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B 52— TR fia A — BB ke (& L2 5
HKEE— S S ) T B 5% FRESRE A
/NLTE S R E— A ER Al J\ERES: LA T
iR qu) RiRAES M {EiE

HAH LGN ERRE Y=

%2 OE
HAWLEBRNREI 213, [Minds 2974 F 7 4 VIER = == 7L 2020 ver. 3.0] icffvy, EBM Itk
D7z [FEFLIEGR+ —HR MBS i 3 2 NRETEZHR A 4 F 74 v ] ZAF L 7=, RAEMEIEFLIETS+ 458
R PERES; (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor : SNADET) (%, #T4EFER & 2 B 23880
LTWAEETH D, fERNHEREIZY X785 0 E INTE 20, L WIBRTHORE, FiiE

Mom Fic X ) NERBERREOEIG & 72 2 WZ ML Tw s, $E 13 CQ (clinical question) JEX & L,

MFIT)EH LT BQ (background question) % 3% 7z, 7&ds, —fHD CQIcH VT, LRILDEHHIET vV
ARV intzd, HAROa vy e v S 22 BERE I 35250007 KHA F T4 0%, THHEEZH ]
[JRIRIF DA E - flakIEHE, H3Eeo Ny 77 v TR TSR UIBR O#)E & @) e inieis 0 IR ] [#
Ui B, MEO~A Y X v b THEOHY v &R ELE | [TAREYIER 0 HHE | INET 02

Wi iG] o 7IHHETHEEL, BlRRTcoiEie L.

Key words FEFLEEI - —iEIBIEE, /REEZHT, BT HRANHRER

[1] BLwic

FAEVEIEFLIESR 1 — 35 0% LR MBS (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor : SNADET) 3,
Z OB IR D DD, WHREZWHHENTOES B X UBZ - 227 ) —= v 7o ictivy, BRINDHE
RDBHEML TV BIRETH 5. SNADET 0% IZHNMEEIRROEIG L 20 5 5 —15C, T f5hof#
AR - ARFRERVRRED o, ML ZAL 7 EDEFRIE Y X 7 235m <, ZWis L OREET#F O e ICiZmE
BEMAMELI KD b 5.

AR IR T ICJiE 2 T O FTICRE 2 UIER 3~ 2 12K T NEBIHTRIEYIERT (underwater EMR), =i
ik 2 @EXTOTITRE ZYHEIICYUIFRST % cold polypectomy 7z & DT L \ s NIREHIAREH T 23 Fe 5
TN, ZNFETIEFICY R 7 DE L T 7 NEEERTREE T REERT 12 2w T b IGHEEAT - A AT HA
EHAFEL T, 3 HICIFERSE N AR M (laparoscopy and endoscopy cooperative surgery) b
2020 FFICRBRIGE & N7z, 2 E Tl 2021 FiC B SIR O WIEIIES & 7 B [ islEsR sy
AF 74 V] O FIITE . 2025 FFICIISGETH 2 2 BHITE T 228, Rl RS2, Lt o#r
U WIREEEN %2 & A 7216 ICBE 3 200, FHOEIR, IiREH R LiconwTiRidiicd v, BIRTSIC
BT, TFAAS— A=A VRBER 4 P T A v, EBIERE 7 S L 20 S BN IE A3 7
INTEZLOBREBECTH L., $-MTIEH2PHEZIECEMAL 5 5+ 15 OMREN 7 W E 5

(duodenal neuroendocrine tumor) 122> T b NHBHATICO W CORREIIFFEL R\, 2 2T, HAWL
wNHEFERTA F 74 v ERERIE, JEABEET BN s WHET A F 74 v, B
FRICHE DR G e 2D UTHiZIER T 2 2 & 2P0E L7, BT, BFETD
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T B ERRICHERE & X LT B evidence based medicine (EBM) DFJEICH| > TTr- 72, BARICIX
[Minds 2474 F 7 4 VER~= =2 7L 2020 ver. 3.0 MV, EBM ICHD W24 A4 F 74 VER%
23T 7z (Table1). #Z ¥ CQ (clinical question) JERX & L, CQ D5 b, FTICHimHO 27D Dl
BQ (background question), & L Cit#kiL7z. 7Znd, —H#Dd CQ ICHWTIE, L_LDEWIET VAP
Ylanizo, HfAROa v v B RAFERE I 28000720, RO LT v A BaiiEL 724K
HA R T4V, AFE LRI s T 2 JEFLIEER -+ 45 B IE5 103 2 NHEEZ oA M x5k &
7Y, REBFEHZREZTIDOLEZTNS

$ﬁ4F74/®W§i,*kaLT%V@%@%E&E%iﬁﬁ5%@T%D PRREERRERSF D ER
LB b DT R,

Table | #FOWI LT T vV AL,
HERE D X

1 HESET 2

2: 55K HERET 2 (RET 25, Mt EciiEss)

(72 U : BHfERHESE S CTE 2, b L RHEROMI 2D b wn)
IvT v ADMERENE (BY)

A (58) : SR OMEEMEOHERE % SR 3 2 B8] S 1ICB TR H 5

B () : B OHEEMEAHESE %2 SCFF 3 28] X I hRRE OIS 235 %

C (39) : SR OHEEM D HESE % L Fp 3 2 #Y) X 1T 3 2 1S IZREN TH

D GEFICT )  2hROHEEMAHELE A FF T 2 X ICiz L A CTEfET&E 2w

3Bk
1. T4EEZREAT A F 24 VIERKZBSR. T BB EZHRTA 74 v 2021 FEMR. @JEHR, R
i, 2021.
2. T RRBEZIRTA ¥ 74 VIEIE BRI A F 2 4 v 2025 ERR 5 2 I @l
M, ®H, 2025
3. Minds 2N A4 F 74 VE~ =2 7 ViREZE 2. Minds 2874 F 74 VEK~== 7 2020
ver. 3.0. AISMEIE AN HAREREEEREGHNAERS, HA, 2021

[2] KHA ¥4 v DIERFIE
1. &8

HA N4 VERZRE & L CHLEATEREE 13 4, WHE 1 A3MERE R . A4 F I 4 AE
BB L LDV ATYT A v 7L a— B RERVRAT~T 4 v 7L Ea—%{To7. FHEiZA
&L CHILERINIREERE 5 44, WEEEE 1 A03RHili 2 $HY L7 (Table 2).

Table 2 FEFLIAER T —fEMME5 IS0 2 WERBGZIR A 4 F 7 4 VEREB LMW A vy —,
HARFLSRNREYS T4 V74 v REBR

B R H 56 A BiEkamb)
fHL HiR s G EERIREERER € v 2 —HLdENED
REER b et CRERERR2SA £ v 2 —HE R
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FEFLIAES + —FE S o0 & 2 WERBTSIR A A F 7 A v TA R 74 v T =% Vv 7 RBR

EZ AR KE BN (BERBRRAEATELS Y 2 —)
HIfEZ B R g JtE (BERBRAEATLANRT 2 v 2 —)
((H&3= PR R (EMOCEEEEERH LER - —fid R
g E3E CRAREE AR RO RS HER)
UG sEih (EEERERHEE R OV ELEERET))
B R— (R b E e v & —)
TR HRE GRS A & v 2 — i {LERPED
Rl Bk —BR (ESLR B R R 2 v 2 — i Lar IRD
itk & (RoFYRBEHLENRD
i &5 (R IR B L SR R
HAK FE (ERENEEBEREIL 2 )V =y 7 XEEERER : 2 ATE
VS i SR (A ERD)
g ¥ (ENZ AR & v 2 — iR N SR
TR CRERF LRI AR A BER AR FERHH L a N RHE)
Bl 5 (Bl EREEAEI SR RS RER)
. = BESK ek CRETRZFRZEBLE F R TR B E N R I L as R
Rl =ESS N
)
AFiiZE 8 N BB (AR 2 v 2 —NEEENED

WH E— (B ERERbEN LSRN v & —)
Ek Al (2 AHE BREEE E S D

VR B (RS RFRABRATTER AR YR E )
A EEE (FIRERER R R EE)

VATNT AV

Va1 #E

b SR (R Bty 2 —)

A L GROFMREEHLENEL - NEETEE)

A EAN GREIZIERER FRE G R AR e R L ar N REE)
ab s (HAREAELER € v 2 —HLdENED
fafE S (ESZs AWt v 2 — kb ETRD

LHH 5B (LR Rk e v & —)

/N FE GROFREEHLENEL - NEETEE)

AP BE (B ARHEBREEHLENERD

HE B (D AWPEIRBEH L& AR

WA —4 GRS A v 2 —HLENED

CG I SR A/ e TS PRSI N ER D)

Wy Bl U ZIERIR ARG A e PR L as P R
m HilE (BERRARAEAT NGRS v % —)

FEL A GRSz A PR

gl akth (ESZARBERRE FUR R 2 v 2 —H L RD
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R A CETERRFEHLENRD

P KB (ERZAS ABTTE £ v & — h IR B N SR

ke sest (R RSB L as P RL

ok &7 (ERLREERRE RO R v & —iH{LaRRD

I T GREEERRR Y R B ik o B2 W R

ZElfr R CRAKZHLEENED

W A G RS2 23 A2 v 2 — R ETRD
= HiLdR Y=, HAREYZ

2. HEOBI LT VAL, XF—F AV b

FEREOERZERIKIC B3O/ 2F a vEELTBICTHRETL, CQILfHl, B2l LTI~Tnrx
AFavERIRNLE CQZeicF—7 — P URBEAXZE L T 2013 £205 2023 £ 8 HE ToOH
MG, PubMed ¥ X UNEHEE Web D& T — X R — 200 b R 7 TR R 21T o 72. AR D Rk ICH L
TEAY P —F AL 72, BB L 202 5 L 0 2 Rk Ez AL, &7 22X F a3 vicwd 5 &
T— AV EEPSCEER L7z, {FEEIREHEY CQ D& O T VAL RLBLURT— |
AV P TAHREDOBE E T VAL _ A [ MindsiZ2iEH 4 F 74 VB~ = 2 712020 ver. 3.0
NZHE> TREL 72, fERRENZZAT— b XV b EfFRXERWCT CQERD A F I 4 vEEKRL, X
T—FAVPRICHL T, (FREE &FHIIZEE DO AR 20 412 X D EIE Delphi 35 I1C X 285 2T o 72, &
1E Delphi i1, 1-3 1 FFAE, 4-6: AN, 79 AE, ¢LTT7UEDbDZRXT—F AV P& LTEH
L7z, LT A P74 VRIFHERBEOFHi #5210 % & &b, FFFHlio—BRE L TH¥AERBIC
NENT AT Y vy 27aRr b 2RD7Z 2T, TRENOBERICHET2EMERUBERZMA, AX
AR T4 VDRI

3. N

RAA K T4 v ORY & S MREE I, FEFLEE ABIEE CN 3 2 NHETSE - B E 2 2 8 E
L35, 7, FIFEIEFLIEER - iR IS (6 2 RS - BIR A T T 2 ERE B X 0% 0
HELT D, HAFIA4AVvidH ETHEEN A TH Y, [Hr0BEOEE, Fin, AUHE L&MW
R, FEFXDOHE 2 LI X Y ZHRICHIG ST 2 B LD 5.

Xk
1. Minds &2 H A4 F 74 VIE~= 2 7 VIREZ B SR, Minds i23EHA A4 F 74 YAER i~ == 7 v 2020
ver. 3.0. A& FIE N HARE B RERFALESAS, T, 2021.

[3] AFHXAR BT 3 EEH ORI K
KAA R TA AEBICES L 72 8RB ORESMHKICBI L C Tido WA THE 2R 72,
OARTA F 74 vIicBfgL, ZREMAL LTS 20l % 37202 - BlifkicowT : %8 - Bk
AW (100 L), HRXofE LFZE (100 THE, 7213 5% EoRE), FeEr#Eme
(100 HHEAE), ks (50 FHL LR, EREek (50 HHM L), WFoe#, B (100 J7FEA
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B, %E (BEE) Ty (100 S L), 37 &3t s 2 TGS (100 T L), k%,
& e oz (5 THEAR).

QHEH OEUEE, —BENOBUE, T2 INA - BEZ 53 2820 5 2 Ol % 572 3 - Fik
ICoWT A - BRI O A8 L SEiEE (100 T L), #RXofRE eflzs (100 THMU E, 7210
5% LA EOfRE), FrrieiFEE (100 THEALR).

QW &HFH DTS 2 IR - #FID R IC 22> % institutional COI ({5 A3 EITZEHEES - SFID R &
WFRICHERFTEE, DEMREOBRICH o722, BB VIEBED 35A) 1o T %R (1,000
JHLE), ZFkf4 0 (200 HHEALE), #RZ o,

WIHAAEIZEE L Ich R e L, HIL 3 FEICO W TORERHKIC DWW THEZ R /-,

(T2 H &N % 5L#)

B, AT—F AV FMREROEIFICEEL CE, AAA4 74 vIicBET 2NET, HMEAR - A
SRR COI 28 FEHERE* & 0] 2 854 | [R&A COI LAAh @ COl % (WH5eik®h - ¥+ ) 7 - ARIRAfR - Al
EFOEF) BEZLONIGS] OHREERRD D, wINLEL T s o7,

* R COLIRHEE 8 B T HICX WV ED LN BIENA F T4 VIRESHH OFRMECHET 2 HHEHRIUTO L B Y

THh D, gHEE 200 HH, Sy 7Ly b EEEE 200 T, 2 ANIFFEE 2,000 77, 3=ZFEEFE 1,000 H

(4] BES
KHA VT 74 AMEBRICEER L ZBRICO T, HARBELSENREESICX 28R 2 2072,

[5] "4 FS4vDE=RY V)

KAAE T4 v OFfTH, BRBLENESEARACETHA F 74 v 0%k & OBRRITZY
WOBIESEZHNE Lz 70 r 5 ne BT ETH S, ESATA N T4 VBT 2B sEL, i
BRI D SRV ERRBUSIC 51 2R ICOWTH AN BREE LT 5 132, ¥R2BINH & D6 % #%
TELNZHMAZ R AMETRFICHE 2T FETH 5.

