZHAR RFERE EBAAER
(n) (n) (%) (%) (%) “rA) (%)
Xiang!"! ®oME 7 71 ESD 97.2 2.8 93.0 Median 75.6 14 i3
(69/71) (2/71) (66/71) (IQR 42.2-108.3) (1/71) (FZBEE)
Kuroki? ®AME 163 171 EMR/polypectomy 96.5 35 89.5 Mean 53.2+34.2 15 RNRFAR
/ESD (165/171) (6/171) (153/171) (2/137lesion)
Esaki® #HME 142 142 ESD/EMR 90.1 9.9 76.1 Median 24.5 2.1 RIRF AR
(28 % 2) (28%2) (128/142) (14/142) (108/142) | (15-53.8) (3/142)
Hoteya*! ®oME 129 129 EMR/ESD 89.9 100 76 ESD large: Median | 1.6 MR AR
(116/129) (13/129) (98/129) | 76.1 (2/129)
(12-129)
ESD small: Median
76.1
(11.2-130)
EMR: Median 38.7
(11.9-97.5)
Hara!® #®oMAE 131 147 EMR-C/EMR/ESD | 89.8 10.2 68.7 Median 43 30 RNRF AR
(132/147) (15/147) (101/147) | (IQR 24-60) (4/135)
Okimoto!® ®BAME 133 139 EMR/UEMR 78.4 21.6 51.8 EMR?Median 84 43 RNRFAE
/EMR-C (109/139) (30/139) (72/139)  (16-199) (6/139)
U-EMR: Median 25
(12-60)
EMR-C: Median 63
(12-180)
Maselli™” #AHME 120 120 EMR/EPMR/ESD 67.5 325 EEHAL | Mean29+29 9.5 RRE AR
(81/120) (39/120) (23-34) (11/120)
Hoibian'® #®oMAE 130 134 EMR/ESD 440 560 CHEAZL | Median 250 28.6 RNRF AR
(59/134) (75/134) (2-120) (30/105) /F
Nonakal® ®AHmE 113 121 Polypectomy/EMR 63.6 36.4 347 Median 51 0
/ESD (77/121) (43/121) (42/121) | (12-163)
Tomizawal' | #%AMAEE 142 166 EMR 530 470 FCHEZZL | Median 563 days 225 RNRF AR
o (88/166) (78/166) (18.8month) (32pt/142)
Valerii"") ®AMAE 68 75 EMR 440 56.0 41.3 Median 59 10.9 NREE AR
(33/75) (42/75) (31/75) (3-153) /5 EF A
Udd!? ®oME 97 97 Polypectomy/EMR  [137.1 62.9 SE#EAL | Median 23 165 NiRGRAE
/EBl/endoloop® (36/97) (61/97) (1-166) (16/97) / 5V EEEfiT
Vallit'¥ #®AMAE 78 78 EMR 35.9 64.1 SCHE AL | Mean 33 0
(28/78) (50/78) (1-121) (0/64)
Klein[' ®BAHME 102 102 EPMR 0 100 FEEAL | Median 27 17.7 RNRFAE
(14/79) /5VEL T
-FESRERR
T5°L% T5-L% ADRENCLE  TDBVCLE gy
ECHERET D B<HERET D B<HERET D E<HERT D =
0% (0 4) 94.7% (18 44) 53% (1 4) 0% (0 4) 0% (0 %)
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SNELER CQl: + 2 HRBEISH T AN RBNERICEW TV /\E BRSNS N ?
AT—kAVE
TZHEBREISHTINRBERICENT, VDGR ETICEEHERT D, 2L, HIERRE
TRV \EEELE AR TEDHRHEEA HD.
[HERE ITILEBHETDH, TETURDHERM (8E) :C]
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'.E_IDII:I

NERBRE T+ ZHEBRED I N\EEBEFEREOBERICELT, Meier bl&, U2/ &R
Bt 344 BIEGHE 310 FIDFREAITF IS RICTHEBRELIZECS, Yo/ EEBBETHDIE
FEBICFEFARTHOMEREL TS (5 EEFZE 65% vs 21%, OR:0.17, p<0.0001)™. Ff=, £
EEMMICLDE, VUNGEBEHTHEBFENMMEE, IRERE, ETELLLICHRILE-FEREF
THHEDHMELHEZEIN TS DY, &5, Poultsides HIZ&bE, U /N\EERFE 5 4B DM
(FHIIL=FEARABRRFTHOIEMNTINTLNS(0 A vs. 1-3 {0 @ vs. 4 ELLE;HR: 1.9,
p=0.02;HR:3.1, p<0.01) ¥, ZDKS3IZ, YU/NFHEBNFEFBRRFTHAHCL(ZBALNTHIELEDOD,
E@EL) U NEEBEREKI OV TIE—EDRBNBLN TV,

EFEEI+ _I5mEICA T ANEAEIZCDOVWTEERAEZHEITLIRE L= Nakagawa HIZ&b &,
T EBEICETSIBREOREMND U N\ IESORHEICEHLL T EEEREMEE )/ \E
(No.13), LRmREIAR") /& (No.14), BEEERRTERAEIEL') > /\ET(No.17) [CERREZ RN T-— A T, P T8
191) 2 7\Ei (No.6) ~NDERFEIZ DN TIEE VI FICHBELISZEICIFFED L0 0, F 1/1IV D+ 15
IBETIXRDHLEN D= EMNTEIN TS Sakamoto HEEHEIZ, No.13 & No.14 (L5 I/11 &F, £ 11/1V
DM A TEBENTVIELRL, No6 A ADERIEE VIETHERIZZS, E/IVETIEHEDHLGNT
EERELIY. F=, Kato 5D+ ZIRBEDIR 35 HlICEAT G I12KDE, UV /N\HEGEBREEN—F
BEMoT=MI(E No17 T, RIZNo13 ThHat=E RSN TR, E5(Z Nakagawa H1E, MP LUZED fEHI
[ZXLT, U2/ EIZBENR indexERFEISTEEIE x ERFBER] 5 EAEFER)DOLTHRELTLS °
hIZ&BE, No.13, No 1l No 14 [FEEBEDFTIIZHEST index HELMBERIZHY, $HIZFE 1 HTED
ERIABASHTHoI=ELTUINS. THITHLTE N/IV EEEIZHULTIE, No.13, No.17, No.14 TH-oTH
index AMEMS=CEMRENTLSA, ZOEZEFASHTIIENE RTINS, ThIZHLT, BEEP
KENAREE') > 7 8 (No.16) DEREXNR index &, BTEICEHL ST IEIE0-3.2)THoI=CEARINTLY
5.

