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A Bk
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WG % & Mycobacterium tuberculosis \2 & - THET 5.
WAEARI DI HAZ BB SRR 23 0, 2020 4EOFHLE
MR E L 197 BICTH - 72", FERITHEDR, F24, Wk, 7
L BEERNZG, IMAE, SRCRR BEEREE, ARERA R &
Thsb. BALIEHZEOWREEL §EUIHHL, SF&
FRREEID 155 EHE L T3 ML A & H 2
LAMAER Th 555, EOMOTAIZ S HREE AL LS.
WHBIINZIE, THBNIIES & BRI O RAE, IR~ IR
WZHCHNT BiESE, OB A - BB ORISR NZ &,
RICEHN T % RIEMER ) — T EOF A2 & Sh
5. TDIEH, ZHOEOBERIE, B RN, HER
DRROFIS BEIZ% 5. RO EZ MRS
L < IEIA RO EE MR X 2 /B0 OFEH, SR ES
DRAFEA © OREEREPE ST OFE,  FARiT LT O WA A
IRPT R &) > 7S T ORI OFEW O W § 3
HThoHH, ERPEROBESRIIMN . BIRREE, ik
T2, PCR WAL 247 ) Y&\ ZI3AE & ALk o i Mo fd %
RIS 2% L, HEOBEZHAGDED L L.

AR TIE AR I BLBEAS CREAT R (IR 2SS
BIENER ) — T OERE L, BERHROBAE, TR
BOWEBORERONYS Ax BTz (Fig 1~4). BT
il 2 A LR S NRIERITH 5%, WHEMIZIE

Table 1

AL BN E SN R REZEL T 5. Iifi%o
EHREDDH Y, R CT THIRERICHHETIE LS IE L Tz
Z L BRI & R e, S S o
BIRRFETH 7 % — 175, PUBRRHFE & PCR 2%tk o
PiBR AR 8 & PCR SBitk TH o7z (Table 1). LLED 5,

PRI & i & B L7, BURTBEEOIRIZ X Y

TINITGE L, 4 4 0K MBS T IR
fLLTw7z (Fig.5). LIEMI LR CREBL TS
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[FEHIIRR] o
80 HEAL, LCHE. [ g&]
BURIE © 3 IR & FACRIE, MESUNEE, W TR R BHELONBDEEND.

AHBL 72, LIS BT 2 T ZedERoSED % <,
o L A LA o T BE LMD o7z REBITHERATE
bLCE&7/0lE R 2 Lok 2h, BB k2
WZipe ), WMEMEHHTEZOE T ABL 2ol

BEAENE © 65 % S IKHEM (T4lr), 69 i MEMEIEE T,
70 i~ ESIUE, 82 LEE A

WHERAI R (Fig. 1), A X #ulEmd (Fig. 2), (IEffZR~R—2)
IR FEN AT R (Fig. 3) 27”9

Absent contractility
Distal esophageal spasm
Eosinophilic esophagitis
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[E #&]

A Absent contractility

0

WAEO BRI E b v, HETREEEZ 3R 2 Tk
FTHIERNTI L TH R v, HET R EREE OB T
TEVENESS % D 72 I E R B OB LIETIEDH 508, B
fEMiE (GERD) R HEEMBFEENZOKE 252
LR LT v, RS SRS ORI AN
ERLOPOEERZDDITHY, HEHICHLEEE R
WIZADOLNL I ENHLPT N OB A ENTH S,
ASEB D absent contractility D & 9 7 ¥ 4 7 O EEEEE
EMEFEHICHONSL Z LT,

Absent contractility @ Z W7 & KR £ ENERA T
frbh, EEARIBOEBES) 25 100% 580 bt Vw2 &3
WIHTHA. 743, integrated relaxation pressure (IRP)
WIEFETHL I 0bOTHTEEL LS R HERT
&, esophageal achalasia D W HEME % ZE T L LELDH D,
B E MR & LT timed upright barium esophagram
T EDPHREIN TV BY AEFN LS N SR AT
HHEEHEETSHRLTWSL I L, Al X HEERET
bird beak sign A%i2® 5172\ 2% esophageal achalasia
LEZIZL WIETH D, 72, absent contractility (21
80% DIEHFTREHRO LD 2 LT HHMEDH DY, 5L
IEZ% EOEIHRBOMRLLETH D, AIEFNITIBIEH
RIS AIERIERRD ST, MR L b KPP
T H - 7.