[6] Z&ET

DAL READELIT Y, KAHA F 74 voNELRAE LR Z LR THX
N37:0, 5HBIL T v AOERE LR CFROES % Bl <, 5 F %2 HEICRYESDON
ARTAVRESPHRLL o THET 2T TETH L. T/, LEITIS U CHRETRAZ 772 371CER
RRTTH L DRAT B,
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[7] FERLEEH B EE o 2 NESEZESIA F o4 v
1. NESEZH
CQ1 : SNADET VR ZE DM ic ARz 22?2 (BR)

AT —F AV} 1 SNADET %E\WRZICH U CARREIC AR 3, IR0 ST N RS89 % 173
5L ERFHMET S,
fE1E Delphi i£1C X % 3l - ol 8, mHAKME 7, m&MHE 9
BEEA 1 100% (2020 %)
HHEOMRX 12, TEFVYALL:C

fRER. -

THACE b BRI I 35 0 5 ds; & FRMEIE o #i B RERT O AERRIC X 2 W FECH 5. Lo,
T 5 T BE DN 7 & O AR EE O FEIRME D H, AT X o TR (L 233578 S WINSTIR R O fRE &
75 C L MERI T\ B, A, MG RS 0 T IS I R P SRR % B 2 5K 8152 (magnified
endoscopic examination with image enhancement endoscopy : ME-IEE) % fH#& &b 7= NREEZ W 234 < 1T
nCE Y, REWIEFLIETR+ 1585 LR MEEE: (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor : SNADET)
IZB VT H EMZWTICN S 52 ME-IEE ff HNfSEZ I oA kR RE s o205 5.

Z D CQ T3 [SNADET % WA DS WIIC MR HIHELE & % 22 | 10D\ TRRRFE 21T > 72. PubMed
346 i, BEHGEE 27 RS &, 1 RA 7 Y —= > 7 C PubMed : 13, BEHGE : 6 fRoM i & a7z,

2 RAZ ) —=v 27 Tix, SNADET OB ERIZET, B Z I XIRE &g D2 2 R e LTw sk
SHEERAN L, IS & IEEE O BERIZHT 2 R L LT\ 5 PubMed: 2 fi, (EFGE: 1RO 3MREHH L,
EWERC AT=T 4y 7L Ea—%{Tok, 3MmET TR L ORI T 2 il 5 M & BT 1
I SAEGI B IE CTH o 7=,

Yamasaki 5 D3 D CIHREEAAR-EHIICHER L 7= SNADET (70 i) & RIS MERZ (44 1) oK iHiRE
1% % NBI fERYE KRS (magnified endoscopic examination with narrow band imaging : ME-NBI) Fif &2 5
pit-type, groove-type & absent ® 3 »XX — I/ FH L, absent IZIMEREE D O regular & irregular IC73FH L
#Afi L 7=. SNADET @ 88% (62/70) 2 pit-type, FEREEPEIGZS 79% (35/44) 2% groove-type % 235 Z &
ZREREL, TR TATER & AKTEENICAIE L 7229WZE (83 9W4%) 1B L < i, M IS pit-type 72\ L absent
with irregular pattern % 23 25 235 <, SNADET & FEfEEHRA %2 XA T % 720 027 v 3 Y X L
LTI DS (2 96%, TR 95%, 1ER23 96%) C & %78 L ME-NBIFTRLIC X - THB %
HUEATRE L L7z, —J7, BREICAIE T 2% (31 %) ICBIL TR 7T A3 Y R ATl A 3%
b o7z (K 62%, FFERIE 65%, IEZ2H 64%) 720 EMENEITT & LffamL T2, KREBohH
BB TRABBEI RO N D5 - EH e L CREICIIERPE OIS % 2 LB ELTW 3
AREMEZZER L T 5.

Nakayama & DG 2Ci¥, PHEEYIFR (endoscopic resection : ER) (C X Y fifE#2 L 7z 95 f§ld> SNADET
EAEMIC X VWL 72 58 Bl IENEEIERZ O ME-IEE A 25T L 72, K& % OLS (open-loop
structure) & CLS (closed-loop structure) IC/33H L, HEAEHYIE (WOS : white opaque substance) , DL

(demarcation line) , EME (enlargement of marginal epithelium) O F % 2 1L Z I L 72 & & 5, SNADET
I¥ OLS %/~ L WOS %38® % 55 (OLS with WOS) & CLS %2 L DL % &% EME % 8% 4 (CLS
with DL without EME) @ &b b2 IS HINE T e A%LK, lMAX—v b bhrik 2R3 52 & 2IFE
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BERA LT 2 -0 oS L LG, 2 ORKET 88.4%, FREMEEIT 98.3%, IE2¥iE 922%TH
o7zt L, TOTAITY XL EMEAIECTE 2REELZ "B L T3, 50k, OLS & CLS I
Yamasaki © D5fi X D pit-type & groove-type &HHBEIF % & L, OLS with WOS 1358 E OiEE %, CLS
with DL without EME (3 B JZE Odi5 2 Kk L T 2 A[REMES MW & BEE L T 5,

SNADET Zlifid/ZE 7 6 P E & BRI E I8 Ll ORI E R 2 et 5 &, Al
B AR AR I —Ic R L, LRV H R T RE & B L, NIRBEMA/ME-IEE 12 5\ T H 1 {b/WOS
ZERICHAD 20t LT, BRI F, B LIS X v afifilo FITElicirgd s &, Lom
WAHIRRZ 252 2 &, HE/WOS 2580 2HEMENC EAME I N TS, EHRS VT ERICXD
f:2 L7 H AR (35 WWZS) OJRERAHAR AR 2 RET L 22665, TR EST & 7z 25 JZsh 22
JRZS I B W ORI g o r RS RS h T2 & (IEZXK 88%) , %7z, EREIchrsd
5 L DENIRED S D> o T2 7= O EMEATHNC 5 TR 2k L ER DS & 70 o 72 fEBNIETE L 72 %
o G L, BAEE LIEEGIRNAE (BEMEZ) OIEZHIIC T NBI JEKBI% I R %
MRS 2 EHHERD EERLTND,

SR OEWER S A T~T 4 v 7L E2—TIl¥, SNADET %E\VVHZ DZWIICE T 2 fEE & JEEE O 5
IZFH T, RCT R EDEDE WAL NRD - 7208, hAIAE ORETCld ME-IEE OfF N#REEZ2 I
DEMMED D 2RERB I 2 2 LT, EMETTIC X - TERE & 5 L2 WA o fEE 1
mLATRENED B 5 T L0 b, WHBHAREZZIE S 256, FICHNPE OEE 25 b5 WOS %5 F
H 7R TATER - K DIRZE ICx LTI, ME-IEE B 2B L EME AT 2 LRI NB &
EZ bz, ZDROERELE LTiE, [SNADET ZEWRZICx L CAHEICERE S, AP R
MEPHNRSEBIR AT T2 S L RT3 L L.

X B
1. Yamasaki Y, Takeuchi Y, Kanesaka T et al. Differentiation between duodenal neoplasms and nonneoplasms using
magnifying narrow-band imaging — Do we still need biopsies for duodenal lesions? Dig Endosc 2020 ; 32 : 84-

95.
2. Nakayama A, Kato M, Masunaga T et al. Differential diagnosis of superficial duodenal epithelial tumor and non-
neoplastic lesion in duodenum by magnified endoscopic examination with image-enhanced endoscopy. J

Gastroenterol 2022 5 57 : 164-73.
3. JHERRSTHh, BURR—, RWHSEIR. BRPE 2R $IEFLEEE - i RE - O BRI B YRR
H &M 20225 57 : 1563-75.

CQ2 : SNADET iZ ¥1J % JE & J& ORI IER BRI BB N RS BIR IR I h 20?7  (AIR)

ZF— kA b 1 SNADET (C 3T % IRhE & o i i i KB m{GEA N ESTEE 2175 C L 295 < HE
B3,
f&1E Delphi 751 X 2 5l : Fhoefifi 8, KMl 7, el 9
AEEE 100% (1919 %, FHEWE 1 4)
HEEREDIRX 12, TETF VAL :C
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BRSR 7= 3CHkiE, EHREE © 1,363 f, PubMed : 140 MR CH o7z, 1 RAZ YV —=v 7, 2RA7 Y —
=V 7 ERBRC1Tmoa M &7z, 16 %, narrow band imaging (NBI) %#f#fHL7zd D& %5 Th\w
bDEICHbFTENEZNER - EWMNIL Ea—%{To7k

NBI L A8 (magnified endoscopic examination with NBI : ME-NBI) ME-NBI i X % A5
AW I TR BRI P R & v SRR - O #E R 2 1T o T AR 8 MM Al L, %%%vx%v%4
vy LEa—%{To7-, il N8O 5B, 2HIZFR—RITH L T8 7%z 3 BHHEHEL w2
EfioTwizizw, N1 OBETEHFAE L CTRIT L 72 D8, 72, ERZW, HEtEiRic X 220
T b AR IR ST i ek & v SR EE A - HE DRI 2 AT o T\ 2 HRET &2 Z 2 4L 4 D01, 4 f{ 910~
it L, XD 74 AICHARIT L2, il I himivind BA2mE o5 ch o 7.

ME-NBI (€ X 2 PNHETZICI3EEEE 78% (95%CI : 66~86%) , HFFEEE 77% (95%CI : 67~85%) T
Hot. —ﬁ AR CILIREE 47% (95%CI = 37~58%) , FFELME 86% (95%CI : 79~91%) , H
BT X 2 MBI IR 80% (95%CI : 65~89%) , FrHE 80% (95%CI : 70~87%) TH
ot.it,%n%n@%ﬂ)74;kﬁéﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%i&#ot@,m%m EMR D)5 & z
SNTIEHID 9 B, 25% D ERDIERAE U 7284 LIC X > TESD ~BfT L Tk Y ), NESIHERTOL
GIERIIIEZ BT EEZLND,

AE@*EWVX%7%4V7VEJ~ TIEMESINEfOTRITZNETLOEXY 7 4 TR
n, AR, AENERIC X 2 NHEEZHNIIR O W2 RIC X 2 AT Tl 2720, XY
?4%@E%ﬁw@ﬁ%LWCkuﬁ&ﬁ#%gfﬁéﬂ AR WTICBE U CIIBER & RIERICRR A 23
Eo—77, BEEEWEWHIERTH -7z, £/, MENBIIC X 2 NHEEZH OKEE, FrREIXE DI
BWTERTH 5 7228, BT CIHEONERIC X 2 NEEEZH % £l 213 & 0fERCldhroz 9. &
%, F—EBFETCENZTNDOEXY T 4 ZHiA X ICHIRL 2RO FEMBEE NS,

NBI At D FEK G F R T 2 W7
P Blue light imaging (BLI) - linked color imaging (LCI) #iK

Kitae 5 OETIE, 20 mm U EDOFFZEZFR < 90 B 110 528 (Bhf 23 %8, 8 87 WZS) ICHB W C,
LCI 81521 351F % orange color sign, BLI ff YL KNS IC 351 % mixed microsurface pattern  (MSP)
irregular MSP 234 DIEIE & 7 2 NS R L L CiitE & 41, 3 Do &2 3 X CiRo 54, BKE
37.9%, FFEEE 100%, 3205 bD0TFNd 1 D THBETH - =854, EE 100%, FFEE 17.4% T
BHotn 19,

P LR SR

Nonaka & O T, 18 fll 33 % ((REEMUELME 23 %S, mSBIEERRE - )& 10 /%) ICksWvwT 7
o — 7R EE S NHERIC 351 5 apical-basal connecting sign % (KSR TR, chaos sign % ey 24284 i A A

2 L 7=, B 90%, FREFE 100%, 1IEZHE 97%TH o7z 19,

}Crystal violet (CV) LK

Mizumoto © DR TIE, 103 il 103 %S ((KEEBUELRRAE 73 %8, = RAYRERE - 5 30 Z5) IcHB W0
T CV Jaft AL KNS (ME-CV) IC351F 5 irregular pit pattern % = 22 U EE R - I8 & 2T L 7254,
JREE 77%, FREEE 88%, IEZHE 84%TH o729, Toya b DG TIE, 76 B 76 2 ((KETUEEIE 54
AR, EEBIEIRE - JE 22 8A) ICB W T ME-CV BT 2 RMEHER 4 DD 8K — VML, H—
D regular pattern % {KE AU ERRIE, H— irregular pattern b L  (ZEE D XX — v 28D 5 b O % =8 H
JERRAE - Ji8 & 20T L 7256, &I 63.6%, FFEREL85.2%, IEZ2HE 789% TH o7z 12,
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P Endocytoscopy

Hirose & O TlE, 20 1 20 HiZ8 ((REBUFERRAE 7 928, S B EERRAE - 98 13 W% I WOk
EHE KRS (endocytoscopy system @ ECS) IC X % EC 73#H B A {KEBERRIE, EC 7 C % & 5M
FERRAE - JE & 22T L 72854, methylene blue YL A CILE 100%, FFEEE 76.5%, 1EZ% 92.9%,
methylene blue & CV @ “EH TIIE 100%, FFEEE 64.3%, 1EZ2% 88.9% TH o 72 ). Muramoto
b OWE T, 93 98 AL (KFEBUEERRE 42 JRZ8, & IR - )i 56 ) Ich W C EHP I
X % BECS /3 JHEZ R\ 7232 W<, & 87.7%, FrEiNE 854%, IEZ2# 86.7% TH o729,

fth D WL E AR & FIRRIC, ARRIC IZAE & o 8501 o i s LIRS oS o BRA Wb H 5 7
O, RIERTOAEMIC X 2 M2 W s EETH L L Ihs,. — AT, ERICKIHLicXk-oT, ZDtk
DWHBRBICKEEZ KT T AV vy b H 2D, F/, EEROKE A CRIENESA LN S 72
B, HiZR B CIXIEFERENZHNICEES R WAREED B 0, WAX T CIClER L2 Tnwi A
WERERTOMEFNICEA L Tid, NHRETOZHPEE LnweEZ 55, MENBI REZ#E L L
KLTEY, AONBIRICOEODEHEMIND Z LBL VA, TET VR, aX b, feEONT Y
ADBMERTIE a0, BHFFRTIRFBWIEREE L.

3 B
Lot EEfE, PruEd, Jl ANE . T TAEEIRIE & o NBI IR KNEIETBISIC X 2RI H LG
2019 ; 54 : 1121-30.

2. Ishii R, Ohata K, Sakai E et al. Simple scoring system for the diagnosis of superficial non-ampullary duodenal
epithelial tumors. Dig Endosc 2021 ; 33 : 399-407.

3. Nakayama A, Kato M, Takatori Y et al. How I do it: Endoscopic diagnosis for superficial non-ampullary duodenal
epithelial tumors. Dig Endosc 2020 ;5 32 : 417-24.

4. Kakushima N, Yoshida M, Takizawa K et al. White light and/or magnifying endoscopy with narrow band imaging
for superficial nonampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. Scand J Gastroenterol 2021 ; 56 : 211-8.