S5, T ZIEBRICEITAIEEFREE L) /N\EEE LOMRIZEAT 551 TIX, Nakagawa SN
£(2kDE TIb(SM) TY U/ NEIERFE R (T 14%, T2(MP) LUETIIESIZZEDHEENELLGBELTNS
(MP:37%, SS:54%, SE/SI:73%)!". T1a(M)fRZEICBIL TIE, H+HHlERRELIZHTRIZE LTI
VINEIEERSEROBNERESN TS —ATI ¥ FiliR0 Nakagawa BIZKAKBEFETIEIY
INETEERE A 1.5% THoI=ERRSNTNBM. TS0/ \EiERFE 4R OERFE!) o/ NET D 17 F 8D
MfEEETDE, REDODREICELLT AR U NGEHEEICYIRT S, fIZIEEE+T _155RY)
BRATREDNBEIEINTHEEALND.

+ BRI T AMRICELTIE, LSO DEFIEBEIUAITFIIRIZLDE, +2165EE
([Zxt9 BHEEEE+ 1R UIBR T &+ R R AT UIBR AT DM 5 EAFEREIRBELHRESLTLH>S
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01618l k&) EEEEBDBERIZDLNT, Cloyd &IXEEEE+ —15RRIRATD Y o/ NS ZREE 5
NEFTTIRMTELEE L TE A o1=(11.0 vs. 6.8, p<0.0001) &R AR TLND—A T, Kaklamanos (SR
+ 1R VIR D) U /\EIZNEERIE, BRTUIRMTELERL TEEZROLENI-EHEL TS (9.9 vs.
8.3, NS)¥. 2 &SI, MiRKICkB) U/ EZE BB DEVDIEBASH TR, £z, +ZIEEEICT
SEFTYIBR T EEEEE+ iR A VIBR T D A A& ICBEL T, Burasakarn LIEV R TI T4V LEA—H &
UAFZT7FNIRIZEWT, BFYIRITO2EHES SUBERERE RS, FE+ 18RV S L
LTHEEIZEL(2EHHE OR:0.33, 95%CI:0.17-0.65, p=0.001, fEZ;%&E OR:0.13, 95%CI:0.04-0.43,
p=0.0008), FMIXLEICIIHAEEZEEZZRDHLI >IzEHESN TLVSH(0OR:0.96, 95%Cl:0.70-1.33,
p=0.83) "% Ff-, FEEE+ BB YIRRER D FHMIETRIZEIL TIL, NCD Annual Report [ZHUT, BEESE
LEFENDHIETIEHDH, 1.8%(2020 F) EFRESN TS,

FREDFEETIZLY, SM LURDO+ 1B REICH T AN B HAERELTIXUD NEIZREFZ S VIR AT A
EEIND. NICHLTERBHEEDEL M EBISHLTIEV U NEEEETISEICLIBELYLEN L
Bl5AIREMENH DT85, VU /\EHZFL LT HMANBRESININELLELY

=L, K CQ IZHEITHEDFHEIE, + 16 EEE T BB IR TSI /\EEEEEI/RHE
BENAELT, MBELDNFHBEEFDLEVNEREEEEBLUTRELDITIML(EFEDR
BE)DHRETEINENTHY, AT AL DTUF LILLLEEAER (RCT) Pak— AR IS FEELLZLV =
6, A CQ IZHTHPELIET ORI+ S THNEHIESNS. -, BEDMIEER-FEIZDUL\TER
BOHLIMEDEL. —AH, aRMHAIZDOWTIE, YU SEEEEZESNEARISRIRERASEEAD
BEAETHY, MELGVLOEHIETENS. BRIKELECONWTIE, EEBBHREENRFSIATLSD,
performance status MRI=NTNINEENREFBEINDID, SRIIINSICOVNTOERERIESDHE
THb.

-EESRERKR
&%

) T5C&% THEWNEE  (ThELNIEE AL
FRHELE T B S5<HERT B F<HEET B TRCHELRET B =

5% (14) 95% (19/%) 0% (0 £4) 0% (0 44) 0% (0 4)
BHE~ADIZEE

PIRRVE BRI [T B FEER DD NI AZT T IS RITEDBON = MELDEMoT=A, DR, Nakagawa
SIZKYIFER+ _HEHEICH T AN RARICEATIEERENTHON, BRAAESOHEEHETIK
HHN 1,000 FlZEBAHRRRARICEIKIET U ANMO S LG0T, Y /EZREDZIFEET
g HATEE LEABRAZZLND, IR TIHEFBE SV REME RN GIEFIRBTHLIEER
=Y (%)

(5% 3CHK]
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SNELAE CQ2:+Z5ImBRkERE LK EEE 26t L CHEEE+ Z e A BR A D T =X (S HE
{BINLM?
AF—R AV
B R EEN T E LR D+ BBk ERE LK TERE (23 L CHEEE+ 38R YIRS O i X & T h 1
W EEPEEET .

[#2E THRVIEEBHET D, IETUROHEM G8E) :C]

fi&

‘E-EI:I

FEFLEEER+ ZHEAIEIC T A BT UIRRT (&, FESE+ —ERAYIBRTELLERL T, TR OEHRKICHLH
BENWETZHRENZ WY =1L, ChoOMBED LI, +ZIEB/KEEEICHLTITHhNT
BRI EKFEERBLUSN D+ ZHEEEICHLTITON - EE+ —18mUIBR O F M REZ RS RE(C
B2 D THY, +ZI5BIKEOKEESDEIC L TR EEESIEBRYIRIT D T
CHREZEELEBLMEIEFELLL.

F1-, FEEEB+IEBREICH T SRR O TR & HE K EEIE HEE+ B VIRMT S
RLTETLTUL =EESNTULA !, Burasakarn 5, JEZLEES+ =BG E X3 2B AT UIRR T
M+ ZRIG VIR ELER T2 A HHER L (OR:0.33, 95%C1:0.17-0.65) D & TH LK E (OR:
0.13, 95%CI:0.04-043) DHEARELFHEIZTIE TL TV EBRTWNS. —F, BED SHEBAILIZE
MXDEHELZERLELZHREL, +ZHEBEKEEBERISH T 5B UIBRM & BEE+ Z 5 UIBR i
DEEHEZLE L1 THOATHEY . ChickdsE, 2EHERERILBATYIRAMT 19%(3/16 )
&, BB+ 1B UIRRMT D 33%(3/9 HNELLRTEMNSIzZEMNREINTILNS. ZDKSIZ, BETUIERTT
(FEEE+ ZERUIRM LR THERELE DS HEDRERMEVAIREENH D, + 215k
EOKTEBOEICH T HEMADN ML LM E TS AEF R CTHERL-H|EILFELGL.

