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B U 3 b B B A 9T LA BT 85 T R R (endoscopic mucosal resection , EMR ) A1 7y 4 £ fE T #|
% K (endoscopic submucosal dissection ,ESD) % %% | th F |45 M /N, 3F £ D 57 20 &, I 48 R B R 15 2
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MR RCGRE R BTk E R BEES HH, B E MmN & Z b, FE AR AEH,

% 7 i % (narrow band imaging ,NBI) % — F FI| Bl % 7 o6 % 8 R AR 80K, B8 4% 58] 1fn 48 Fn 5 5 % T B9 400 1
ZH, B ARRET 1999 F I 48 % ,2001 8 A B TH M R RIKRE NS i, B W T 2008 £ I 46 5] #

— AR R R Fo R

NBl i3 R RZFE AR A BRI RENRTITRFE AL B T Gk F 8 5% L%, %% 415 nm,
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Kobayashi %' 3t 1996 ~2009 4F % % t44 % NBI #0 % N4 1 W & 17 3 2 40 10 1342 &b X#AT T
Meta 9 A7, 25 F A 7 =4 AR (93% ~94% vs. 94% ~96% ) =1 (80% ~82% vs. 85% ~86% )
BABTAME(5.7% vs. 5.7% ) H T £ RH T2 E X, A A NBI T &K L6 Kiyotoki £ H 5 5%
NBI Fn 6 & WHEARIE BER L &0 Ew M B8 % ESD 67 89 118 Mg &, MAl4 h NBI(55 ) 4 Fn &z
BEFg Jee (63 1)) 41, R A B TIARIE M B & , A B R B rArRie B BE M B4 % 1 mm 9 77, 4 R NBI
B AR IEVE T R (97.4% ) W B 5 TH M5 (77.8% ,P =0.009) ,3A & NBI # B 7 i 4 | 7] F % 25 o MiAR 2
Jb 8 34 %
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2. RAMAE R NBIAWERE AR AEEE RS WM, A A A AU THAR TR LA G
ARG EAEGHRRE ()M EHENS FETHREHAE; (2) B BERE; (3)#-HR% LR
RANIBESENEAY AEAWRERT;(4) & mG AR EET,
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93% , FHPETM A K 91% , A HETMAE K 92% 57 % K 91% , A K NBI A A W4 & 7~ 8 LBC 24 7 B
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T BN REFHAESHN B A E 3547, WE T HE <10 mm 8957 MR L, L+ B30 4, K
2T AN, R T B AR A NES NBI KA WEX K e R TN 2 BN E, 4 RS et
NBI A W B 5 T A XA ANE(79% vs. 44% ,P=0.001) ,BULE NBI K R4 0 B8 T & Lk
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