5. FWOKH, ISR B, SORBERIE. T ek DRSS o WERETEZHT  NBIIAKAEEE 2 w7+
—iEIRFLEEAR RS D2, H L 2016 5 51 1 1566-74.

6. Miura H, Tanaka K, Umeda Y et al. Usefulness of magnifying endoscopy with acetic acid and narrow-band
imaging for the diagnosis of duodenal neoplasms:proposal of a diagnostic algorithm. Surg Endosc 2022 ; 36 :
8086-95.

7. TanakaY, Fujii S, Oiwa Y et al. Efficacy of magnifying narrow band imaging with acetic acid spray in diagnosing
superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors tumors. Digestion 2021 5 102 : 572-9.

8. Mizumoto T, Sanomura Y, Tanaka S et al. Clinical usefulness of magnifying endoscopy for non-ampullary
duodenal tumors. Endosc Int Open 2017 5 5 : E297-302. Publication Date : 3 Apr 2017 ; DOI : 10.1055/s-0043-
103681.

9. 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 : 3170-6.

10.Kinoshita S, Nishizawa T, Ochiai Y et al. Accuracy of biopsy for the preoperative diagnosis of superficial

nonampullary duodenal adenocarcinoma. Gastrointest Endosc 2017 5 86 : 329-32.
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11.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 : 23-9.

12.Toya Y, Endo M, Oizumi T et al. Diagnostic algorithm of magnifying endoscopy with crystal violet staining for
non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. Dig Endosc 2020 ; 32 : 1066-73.

13.Kakushima N, Yoshida M, Iwai T et al. A simple endoscopic scoring system to differentiate between duodenal
adenoma and carcinoma. Endosc Int Open 2017 ; 5 © E763-8. Publication Date : 7 Aug 2017 ; DOI : 10.1055/s-
0043-113567.

14. Yoshida M, Toya Y, Notsu A et al. Whit-light imaging and image-ehanced endoscopy with magnifying endoscopy
gor the optical diagnosis of superficial nonampullary duodenal epithelial tumors: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. J Gastroenterol Hepatol 2025 ; 40 : 379-86.

15.Kitae H, Dohi O, Naito Y et al. Linked color imaging and blue laser imaging for the diagnosis of superficial non-
ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. Dig Dis 2022 ;5 40 : 693-700.

16.Nonaka K, Ohata K, Ichihara S et al. Development of a new classification for in vivo diagnosis of duodenal
epithelial tumors with confocal laser endomicroscopy. Dig Endosc 2016 ; 28 : 186-93.

17.Hirose T, Kakushima N, Furukawa K et al. Endocytoscopy is useful for the diagnosis of superficial nonampullary
duodenal epithelial tumors. Digestion 2021 ; 102 : 895-902.

18.Nakagawa K, Sho M, Fujishiro M et al. Clinical practice guidelines for duodenal cancer 2021. J Gastroenterol
2022 ;5 57 + 927-41.

2. BB OINE - HEREYE, BEA Ay 2T v TEH
BQ1 : T =185 ER 21T 5 i - JERELHE - Nv 77 v 7HEREHENIZ? (PR

ATF—=FAV T HEEEMN FEBONHEERNYIER, FFIC ESD X, I Y 2 2EFBIED THHRILE P
HADN 7 TNy a—T 4 v 7B L 720 E - THENEERE, @REICH L oL iciccz
B EGRL 7220RHE, TVR ICKHHE L 72 iU R RHE S EEE § 2 % ChifT 3 2 2 & 299 < HEdE 5 3.

fi&

2021 FEICHIfT & Nz T38RI 4 F 7 4 v (2021 48D | DTHARBQ L FAMkD CQ (KM
TFIRIE O - MR E 22> ?2) 5% T bz, 2 2 Cld, WHEBIRZERGE ICBE 3 2 3 G 7 fi)
D EIAToEMN S A T~T 4 v 7L ea—Ick ), FICKEENHEEERYIFR (endoscopic resection :
ER) OHFRIERELEPRR I NS D, ER ICE T 278 BB 3ET 2RI A 5 i
LaNns. L L, ESD DEFREFRLELRI MO ER LV AL AICEETH L Lhb, AT —F AV L
& LT M - Misx I3 5 2> T vy, ESD X FRICHEZA L 729, Miskic X 2T % 55 < #EdE 3
5 (TETVYRADIEE 1 C) | ARENn. ABQ T, [+IisBEsBEN A F 74 v (2021 4FRR)
DHITTIRICAR I 2> & R M5 S N7 RFEIRIC B 1F 2 BE 2 2 fa 2V % 25, [+ 46505 ER 217 5 i -
TEERILHE - Ny 7 7y THHNL ? | 120 CTHRERINICE R T 5.

1 #wiE, % heE% % 85 o RAEMEIEFLIAE A+ —f5 5 L B 8% (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial
tumor) 1ZXf3" % ER BUGfEICBE S 2 WL IIRTFEHE TH 5 2. AWIFICSIL 72 18 fliik D% < 1%, ER %
RIS HEME L C % 72 Z OFEIIC 351F % high volume fEF% TH 5. #f8 ER fEfT 3,107 4l [2—2F - R
AT + AV 227 F I— (cold snare polypectomy : CSP) 187 i, 2K T NRFEAIREALLIERMT (underwater

glnllé
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EMR : UEMR) 579 f§l, EMR 1,324 f§l, ESD 1,017 §l] o % HEEGE % Bt L 72 K35 < i3,
CSP/UEMR/EMR/ESD @ —fEYIERF 13 Z 112 11 79.1/78.6/86.8/94.8%, RO VJERE 1 40.5/56/61.2/78.7%, it
HZEFLERIT 0/0.5/0.8/9.3%, RHIMRIT 0.5/2.1/2.6/4.7%, EEFEZFETLEKIL 0/0.2/0.223% TH > 722 & DR
N7z, EMR T 1l (0.07%) , ESD T 25 fil (2.5%) ITIRFAEICKT T 2 Fflindfrba, HZEEEIECH]

(i) % ESD T 141 (0.1%) IC@Zd7-. 2D X 512, ESD I fthd ER i H~—3% - RO VIR 11
AEICE VD, FMAERERAR - FHIBITEIEREICEETH 5 2 L2VR S iz, RIFFEiEER2> 5+
TH8MG ER RAT O M EREA BHIEICERE T D Z L IFTE R WA, ARIFFRICSM L 7z = F 25— Mg, HA
HACRRNEEEFAEME - 5EE L L CfhoilbE ER 28E - BT e RBRLCE b oL RIS,
L7z28->C, WEEZMHS + 48l ER, FFICESD 4 U A7 L7/ % ER (FLUEULEE, FLEAORUIRR, X
RIS 72 &) 1%, oM LE ER ICHEAL TV E3ETH > THRBDICTo> TI T EFESVEwZ L2
RBENL, —JF, IBEED ERETH S CSP IE, ROVIBRRIZE D DD, fiidhzZfleitktim, &5
ZEALOE C 2 AHEME I K, FRICHAL C0 2 iiE ChNI LTI TH 2 L EL LN,

RIC, AHBRDLMEHS BN DI 2E R L aFk— F 2O RE Y2 R L RS, 6B ER %
1T 9 MERXFEHE - N 7 T v RGNS DO W TELE T 5. fJijzhd 2/ — + T ER & D EFARRE A3 153 1< 5 7]
BETH o7 3,047 fld 5 b, FEMHAEISE (FirhZesl, i, R, BER, MHIER) AFE L 72 226
B (7.4%) DEFRFEEFEMICR X7z 3, 226 HlOEFEIEFREAHID 5 5, CSP/UEMR/EMR/ESD D JfEH
¥z 41 (0.4%) /18 (8%) /48 (21.2%) /159 (70.4%) HITH v, ESD 23% < % 5 T\ 7z, (BIFRIEH
FeA L 72 fERIC BT h, ER AT 2 i - BRI 20 5 2> D FHHALE 2 72 T T
THERZ 187 ] (82.7%) TH o7z, 7=, 226 fild 5 L AELFAi & B L 72 5EH 1 18 451 (8.0%) TH b,
Z O & 7o 7 ABFIE XM BALAS 4 B, BHIAS 1 Fl, EFRFELL 12 6, HELR 1HITH -7z,
BRIED~ A Y A v P EREFNICAHATH S &, fiihzEel 108 fl Tk, A - PIEEL S 7 & OIREN B
WRBTLE [ 2 V) v 7, RV 7Y 2 =1 (polyglycolic acid : PGA) + — +Bifh, PRSI SR -
i F L7 — (endoscopic nasobiliary and pancreatic drainage : ENBPD) 7z & ] CTXSHIHETH - 7= JiEf]
12104 51 (96.3%) , FAEITHIL 4 651 (3.7%) TH 7=, tRHIM 99 T, RIFHITAEZE S NEGINIE
23 Z2%h U 72 iEH1A3 98 451 (99%) , interventional radiology (IVR) < X % 1kIMA3 2 5] (5 5 1 Flix Tk
7, 132 1 E I 2 v 7 1IGER 3 2 BOEWHAREIRCH L) TH o 7. EFRFL 24 FlTlE, REH
1261 (50%) TERMEZEL 2%, 76 (29%) (IREREEET, SHI (21%) IXNHEENLE (over-the-
scope clip, PGA > — FAiff, ENBPD 7 &) CTF iz [mlEEc& Tz, wikic, Filix 2 L 72EH 18 4l
DA% R TH D &, BEE+ —I5EUIFRNT (pancreatoduodenectomy : PD) 2% 3 fiil, #&AEASE 7 4, + =15
W22 V&t 3 B, KMEBcEmT 4 B, = ofth (EEHEGHE, YL - —voR, i) <h ot

L, 2 ROWFERERD O 1F, 365 ER MifTIcH 7= > T, 7=7HIcfhol{LE ER OfER% % <
HLTOINEBEER VS 2T ClERELELE L oL i35 WEE<, ER TEZ Y 2 2 HFAED TR
WLiE (NARSEAIEASES° ENBPD, PGA ¥ — Mikff7 &) 4D b7 70y a—7 4 v 7 (NHREEIE
A - AIEASH, ENBPD 7z &) ICHE@ L 72 L - BEEENTEIE 23\ 2 & & SRR o sk st ic 7 5 &
Exbond. i, MK L CHERICZICHIGTE 2RES WS 2 &b BARMRSIEE S 2 5.
ER JAffiIC B TR ICHEIY 4 FICHETE, ER EfDRIHO2 LDy 7T v THIKFATE %
£ R HIBHEEEI N WS 2 LB TH 5. iihFELE NHEEICEAH T R wWiia e, Thd
KRt-43 7356, @FCTER Wi Lza7h s, BIEE T Tl 2 3BT oM AP ZELTE L 2 5
GarsEINDE O TH . Tz, ERFELFFMC R RS mE L (50%) , 2O T TNy a—
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TAVv e LBFEMTIETIEBO XA =T L EH ORI DR 7 &ff 4 DIFREIC X > TEHE DM 23
BELZAS. LzdoT, 20X EATHEY RMsNER T, SEAREIERI N EAPD
FTTELZIHL ZABIEDR B e ko bng, & 5ic, + 1815 ER $ 0tk H I T AR SIA RIS
RATHEZRIB A, BIIECRMNM AN I N2 BE DB GEIE H 2\ IZIERER) 1o L CRBINRAY
HTF—TFNERM AV EIC R A EEL 2 50T, BATIVR AT T 24FHAEREINLTH S
ZEVHEIENG. b, [TIEBBESETA F T4 (2025 EiR) | VBT, fidk-iiiEEiEe
LT [ (ESD Tli¥) HEOLEEKICO W TO+afkEi-eciEls X CIHENHERRE & o200 5
FTICOrEYVEBINIRZTTHELEEZOLND ] LRHINTNS,

PAE, =485 ER 2175 Biclk, BHEERCHERT, ER S#HEoRZEMECHIATE, ER OfRBRE
(FAlr) OISR, Mg D71, high volume il ~DAFN 72 E, TXTDIL DTV REHE 2 Tn
DO EEICHR T 2 0ERD 5.

3 B
I T2A5RESIR T A P 7 A VIERE AR GBS 4 74 v 2021 K BEERR, R

o, 2021,

2. Kato M, Takeuchi Y, Hoteya S et al. Outcomes of endoscopic resection for superficial duodenal tumors: 10 years’
experience in 18 Japanese high volume centers. Endoscopy 2022 ; 54 : 663-70.

3. Dohi O, Kato M, Takeuchi Y et al. Clinical course and management of adverse events after endoscopic resection
of superficial duodenal epithelial tumors: Multicenter retrospective study. Dig Endosc 2023 ; 35 : 879-88.

4. +IRBHEZE T A F 74 VIEREZE SR, T+ RRBESETA ¥ 74 v 2025 R . &FEER,
I, 2025.