FEZLEESR+ iR EICR T AN EMNAEIC OV THERNA M R BEERE R RICTo-2EH
EHRERIZELDE, FBLREO T THEBEICS T LHEEZIMEE (No.13), LARREIAR (No.14), [BESE
BIERSEI (No A7) YU NEIAND BB E (TEE O SUEBALICESTHETH BN TNS. &
SIZHBEM T EDY) S EERFE R IZRIL T, BRERZ TIE No.13, No.14, No.17 YU/ EiDEFEFEITTh
ZH 47%, 29%, 46%, KES/ LITEBETIEZTN TN, 31%, 29%, 19%EVLVT NELEBELAFH S
F2SEMTREINTUVAY, ULE&Y, BBLUROEKE S KU/KEER/ LTHO+ Zi5HEICx LTI
BE+ ZIRGUIBRICK DUV NEIENENEELNEEZOND. — AT, BEELIETEO+ ZI5HEK
IR TIL 33 BIEFEF A DHRVNERETTIEHDEDD, No.13, No.14, No.17 Y /INEI~DEFEERNHT-
FEFI(FEREO T, No.6, No.8 U/ \EIIZDAHEFEERH TSI EM LM VIR T4 E DREEEE+ 15
FUIBRLUSN DMK T NHZFHEN+ 2 THAREMEEHD. =1L, KABITBVTHIETE
D+ ZiEmEICHEITIN MR (X BEEE+ 218 EUIBRMT A 49%(49 f5I), HAFTEI B LIBRIE 27% (23 i),
BRTUIBRATIE 24%(21 Ltk A< THY, FHIET EDEKEBEICRL T No.13, No.14, No.17 Y/ \EIZRE
NTHONBEEDLZTNEI, 39%, 3%, 15%EEKIEHVRITEENDETHD. LI R TIEBK
T RELTHPIEI B UIBRMT LS+ B UIR T O PR OGS HELEELEL-HAELLEL.
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D+ Z 5 R Bk AR FE LK AR JE (2 L THEBE + Z FRB5 U1 BR LA DD iy

-RESKRERR
=y 1oce% TN eE ThrlbCiz ez
EHEEY D BHEET S BHET D e e ) -
0% (0 4) 0% (0 4) 100% (19 ) 0% (0 4) 0% (0 4)
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EDQRREFM BEREHETFN, ORVNETER OESEERERELL, +2HEREICH T 58
BE+ 1R YIBR BB TIXAELY. 2020 F 4 AICHEREELH-LE-RERE TOAMRIREREGEST
BY, BRICERLTLWSHIKXTIEHSD, REHCERFNICEVTHIEFMHELETIZLIEIEE
HERKRBZEETHS. IETUORADFFHEL TEERLER () LEFE)ETFINLELTERMEL .
BOHHERERICEALTIRARETHEARE 10 HmEALED, T+ ZHEBEICHIELIZRXIE 1 RO H
T, 9 WIE+EBEE SO EET R VIREANESRELI-EDTH . £EFICEALTIE+2HE
BRI (A ELIETlZE4TLY, RARZEHEMR IS HmEFEAL.

+ B REICN T HEET 15U (PD) D EHERE RISV TERE7ZITO—FIZLD
PD(minimally invasive surgery—PD; MIS-PD)&BREIZ& % PDlopen PD; OPD)D eIk Wang 5D 1 #RD
HTHY, ZDEELABHEE (Clavien-Dindo 7348 GradedlIA L) (TZFNZE N, 18.6%, 16.3%EENE
Motz(p=07N". DL IFEBLRE D+ IBHRBEUINEEHT-HREIZNT S PD OREHELS. A
RwkIZ&k% PD(robotic PD;RPD)& OPD [ZHITHEEHHERERIEELBLIREHI I/HH"Y. £
hEh, £EHEIL 48.2% vs. 56.8%(p=0.04), 46.3% vs. 58.1%(p=0.046), 46.8% vs. 53.3%(p=0.0042)
L EOMEICENTEHRPD DEEAHIEERNFEIZIRETHAESNS. LOLELDS, B 2 fRICENT
FEELESHENDRERIFETHoTz. E5IZ, Propensity score matching [CTEHFERZFLLE SN
&L 3 TRmHYET, BRIKREREIAR—MAZ (1,000 FIRE) IZEWT, EELAHEDHKEEL
LPD vs. OPD T 25.2% v6130.5% (p=0.222), RPD vs. OPD T 15.7% vs. 18.5%(p=0.09), 17.1% vs
18.3%(p=0.702)L75 > TEY, EEEZRH TV, #thod 3 FmOME"L, BERE7IO—FIZ&kD
PD OE—HEICEATEOIMETHY, TNTNEELEHEDHKLEREIL 9.7%, 14%, 13.2% TH>71=. PD
[CHLVT MIS-PD & OPD IZTHEITAEHERLEZ ST LRLIE-MRICENT, T+ ZHEBEODAHAZRRE
LE=8REIEDENEDD, D7idéd MIS-PD AY OPD KYESHHEREIRINENENSZEIFTALEH
HIhb.

ATFICEALT Shyr blE, +Z1EBEICKT 5 PD 7 FO0—FIZEWTRHEFMiEORy EH o
%3 EABERICEEEIFTLELN4E0% vs. 62%, p=0.11)EELTLNVS. RHRIZ, Kim SIZBIREF &R
VhEMT DR 5 FEGFRITIFEIZE@0% vs. 60%, p=060)EMELTHY, Wang bt REIHRICBIBEREE
ARYREDfER 5 FEFRICEEELGHST(p=032)EHRRTIVS. —AT, +ZHERBREICNT S
PD O77O—FIZE W TREFMEERHEF M EELBEL-REIROLEN 1. +ZHEBEICH
T35 PD ICEVWTCHBEFHEEREFHOTIO—FICKEIFRDEIIHENET RTORAETHRESL
TW3E00, LEFIERRELI-EIRETBEHARTDAHTH o=

78



WEEDNFURIZDOWNTIE, +ZHEBEICH LT MIS-PD 1701158 (&R S HHECAEFICEL
THIRAEICKRELEIET VR IIHFEE LT, FMEERETHS. XN, BREGEICSLTE, &R
BRESEEICH T2 MIS-PD (FFAEDRMXELLBEITNITSEETHIEOD, BEEQMEER -FLICEALT
(X, ATEETHNIL LY/ NSV BRI TONRBABREZLTEL N WEWSFLEEE MR TERT HIL(E
ZUL\. REBERE N TR THYRRITEFEBIEDEEZION, SERILICIETVALNILDE
WREEDDETHS.

+ZIERRREICxT 9 S MIS-PD (&, REREHR THEITINSZLLANIRELTEEDKERLFRR TS
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FEHIEERNRBREZDE RICKYREMIEZLES+ 15 L R HIES (SNADET) D F RIAEMN
BZTETWS. ARBABROERICEBVWTCERMEOREIEELEHEICOLNLAHEMLH

VBT NEMETHS. BEEE - WRESEFiT(LECS) (X BMIETIES (SMT) IZX LTRSS =
M THLH, BXMEFAZEE TR SNADET DABICHEASINDKSI1Z7EY, 2020 &£ 4 BIZIE+
“HERBEICRHT AR (D-LECS) ELTHRIEWNE SN RAICERLCWAMIXTHSHH,
SNADET MERIZE T4 D-LECS DF Hi), BEFHNLEREMEAMEITEELRKRFETHS.