BIEGERD 284 — 7 v b & 7 %)%, L4 per-oral
endoscopic myotomy (POEM) 23T 2#dHb. L
P LAEDBOLARIERO X 5 IERIERHTHLLE 4L,
ZOBMISIHREMICHETRETH 2. ST OHEH L
proton pump inhibitor (PPI) % #5-#, JEROAZL ST
WS Ao Er S5 Twab (Fig 4). ARESITIE
GERD (2 & % TR 0 SSRE P v Nl P 2528 © — 12
W OMBIEES N TR EZ %2 5. B, PPI

EHALE BB EEE 2 P2 LIEIRSGE S R 6 N Tw 5.

[Z&3#k]
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2) Kahrilas PJ, Bredenoord AJ, Fox M, et al: The Chicago
Classification of esophageal motility disorders, v3.0.
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3) Gyawali CP, Zerbib F, Bhatia S, et al: Chicago Classifi-
cation update (V4.0): Technical review on diagnostic
criteria for ineffective esophageal motility and absent
contractility. Neurogastroenterol Motil 33: el4134,
2021

4) Patel DA, Yadlapati R, Vaezi MF: Esophageal motility
disorders: current approach to diagnostics and thera-
peutics. Gastroenterology 162: 1617-1634, 2022

5) Schlottmann F, Patti MG: Primary Esophageal Motility
Disorders: Beyond Achalasia. Int ] Mol Sci 18: 1399,
2017
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—CODE BLUE-] Study 2 & % #R—

Hig Y- kH e - ok kY

EE 2017 FICHAWILEZZIRBHEEIETNA K74 Y2 5FI L
7203, ZOBWBBRTHRAR DY S L oz, AEBEE DM LS
Z HRYIZFE R L7 ARG EN7E R, 25 #RRFIR 49 Bl 2P
D720 ABt L 72 10342 A O FEMIE i 2 %:4% L 72 CODE  BLUE-]
Study 217> 7z, T O#ER, HIMIRAEE - 100 A3 §E 2 KR A 8%

X 2VE MR D key modality T 5 Z &, stigmata of recent hem-

orrhage (SRH) B RN &S H IS %) 3™ 2 PIAR SR 1 AT 1 R AT R 3
WAL TR - I 2 M S5 2 &, Ny P&
oy FEICH U TR - B - i AR - RIAREZE
P4 % 2 &, SRH OFHH - MIMEAIZIS U TNy FigRikE 7 ) v
THEOMNGFIIPFRENDL L, REQHRIRENT.

1) HARRFRZEHALE MR

2) WHRER AN LN g

3) WRLEIIR B AL R

* H AR KW 8 % 0F 98 & CODE  BLUE-]
Study #7827 v —7

FHMMIE TR
T 113-8602 HLHARSCHLIX T-BRoA 1-1-5

E-mail: m-kaise@nmes.ac.jp

ZAF 2022 4R 6 13 H
PRAR 0 20224 6 F 30 H

BUTEHNCERN, KBEEHMN, WRSHIENG, /N> FEE 7)Y 7%

KEREEESNA N1 ETOBET

IR P, T ORMIEMAIRIE P, L wvo 723K

BS b & & - f-53ERE—CODE BLUE-J
Study NFE—

A, R CTRABEEORAERS LA L, KM
SiE (=M, M%) 22T AL <
W5, KEEE i, KEEERTVTD 2tkRE
Tho0, HELLT L, KBRS LEE 72 % HiE
Blbd Y, BRLEELREEBTHLY. Toiz0, 2015
EHARMALE ERDER L 4 ) Bl &AL TRE
HSIETA B4 AMNERBHRARRE Sz 47F 30
i@ Clinical Question (CQ) L A7—T+ x> b, K
il i & KIGEMEROBHFE 71 —F ¥ — b (Fig.
1) THERSNDFT A KT 4 282017 4 12 H3H &
N A N4 OB TH S22k - 72k
bRERBEL CQREZONL I T VA
PEML TV RV L Those. 728 ZIZAMIMAEE
BOWIEZZWENE P, KSR 2 A% 7%

ZCQINTHEATFT—FAY FOIEF Y AL NIV,
C FRHEEMITH T HEHIIRENTH L) 20
D R RHEEMITIFEALBBETELV) IKETH -
7z.