3. ER D#)G & E ) x5k 0 :ER
CQ3 : /NBdD SNADET icxf LT CP i3#gc h 30 ?  (ER)

AT —h AV b RERBIFERRE & & 2 5N 5/ 0 SNADET 133 2 WRSIGE#E B E LT, CP %25
CHERES 2.
fE1E Delphi i51C X % 5FAfi : Hoefiei 8, HAKME 7, il 9
AEES 100% (2020 %)
HREDIRX 12, TEFY AL :C

fi&

N D RAEVEIEFLIEER+ 4515 LB PEREES  (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor :
SNADET) ZX{3 % cold polypectomy (CP) (ZH#EFEI N 22095 CQICBHL TR 2 {T-o72 L &
%, PubMed : 509 ffi, PEHGEE @ 488 i Dw LMl T e, 1 KRR 27 Y —= v 270Ch i, T 51160
i, 39M%E 2RAZ Y —= v ZiCnld, ~v P —F 2fREEBML, RAENIC 11RO EZNRIC D~
W, EWNC AT YT 4 v 7V a—%{Tol. &k, F—MEH» O OIS 2 VIITLT — 2 13 EE T
52 ERHL 2 TH LI DOV TIIEFIRVRATH LD DAL 7.
CP DIRFERE

/N> SNADET 12x§3 % CPICBE 3 % fifla X 7825 2 b 3.

glnllé
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1) 6 mm BA T @ SNADET (Z%f L T CP % AT o 7z Hfiaaxk i & BIZi9E <, 9 WA ITHt L T cold forceps
polypectomy (CFP) , 30JWZAICHfLTCa—F « A4 7T - K ~227 I — (cold snare polypectomy :
CSP) AMEfT & 1, —fEYIBREI 1 CFP 77.8%, CSP96.7% TH o 7-. 3 71 A4 o LiliE E NS
i CHERR T 78K - HRIERIE ol cH o7 D,

2) 10 mm BT @ SNADET (CXf L T CSP %17 - 7= Bijitiak Al B FE CId, 21 JRALITH L T CSP 23t
frah, —iEUIREIAIE 81% CTH o7z, 3 7 A% LEHEACENHERE < 1 floEsk - FHREN %
D 7203, ERHERRIC X O XICARETH o 72 2,

BRI TN TV 2 HITHEIINITE DIGHREHE D & CP DR Z, FEFIED 20 HIL Lo b oI
FRY Table3 ICF & 7=,

Table 3
/N
SNADET
YA X —FEUIBRE] AR - EEES
ey SR CP OffEMH RERT VA v PO SCHik
. e (HipR) * =) =)
CP DR
P& P e
Bi%
9 CFP HA B R ) & 6 mm AT P 3 (2-4) mm 77.80% 0% (1]
30 CSP A B % ) & 6 mm AT P 4 (2-6) mm 96.70% 0% (1]
21 CSP HA B R I & 10 mm AT E 8 (3-10) mm 81% 4.70% [2]
187 CFP+CSP % litaak ik 5 ] & - P5.5 *£2.4%* mm 79.10% - [3]
46 CSP Bkt A1 & - P 4 (2-7) mm 97.80% 2.70% [4]
53 CSP HER A I % - E 6 (2-12) mm 96% 2.10% [5]
430 CSP % iExAiE E ™ 10 mm AT E 5 (2-10) mm 90% 3.80% [11]

*E: PRSIV 4 X, P REY A X
o PR, o FRRRT - X DHRDLDOBET — X

CP DHEEHER

/NEY SNADET 12542 CP DR TIRRATH L7 & WICERMZAL oM 13 1 fld 580 T b
5)

FIEERNGHRIEE 10 F235 SNADET 332 /W& Icxf 9" % CSP DR & Bt cd, EERAFEHERIL
1HldRD D579, 10mm L EoH 4 X b E&ETN B2, + i8I EH T 22K F NS REIEYIER
fili (underwater EMR : UEMR) , EMR, ESD OERMEEFRIEHGIL 22~68%TH % —/7, CSP
T3 05% (BEMoOA) @GS h, BEERPBO THRWFREREEZLND )., LaL, flifolE
VPRI D EIFLEHIC N 3 % CP (R AR YDFEFIREGE A5 b, HFEIBETH 3.

VIBREEE
/NI SNADET 1233 2 WHHBEVIERIG D UIFRERIE %2 3l L 72 &5 23 2 R 5.
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1) 10 mm LA /N SNADET (%) 3 % NRBEUIBR /7 20 D VBRI % 5l U 72 72 /7 tR B 9E 1C 35
WC, HYIBREREE X CSP : 93um , EMR : 256pm, ESD : 277um T& - 7z. EMR & ESD DYIERFERE
KCHERZITALNRD o724 (P<049) , CSP & EMR, ESD ZItiKd % &, HEIC CSP DYIFRE
R - 72 (P<0.01) 2.

2) 12 mm BL N @ SNADET 253 % CSP & UEMR ® RCT ic B W T, EFHiEEH CTH MR TEZE&D
RO UJBREI A% CSP £ 41.5% vs UEMR : 65.6% (P=0.01) T» Y, UEMR (¥ CSP ictb~, i T/E%
&8 ROVIBREI & IXE A 272 10, —J5C, BIRGHEEE TH 2 —fGUIEREIA, RO VIBREIAICBAL CTid
CSP : 954%, 61.5% vs UEMR : 92.2%, 70.3% (P=0.49, P=029) T» -7z,

ERUERRECE S DN 2 RAE T, METEZ &G URBssETH Y, FEHERLY,

CSP TR T Vlbke 72 2 AlREMED B 5. HGRIRE - IERBIS 2 ST NHREZHIc LY, SR ifiﬂ%

HE-CHEDSBE DN B 55 ICIE, X D IEFE R T E % & DYIBRA ATRE e NS UIBR 5k 28I 2 2 L 2

HE L,

SE T — X : BHEsXEIR ¥R (D-COP trial) O F
10 mm AT @ /N SNADET 143 % CSP oL etk X A% FHii3 2 HiT, HARE 86 ik

2>5 10mm PAT @ SNADET 430 JiRZE 2 SR & U KB 75 2% Jaax 2L A i im) & BIEftge it oz ', —4E

UIBREI A 1X 90%, HRHIMEIS 0.7%, firhZELEIG 0%, ERXEZEALEE 0% T, FFMHEEHTH S 12

71 Ao R g EIA1d 3.8% (95%CI < 2.1~6.3%) <, Bl 7% % FEl> Tk H, BEAFD EMR 145

BROHAMBRIRRETH L LEZOND LESMEINTV S, 3 FORPBBBEZOBENIFZND.

)

CSP ZHul& L7z CP O T — 2 Tl, —HEVIREIS 79.1~97.8%, RO VIBREIS 40.5~70.3%, 3~12
71 A& O JRnEik - A 0~4.7% T, &% - HRAICH LT HNHERR THICTTHETH - 7.
¥ 72, 12mm LA T D SNADET X3 % CSP & UEMR Dtk Tld, —i5VIREG, RO VIREIGIIEE
FEBH DN Do 72729, BEFO EMR OREHAE L IR L TH Bt nwe E2 b5, X HIC, CP
IR, TSl BRI S OREFERRBAEEIE RO TRV Z L A5, CP i3/MY SNADET
NS 2 ZeEOAMBRFEECHE LEZONS,

Lo L7a2s s, foYJfriE (EMR, UEMR, ESD) & HEST % & CP OVIFREE I P& 720, W
WREEUIBRET I S BRI IREE R A b L 2 AT, X0 fESE AR FIEYIER DS A RE R UIBR /T 5 % i8R
L, CPIITHORWVWI ENEFT LW,

[ABEHARIER |, DREIc»22 23X b BEMED) | 2T ah o772, MalT 7k
2o 7z,

DLEX Y, GRMECLEEDHH 2 O (RS IRE L & 2 b 5/NMd SNADET ICx] 3 2 AR
ke LT, [CPaFHHRETL] &L

X

1. Maruoka D, Matsumura T, Kasamatsu S et al. Cold polypectomy for duodenal adenomas: a prospective clinical
trial. Endoscopy 2017 5 49 : 776-83.

2. Takizawa K, Kakushima N, Tanaka M et al. Cold snare polypectomy for superficial non-ampullary duodenal
epithelial tumor: a prospective clinical trial (pilot study). Surg Endosc 2022 ; 36 : 5217-23.
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3. Kato M, Takeuchi Y, Hoteya S et al. Outcomes of endoscopic resection for superficial duodenal tumors: 10 years’
experience in 18 Japanese high volume centers. Endoscopy 2022 ; 54 : 663-70.

4. 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.

5. Suwa T, Yoshida M, Ono H. Issues and prospects of current endoscopic treatment strategy for superficial non-
ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. Curr Oncol 2022 ; 29 : 6816-25.

6. Hamada K, Takeuchi Y, Ishikawa H et al. Safety of cold snare polypectomy for duodenal adenomas in familial
adenomatous polyposis: a prospective exploratory study. Endoscopy 2018 5 50 : 511-7.

7. Masunaga T, Kato M, Takatori Y. Spurting delayed bleeding on postoperative day six after cold snare polypectomy
for small superficial duodenal epithelial tumor. Dig Endosc 2021 ;5 33 : 1198.

8. Akimoto T, Kato M, Yahagi N. Severe acute pancreatitis following cold polypectomy of the minor duodenal papilla
in a case with pancreas divisum. Dig Endosc 2020 5 32 © 151.

9. HIKFE—, BEIRIEF. + =455 1C31F % coldpolypectomy FAEPEIEFLEAEE+ —$a5 15 L B PSS 1< onh 3
% cold snare polypectomy. EfiHMNEF 2021 5 37 © 13-21.

10. Miyazaki K, Nakayama A, Sasaki M et al. Resectability of small duodenal tumors: a randomized controlled trial
comparing underwater endoscopic mucosal resection and cold snare polypectomy. Am J Gastroenterol 2024 ;
119 © 856-63.

11. Takizawa K, Takeuchi Y, Ohmori M et al. Cold snare polypectomy for superficial non-ampullary duodenal
epithelial tumor: a multicenter prospective confirmatory trial (D-cop trial). UEG 2021 : OP028.

CQ4 : TEID SNADET iZxf L T EMR/UEMR iZ#8xh 35 ? (L&)

AT —F AV RO SNADET IS0 3 2 WHBHAE#R L L LT, 23T AWz @EYIER (EMR % %
Wik UEMR) #1795 2 & 25 R4 5.
fEIE Delphi i51C X 2 M : Hoefil 8, HAKME 7, fE{HE 9
AEEE 0 100% (20120 %)
HROME 12, TETFT VAL :C

figE

K CQITH L THMI 7 CHRER % 4T - 7245 H, PubMed : 509 f, PErfGE : 488 f@asfhib s /-, %
Dc, RIEWIEFLIAGE+ 1585 L EE%;: (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor :
SNADET) cxf L CTHHHETEE M THhNTEH Y, SEFIFA 30 LA B, 8 (FIC 10~20 mm) 235
RIREE LTEHEEINDIEENED S 2 ikE 1 RAZ ) —= v Z7ORMARMEL Lz, 1 XRZXZ7 ) —=v
& L C PubMed : 58 fim, BEHEE : 36 fRDFEM L3N X 7z,

Z OHCHRID SNADET 230 GIRZIC & 0, FEFIED 30 BIA EOSCEkE 2 RA 27 ) —= v 7 O
FHEHEL U7z, ST IR 0 WRBHEEEE G S LT w2 & 13 2 L o iaHED 10 Bl BT
HBLO, HERAFEEL L7z, NEEHFIHIC X 21BEThwT — %, FEEKGIRIELE O+ 8R4
EXWMRE LT — 2B L. £72, F—fi%s o O U NREGEELZ R E L=, » 20
T — ZPEET 22 L RHLPTH 2 RIS O WTIHEFNBSEATH 2L DOERAL L. 204
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%, PubMed : 25 fii, EGE @ 9 fROSCHRA M X iz, BEHEE ¢ 9 #ild PubMed T X 7=k L &
EH DI ZDOMRTH Y, BT 2587 VD% AL 7.

EMR 18 ffi, &/K T NESEIREYIFRMT (underwater EMR : UEMR) 9 #f, ESD 9 #f, 22— F -
AT + FY 227} I— (cold snare polypectomy : CSP) 1#i<THH, Wb BEMHE (EED D) S
H o7z,

ZOHT3HE VL EMR, UEMR, ESD DWINd% GOSN TH - 7270 BEEEHIC
WEIEL, BRI I N TV BT Y P AL WTHE (10~20mm) DA ENR L L?‘:BME%FDEJ
WEbEZ, ZOMRE TICENENONHFTIERED L ATV T 4 v 7L a—%{To7. 203
ICB TR 658 il EMR, 431 il UEMR, 476 fil® ESD 23 B 255 & L CfThbiL T/, EMRvs
UEMR vs ESD @ —JHUIEREIA 13 82.7% (95%CI : 79.6~85.4) vs 74.8% (95%CI : 70.0~79.1) vs 94.6%

(959%CI : 92.2~96.4) , RO UJEREIA1E 54.2% (95%CI : 50.2~58.1) vs 50.6% (95%CI : 44.6~56.5)
vs 80.9% (95%CI : 77.1~84.2) , #HIMEIAZ3.3% (95%CI : 22~5.0) vs3.2% (95%CI : 1.7~5.6)
vs 5.4% (95%CI : 3.6~7.8) , fiiHZEfLEIAIX 1.1% (95%CI : 0.5~2.2) vs 0% (95%CI : -0.2~1.3) vs
7.9% (95%CI : 5.8~10.8) , EFZFILENAIL 0.3% (95%CI : 0.0~1.2) vs0% (95%CI : -0.2-1.3) vs
3.0% (95%CI: 1.8~5.0) TH-o7=. —EYIR - RO VIEREI A 1% ESD>EMR>UEMR T ESD 782> > 7=
23, HEFHLEAD ESD>EMRSUEMR T ESD 28E 22272, D 3Tk, FHHEE X UEMR O AT
ﬂﬂéhf:eb 2.4% (95%CI:0.1~8.8) TH -7z,

, JRY 194 D EMR, UEMR, ESD DR Z al il L 72 Bk se oo L THERG 2 &
@TE%MVXTVT4V&VEJ—%ﬁot.ﬁi%ﬂ%ﬁ%atfaﬁimcﬁbfu,EE%%
IC A — LR L, SERICEE I N T VBB T Y A Lo W THENRZE O g2 V&b 7. EMR vs
UEMR vs ESD OFEFEEIA1X, 0~5.8% vs 0~4.5% vs 0%, HBHIMEIAIE 0~14.1% vs 0~4.5% vs 0~
16.0%, #irFZEfLEIS 1Z 0~2.6% vs 0% vs 0~24.0%, EFZEFLEI AL 0~22% vs0~0.7% vs 0~
20.0%TH - 7=. FFE S 1Z ESDSEMRSUEMR TH - 72728, HEHFHRE A1 ESD>EMR>UEMR T
ofz. L, WIhOSHkD GBI TH 2 720, Mgk L ORBEDE 2 51T X 23R4
TAPFET D, Tz, BEHGEICE L CIIERE TON T DERKRE 2o 72,

I % S RIRASIC B 9 72 CSP IR T 2 &5 1320 5 D 1 i Do A, @EUER (EMR & % \»id+
Yy AAT - RYRZ P I—) BN E LABRTRNBISENE CH o . VkRROT TV T I X<
%E[E  (argon plasma coagulation) BEHI & EE L v > a v OIREEZ TR L-HETH D, ok e DBk
FICAE D LEHR I3 L &I L 7=,

b, RPEEGE LA HIRE L 72 UEMR ©Z5i% (partial injection UEMR, gel immersion EMR) (CB3 2%
WD 3 D29B 5 7223, WTNDIEREAE IR LEL Th B b oo, FEFIED A 7o BEITFE T H
D, SREIDLRAT<T 4 v 7L Ea—IC3Ea0hror.