SNADET IZ%9 % D-LECS R RIZXARFFTTL), PubMed: 221 7, EHREE 170 @M\ S h -
IETURADFBELT, EEMERLERE, ERMZFILE, EXEHME, RO UIRE, £FET7IM
LELTEMAILz. —RRDY—=2% T PubMed: 21 #&, EF & 12 WM\ HMHIN, ZRRY)—=25
T PubMed: 13 #&, EFEE:5 AHIEIN, DRTITo9LEa—%1Tof=.

LEMEREECELTIAIMEHRBHARE 1 HHEZSLE BHEZIEALLD, + Z1BEREICEEL:
£ DIE7%K, SNADET ZRRELIZGRX THo - BEFREEEFAEICEHLTIE 7RO EARAEARDO AR
Lz X ELAMRFEEEHSH UK D-LECS DEBEDFF MDA THo7 - EFRMEHMAE(CELTIE 7
WODESAEHAROARAL-. FMXELARTEEH AL & D-LECS DEFDFHED A THo1-.

RO UIBRFEICRL TIL 4 IRMDEZAREAERDOARALI. BRESODELLZRARSLLEARN 1 D
HTEDMIFEMBEORIEESEERMETHo=. EFICEALTIX S HmDMBIXEZRAL. +2I55E
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EEHIET 7.2% vs. 7.7%, 18.2% vs. 25%(NS), CD-Gr Il LA EDAHHET 18% vs. 0%(p=0.014)&2
BHHETIIRETHY, CD-Gr I L EDEHHEIZHE L TIL D-LECS Kb ighofzédnd. LEKY, #&
AREEHEFEDH THAHH, D-LECS [ CD-Gr Il LL EDAHHEN 0-15%I-FEAETSHEDD, ESDIT
BRUBWEBHERERIIBROLNGEH o2,

EFMZEARICEALTE 7 ROERSAEHELAHY, D-LECS DZIEREARAZTHEMRICE T,
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TTIE 1.1-35%LMESN TSR, — AT, ABRSEABRROEREREAORERICEALT, LWT
NBEEREARESHEMRICTHEVT, 20-6.3%EMESN TS LLESRIEBIZA L (50 HILL
b)), FRITEALERTHNIL, D-LECS I(LERMEADFHICEALTEMNGFHEEZLND.
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FRICEALIIERTHAIL, SNADET [Z%9 % D-LECS (&, CD=Gr' WL L D& BHIE, BEHMZETL,
EXREHMOFRERFRREITHAREENDHY, RO UIBREOREIBEITFREEZON, BEELE
CFRIEBIFTH - RIBRESINIMXTHY, SOIVEFIEENED LEEZONDD, ESD LD
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SHIELEME MG E DREMMEERS G-+ ZHBBEDOFRICETS 2 HOLRATITvILEL—
(2T, Meijer 5513 5 FEFE 1%, EFHEDRIE 8 v A, LYSIFENTN 25%, 7 v AEHREL
TW5. LALLM DMEICKDBIAAREICIE, +2HEBRAEICH T HHEIEEVEHTLRE DEMN
FIF i ThnfEfEESC, RERFEEDADIERFIY, 1REBMDOUIBROKER, JEARE R1/2 UIkE
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+ _EREEZECEEBE T ZEEAEENICH T EB ZHm/NMNAFMEFHILERATUMEARD
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=121,
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A IR (EUS—guided gastroenterostomy ; EUS-GE)W&EIELZF DR EMMNRESN TSN, 2023 F
[ EUS-GE &+ Z3BmRATURED RCT HERMNERINIY. TOHR, EUS-GE DALBNAHLD
15<4(4% vs. 29%), AT FDRGFEHMAREL(HR:0.13, 95%CI: 0-08-0-22), B&ERAIALLIZE(100% vs.
92%) O EPHEE(23% vs. 24%)[TEFTHA LN FHESN, B+ ZHEBREEICHT HERKRELT,
451X EUS-GE DM EZSATEEELN H S.
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CQIZXLTXEIE TR ZEIT o=, S, PubMed: 288 #&, Cochran:5#&, EHEE: 161 fRD A ET 454 I/
Itz —RRY—Z=UJ TAHDBMIXAHHEIN, ZRRV—=UJ T L ROHIXHDHHS
nt=. BAREMAEZTEL 10HILLEDIREDSE, I —H T H—(Next'Generation Sequencer:
NGS) ZRAWEGEFEMOBRICOVTREDHLHEDIL 18 fHTH oz DNA SRy FIEEKEER
18 (dMMR) DB, KRAS BIGF, HER2 &15F, BRAFBIEF, NTRKBIEFICEAT3RHDHHED
[XZNZh 334K, 16 ¥R, 8 ¥, 10 4R, 1 W THo71=.

NGS DEMZAVWT—EIZZBONABREERFERENICHENT I DEEF/ARILREL, 2018
& 12 BIZIES#ERZ AU A FoundationOne® CDx WAL ALT AT 74 )L 1E EUTOncoGuide™ NCC
FANRRIVO AT L INEREESIN, 2019 £ 7 AKVRKRER LG, 2021 £ 3 BIC(E, MIFR
KERAWBHZEELT, NFoundationOne® Liquid CDx BNAS / LTAIJD7AIL INEEREINT-. IRET
(X, SNBIZHIA T Guardant360® CDx AAEIRF/\HRIL ], [GenMineTOP*NAS / LTAIT7A TS
AT LIBREERLLGSTVS. BEF/ARIVREDBHNIE, AEENLEYSIERFEEZREL,
RELENAEMEZEEEZICRETELTHS. MNEEICEVLTIE, EEF/ARILRETRIESNT:
BEREFEBICEODVTCAEREZR ST IBRRABRIITHONTEST, EEFEEDHEEICEATIRE
[ZER5NS.

IZNERE 317 Bl BIE, AMREDEGCTFEEDHEDEBVTEL T/ \RILERE THRETLIZET 7,559 4
DRFATIE, MNEETHENDSVELGFEEIL 7P53(584%), KRAS(53.6%), APC(26.8%), SMAD4
(17.4%), PIK3CA(16.1%), CDKNZA(145%)E KT ARIDIA(12.3%)THY, BEVOCKIBELIZELDE
EFEETOI7AINERTHEINTWDS. Fi, IMNBREOEFITIE, ABRIZENLLGYSDERFEREL
LT PIK3CA(16.1%), ERBB2/HER2(9.5%), BRAF(9.1%), ATM(7.6%), FBXW7(6.9%), ERBB3(6.3%),
NF1(6.0%), CTNNB1(5.7%), MDM2(57%), PTEN(57%), &5IZl& EML4-ALK, GOPC-ROS],
FGFR2-CCARI Bz FHBHENK (% 03%)GEMNRBOHLN, ABIEMELGYSILELTFEEDLERIZHD
BHEIEIL 91.5%THo1=".