CD7®, A FTA MERER Z OISR
FEWFFED 720 D& EHIIRZ A A 9 &) BED D |k
230, 2019 4E 11 H HAKBGEEATE S5 L 72,
e oRAo7a s e LT, 2 TERHEL
Bl (R ER) (BT 5 4SS i KB o
F— MI%ETd» 5 CODE BLUE-] Study »Sh#aE
7o, BUE20 22 B TF —<DFRNIHED LN THY,
INFTRSDDOMANFEERIN. KT
CODE BLUE-] Study TfR6 N7z ¥ T ¥ A ZHLLIZ
SET ERALE LIRS 2 R 2 BT 5.
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WEATCT o ,
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Lot E
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1
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=BT L
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Fig. 1
> &)

CODE BLUE-J Study OB & ARFBIC
BT 32 TEHLE HMORKGE

CODE BLUE-] Study 3% fiiaxk 5 i) & KB 2
A= MFETH Y, 2010 455 2019 41251 TA
25 FRRFIL (A2 5 0Al) 0 49 Fke |2 Bk 2 &
AR ABE L 72 20 i DL B 0N 10342 N % B gk L 727,
SRR CABE 24 R LA O BEPEIMAE) & v 9 SER
N—ZADXET, BEME - TH - BROIAFOHIZ
b Zzwvizo, MM EEHALE IS —#& A
TWh. HESHE TR EFRAMAL TH UL T EBHALE
Ml e LT#sED b b 70, 2P THRHILE M
MOERGEZRET 2B TR - wr b, 172
L, SOt 3 A6AE M (S BRI 23 0] R 7 2k 0
WETH Y, B2 CT (EEEZEL) PREKENH
FRAD W RE AR 2 A TH Y, SRS A3
b & 3R R ZBRAH TR O T -y E L

KBEEHMZE - BE70—F v— b (BXHLEZIRT

KBEEEAARNZA

THRS B BN 5.

MATHH B 200 2 W2, WBRHER, N4 & v
4 v, performance status, BRI, A0HE (19 BRA,
Charlson Comorbidity Index), ##IFE (AK: 30 HLL
W), ABERpIERA 7 — 4, K NBERE (e
7—F - water jet OFME, FILEEREEZED 3
W HFE ToOABEPANBEE), CT A, WS - &
W, Wi - ks (PBLEE IR A, Bk ZEAR AT,
EEFA) % EOEHEN A, ABEHIE, ABEH o R
I - AR ZERE - BT, BEEEFHIMN - EC R DR
Wy tk, RO R WA S 7z, AR
FEEMTEH TH 2 RLERFR K H M EAT— 5 &
vy —oFEERL, Sl oM Thrlt
b3MP EOME LT =5 7)==y T RfTv, £
L 7211035 A® 9 5 10342 A DS feB kS vz, 20
ZERDHMIET —<WRE SN, KT — < DEMR
B EAVY— - FIA Y =R UL ANED S,

6 AT L5 2R
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% 1-1 CODE BLUE-J Study ICEfSh/-2HMEREEOHME BKROYT
= AERBEOME
BEREL 10342 A
AFH 74 1% (WSHLAHIPE, 63 ~ 82 %)
W 61.1%
AR LIS D IS IREREAR
JE9 16.1%
FE B 6.4%
T 9.9%
Hnff 5.8%
Performance status =2 12.3%
MG BREY AL A2 F+1 29.5%
P B Bl A 28.2% (2 #1Lh L 6.4%)
Warfarin it 6.8%
DOAC NI 6.0%
NSAIDs iR}l (Coxib &) 11.4%
CT iz 69.1% (9 HER 733%, HE 975%)
I 443 5 A s HH I B 22%
N L
NLIES 87.7%
Febi S AL F TORER 16 Wef] (DU dipe, 4 ~ 32 KEfi)
PEG 12 & & AL 66.3%
Jei 7 — PG 72.1%
SRH Bt 30.9%
PR 11 Ak 30.7% (1) v 7 638%, 7N NHEER: 24.2%)
BYIRIEAR AT 1.4%
HVEEFAf 1.4%
g i 9 i %6 29.8%
B P R O =R 15.2%
JE e A T M Il e 25.6% (FRZEHIIE e i)
ABEHFE T 0.9%

15 GEIINE <90 mmHg, 0dA%>100/min, F 7213544,

AT 7 B RRAE R, Z OB L2 oW TR H IR S
5582 WEB & Ciiae s LTV 5.