¥ 72, EMR » % \» (X UEMR TOVYJRRBKNEETH 3 & F 2 H L7255 D ESD ~D conversion D iHHEEK
FICBET 2 G2 1 ff 1B - 7228, HEIDOHHZZICH LT EMR & % \»|Z UEMR T 5HE 3 EIVIER X 0
b ESD TO—IEYIRDIE ) DA TH 2508 5 » 3B S CARALR O, T ohREnsd ) HEERT
Fids L N2 OXENARE A CHREI S 2 RETH L LE R LT,

Dbzt ohRofEEIc LT, 24T 2H0EEYR (EMR $ %\ 3 UEMR) 12 ESD & 1
RCEUIREGIHME D 0O K E S HRE G2 ED 5 2 i3k, AFERIEIIE N, 22T
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ZRGWEEYREZ EFTo5REE LCHEEd 3. EMR & UEMR ZL~R 2 &, BREEL, FEELRE
HEbITRKERET R VD, HEFEATEELLEZERLTIEVWEZE 25, EMR & UEMR ® il

£ 52 CHIL T RSB OB IER RCT OHERE LD,
o, HEERTOBTIRAT X CREIR TS Y, SIRTRSEEINE ODILEF Y RBFH,
HERHEC O IERIUE D& A5 B 754 T A Y R YA, HEARIE (55 & L7,
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: KB SNADET 123t LT ESD i3#igxh 25 ?  (hEg)

AT
ERS

— P AV} i KBD SNADET IZXF 3 % ESD 1, & IFEN SR % & 7o 57 7 ERIR RS BR & 229 2 H
I 5\ T OBMATS 5 & & 255 < HESET 5.
fE1E Delphi i51C X % 5 : Hoefili 9, HAKME 7, il 9
AEEE 0 100% (2020 %)
HREDIRX 12, TEFY AL :C

3
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A CQITH L CHRIFEN 2 SCRRR SR % 1T - 72455, PubMed : 509 ffi, EEHGE : 200 fEos it x -, %
Dc, RIEWIEFLIAGE+ —H5M L 8% (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor) 1ZXf L
T ESD, EMR, [EIEEENESEA T T (laparoscopy and endoscopy cooperative surgery : LECS) 23T 4L
TWBXRkE 1 RAZ ) —= v 7 OfRFHHREL L=, 1AX7)“~/7&LTB1%@ i S X
Nz, ZOHFTESD & EMR, % L < i3 ESD & LECS ORGSR REZR GRS HE 2 RA 7 Y —= v
FORMBEAEL L7, 72, F—HE%» D O H 2 W IdnT — £ 23 i?ﬁ?‘% DL TH BERX
CDOWTIIERIBARKRTH 2 DM L7z, SligkcomEITOWTIE, L2 IChof X & HE
LCWwb 7T =% Tla 2772 0. ZOfER, 18 oz -1, 2 18 D
IZ2WT ESD D REEE ICBI T 2 EINS A TF<=T 4 v 2L ¥ a—%{To>7-. £7-ESD & EMR ®
BEBEA BRI N T2 17T V"2 CTERN S ATYT 4 v 7L a—%fTo 7.

KIJFEDEFRICOVWTR Y RATT 4 v 7L Ea—hZRECEHEHL, SHOMETTIEH A4 X2520
mm LA EORELER L7z, ZODEMIHERINTHET Y P A2 LIKDWT 20 mm LA EDJFZSIC
B2 ZIESETEE A — A THVEDYE, 2024 £ 3 H 23 H & CIREIE DS 725 % X
KL LT20mm LA EDJFZIC 1) 2 ESD & EMR DIREGE 2 BT L 72, Z Of5%, 114F D~
D SCALENRET DI R & 75 o 7z,

W NDRNTIC BT HIBEIC BT 2 382 NN —FEVIREIG L L, FE2irhELEE s X R
HEAIFEFRAES GERZA - Rl & L CHBMETL 2. NHEN—HFEYkzie 52 Licown
<, +*%%Eﬁ*kwfﬁwﬁ4fkﬁm¢@%$# BEEHEHRE S hTwb 2, HEYIERE
BV AICIIFREDEL A2 EPEEGRE I N T WD 2 & 1972005, ﬁﬁ%ﬁw&%mw&%x

%ﬂéﬁ@®+_h%f£ukwTWﬁ&%*%wﬁéﬁkﬁé LRFYTHDLEE T,

2RAZ Y —= v JRBRICHH T 7z 18 fRICEHE W TEF 1,356 ild ESD 23fTbTh b, —HUIEREIA X
94.2% (95%CI : 84.8~95.0) , firhZEfLEIA X um%(%%a.n5~nj),L%@E%E%Eﬂé
1272% (95%CI : 5.7~15.0) TH > 7=,

KT ESD & EMR DA E N T W2 17T fRENRE L UHITONAEERN Y AT~YT 4 v 7L E
2 —TlE, —fEUIBREIAIX ESDHCHEREICEWERTH o7z [4 v Xtk 2.58 (95%CI : 1.19~5.57, P
=0.02, 2=65%) 1 . fhirhZEel, ERMEAIHEREE S D ESDHETHREICE, Ay X3zt h
9.95 (95%CI : 6.12~16.15, P<0.01, 2=0%) , 3.06 (95%CI : 2.03~4.62, P<0.01, 2=4%) TH >
7-.

20mm M FOREZNR E L atcid, —HEUIRREIA, LA HE& X ESD HFchREICS
{, Ay XHIFENFN 882 (95%CI : 5.51~14.11, P<0.01, ’=0%) , 9.32 (95%CI : 3.52~34.66,
P<0.01, P=0%) THo7z2}, —J7 CEFEAIHEREHAGIIAEREEZHD T, v XHiE 1.98
(959%CI : 0.78~5.00, P<0.15, 2=16%) TH > 7.

Z-[A] ESD & LECS DRBHEA I TE 723013 1 O A TH o 7= 970, BB WTESD &
LECS DA & ESD DAMMEARET T2 2 & I13HE L v &L 7=,

PUEDZ e oinIc L2 FEDONT v AZERL, KMUOFEAEICOWTIZESD 2179 2 & &
T25L L7 LaLhads, SEEITNRE & o it 37 T A HEK %L(i%%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁf%
D, —EIEHTNR & 72 o 727 — ZITIHEFIEA 10 RO b Db EE Tz, JEsXHIC X 258957
ﬁ@%&f%ﬂ4728LTﬁET5&%i6ﬂ,@ﬁ@ﬁﬁlofﬁm“%gﬁ%ﬁbfht;k#
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bd BRNAT e T Y A5 (Ze 7 v ARIEOREE - ©) , HEREZIR [59) & L7,

7, WTROMTICHE TS ESD 13 EMR &KL T ZRILO )V R 7 BFEEICE W C L2 H, V)
bRz 56X 3 57210 00 ERERZ T TR, 20y 7IRFE 7Y v 7R LI X 2R O 92
~2)=2,  over-the-scope clip % i\ > 7= #&ffi 29260, YIBRTE O NI SAHE - K% F L J— (endoscopic
nasobiliary and pancreatic drainage) DifiA 2027 EEHHEICN T 2R ERICOWTH + a3 5 C
&, ke L OMHBEA ISR 7 &R 9 2 fh D 2R & DR Zd i s I B RTHI T CEf I h e Z &
DBMHATH D LEZOLND T2, HETIGIHEN R Z &0 72+ KRR & SR 263 2 i
RICEBWTOAMITS 2 &7 LElHL 7.
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CQ6 : KEID SNADET iZxf LT LECS iZ#Exnh350? GXK)

RF—F AV b KAID SNADET (9" 2% LECS 1, PIRSEE - SRHES & b IcFHRICHAL TEH D,
HIFE~ ORI 2 kil 2 H T 2 MEX CORFEMT 2 2 & 25 HERET 2,
f&1E Delphi i1 X 2 3Fiffi - HHefiE 8.5, AKfE 7, & 9
AEES 0 100% (2020 %)
HREDIRX 12, TETFY AL :C

fiRER

K (FiC 20 mm LA L) o RAEMIEFLIAA 1 1805 L B M (superficial non-ampullary duodenal
epithelial tumor : SNADET) X} L C, EMR IZ—HEUIFRAEEL <, HEWIBRIC R 25603% v, 2 D7z
» ESD I & 2 —fEVIRE E L v, BERFEILOREIZEELAGINEIC DR D S 5729, ESD i3+
DG A E T A DA TITON TV ORBIRTH 5. JEIEFENRTE AR T (laparoscopy
and endoscopy cooperative surgery : LECS) 1%, @ERZFEIL 2 FEET 2 -0 IcflF s nzifizlcd v, 2020
4 R HEREEE T+ 3RS RT BRI (MEREILE ZfE3 2 b D) "& L TR L7z, TRA I
W LTI TH 24, ZoHMEL ZeMIEELBKRECTS 2.

A CQITH L CHRAMI 2 SRR R % 1T o 7z 45, PubMed : 509 ff, [EHGE : 488 MR Dm0 <
7o, Z DT, SNADET ICXf L T LECS & X U EIVIER (ESD/EMR) A3 {ThH LTV 5 XHk%E 1 KA
7)) —= v 7 ORRAEHEL L7z 25, 75 (PubMed : 59 ff, EHGE : 16 M) D & .
WXL =T A VX B 2RAZ ) —= v 7 CiE, —iEUIREA - RO VIBREIS, 2ATHEREE
A, EFEVEMFSE CEFEZEIL - i) FAERE, HXHELZ TV b s b U CEHlin] fE 7 Sk % i
L 7z. LECS D#ai3CIC 2 W TIXIEFIEA 10 FILL LD b o % L7z, LECS I3 KH D SNADET % X4 &
L7zffi<d 2720, NEGVIFR (ESD/EMR) D&F@3IC2o\WTiE, FIC 20 mm LA D SNADET % X5
LR AR L 72, E7z, Fl—Hii%2 50X H 2 WIEILT — 20 EET 2 L BHL2TH S
FCIC D W TIHERIBDA IR TH 2 D DE AL 72, ZOFER, 204 (PubMed : 17 ff, EHGE : 3
) DX EIN D0, Y RFTF 4 v L a— % (T,

%3, SNADET X3 % LECS ZXR & L 7253 10 ff D10 5> TEl 491 5l LECS 23fTb L CTH
D, T M ALICOWTERNY AT YT 4 v 7 ¥a—%1To7. Ko SNADET IZxf LT, LECS I
S NIREEYIRR M (ESD/EMR) TR ZIT > CWL 33 H v, Jhizko2kdicio Ui o
FEPILHE IR 3. 2 oME RIS 5 2 L IZEERABKHFETH 24, BRScRILEREBEo e T
YARFARTTH B, D72, KEID SNADET ICxf$ % ESD/EMR %5 & L 7253 11 i 10201
DVWTHERNVAT YT 4 v 7L Ea—%{T\, ZNENDOEBKAEIC O WTHNL 7.

AMEICEAL <, —HEYIBREIA Y LECS  ESD : EMR=95.6% (95%CI : 93.3-97.1) :95.0% (95%CI :
93.7~96.1) :352% (95%CI : 31.5~39.2) , RO YJER#EIE A3 LECS © ESD : EMR=90.0% (95%CI : 85.3
~93.4) :79.8% (95%CI: 77.6~81.9) :33.0% (95%CI:28.0~38.5) THo7=. ULk V, $hAMEH
BWFED A TH %25, LECS - ESD I EMR & [ L T, @u—EUIEREI&G28/H 5 Tw/z, £/, LECS
X RO VIRREI G OUGEIC b A A e ExObN 2.

LeMIcB L <, 2AMHEREES I3 Clavien-Dindo Grade (CD-Gr) 1T LA_EA% LECS : ESD : EMR =
11.2% (95%CI : 8.7~22.0) :83% (95%CI : 7.0~10.0) :16.6% (95%CI : 13.8~19.8) , CD-GrIII
LAEA3 LECS : ESD : EMR=2.7% (95%CI : 1.5~4.5) :8.0% (95%CI : 6.6~9.5) :152% (95%CI :
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12.5~18.4) THh o 7-. EFRUBFIERAEE G, EFE L2 LECS : ESD : EMR=2.6% (95%CI : 0.8
~32) :3.0% (95%CI:22~4.1) :2.8% (95%CI: 1.7~4.5) , #HIM2% LECS : ESD : EMR=1.2%
(95%CI : 0.5~2.7) :4.7% (95%CI : 3.7~6.0) :11.6% (95%CI:92~14.5) TH-o7. LAEXDY,
%AMEBEMILDOARTH %%, LECS IZ ESD - EMR & 8 L T CD-Gr Il LA E O A HHERAEES - 4
HMAMECIIZ b Tniz, —F, BRELOFREF G, wihofiXchARETho7. MK
h, SNADET ICx{3 % LECS i%, CD-GrIll A EOAHHEREZEIMEL, BHIMO FRHICBIL THR)

i Td 22, ERFELOEBINES o Tldm VAR R S 5.

FIF&EIA 13 LECS @ ESD : EMR=0.2% (95%CI : 0~1.3) :0.6% (95%CI:03~13) :157% (95%
CI:13.0~18.9) THo7z. —IEYVIEREIA25E > LECS + ESD Tl EMR & U L THAEEAMEL, B
TP 7 AE AR DIV T U 7z,

SNADET %9 % LECS (¥, CD-Grlll LA Lo &HHERAEG, BHMEZ KRS 2 2 LT, HRE
HHEL, RIFAKEXIEO LTV, —7T, mdEETXEEBIETDH 2 ERF AL ORI R 5
TRAVAREELD 5. SRR E 725 72iUd TR TR, b OWETH o2 &b, NE
BElE - SARHEA L D ICFHICHAL T 0, AHHE~DRNRHIL 5 il % H 3 5 sk T D A FEME X 11
LRECTHLEEZOLND. £72, LECS 137 TIRIRIGHK X N7 TH 2 23, SRR ELETE D R
F X OPFERIEZ O RIGIc 2w Tid, WEZR—EDRMAELNTE LT, BILRE PR EN & & ic
DWThH, SHIVHMEICL T BERDH 5. b, RCT IZFEET, ESD & OfijH & ikitio =
ETVYRRIARFTH S, T, WG TN T DSR2 b 0% 5 1A T BRMELEERTH 5.
DEoz s, HSEEE (55 & L7,
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4. WY MR EE, BBEO~FI XV T
BQ2 : WREIRRMTh DEBFIE I3 2@ 2 xitiz 7 (FEHR)

A7 —F AV b OHCERILC NI U T E 3, NHREREIPASE B~ D IRz o 70, A
HRFERT L A 2 58 < HERE S 5.

f@E
AR, T AEIRAZ TN S 2 NHREBHERO MG S B I T b, RERNENHRERE LTa—
VK« 247 « KY~_Z b+ I— (cold snare polypectomy : CSP) ° EMR, &/K T PSR RL IR UTBRAfT
(underwater EMR : UEMR) , ESD & U255,
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A BQ TliI Rt NHBHAEE IC B 1T 2 REBHI RBFIE & Z OXICIC D W THRERAVICEH U STz

. FEdiEB R D REMLMPHEABEL LT, HWEEERLSE T o5, 3,000 #o NHRERITIER
(endoscopic resection : ER) JERI23 B8k X 72 AH 2 & D & fitiak ik  iF9E Vs X % O IR T DI X

ARSI 3.7% L E I N CTH Y, FHAMED O SRR (3.3%) 28 WE YIS N5, Zoft

I, BHEE MKW E TR EMAAE & L Cilih i e iR E it %, 2R, RIFMEEER o0& 223

H5. TTHOHRZE TIRYIFRICER L <+ 45 F3L5H 5 L OEIFLBEOMEICEENLETH 5.