dMMR (2T B EE, Y178 TSAMEEBOREBHEZEIZESITA(I/OYTIALOREIDE
WERARDTA/OYTIAERLEHE (MSDREL LUV, SXIYFEE (MMR) 22739 (MLH1, MSH2,
MSH6, PMS2) IZx 9 5 R &ZEFE (IHC) (MMR IHC #RE&), NGS iEMNHDH. AFIZHWLTIE, /04T
SAMTRES-SHEE (MSI-H) EREICHLTRATAY AT DBEIGEHIET SN /\=F>
ZETEELTIE, TMSIREF YL (FALCO) |, IRy FEEHERBEREX YN O - F(THT /R T
AVIR) IDNEERFBINTNS. BIZF/NRILEETIX, IFoundationOne® CDx & KU Guardant360®
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CDxJAS, EESDHIEHBIEL TR ATIRETH A. MSI-H DHEE(L, /NGRE StageVDHERTFRELT-
H|ETIX6.0-100%TH>1="". RAFIZHTEUBRTEEDERZEE 26237 flExt R ELIIFHRETIE,
MSI-H DEIE X, BEREEAT 3.72% THo=DIZXLT, /MN&EEE 139 FITIE 8.60%THY, £iRELL
BLEWEIETHo =M. MSI-H FERIIZH T 2 REFIVIRA AT RICEL TIIEYEE CcQd S
BDIE. Fz, AFRICEWTIE, BEELGFEEES A7 (Tumor mutation burden high: TMB-H) &
BT HEMEICHTEIRALTONXTT OEGHEMBIEL TIFoundationOne® CDx |MAZEEN TLNS.
INBEREIZHEITS TMB-H DEIE(E 7.7-102%THY, BEOCKEZRELLELT TMB-H OEIEAFEIC
EWNIEMNREIN TS L EKY, IMNEETIE, thEBELELTMSI-HDEIEAEL, hbd
FEGIZIEIRLTAYXITDMELIEAFIN S8, MSI RE/MMR IHC HREDHRAMEIEIENEEZD
ns.

KRAS BIZFERIL 25-579%EHESNTHY™ ™, £LIL G12D, G12V, G13D EETH 1=
KRAS G12C EREI(X, 0-28%ThHY, D ELBEERIRICIEBE THo=022 INGREIZEITS
RAS BEFZERIE, FREFELTO—ENRAEFIBONTULEL. i EGFRAAEDHRIZDINT
(FEYEE CQIESHEDIL.

HER2 |ZBEL TIE, HER2 mutation A% 7.2-23% %9181 " ER? amplification (& 2.2-3.9% L3RS EN T
LB F = INGRE 194 BlERRIC, IHC BXWin situ hybridization (ISH) ;%% LV T HER2 ;B E| %
I, B FIEEERETLIZRE T, 2.1%T HER2 [54% UHC3+MD ISH 1EIEHY) Thof=LiESh
THY? HER2IEWEIZEIL TIEL NGS 5& HC, ISH A TREED E XE DM o1=.

BRAF BIFZEDRHEIX 1-104% TEHo 04160 12 BRAF V60OE ZE(F 0-1.3%T

HY" BRAF non-V600E ZEMNZWNEMNEHMTHS. INBREICE TS BRAFEENDRKFEZEHN
HHOFEEOMBREIXBALMIGEoTULVEL.
NTRKEEEBIEF (&, SBEILERITEWIRBIEVVEREICROHoNS. R TIE, NTRKEASEGFREE
DET-BREROBMEICHLTIXNIF=T, SARIFINEZRZBINTEY, AEELICE
HOTAMENTRIN TS, EBIEEHMNIZ NTRK S EETFOEEFRETLE-XREL 2 DOHME
TlE, WFhB/DEETOBEFIEREINTOENNP SERFBLEXEOFTIE 1 FHTHRELH
Y, INGTE 76 BlIZX LCEGTFRBTEITLY, 1 BIT NTRKI-ETVE B FBERMNEIEIN TS,

INGIEIZX T 2B EF/SRIVIERE L, MSI-H, HER2 1EIEHDWNEIER, KRAS &, BRAF &,
NTRK BB BEFHREABIZENLLGYSDECFEENMREINDAREREHY, HBUEIARINTLY
HRBENZLIVMNGREICEWVWTIE, Fi-ERERRZIRETEAARENHLIEVIATIEERN
H5. z1=L, MSI-H ZRRITIE, |MEF R TINLISHLTEIMEN RSN TOSERIELL, ELTFEE
NEHENTGEL, BRNAREOBRKARCAER, BERHERELGEICL - TAREICEIET SRS
[FEL. F-, RERERESNTLDLDDOREBEZRISETHY, BENIERERENRESND
AlREMEL H AT, BEICEOTIIEHEMN, BANAEDOHINIREETHY, ChnlTxHLTHSITE
ELI-LTHEIGEZHMITILELNHSD.
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CQ I LT XRZFEZ1To-&Z A, PubMed: 274 #&, Cochrane:27 #w, EHEE: 139 el sht-.
—RRY)—=2% T 55 MDD, ZRRYV—=2% T 24 F\ROWXH, BMEHARNTIEHEH/\
VR —FTELIT 1 XEAHE ST
SN 25 mDIBIE, B/ LHEROEHATREHIEE (Phase 1) H 6 #F, ROAZTDHEMN194ET,
S5 L b ELEERER (RCT) IXTEE LMo 1=,

—IABRDOHEBIIMEMAE 6 MOTRTZBVTHIEBBEESU/MBELS TR ELG> T
LIUAVIE, 5 CTIVIEEVUID Y, AXHVTSFUoERAVEHRERENMTOITEY, £EXZE (ORR)
[ 38-50%, fREIMA—)LE(L 80-87%, EIBEAFHMARIE54-894, 8, A FHMPRIE
(X 129-204 7 B THO1="Y. IVEEVIDY, AXHVISFUERWHRABEDRIREHEOR
FKEIEEDELTIE, MD. Anderson Cancer Center [ZF[+4 CAPOX EiEZxmITLI=1+_58/&% 7 Hl%E
B/ ERE 30 FIOREHIH T, TEFHEIEE THS ORR (& 50%, BIEELFHARDRMEL 1.3
7B, @EFHRPREE 204 7B, hEIZEH TS FOLFOX FEEEEITLIz+ 216 26 I ST
33 BIDIREFIZHE LTI, TEHMHEIEE THD ORR (X 485%, EIEEAFHMPRIEX 7858, &4
FHIRIPRIEE 152 4 BTHDY. =, KFMIZH TS FOLFOX EEERITLET2IE5BE 14 5l S
O/IMNGRE 24 B OBREITIE, TEFHMIEE THo- 1 FERIEELEHFEE(X23.3%, D ORRIE45%,
RBIO—ILEIL 80%, EIEEAFHMPREE 47 A, 2EFHAMDPREIL 173 v BLBES
NTHYY, FOLFOX FEMNAFIZEWTRIRBEA LGS TVIH—DL AL THS. CAPOX I
NEHFEBEETHINNAITEFHRALIAIRAESHRICETIE, ORR X 48.3%, EIEEAFH
MR REF 877 A, 2AEFHMPRIEL 129 7 A THY LR BIFLABRBKENRESIN TS,
L E2D MD. Anderson Cancer Center [IZE1TAMEFHAEPREEZHALLL CAPOX FiEDFERP L
BLTH NEHFEMEEHRAOESVLEEHRIBOOAGEM o IzERESNTEY™, Ffz CAPOX
BEIZA) /T hoEHALT= CAPIRINOX % TIX ORR (& 37.5%, EEEAFHAM P RIEX 89~ A,
SHEGFHRDREIX 134 v BEHEShTLAEL