CODE BLUE-] Study 2%8:45% & 7= 2k g %
10342 AN DA 72 BRI RE B - MO TR N A & $R
$% (Table 1-1). #E#mdHhIefl 74 %, 60 Ll E2s
80.5% & %% L 4. IMAE LA IEE 16.1%, i
99%, BAH58% % & bro T/ WLk 3%l
THBRBESALETH Y (DUEHIIE <90 mmHg,
D E>100/min, 7213 0cH), oo fa 3 gefl 114
g/dL T7 g/dL L F O &I % 7.7% (258, KA E
iE AL LB AP — BB EET N TS, H3ET
P32 Wik L CB 0, 2R & fiike3E o g
LRARARIZE NG,

CTHRAEIH 7THTEmSN, FLALPERCT
THREED SHGE £ TOREM P ULAEIX 1 R Td 5 72,
5 CT 13 733% CTHEMES N, €09 b 22% TG

PEN 2
AHRI AR B 7z, mEIER R R CT 390 S

N7 72O MEINRIL R, ZOROBHIE
BL7zEwz b, KIEWHEIEABRHIZ 87.7% THE
S, REEA S NBEEFEN X T ORER I 13 16 K
MTHhor. BHRIERE CTICX > TRMMEE X2
Wrensde, ABRMPRENSGEZITbREW LR L)
PNHGEERRS O HGHIc L LT o 2Bl EHEE SN 5.
—7)7C, stigmata of recent hemorrhage (SRH) I3
PEARIE 30.9% & E=T, ) HIGEEMIM 164%, #&
M3 5.9%, FEAIMEE9.1% TH o7z ZORE, W
BE9 IR IMART I 30.7% TEI N, FONFRIEZ) v T
:632% (H3%D:19.7%, =P 435%), /N F
FEARTE 24.2%, A4 T HRiE: 3.9%, hypertonic saline-
epinephrine (HSE) R 18% THo72. A4 FF4

YTIRHERE L TR WEEREITEDY 82% THEME S L Tw
7ol IEENTH o7z IR OB IO W Tk R
5. BIIRFEARMIE 14%, SVEHIGRHEDS 14% THE
EN7 ARSI 15.2%, 8P o F i

H AL A 2 MERS
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% 1-2 CODE BLUE-J Study IC

RZH—E

BERIN-SUNEREOBRE &

R A M
AR PP
WHSE B i

63.6%
9.1%
4.5%

(EMR #£ 2.2%, ESD % 1.4%, polypectomy % 0.7%)

LS
FREVER R E
PR R

(KB 1.6%,

Hig

Ko A DR
TR 9&
AR I 7%

FEHEE R R 155
/N L

LRI ALAE Hidi
AL FAS

2.5%
2.0%
1.9%
TR ENESS 0.2%,
1.8%
1.3%
1.3%
0.6%
0.5%
0.1%

Z DA 0.1%)

24% (HesE 1.1%, 3EsE 1.2%)

1.5%
5.1%

256% 28D 7.
FEEA 97 1 (09%) H 1,
Thot:.

i (% 29.8% THEME S iz, ABgH
9 BB ESE 1 13 61

CODE BLUE-J Study TS5 h /-2
TERH{EEED (24 E) & ICEH
TOMIBHER

PEERF )5 C CODE BLUE-] Study 7 HimC3e#HE &
N5 r 2% duiz, AT eE i (&
MAE) S Eéfr%iﬁf*&%uﬁ%%ﬁ 35,

(1) XKEBRBEFIE2ENFEREEOHMLERE S LV
BERIER LD =% D key modality Td %
CQ [AME T AL M B H 23 2 I o 5%
W2 IS P A 2 ] 1%, BT EREALE W
BROPLGETH Y, 4 K54 Tk TBWTE
AL A W & L CR NS 2 HEdE 5 5 |
L7z Lal, Z¥FYAORIEC Ry EMIC
W HEBIERENTH L) TAHOmISHEM SN
7o 72%%, CODE BLUE-] Study TZEF ¥ ZADY
A& LIF T & AR S Nz
CODE BLUE-J Study /2 i ff % KHEL 2 A —
b CIE KBNS A 87.7% THEMi S, mmﬁ®ﬁ%
RBPFFITHE N EAVRSI N, kB HD—
T%le_mﬁﬁ,m%ﬁ%&ﬁummﬁ$%$#
51% LIFETH Y, BHEICKBENMSEEZITH) LT