CSP 13 % D et & M 992 S FE M EA TWD, P EfL7ZR EDHE TR\ 928, KEGHEE
TRE WRE Z WIS TALNICH ZIAA TUIBR L 72 ¢ & TERSL oM EBE ZF I 2R L2HE Db
HY, WY IEREENPEECH 5.

EMR ¥ UEMR b @&t GREAIRE SN TE Y, ik ZELIE 0~08% L 3 DY, i
Mo (2.4%) b H 2 BEARNICAHESN 2 IR CHISATREE T b 9.

ESD (3WARICE D b T RmOIRIAEESAFTE 2 FRTH 5238, fth ER & TR Lo R A3 1L
B O TR AL L 9.3~13.5% LG DIOIDI N TH Y, RRIIHEEZT O Iz o FHOcE
DL, EFIEICHEYNCNIE T & 2 isk COMITHAEE L.

HA 1L D 3 B

WREVIBRICHIM L 728556, NEREN 2RI ZZE T 2. 2054, 7V vy 7hick 293
1 78 e b7 &I X 2 AR EE 2 iz kT b s, fich = 7F Vo EoRRN
DI I T3,

FILOMNIG

WHESVIBRFICHEIL L 72856, £ 37 IR FELHMONEEIN 2 A#HEZ ZRK T 5. FILEHOA#EBE b iz
By, WiEOMGLIZAIRETH 5208, RERELR EICTHEET LENDH L. 72, T {5k, 8
DIEHTH B 2L, ILRLMEAIEL THT2EKTD, REWICIIEIE 20 T2 % E K
5. WHENICAFEDERA#EME O LV IEIRMT h LR & o Ui ofElE H e R B/,  C ROGtE:
RyNTEERICERZRDRNEIND 10 RO L iEig A A & e D2 Tl 2R 1L % 52 8 7 ER
D 93.5% (101/108) TZ Y v 77 &iC X 2 NHEEHIEAS, KV 7Y 2 — i (polyglycolic acid : PGA)
— M X B HE, WNEBERERIEE - S F L7 — (endoscopic nasobiliary and pancreatic drainage :
ENBPD) ffAIC X 2 BIER~ D HHHHRIRTE O M2 T D7z LA L 4% (4/101) DEEHITIE ST
PR SNEECTH v, MR ZE L T 5, BIEEASHICIZ 7 U v FIic X 2 OMIc R Z 7 ) v 7,
over-the-scope clip Z IV 7zPASAZ &8k~ e TR DIDI T 5, T I5GERERZS C I3 5152
W& D> O BIG R AHIIC 72 5 & BIFRE 2P NEE & 72 2556035 2 28, Z2FLERST DEASHD & CLRTFRY
KR CTE 2L %, SHROENERIEEND. Tz, WA T IEBAHZEZIALZUIRE
25555, MR E IR NEE & 7 2 55613 PGA ~— M X 2 AIEi#% % < ENBPD #fi
AN%ZAT 5 T & CHEMFEM Z Bl % 2 AR H 5 10,

AR BT I G R EE D 556 I IR 2 23 2 %, BlER o e 2P W< H - 72 56 134 RHE
EERHEEERIT L, HEHINADZ A I v 7 kS nZ L DIEFICEETH 5.
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duodenal endoscopic submucosal dissection: a prospective interventional study. Endoscopy 2018 ; 50 :
487-96.

CQ7 : AREVIBRE DBAIE T & L CAIE O T idftEshs»? (L)

A7 —F AV b} SNADET IZX3 % EMR % 7213 ESD JEfTIRFICIRFIE T I & L CAIE o e 2iiE 217 5
T ey HERET 5.
fE I Delphi i & 2 5Filli © rhJefiE 8.5, &IKfH 7, f=fE 9
AEES 100% (2020 %)
HEREDIRX 12, TEFT VAL :C

i

glnllé

FAEVEIEFLIEER 1 48 0% L2 PEIEES  (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor : SNADET) 1 X
T2 NEBHRER ICE W, BEEICHCHER, R RE T 2 2 LI X o CERMICE L M A
EDMBFIED A7 HBEZ MG TN T B D, RH 18 sk THEM X iz S iRk LR oM & ) 7 8l
EWFEIC X 2 NAREAEE 3,107 BCld, #HIMN3.1%, ERIEZIL 0.8% &M T T3 9, NHEEERE
BMFFED FPIICBAL <, 4585 ESD FafTIRFIC 7E Al L 72 fERE, FEeiEa d L CIdfdia L o
REG & 0 DA RICERMEBBIES D R MG SN T w5 9. T2, 4RO X X f@EHTTIE, Ao
WEIERMEEIIEE 80% A LIRS 32 L WML T RT3 28, JFEFIEIZL K 2, T_RTEFRNEBIE
W CcdH o7 9. % 2T, SNADET X9 2 NHIEEIEREE DIEFEIE TP & U CRIES D 7¢ ki 1L HELE X
NB0E V) CQITH LT XRMRE%Z 1T > 7-. PubMed : 279 ff, [Erhit : 445 fmosthHiasn, 1 k=22
—Z VI 2RAZ Y ==V, LAY P —FE2RT, 17 mMOBIENT S X OCEFIER S
72 DB, I b 17 OS2 O BRI g Tk L Z OBAEIC O WTEREN Y AT~ T4 v /L2
—Z{T\, IHICHRE DHERG Z1To7% 6 Mz TZDAMEICOVTERN S ATT 4 v 7
L a— 75_,,?? ) 7": 7),10),14),15),20),23).

it XNz 17 fRiIcE W T, NEBIEREZIL EMR %7213 ESD ©, BN affske L<C, 20 v 7
IRfFE 7Dy Ty For— 7 D9ID~160.18~2023) - gyer-the-scope clip (OTSC) 10-149:17.22.23) - Jg b -G (35T
BONEFTRFES T A 2 DBWME SN T2, TNsOBFIET %2 1T o 725 1,076 Flok M 1L
3.0% (95%CI : 2.0~4.2%) , EFRVEZFEFLEKIZ0.7% (95%CI:03~15%) TH -7 (Tablel) .

Table 1~ SNADET 33" % ARSI KEET TR D ek & HFAE O His

et BTV

Author FEIE AL KM TR
) K (%) 1L (%)
EMR,
EMRC, .
Maruoka D, et al 19 I 0 0
ESD,
Strip biopsy
Yamamoto Y, et al 40 EMR, ESD 70y 0 0
Hoteya S, et al 28 ESD 7YV vk A—T 0 3.6
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Tashima T, et al 47 ESD OTSC, 7 Vv, =vFr—7 6.4 0

Tomizawa Y, et al 62 EMR 707 6.5
Yamasaki Y, et al 30 UEMR 7097 0
Hara Y, et al 147 EMR, ESD 709 0.7 1.4
Dohi O, et al 65 ESD OTSC, 727Uy 7, =vFr—7 2.9 4.3
An]JY, et al 52 EMR, ESD 709 1.9 1.9
EMR, X
Furukawa M, et al 45 790w 7 0 0
UEMR
EMRC, .
Ohata K, et al 225 OTSC, 7V v 7 6.0 0.4
ESD
UEMR, c
Yamashina T, et al 24 70y 7 0 0
GIEMR
Takatori Y, et al 30 PIUEMR 7097 0 0
Kubosawa Y, et al 61 ESD 707, VA= 0 0
Almario JA, etal 36 EMR BN BB A 75 4 X 0 0
) Endoscopic ligation with O-ring
Nakatani K, et al 9 ESD 0 0
closure, OTSC
Kawamura T, et al 128 ESD 70w 7, v Fr—7 OTSC 4.7 0
at 1,076 3.0 0.7

RT, HEE DA IMEZ A S 223 5 7 D ICHEREDTRE DA S 22, 2> DR & D BT 21T - 72 6 #i
FHOEERNCATYT A v 7L Ea—%{To7z, INLOMETRMAIETHioske LT, 7Y
v 7', OTSC IC X 2 #&fE1MTh I T 7z, TT2AElE (complete group) 2> A4 H 5\ (ZFEFEHE (incomplete
group) @ 2 BHCo T, BFEL LIS X EREFEILOFRAELE T Y P AL L Lz, 0%
FEFA 313 complete group THEICIKC U 2 7 i3 0.11 (95%CI : 0.05~0.23, P<0.01, 2=0%) T»H >
7o BRIEONEINCRTAH S L, %M complete group THEICFKAEEIMEL UV X7 it 021 (95%
CI:0.08~0.52, P<0.01, 2=0%) T®H > 7z. EEFKMEZFLIZ complete group TV & 7 i 0.04 (95%CI :
0.01~0.23, P<0.01, ’=35%) THo7z. HIR 4 7 ZITD2 T funnel plot TELLAE—TH 5 D
DD, BEZRDDLITHBIL Znd o7z,

SEDYRAT2T 4y 7L a—IlEWTIE SNADET ICX3 % EMR % 7z 1% ESD fEfTIRFIC IR D e 4
WBiE 2175 2 & CEBIEORELEE DY LTz, SEHE S =81 RCT 72 & 08 D& ifse
R 578, ERBNCATSTA v ZLE2—TIEZEDY X 2713K 89%IHP 32 &\ ) fEHRT
Hotz. 7=, T4 EMR %721k ESD M7 DEFIEMFAIEIT O L 20 L 2 LIEHICEHEEICR S
DBy, ERMEBRIEO THRE L CAIO T2 M ET C L3RI eHEx7. L Lk
5, MBI NTORMESEAEE, #AME T T v AL, ks b oME A TR TH % 72
B, WBPLE L CTHoTldv, £72, cold polypectomy (CP) 1CBH L CTix, BRI bl ik % g
OV CTOXRRIFMH S e 57223, a—nAF +« 247 - FIJ <=2 F I— (cold snare polypectomy :
CSP)JEfTHRED 7 V) v TEASH O B HICBE D & FEFEIEMIGREH 1T & A EFIE L Tulp ik 2020535 1,
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CSP X L CIFAIEB D SE B OMELRICIIB T E LA neEZLLND., EHIC, SEDYAT~T 4
Y 7L a—ICEWTIiE, SNADET DI KRE X 75 & D figdi o WEE IcBb 2 3l 7 — 2 3R L <
V5728, TERMENEZIT O L) 2, TEORE, MERKIEOKE T, SRR, UIRTTER £ oM
FIED A7 e GRNCHIBI T 2 2 EBHEECTH 5. LALEZRIE L CakofEE e LTk, [SNADET iC
X3 % EMR ¥ 7z 1% ESD fifTHRHCEFEAE VBT & L CRIE D e 2115 C L 255 < HERT 2L L 7.

X
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T35,
f&1E Delphi i1 X 2 3l - Hoefili 7, mAKfiE 7, &M 9
AEHEE 1 100% (19/19 %, “HITENE 1 4)
HROME 12, TEFVYAL_L:C

fiREA.
A CQ ITH L TR 22 SCHRIRER % 1T > 72455, PubMed : 194 #f, BEHEE @ 690 MRS & hur-. 1
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BRI PR ZE O BB ERICBI S L 72 3CHRICR D, 6 RO AT & Lz, BRE T 2KE
PHEREL 2L, EENVAT~YT 4 v 7L Ea—3RWEETH 2 LHWIL, Zhdo3CEkic T
TEHWHRIC A T~T 4 v 7L a—%{To7-.

RIEVET —HEMGIES I onf 3 2 ARERRE Xt o M LE L ik L, firdhds X ERIEOEFED ) X 7
BEWT ERMONTWS, FRCH BB T T L 0 AMHloRECcZ D V) 27 H3E L, ) TAIES
B2 )y TECELEETZ LRIV RIZETFTREERAMET L TWE DY, ik, +24E6%
BEAMh DIHALE I L T 2 gl 2 C, SR EERETGR S 2 Wi TH 5 Z L ARG L T
WRHAREMEAE Z DS, L7ehio T, WHEARERICHE CERO FL - %275 28Itk y, &
FERE DG CEFMEMFIE DT ED FIIICH G T2 Z L HEI NS,

FKAEME+ IR IS IR 2 ESD & HE - EE P L — L O R 2 E BTG L 728 130 .,
+ —$& M5 BSD 264 SEMIH, ZAL% 4 U7 36 Bl oW CTRTRIICHES L 2% <k, WiEdhicE L 7
ZALREGI 32 BlD 5 B, 13HITlE7 Y v 7 X 2 B O e atdfii v E R < &, ZER M AR, %
FEFT T I 2 E LT WIERI L A% DR TH 2 T L 2 ME L T3 3, )y, seliEiEnmEgEc
Hot= 190D > B, + I8 FATERLLEICAIE L 22fERNZ 16 iEFITH Y, 8 Fil RS SIHE -
& KL — (endoscopic nasobiliary and pancreatic drainage : ENBPD) 2 EEE LT3, Z OfEHIT
ZBNIALE % 32X 3, 7D ERCP ICB# L 2 fBRFEIXEL Cohv, T2EBREFILTH -7 40105
%, ENBPD 235Efi X 4172 2 Bl CldBIMALEZ £ U3, 5R0 o 2 il 1 ] IX BRI IR o & 81 i
L, s IIBESE+ i8R YIBRMT (pancreatoduodenectomy) %L T3, DL EofER2 L, WREE
BRI L Z AR U ERNC T L Cld, B0 e RtEii 03— ICHETH 2 28, TERAEMiAHE L WIER]
TIX ENBPD 25&E R L 2V 5 52 L, $7ERMEEALZELCIERTDH, ENBPD ZEfid 5 Z Lic Xk
D, FLICBE L 22 RRE DI EZ I X & N 2 A[REEIC DWW TR T 5,