—JCABDBRAIRAEMEL 19 HmTHNTD, RRAMKR—FTAIT 7L EEMREFLLELL-
MEF 4 R/ELETIOHT, £EGHRPRIEA 0-8 ¥ AHD 9.3-17  EADERINIRESNL TS
6228 O AETVIEEUSDY, XY ITSFUoERAWNHARENZATHOATEY, TOMHT
FSRTSFY, A)/THhY, TLUREVGELRESIN TS, BENRITDONTL IO AT EITHER
DEINM|ETIE, IVILEYIDY, X VU TSFUoERAVWV-HRABREATCIEEEAFHM P REL
63-824 F, £EFHM T RIEL 16-22.2 7 A THAD, IVILEUIDUESRTSFU LD HRATIEE
BELAGFHAMPREL 38-87 v A, £4AFHRPRIEF 12.6-148 4 A, IvLEID U EA)/TH
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COBRATIIEEELFYMIREL 56 vA, £2EFHRPREIL 94-29 BEFEIN TS
[8,12,13,25]

F1z, FOLFOX/CAPOX %3 L<IE FOLFIRI BEICx T A MEFHEAETEDHHAZLLERL-HmE
2 HWAFE T HDHT ORR H 43.7%, 58.3%, EIEEELGFLHMPRIEN 77 78,96 v A, 2£HFH
M R{EIX 9.0-148 B, 9.3-185 ¥ B THEE XM oz &BESh TS,
UIRTRE-BR T ZEREEZEC/IMNEREICHT 5 —REMEENFRERETLHINIONTIE, B
BIREARELEZARAEHAEDATHY, RRMR—T4T7T7ED RCT BMTHNTELT, LNEIZHHRE
TR, KCQIZHTEIBEAZF/DICIE, Hi—LIAELOAVZRLTO RCT OEBENBDETHDHH,
LERDRERERER, 2EEMBEETORICIE, —ARELTIIIVIEEYSDY, A3 UTSFY
ERN—RICUIBHABENEFELLY.

ZESREMRR
T30 F52L% THBVNCEE  [[ADBVTEE gy
WERTD  PEETE  BHETE MRS =
0% (0 44) 100% (19 £) 0% (04) 0% (0 4) 0% (0 #)

[Z& X#k]

[1] Gibson MK, Holcroft CA, Kvols LK, et al. Phase II study-of5—fluorouracil, doxorubicin, and mitomycin
C for metastatic small bowel adenocarcinoma. Oncologist."2005; 10: 132-137.

[2] Overman MJ, Varadhachary GR, Kopetz S, et al. Phase II study of capecitabine and oxaliplatin for
advanced adenocarcinoma of the small bowel and ampulla of vater. J Clin Oncol. 2009; 27: 2598-2603.

[3] McWilliams RR, Foster NR, Mahoney*MR, et al. North Central Cancer Treatment Group N0543
(Alliance): a phase 2 trial of pharmacogenétic—based dosing of irinotecan, oxaliplatin, and capecitabine
as first-line therapy for patients\with advanced small bowel adenocarcinoma. Cancer [Internet]. 2017,
123: 3494-3501.

[4] Gulhati P, Raghav K,.Shroff RT, et al. Bevacizumab combined with capecitabine and oxaliplatin in
patients with advanced adenocarcinoma of the small bowel or ampulla of vater: A single—center, open—
label, phase 2 study. Cancer. 2017; 123: 1011-1017.

[5] Xiang XJ, Liu YW, Zhang L, et al. A phase II study of modified FOLFOX as first—line chemotherapy in
advanced small bowel adenocarcinoma. Anticancer Drugs. 2012; 23: 561-566.

[6] Horimatsu T, Nakayama N, Moriwaki T, A phase I

et al. study of 5—fluorouracil/L—

leucovorin/oxaliplatin (mFOLFOX6) in Japanese patients with metastatic or unresectable small bowel
adenocarcinoma. Int J Clin Oncol. 2017; 22: 905-912.

[7] Czaykowski P, Hui D. Chemotherapy in small bowel adenocarcinoma: 10—year experience of the British
Columbia Cancer Agency. Clin Oncol (R Coll Radiol). 2007; 19: 143-149.

[8] Overman MJ, Kopetz S, Wen S, et al. Chemotherapy with 5—fluorouracil and a platinum compound
improves outcomes in metastatic small bowel adenocarcinoma. Cancer. 2008; 113: 2038-2045.

[9] Suenaga M, Mizunuma N, Chin K, et al. Chemotherapy for small-bowel adenocarcinoma at a single

institution. Surg Today. 2009; 39:27-31.
96



[10] Zaanan A, Costes L, Gauthier M, et al. Chemotherapy of advanced small-bowel adenocarcinoma: a
multicenter AGEO study. Ann Oncol. 2010; 21: 1786—-1793.

[11] Ogata Y, Yamaguchi K, Sasatomi T, et al. Treatment and outcome in small bowel cancer. Gan To
Kagaku Ryoho. 2010; 37: 1454-1457.

[12] Zhang L, Wang LY, Deng YM, et al. Efficacy of the FOLFOX/CAPOX regimen for advanced small
bowel adenocarcinoma: a three—center study from China. J BUON. 2011; 16: 689-696.

[13] Tsushima T, Taguri M, Honma Y, et al. Multicenter retrospective study of 132 patients with
unresectable small bowel adenocarcinoma treated with chemotherapy. Oncologist. 2012; 17: 1163—
1170.

[14] Yhim HY, Cho SH, Kim SY, et al. Prognostic implications of thymidylate synthase gene polymorphisms
in patients with advanced small bowel adenocarcinoma treated with first—line fluoropyrimidine—based
chemotherapy. Oncol Rep. 2015; 34: 155-164.

[15] Khan K, Peckitt C, Sclafani F, et al. Prognostic factors and treatment outéomes-in patients with small
bowel adenocarcinoma (SBA): the Royal Marsden Hospital (RMH). éxperience. BMC Cancer. 2015;
15: 15.