BRI IR ASF E S 4, & D% O IE 20 5 BA AL -
BERNMACORDR o2 vwR 5. FH9E, SRH R
30.9%, WAL 30.7% TH Y, HiBd X HIZH
BGILMA 2475 2 & THIBMm=E 30 HUNB LT
365 HUWN) MK T4 22 EaR&ENT. L2ASH T,
AR AR B R 2 K ISR I R ] 52 & TR
A, FFRICHESEIL AT A R TH D), ZORER
HIMRAIMEH T X 2 2 LAREN, [ TN bE
g EFZEE L L CRBNEEEZHSR] T&2sLwn
25,

(2) REMAEEICHL T SRH BEABBREHIMAD
ARSEIEMAT S EEMEL KD €D
AR O 3550 2 % 5 5 K i

QﬁTéﬁw&n%%%i,mrE~kOTW%$%

REED 1O THA. CQ [KEFFE MM 2 M

LGN I AT O BIG & 72 2 NBEET RIZ ED X 5 % b

ORI LT, A4 FI4 rTid [OMEHPEH

@I MY NI, QBREICL s TOFELIZO%ZR

A& IMBIE SRH & Es &, SRH 243 5 K

SIS Al %2 S % C L 2T 5 ] &

L7z, TORAF—bA Y MIVEH K- MFEER

e Lizrzd, TEFYADRIZC GhRHEEMIK

TLEBEIIBENTHS) L L A4 K54 VTR

J L7z Jensen 5 2 i #4843 4. 2000 4£D New

i SC' 0 VLTI & R 56k

1986~1992 4£ @

England Journal of Medicine 7

@ historical comparison T & 1),

8 H ATHALE A M
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KB 8 2 H 582345

PR

SRHE& SRHES 4 K 5 78 28 H 1fn SRHES 4 KI5 58 28 H 1
382641 RFESFIEmEE 179741 BREFRAERE 2004
| | 1 I
| Propensity score matching 1:1 | | Propensity score matching 1:1 |

KIAREEH M E B SRHKEE‘EW?!&%JLM% SRHBﬁﬁiﬁﬁJtmlﬁ SRHB%E:#B‘]%&E*

1508451 1508451 PliE 172451 17245 Pl
30H LINFEH M 392(26.0%) 296(19.7%) <0.001 30(17.4%) 46(26.7%) 0.038
365H LINFEH M 627(41.6%) 508(33.7%) <0.001 55(32.0%) 62(36.1%) 0.426
B MPIARER L 486(32.2%) 272(18.0%) <0.001 23(13.4%) 75(43.6%) <0.001
& AR 3(0.2%) 7(0.5%) 0.205 000%) 1(0.6%) 0.317
SEUAR 1€0.1%) 2(0.1%) 0.737 000%) 1(0.6%) 0.317
ABRTEHELL 614(40.7%) 600(39.8%) 0.603 67(39.0%) 92(53.5%) 0.007
30BIRET 1(0.1%) 3(0.2%) 0.317 1(0.6%) 2(1.2%) 0.562
365H LIRS 25(1.7%) 21(1.4%) 0.552 4(2.3%) 2(1.2%) 0.410

Fig. 2 CODE BLUE-J Study (C& (T 2 KERRRZE H M (X3 § 2 IR ERAY L TR O A B RR L BHRET O

MEMR ETE

SRH Bt Kb = Wi 17 Bl & ZEF O 2T, A
Berb A =R 53%, HMEFFAlTER 35% 725 7275, 1994~
1998 4F: > SRH Ky P K M B8 25 Y 1fiL 10 BULS I N A B2 119
IR IART &2 A7, ARBe FE i - AR TR w3 d
0% Tdh-o7=& L7z, 2016 4 Ol & BFakBIS7E i
VT, kA A LRk highrisk  SRH (GG B
Wi, FEmAE, fFaggeimdl) 38 1 Cid Rk i -
T HIMAY 65.8% (23 - 727285, low-risk SRH (flat spot)
THNEFRIRMA 22 o 72 L R L7z, 20 X9 IZHEf]
BT A VICRAERH S S oo, SRH LI
MADHEIEE L TR MROTA FF4 »Timsh
T& Y,

KB IR — MF%ETH S CODE BLUE-] Study
T, SRH Btk KM == Wi\ L C PBEEE Ik ifil Al
%479 &, SRH BpPERAFTGHRE S & OF SRH BRI
FHE MR L ¢, RIB X ORI = A3 =
WP T 5 2 EARENLY. ZOMEE Fig. 21K
L7z, KEBWBEEZAT > CRIBEE I & B s h,
WaliaHE & LTSRN £ 72 13 0RAF1G# 2 17 -
725823 Bl %, SRH BaPE KM EEE MM e i (PRI