¥ 7=+ 155 ESD %@ BIERIC 03 % 5E k& 23 IR EE T & o 72 fER 70 5 % KR IC, ENBPD % FEf L
72 25 fillx, ENBPD D EMEIC L 0 EFRMEOBFRIEZ £ Uz iXBilo 1 4] (4.8%) 0ATHY, ZFAL
AU 7EHC, BEEFCNT 2BMLEZE L 72fEFIE 1§D s o729 ENBPD OEEICLY, 4
il (16.0%) TERCPHBEREFAEL T\ 5238, HAEMIIL CTEHF, % Dfthic ERCP L& ICBYE L 7=
BFRIEZELZ LT\, 5 ENBPD 2 FEfEL 72> 7- 49 il 5 &, EFRMEDMEFIAE XL 2 #], H
i3 floztsHl (102%) icTELTEY, 84l (163%) TEMOUEZEL TS, 205 b 44T
ENBPD, 2 TR ML F—, 1 HICHBHIFl 22 L CTv» 5. ENBPD 28§ A & 7= HfliC
i, URoBILEIZEL CEL 3, EREOMAIECNT 2HAENATRI N TS,

T 450 ESD R & L SERICld e A3, FERkOZEHIE LT, + I5IHFLIEEREE a3 2 NS
IFLEAYIBRT (endoscopic papillectomy : EP) 723%6723%. EP R ICHHEHEED L 3B 0FZHEZE LS
BlENRE LMETIR, BEFNLF—VFa—T2%ELEZTF DN LF—VF 2— 7% HE &S
AL, EMZERICH T CEET 2 2 ik, FICoimAg & oBEREERELZE LT, 1Tl
EREDERZFRIEL 72D DDOBETH - 72 9,

72, GEBIERES & L, BEESH T ARG L 21k 12 [, 2V v S e[|, H 7 —F AR E v
T IEMDOS S 720> o 72 AT+ —HEIEE I LT, ENBPD 2L, LiE L &Ikl Eshn T
WD 20, X5, BREED LR T oBEFELICH L <, REFENIECRERSE O LTI
NERHIFM B EME I 2 b, FILEOBE 2 HE L W FHICHEAN2ICE o 72 FHlI L ENPBD 235 i
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N, WREPEONHREDERD 2 DY, WITFNOHED, ENBPD 25HER X i, SR FAfT
®%w%b<iﬁ%ﬁ&&&é%%%ﬁwﬁﬁf%b,%ﬂ%@ﬁf%tﬁfBMﬁD@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@
Ing, +oBEEEORMCELORE TIEH 25, NHEREZROAIRICOWTD, ERMEERAE
OHEFTLHIHZ K2 HRCEM LY 95 Ll TN 5.

fthy7, MHEE - BEE FL > —Y % HE L7z ERCP BRICIRFRED U X 7, FFIC ERCP R )
95D BHICEDI LTIV IT RV, METICEELCY X7 2MFES 2 L &b, FENCH57 7
EATHOREDH 5 9710, Zhilic, ERICHIE L ZZFAEICK L C, ENBPD ZMEfI s b Do,
MIEEBABIED TR & LCHREEZ T 21013, mmoRtia ks L HWrEns.

b o@iss o, REEWTI6BEE 03 2 NHEREEZ O EFREEBICE W, HE - FE LS
— 0%, ERMERIEZ A U -EHICR LT T 5.
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5. BRAEDELY 1> & REE AL
CQY : SNADET 3MIfEE # ZR L OUREZH T2 C L3RI s, ? (Bl - Ug)

2T =t AV R I B S EE R O A O THIAEE D EE L TIiT7H 2 & 255
"I 5.
fE1E Delphi i£1C & 2 5¥ff : Fhoefid 8, HAKAE 7, fHeEfiE 9
AEEE 1 100% (2020 %)
HHEOMRX 12, TEFVYALL:C

fRER. -

FAEVEIEFLIEER 1 45 0% L2 PEMEES  (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor : SNADET) @
WL BRI ZTH Y, ZORBEPHL 227 ) 22H %, SNADET I3 E I IRIED A b 4 5 723,
HEES AR A (R SR & oI E L 72 2040 5. FBEHMZHEE T T v 20% »
BIEORELISHL 27 A TY) XARRIBI N TwE D, HIlEE & flfafigs X SRR o fH 4
HbErOLZMT 20T, MlEEosEE LCOEER, B OMGE) , SEEAT, S ARER
RLENCHBERZMZ 72005 5 DD, 72, HREE % X 5 IC foveolar-type, pyloric gland type,
neoplasia of uncertain malignant potential ~DHLFER, & 2 W IIHRE L (A7) B, MR (860
B, BIERY, BEMD 4 RICHAHT 2 L RBINTNE I

~ b F YY) Vo A YV REEAR TR TR, B 5\ i Paneth M Z R T2 2 & T (U))
R E OGRS AIRETH 5 23, TWHOHEDLH L WG 1L, RERaoffH»Gich s, Fllv—
71— & LT MUCSAC, MUC6, Fafil~—7—& LTCDI0, MUC2 A XL fEfisn<Thh, BPEL
LT CDX2 ZH W7 b iTb T2 99, JHf~—7—& LTIE MUCI 2% 5N 3 2, IR
W I A, SRR MR E LI K-67 RS I X 2 a0 LE L oA D S HE TR
AN RN

B AUIE % & O HAUESE ©ld GNAS 22513 92~100% 35 X N KRAS 28513 42~80% CTH v, /IR
JECld GNAS 2513 0~2%, /MG Tld GNAS 2513 20% &K<, BRI T Wnt & 27 F v @
BIG0Z LW Z &I N Tz 27, JNGRIRRIEICIZ T v = 77 X< §ElE  (argon plasma
coagulation) ZHA2% < (55~89%) , FETIEM 7wy (9%) &b, HRLEH L T3z oRENREA
52 %X%FiT5. £/, + 1M Tl adenoma-carcinoma-sequence IZfREMNITH 5 Z & BIRBE I L5
1)~13)

95 & 2 WIS AR D R AR e LTl LR, BIRE ERAbd, EartEBRE, Brunner IR
BEZ LTS 919,

HHPEZE T 25 ICE W CIIEEER S Ao T AHATH Y 192, K MUCSAC FEH,
MUCSAC & MUC6 D351, ps3 FIFEIRERE CHREICE K A oN L WHE TN T 5 9. Toba
b DfFENT D-Cld gastric type, mixed type, intestinal type 7348 L, Vienna 734 Category4.2 LA LD 16 Ji%&
& Category4.l LA T @ 122 f§l & @ LL#K i T MUCSAC, MUCG6 [5tE, CD10 [&tt:, CDX2 Fath: & B A7 ic B
LT/, SERMNTTIZ MUCSAC RBIGHES AR AMBIL T/ [ v X (oddrisk)  8.743,
95%CI : 1.679~50.911, P=0.011] . 7z, R T2 2 ] (Categorys) T34 d MUCSAC ik
T» - 7=. Mitsuishi 29 & (3 gastric phenotype, intestinal phenotype IC73%H L THEMT L 7z, W3 L KEIEA
JFZE T 124 (10.9%) O gastric type 123 =T high-grade intraepithelial neoplasia & % >3 intramucosal
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carcinoma (C53FH X 172, Fukusada'? © % gastric type, gastrointestinal type, intestinal type @ 3 #FIC31F T
fEtT 21T o7, THRICEAL T, #fTREzEo g Ics T, A, BN, JEERICHEE LT L 72
WwE2H Y, BRPEICEWTTEARV I EARINT LS 29202, CD10 DREtALIZEENL, Vv
NERBLBEENED D L OWMELDH B P, FRRERCBWTHHEEEEAT AL H Y 2, KED
ADBGEH CHMEEA2HE L CW3EN2H W FELILETH 5 2,

B &G & OMiiaIZE 2 BB 2, T S e G SN L TE D, o REERIC D 2
DEWRHL I > TE TS W X5, /MR L ik L, IR LR CHNPE 2%
, IVEHELREVDDLEXLND., SHOI LRI O-DICHMIEEZEREL 72—
HECIMAHMZ 32 C E D EETH DL EEZ LN S,

X

Lo JVRRESE, dul A, REG— 3. T I5I5EE & ORI A IR YE (). B & 2019
54 : 1088-94.
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1628-36.

5. Jun SY, Eom DW, Park H et al. Prognostic significance of CDX2 and mucin expression in small intestinal
adenocarcinoma. Mod Pathol 2014 ; 27 : 1364-74.

6. Minatsuki C, Yamamichi N, Inada K et al. Expression of gastric markers is associated with malignant potential
of nonampullary duodenal adenocarcinoma. Dig Dis Sci 2018 ;5 63 : 2617-25.

7. TobaT, Inoshita N, Kaise M et al. Clinicopathological features of superficial non-ampurally duodenal epithelial
tumor; gastric phenotype of histology correlates to higher malignant potency. J Gastroenterol 2018 ; 53 : 64-70.

8. Niwa A, Kuwano S, Tomita H et al. The different pathogeneses of sporadic adenoma and adenocarcinoma in
non-ampullary lesions of the proximal and distal duodenum. Oncotarget 2017 5 8 : 41078-90.

9. Matsubara A, Sekine S, Kushima R et al. Frequent GNAS and KRAS mutations in pyloric gland adenoma of
the stomach and duodenum. J Pathol 2013 ; 229 : 579-87.

10. Matsubara A, Ogawa R, Suzuki H et al. Activating GNAS and KRAS mutations in gastric foveolar metaplasia,
gastric heterotopia, and adenocarcinoma of the duodenum. Br J Cancer 2015 5 112 5 1398-404.

11. Ota R, Sawada T, Tsuyama S et al. Integrated genetic and epigenetic analysis of cancer-related genes in non-
ampullary duodenal adenomas and intramucosal adenocarcinomas. J Pathol 2020 ; 252 : 330-42.

12. Ishizu K, Hashimoto T, Naka T et al. APC mutations are common in adenomas but infrequent in
adenocarcinomas of the non-ampullary duodenum. J Gastroenterol 2021 ; 56 : 988-98.

13. Matsueda K, Uedo N, Kitamura M et al. Pre-ampullary location and size >10 mm are independent predictors
for high-grade superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. J Gastroenterol Hepatol 2021 ; 36 : 1605-
13.

34



O© 00 1 O O &= W N =~

[OCIE (ST (I (O (R \C R \C T (G NG G I (R e T i e e e e
S O 00 N O U1 b W N R O O 00N N0 RWNNY RO

w W W W w
Ol = W N =

w W W
o N O

14. Kushima R, Stolte M, Dirks K et al. Gastric-type adenocarcinoma of the duodenal second portion
histogenetically associated with hyperplasia and gastric-foveolar metaplasia of Brunner's glands. Virchows Arch
2002 ;5 440 * 655-9.

15. Uchiyama T, Hatakeyama K, Nakagawa K et al. Gastric-type adenocarcinoma of the duodenum arising
from Brunner glands. Pathol Int 2019 ; 69 : 177-9.

16. Toya Y, Endo M, Akasaka R et al. Clinicopathological features and magnifying chromoendoscopic
findings of non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. Digestion 2018 ; 97 : 219-27.

17. Fukusada S, Shimura T, Iwasaki H et al. Relationship between immunophenotype and
clinicopathological findings for superficial nonampullary duodenal epithelial tumor. Digestion 2021 ;
102 : 870-7.

18. Akazawa Y, Ueyama H, Tsuyama S et al. Endoscopic and clinicopathological features of superficial
non-ampullary duodenal tumor based on the mucin phenotypes. Digestion 2021 ; 102 : 663-70.

19. Hara Y, Goda K, Dobashi A et al. Short- and long-term outcomes of endoscopically treated superficial non-
ampullary duodenal epithelial tumors. World J Gastroenterol 2019 ; 25 : 707-18.

20. Hijikata K., Nemoto T., Igarashi Y., et al. : Extra-ampullary duodenal adenoma: a clinicopathological
study. Histopathology 71 ; 200-207, 2017

21. XueY, Vanoli A, Balci S, et al. : Non-ampullary-duodenal carcinomas: clinicopathologic analysis of 47
cases and comparison with ampullary and pancreatic adenocarcinomas. Mod. Pathol. 30 ; 255-266,
2017

22. Kumagai R, Kohashi K, Takahashi S, et al. : Mucinous phenotype and CD10 expression of primary
adenocarcinoma of the small intestine. World J. Gastroenterol. 21 5 2700-2710, 2015

23. Yoshida M, Shimoda T, Abe M, et al. : Clinicopathological characteristics of non-ampullary duodenal
tumors and their phenotypic classification. Pathol. Int. 69 ; 398-406, 2019

24. Mitsuishi T, Hamatani S, Hirooka S, et al. : Clinicopathological characteristics of duodenal epithelial
neoplasms: Focus on tumors with a gastric mucin phenotype (pyloric gland-type tumors). PLoS One
12 ;5 e0174985, 2017

6. IHRYIER D HEHE
CQI10 : WHRSIERERICHEPIRZE & I S W -G8 ICRRBISR/HRE I NS0 ? (FERE)

AF—F AV} SNADET IZX}3 % ER fRICHEEEANINZS & HIl S N7z 55 1CRRB8IE 21T 2 &L 255 <
#2332,
fE1E Delphi i£1C & 2 5¥f : Fhoefid 8, HIKAE 7, fHEfiE 9
HEEE 1100% (2020 %)
HHEOMRX 12, TEFVYALL:C

i}

fiEaR -
FAEVEIEFLIEER 1 45 0% L2 PEMEES  (superficial non-ampullary duodenal epithelial tumor : SNADET) I
X9 5 NSRRI 1R B Z ISR PR 22 & 2T & 72 35 A IS REBIEE 23 ] BE D> 1T D W TR
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REEMER T COPBIRTH B, [HIEICHT 2 ESDEMR 74 F74 v E2/) | Y%, XK
ESD/EMR #4 FZ 4 v (5 2k J D TIENEHEIARORIGE XRATET- & U v o i - @hRists ) 2 7
ORTCHHi T T 5. B TEMEIEOEEZ b 2 WAEENE L EE R 2 b3, —#Evikkcs
O/ - mENREY, REREREch L, RIRTIRCTH 5. KEHETHRENE TR Y vosffie
IR O FREE TR TH », —IEUIBR T oK - IERTGS & bR ThIIFRIG L HES h
T3, EZREEETH VREPIEEEZ I vz, RFNGEERS R T IUEREBEE Sh T3,
Z T, RCQ IZHW Tt SNADET DANEAIRZEIC X 3~ 5 WRBAEER DT fFE L ) v o3 - =k
ORI L WHIBEL D VAT YT 4 v 7 L ¥ a—%1{To 7. KIEMHKBBEEEEE O+ 8 kZs,
+ AL, BTN E R LT — &, RFTERRE IR T 2 RREOIEH D
W — &, RIABGECBISIRIARH R 7 — &, KR TEUEOREEDO 7T — X A L. 72, [
— M2 b OF UNHEHEFREZ NR E L2k, H 20307 — 2 BEET 5 3 HL 5 TH 5L
RIS O W THEFIBA R KR TH 2D DAL Lz, ZOFER, PubMed : 355 ff, [EHGEE : 44 ffodh
HaEi, 1 RAZYV—=v7, 2 RAZ V) ==V 7 iZhlF, a+x— MRED 26, ®“AaEHEs 11§
OEEH 13 ot E N, s BROWMELO VAT T 4 v 7L a—%fTo7z Y19 KN
JRZE IR S B NI BRI EE 1,085 TRAZICH LT, 2—AF « 247 + KUY <22Z } T — (cold snare
polypectomy : CSP) 34, EMRM!D, 27K T NSRRI (underwater EMR) 'D~14, ESD#101D.19)
AT, %D I btz iaz 720w % 998 1 TH - 72. SNADET DREEPIRZ it 3 PR EE G
BMDOYAT<T 4y 7L Ea—lEnT, RfEFELRLEEMLIIFITH Y, HREEIL 9.1%

(BIZZHA] : 2~153 2 H) THh o 7. FFTEFEOFRE Iz, MWEEERIc X 20T b, B
#H31Clx CSP/hot biopsy/EMR/UMER D 1{HIl 77 Witk 2> © 1/1/71/18 Bl D Jsj i fisé % K L CTw»7=. ESD fiE
Bl CIXRATERIERD md o7z, 91D 5 b 88 HlIF T Loy 7 7 X~#EE (argon plasma coagulation)
£ CSP % &% 7= NHRERIYIER (endoscopic resection : ER) I CTIREAIRETH 0, 3 FilITFR@EEI 5 % &R
L, 2Bl FMiaHECcH o7, 55 14l ER RORHREIC X 2 BRI AHE & Il & W T %17 -
72, b O 1 FHIRE TR BB L 2 b, FRICYIBRZ 1T o 7ERIC©H o 72, NHBRHERZ IR
TRYIERE o2 GA I3, RFEEHREH Y 9 2 L ICEEL, EHNARNREY -4 7 v 2%
L OVEHICTHIDHESELD S EZbNT.