[16] Aydin D, Sendur MA, Kefeli U, et al. Evaluation of prognostic factors and treatment in advanced small
bowel adenocarcinoma: report of a multi—institutional”’experience of Anatolian Society of Medical
Oncology (ASMO). J BUON [Internet]. 2016; < 21: 1242-1249. Available from:
https://www.cochranelibrary.com/central/doi/10.1002/central/CN—01299064 /full

[17] Takayoshi K, Kusaba H, Uenomachi M, ét' al. Suggestion of added value by bevacizumab to
chemotherapy in patients with unresectablée’ or recurrent small bowel cancer. Cancer Chemother
Pharmacol. 2017; 80: 333—-342.

[18] Hirao M, Komori M, Nishida T, et al. Clinical use of molecular targeted agents for primary small bowel
adenocarcinoma: a multicenter.retrospective cohort study by the Osaka gut forum. Oncol Lett. 2017;
14: 1628-1636.

[19] Makino S, Takahashi H, Haraguchi N, et al. A single institutional analysis of systemic therapy for
unresectable or recurrent small bowel adenocarcinoma. Anticancer Res. 2017; 37: 1495-1500.

[20] Aydin D, Sendur MA, Kefeli U, et al. Evaluation of bevacizumab in advanced small bowel
adenocarcinoma. Clin Colorectal Cancer [Internet]. 2017, 16: 78-83. Available from:
https://www.cochranelibrary.com/central/doi/10.1002/central/CN-01338101/full

[21]Legué LM, van Erning FN, Bernards N, et al. Addition of bevacizumab to first-line palliative
chemotherapy in patients with metastatic small bowel adenocarcinoma: a population—based study.
Target Oncol. 2019; 14: 699-705.

[22] Legué LM, Bernards N, Lemmens VE, et al. Palliative chemotherapy for patients with synchronous
metastases of small-bowel adenocarcinoma: a reflection of daily practice. United European
Gastroenterol J. 2019; 7: 1380—-1388.

[23] Aldrich JD, Raghav KPS, Varadhachary GR, et al. Retrospective analysis of taxane—based therapy in

small bowel adenocarcinoma. Oncologist. 2019; 24: e384-386.

97



[24] DellAquila E, Zeppola T, Stellato M, et al. Anti-EGFR therapy in metastatic small bowel
adenocarcinoma: myth or reality? Clin Med Insights Oncol. 2020; 14: 1179554920946693.
[25] Nishikawa Y, Horimatsu T, Oka S, et al. Outcomes of metastatic and unresectable small bowel

adenocarcinoma in Japan according to the treatment strategy: a nationwide observational study. JCO

Glob Oncol. 2024; 10: €2300392.

98



EWEE CQA - YIRARE-BR T Rz aC/IMHREICRL TR aEZEURARBE
FHREINLIMN?
AT—RAVE
BIEFNARIVEREESTN\AAT—H—(CE DNV b EE BRI 5.
[HESEE (T2 La MR T D, TIETUORDIEREM (38E) : C]

fi#

'.E_IDII:I

CQ [ZX L T EERF 1T o1& A, PubMed:799 #&, Cochrane: 193 #&, EHEE:64 fRHiHH SN,
TN 4 SRDBXAEBMSINTz. —RRAV)—=2F T 28 FmDMIXHE SN, HELTIRRY
—ZVJ T 13ROI HEINT=.

NEEICHL TR aERZEUERABEICETHE I HEAREFELLGL. ZO-OERAMEHME
ZET 10 Ll EDREFIFREEERE LT

+ o EEEEESD/INEEICE T ABEFREIZONTIE CQ2 SEBNOCE. 2024 &£ 1 AREAIZHLY
T, B FREFBRICEDTHEBEHMIAEENKRBINTLSHNELT, Y10 TS/ FRR
EME-E4EE (MSI-H) / DNA S Xy FE1EHRE R 18 (AMMR) %> Tumor. mutation burden high(TMB—H)[&
WRICHTHRLTOYRXTT, NTRK e EEFEE T AEAMEICH TSI VF=T 0507
F=J, BRAFV600E ZE+#HTIEMEICKTHF ITST2=T - rSAF=Th'H 5.

MSI-H 289 5/ NEREZ SO ERESERICHLTEEFIVIRA U MNEEED A MM TERRE
INTWS. KIGEERS MSI-H #83 5EHMERICR T ARLTOYIITEAIRSE OB HEERET
L7= KEYNOTE-158 RERTI&, MSI-H £ L<I&.dMMR ZH 9§ BBLA R D IEKIGE 321 IEFI DT, /M5
fElE 25 Bl (718%)EFENTWV:-. REIDAO—7yITT—ahKESh, T EFMIEE DFEHZE (ORR)
[T AREFT 308% (95%CI: 25.8-36.2)Cdl), EiE L FHIR P R {E (median progression free
survival :mPFS)[& 3.5 # A(95%Cl: 2.3-4.2)THho1=. /MNEFED ORR (& 48.0% (95%Cl:27.8-68.7),
mPFS (& 23.4 4 A (95%CI:4.3*not reached): BIFHER THo1=". MSI status [ZBH ST ELAED
INGGE 40 5 (+ZHRBAFEIR 24 D ERRIZ, RATAYXITHEFIBREOEMEERETLI-E 1 85
BAMESINTWASY T EFMIEE THSD ORR (L 8% (95%Cl: 2-20)THY, FEFHHIEB FZER
FTHIENTEL Mo, MSI #REZ1To1= 36 5l ORR (&, MSI-H fEfI(n=4)T 66.7%, XA VAH TS
AR TR ED L (micosatellite stable; MSS)EHI(n=32)T 6.7% Tdho71-. + —15IBEICEALTERED L
FRCACHERLU-E N ARROBE LGV, LEFIDOEEZIEGEEHEDD, MSI-H 3 LLIE IMMR /M5
BICRTEIRLTONVIAITDBEREL, BEFOLFERED ORR, KM ELBRLTRIFTHIIL
NREEND. ZDT=8, MSI-H/dMMR O /NMGREIZH L TIERLTAYXITDIRG HGEHREINS.

Z0Mh, NAAI—H—IZEHE THBEHNICEF OEDES RSN HERI/NGENSEN
TW=3REER 1 [TFEDHE"Y. TMB-H BIREICHTEIRALTOYATYT, NTRK BAEEIEFEET
BEMEICHTIIXNIF=TOSAOMNIF_IDEDEERIEL-HABRTII/DEREETEENTL
T o=, BRAF V600E ZEEZF I HENMEICHTEF TS T=T - rIAFZTDAEMMEERIILT:
ROAR FHERICIE 3 BID/MEEAEENTEY, 2 FITESBHE NIBELNATNDY. ThEnFHELTSH
AV THYEFBLRENTNSS, BEHB/NMBIONTOSESNLHYBENELEAFIN, (1<
—A—ICIE L TSR EMMICERIAFIONTVAERICT OV TR ETHIENHREIND. 2L,

99



RAS BFAER DYIRARE - ETER/INGET-IL Vater RLEEEERRELI-NZVLIRTDEEER
RELT-BBEE I RS ThNED, 9 FINERIN-BFRTEUNHZR OGNS EITKY, &
ik &%RY, ORR (X 0%, mPFS (& 24 4 B, &4 F i (overall survival; OS)HRR{EIL 5.7 v B LB ZE
[FZ LY, KIGREIFELGLILITFENDETHS.

ZIGAEUBROFMEERAAFTIOBEIZDONTIX, FI /898X ERAWN - BB RET
T 1#dHY, ORR [X 20%, mPFS £ 32 v A, 24 FHMDRIEX 109 v BLBESN TS, #
HREMRELTIE 4 HHY, 1)/ THUORX Y UER—RELEEZEEDBEIENRESNL TS
LEOD, EHIBIIBRSN TSI E, ORR:0-27%, |IBELM 1.9-7.1 v ALRLATNNS"'Y. —AT,
Legué DDIMETIE—IBAELMNL TLVELMESIE ZRABEFE THRITUIES, =R ABEETHEITL:
JEFI TOS MENEN 684 H, 15245, 284 4 AU \Y—FKLE (HR) (— X ABEDHDIEHI% Reference
ELT):0.42(95%C1:0.29-0.63), 0.67(95%CI: 0.33-1.36))& — JAE LIS ETITo-EFITEY 0S AR
W EMRESIN TS

Back HANBEERRELI=VRATITAVILEAa—BLUVARTF ) RETWRETL-ER, —X
BETIHMERE LT 0S OEE (HR:0.50, 95%CI:0.41-0.62) SREEL T, — X EEMSI-H (Zxt
FTERLTOYRY TR ZLET)TIEE DR EFRBEATH o7z (HR10:40,.95%Cl1:0.04-4.05) " LA k&
DU RE-BR T ZEBEEO/ MNEREICHL TR ARESURABBILEG T/ \RILEEHERE
BUNAAI—HA—ITE DN EEEZEGEREL, FHIRMERSARIOBEISICDLTIFES S LIS
EELRANPDBETHS.

R 1. NAAR—HA—I2EHE TRFEETRICFERN O/ ENRET SN = ER

Biomarker driven

HBicsEh
#t5 Biomarker | HERE RS NG INBRHE D 7 D S R AR
(+EERESD)

Maio M, et al.l" MSI-H/dMMR RLTAYXZT 321 25 ORR 48%, mPFS 234 #F, mOS 336 » A

Subbiah V, et al.¥ BRAF V600E HITFT2=T+IAF=T 206 3 ORR 67%

Pant S, et al.¥ FGFR alteration INFT4F=T 217 1 ORR 100%

Qin S, et al.”! MSI-H Serplulimab 65 3 ORR 33%

Subbiah V, et al.®” RET fusion TILRIAF=T 45 1 ORR 100%

Ambrosini M, et al.”? ALK fusion ALK inhibitior 13 1 ORR 0%(#f&/ME® D SD)

Gulhati P, et al.®¥ RASWT N=SINCo) 9 9 ORR 0%, mPFS 2.4 H, mOS 5.7 7 A
-RESKRERR
15-L% 15-8% THBNCEE  TDRVCEE gy
EHEET D SBHET D BRI D RS S -

89.5% (17 44) 10.5% (2 %) 10% (0 £&) 0% (0 4) 0% (0 4)
[£E X#k]

100



[1] Maio M, Ascierto PA, Manzyuk L, et al. Pembrolizumab in microsatellite instability high or mismatch
repair deficient cancers: updated analysis from the phase Il KEYNOTE-158 study. Ann Oncol. 2022;
33: 929-938.

[2] Pedersen KS, Foster NR, Overman MJ, et al. ZEBRA: a multicenter phase II study of pembrolizumab
in patients with advanced small-bowel adenocarcinoma. Clin Cancer Res. 2021; 27: 3641-3648.

[3] Subbiah V, Kreitman RJ, Wainberg ZA, et al. Dabrafenib plus trametinib in BRAFV600E-mutated rare
cancers: the phase 2 ROAR trial. Nat Med. 2023; 29: 1103-1112.

[4] Pant S, Schuler M, Iyer G, et al. Erdafitinib in patients with advanced solid tumours with FGFR
alterations (RAGNAR): an international, single—arm, phase 2 study. Lancet Oncol. 2023; 24: 925-935.

[5] Quin S, Li J, Zhong H, et al. Serplulimab, a novel anti-PD—1 antibody, in patients with microsatellite
instability—high solid tumours: an open—label, single—arm, multicentre, phase Il trial. Br J Cancer.
2022;127(12):2241-8.

[6] Subbiah V, Wolf J, Kond B, et al. Tumour—agnostic efficacy and safety of selpercatinib in patients
with RET fusion—positive solid tumours other than lung or thyroid tumours (LIBRETTO-001): a phase
1/2, open—label, basket trial. Lancet Oncol. 2022; 23: 1261-1273.

[7] Ambrosini M, Re MD, Manca P, et al. ALK inhibitors in patients‘with ALK fusion—positive GI cancers:
an international data set and a molecular case series. JCO Rrecis Oncol. 2022; 6: €2200015.

[8] Gulhati P, Raghav K, Shroff R, et al. Phase Il study<of panitumumab in RAS wild—type metastatic
adenocarcinoma of small bowel or ampulla of vater. Oncologist. 2018; 23: 277-e26.

[9] Overman MJ, Adam L, Raghav K, et al. Phase II study of nab—paclitaxel in refractory small bowel
adenocarcinoma and CpG island methylator“phenotype (CIMP)-high colorectal cancer. Ann Oncol.
2018; 29: 139-144.

[10] Bhamidipati D, Colina A, Hwan H, et al. Metastatic small bowel adenocarcinoma: role of
metastasectomy and systemiec.chemotherapy. ESMO Open. 2021; 6: 100132.

[11] Zaanan A, Gauthier M, Malka David, et al. Second-line chemotherapy with fluorouracil, leucovorin, and
irinotecan (FOLFIRI regimen) in patients with advanced small bowel adenocarcinoma after failure of
first—line platinum=based chemotherapy: a multicenter AGEO study. Cancer. 2011; 117: 1422-1428.

[12] Nakazawa T, Narita Y, Kumanishi R, et al. Second-line chemotherapy for previously treated metastatic
small bowel adenocarcinoma: a retrospective analysis. Anticancer Re. 2021; 41: 5147-5155.

[13] Legué LM, Bernards N, Lemmens VE, et al. Palliative chemotherapy for patients with synchronous
metastases of small-bowel adenocarcinoma: a reflection of daily practice. United European
Gastroenterol J. 2019; 7: 1380—-1388.

[14]Back T, Nijskens I, Schafrat P, et al. Evaluation of systemic treatments of small intestinal

adenocarcinomas: a systematic review and meta—analysis. JAMA Netw Open. 2023; 6: €230631.

101