SREFIT Y VoSt - EREIEE IS R, RBICEIECHID R oz, iz, 13MRD 5 BN
BDY v AHEEED Y 27 2 E R LERE IR o720 DD, HEHIIRGER] D H£R5 Tl 398 H o kil
JED 5B 6l 2%) IC) v AR LRS- L TEMERDH S 19, Lir Lo, SEWIREAEL ER
Bk DER DT Ic BT Y I LIEDE N X 252 Gmmide 2mmiE) 23522 L2 EET 3
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4y 7L Ea—TREBHIZRL, RFARMTPEAIEONTH S Z 26, NERBHALERICHENRE
Bz n-GHoRREREIREIN EEZLNZ. LArLSHOYRAT~T 4 v 7L Ea—"T
IZ, RCT 7 EE ORI 13580 b d, fimZ ak— FFIED L 13 A M X BIEMIED AT
HY, NATRY R HEL, BEEIRENTH L7220, TETVADWMI FFH b DL L7,
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7.NET D2 & i5
CQI1 : DNET i3 2 NESRSEVIBRMTId R Eh 200 ? ()

AT —F XV b BRINICERRS R 2> O RGBT T LA & 22 < 2 /B> DNET Ixt L T, ER %2179
T ey HERET 5.
fEIE Delphi i1C & 2 5Filli © HofiE 8, HRAKME 7, HmifiE 9
BEEA 1 100% (2020 %)
HEREDIRX 12, TETFT VAL :C

i

glnllé

+ 5 RR N SWEE:  (duodenal neuroendocrine tumor : DNET) 1, A icEBWTIE AL 10 7 AY
720 345 N\OFREETHY, HmVEETH L. FhEGMNICH S &, B 557%, 246K 16.7%, B
15.1%, #E82.1%, 2505 1.6%, [ 0.6% &3t ST D, RIBTIXATHATICIZ 10 mm DLT /A
® DNET 2% L CTHIHRERIYIER (endoscopic resection : ER) 23{THiL T X 7. HHFIICIA L FI ST
% European Neuroendocrine Tumor Society @ 2023 fE A F 7 4 v T, PEER DRI T E LR 2Dt
TR OSE, 10 mm LU IZPESEVIRE, 10 mm %8 2 2 588 30Vl S w328, %
DOHEDH A XD 15 mm AT 5 (Gl/low G2, fifEEER L, kL) I X > CIxNESEYIFR%E
9 CHEREL T3 DY, F7, TR - LB RN WS (NET) 23R4 F 74 v (2019 455 2
i) 1 Tlid, WRSEVIROEISIZU T OS2z 356 & /5 10 mm K, R FEUE, Ki-67
fiE, JERERENE, ®glatt . Lo L a3 OEFIE D 2, BEFIIRILCZ Lnw/-o, R <
HpLiHEIhTns,

A CQ ¥, DNET x93 2 NRSEUIBRMT 23S X 2 2212\, 10 mm Aiwi/LA T @ DNET 1233 %
SAEFFAT, 10 mm A /10 mm % 2 %2 DNET 1203 2 NHREEVIFR, @ 2 DO b &) TR %
fTofz. 7 v 2AOFHIliE LT, ROYVIER, £F [EFAREGEHE (relapse-free survival : RFS) F 7z 134
A17% (overall survival : OS) | & FFE, fiiRAOHE [ZFLE 2 3RAFM (NS , B C
7213 CD-M ML ED&BHE (i) 1, 277 b AL LCEHiiL7. 1RXZ 2 ) —=¥ 2T PubMed49
i, BEHRGE 29 MRS X 4L, 2 RA 27 Y —=v 27" CPubMed : 11 @23 &h, > RXT7~T71v 7L
v a—%fTo 7.

RO YIER

DNET (cxf4 2 NEREEYVIER D RO UIBREN& % Uik L 7250013 4 S SE S Cds Y 979, 10 mm LA T/
R DIFE TIX 20~60.9%, 10 mm % Z %/10 mm LA EDIFHE TIE 0~28.6% ThH -7z, 10 mm LA T /A
WD AD ROVIFREIAIZ 2R CME SN TEY, 59~91.7%TH -7 910, F /=, EELE Tl VEE
W72 7 — 28R H b oL L CGEMTATREZ: 1 #2350 'Y, 10 mm LA T/ T RO 1 55.6%, 10 mm LA
ET50%THo . TN THROEREHRAT S L, 10mm LAT /A vs. 10 mm Z# 2 5/10 mm Lk
® RO YVIFEEIA 13 50.6% (121/239)  vs.23.4% (11/47) TH - 7=. NEHEYVIFRO Hi#kiL, #2720l
XbHY, EFo220KE FHEBKETD - 7=,

10 mm BAF/oKG @ DNET 1203 2 S RHFAl & WHREEYIFR % i U 725303 72 <, SRRl o & o
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RO VIRREIA 1L 2 fROMEDIH D, 80~100% (4/4 5 T XCTRATYIERS, 4/5; RV 3 #, JA#EYIG 2
fl) WCTH o7, 10mm %X 5/10 mm LA EDEFI % & 5 L 90.9% (10/11, HiFH 4~25 mm) 9,
90% (9/10, #iPH 5~17mm) 'VCTdH 57z, 10 mm LA T/ K DR D% < IZENHCHEFFEM o #EIL T
77z, TR EEER C L A% K, DEOBAMEBIERROATH > 72,
10 mm LA T/ @ DNET (ZE N CHRREEVIBR OWEIC & 72 5 Z & 3% 023, RO YIEREI A 1X 20~91.7%
EELOERKEDP o/, METEAEETH L Z Lot 48H L o lReRREE S 2 0K & E 2 5
N5, ROYVIEREIS & L CIFNBEYVIER IR0 TH 228, SR IEHEREE <H v, 10 mm LT/
@ DNET (X3 25 NRBEVIBR % 55 < #E4E 5 5.
RFS % 7213 OS & FHEA

DNET D 4AFFIC2 T, Nor &1 10 mm LA T /A vs.10 mm % 2 %/10 mm LA EDJFEIC BT % 5 4F
RFS : 94.8% vs. 82.4%, P=0.089, 54 OS:97.4% vs.93.8%, P=0.204 T& Y mifffic =420 (#
AP E 88 A H) , mY 2T 4 v 7 [EIRSHTTIIRZERE 10 mm ML EAEFKDO Y A7 KTTH Y

[OR : 11.781 (95%CI 1.455-95.408) , P=0.021] , FF&EIA L 8% (8/104) , FFE T T oMRIHJfid
18 HHTH o7 L5 L T3 9 Matsueda © 1%, 10 mm LA T/ & HiTETEZHT L 72 DNET 34 #51iC
32 NEREEYIFRD OS & RFS 13, 54 0S 28 87.1% (95%CI : 66.3~95.9%) , 5 4 RFS 2% 100% T &
b (BRIl 48 2 H) |, U voSHiRRE Y 2 2 K7 HZE BT C I IEERE 10 mm DAk & iR
HPAAEETH -7z LA L T3 9. Ragheb & F, polypectomy H L < i EMR %175 72 10 mm AT D
DNET 56 J5Z O RATFHEE 1 17.8% (10/56) TH Y, Ffin (63.6£10.4 vs. 56.5£8.2, P=0.048) &
RI/RX Y (P=0.016) "HFEDY Z 27T TH o7z EHEL T3 12,

10 mm LA F/RG 3 X OF 10 mm % # 2 %5/10 mm LA DNET © NREEYIERE /TR ICBE 3 % 5l#ios
HolDIT4FHTH Y H0101D - Z N o DFFRZHET 5 & 10 mm KA T/AKiFH L O 10 mm Z#E 2 5/10
mm LA E DGR EIA L 7.69% (15/195) /10.3% (3/29) TH 5 7-.

10 mm LA T /K35 @ DNET 1203 2 A ELFAlT & NEEYIFRD OS & RFS % bl L 7253137 <, 418t
FMDHDEFITOWTIZ I FROHEADH Y 1D, 10 mm LA F/AKiED 541 >10mm D 5 FloEEE 10 41
a:mxfﬁ%ﬁ%&‘ttci&r‘on&#o 7o (Bl 1~74 A H) .

ATF E EFROBIS A 5 1%, 10 mm LT /K O DNET 3RFTERD 1% RECE o b oD, i
RAF 7 RIARGE (5 4 RFS/OS 5 94.8~100%/87.1~97.4%) 23S 60T\ 2. AR EHl R EE < 5
H, 10 mm LA T/ D DNET (03~ 2 SR % 55 < HESE 5 2.

B E 2 IBAFRM (RS , AN T X213 Co- L Lo &HHE (FH)

10 mm LA N /AKiE £ 8 10 mm % 4 2 %/10 mm LA _E D DNET © WESEVIER Ol R 22 fLIC 2 W CREE A
ROOLNTDIE 4 fdh HOI0B) 0~6% & | I NFEREHEET S L 10 mm LUT/ARMTIE 3.9%

(7/179) , 10mm %2 %2/10mm LA ECiX 14.8% (4/27) TH o7z, 132D, HTEZHTC 10mm AT
/A & F2Wi L 72 DNET ICxf3°% EMRL T, 11.7% (4/34) 3B I T3 9,

10 mm LAT /K @ DNET (X3 2 SRRl o BTHISE C % 72 1% CD-111 A o &HFE D 1X, RO
YIBR eI 25X DA TH Y 510, FHAHZE I »Fid 0% (0/4 & 0/5) , CD-II LA Lo &HHEIR
0% (0/4) & 20% (1/5, BHEZEBEISTREAENEIC X 2BEEK) THo7-. 10mm % Z %/10 mm
LA R ofEf 2 & 5 L, JETHASET 0% (0/10 45, #iPH 5~17 mm) , 0% (0/11 5, #iPH 4~25 mm)

T, CD-II LA EDEPHEX 0% (0/10 1) , 9.1% (/11 4]) TH o7, FLIEINET b FA 72+ 65l
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NET O FHiiifE L L Cid, Gay (2021, %% A M EW5E) &1 103 ] [Local
Resection/Pancreaticoduodenectomy/ A~ B 52/49/2 {5, s Uufili 13 (HiPH 2~40) mm, FEFLEAE NET/
FLUESE NET 65/38 1] ofeitci, JAMHAZET A 1.9% (2/103 ) TH S 7z 9. Margonis (2016,
LEkte A EHZE) S X % & RFTVIRE T L 72 5761 (ol 13 (U AZdEpH : 8~17) mm, JE
FLEHES/FLIRES /AN 46/2/9 1] CRAMIHAZEC 1X 0% (0/57) T, CD-II KA Eo&HHEIX 14% (8/57) TH
2 7z 19),

+ AR & ) AR R EEE IC X 0 BFE XS EF 2D 5. 10 mm DT /A O AT 2 LB A 13 H R
PROREER & 13183 525, 10mm Z# 2 2 /LA L ClE—R AR 22 Tw 5. SRR I3ER
DIFRIE B 2> D FLIEEE NET HIRIET 2 LD A L7223, L2 0~1.9%TH b, kL TEL X
e, BFAEOBIAD S 1E, 10 mm BT/ O DNET (X L TIXNEETVIER % 55 < #3252

RO VJFR, 417 (RFS £7:13 0S) & ¥, fieaPfiE [ZEFL % 72 (RAFM (WHE) | FfHEC £
7213 CD-II LA LD APHE (F4f) 1 @3 2077 A L%FHEL, 10mm B F/ARH7 10 Tl < 10mm
ZHEZ 5/10mm LA D DNET ICX3" % ER & AMBIFATIC D WTEE L 72, ROVIBRE X4 XIcBib b
Bz e AMETH 228, EFECHBICOWTIRMNTAETE 2L EX LN, BRI, NHasHEEE-C
RATEFEE X VS WHALAS Y, BERSKEVIEEEWHEALS - 72, HEHKEZ - 272 LTk
CQDYAT~VT 4 v 27 Lba—id, BRMICIBEME ORI TR L 2k 2/ (10mm LT
/AW) O DNET ICxf LTI ER 2175 2 & 259 < H#E3E 3 5. fid & LT, 10mm LA F/KH D DNET i< 5%
L3 2B FE O BHEA R R L T3 2 & &, WSRO ROVIBREI ST EABEREOBECHL L %
WA B, E7, REREZHICE T, NET @ Grade 78 % 1T 9 7= © I I ESIRE (Ki-67 550 1< X
Ml 23E T H 5. Hotspot ICIXIXHDE 23D 5720, NHRHEVIFRMRIK CR2H & 117z Grade 77FHIC L - T
ER DG EBRE I ND 2 L DT
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