HHE) 3826 %, SRH Btk PARSEIEINAE 1797 6], SRH
B Pk PRAF IO TE R EE 200 BIIC L 72, 2otk H=EH
M e #E & SRH Btk NG A, SRH Rtk NS
1L 1A & SRH B tERfERiG T TN 1 1 D
propensity score matching %17V, 30 H LA HIL,
365 HLANFRH L, B HEE b faly - o4 28ty -
SEHIRE, ABEWIE, 30 HPAWNZEL, 365 HIUAET
@ outcome % LK L7z, FORfEHE, SRH M PENBLE
Ak i A U I e LS b LT 30 H DA I,
365 H LA ML, S8 Al =23 h & (P
<0.001) A %eh oz, F72, SRH BEMEPIH ST L
#E13 SRH B PEPRAEIEHREICIE LT, 30 H DA
M=, SBIMABLEE ARG B % L, $£72 365
HUPELHR L WA $ 5 2 EAURE Nz, 365 H LW
IR ICH B EIZA DN o 7275, 21 pro-
pensity score matching L7z 172 Bl TO LI D 728
power NEE oz bHEESND., WTNIZE X,
DRERPHIE SR 283 L <L, SRH BEXE
B ICNEEIE AN 2179 2% (I ORUMEAVR
ANzt nwz b,

-
—

HAMLES MRS

6% 5175 (2022)



| semmcAmLtss 02p |

i»i ABEEHOLUN ORERSE 384161 |

| KBBEHMAE 650141 |

iﬂ KIBREHMEL (SRHEEHE) B 44815 |

| Amm=wneee SRHBtBE 20205 |
[ FreaREaE 2000 |
Bt BREFMAREES 2006

AF 7 #EEE 10861, mMEERN 156, 518 F 64, HSERE6HI, ERBEE LG, TOMDEREH

A 4

v
AUFgtkE 63op | Co—— | )y 100 |

HEHIZR

Kobayashi K, Endoscopy 2021

l

[ mas soom | ¢co—) | sz 6814

HEHZR

Yy T EEZ (direct method)

Kishino T, United European Gastroenterol J 2022 8

9y FEZERH (indirect method)

Fig. 3 CODE BLUE-J Study (C& (F 2 /BN - FFEENM4 I 5 OO 4R 69 1E M7 D B B IR LB

COIET VAT 5 LTORERERT. &
WFZE T, mefe i & NS £ T ORI Il 17
Wi, SRH FPE#1d 34.3% TH 0, fFM KB I
FEHl & 7 B RIHEBEBI O SRH B PER 0K 2 f5 & &
RTHbD., FrARIAR— b CIEFEHMIHIRRE R
KGHREREDIR SETERINTBY, KH#=
KB 24T o TV R WA 3% C R R D T3 K
BMERONDEZEERIEL TV E DI TIE RV,

(3) W FREEEIEZTY vy THRICHELUTRE - %5
Bhm, mEELTET, REARZOHT S,
RISAMEERENEMNREBEM T /N> Mg
EMICL2FAPEERLIPELS

SRR R R U Otk » TR KBNS %

7w, WS Z AT - TH LIE UISFHE L& fEER s

50T, [ABIZHNRFIEMAIIERYE D 200 ? J&

ELTWBERRED Z VWO TIER WS 9 2. CODE

BLUE-J Study TR & N7z NIRRT IC X 2 LA -

M IR A, SRR E OB E 2

A 237 b bz 5. WSRO G DR SR,
ZOWIZ [ EDOWNEG RN %2 EIRTRE D0 ?
LV CQAEELLRL. A FTA4 T, [H=F
KR BIIRERM B L O FM~OBITHEMEL, A
REDSE R D S| L L A NI v a %
FI U7z 2017 AE B IGICIIFR & 23 & fie © B2 2 TR
FIZOWT, WBEILMFH CEIRE I TnE
Mol L LD S, CODE BLUE-] Study 2 & -
T, AT—=MAY MIRELLEDLLILELRD.
CODE BLUE-] Study {283 %, PAHRSRY Lk 14k i
DiGHE G LB IE O JE BTN 7 0 — % Fig. 312
L7z, WAL DX 513 SRH 2 & & 7% 9 K
ZIMIMLTH % 72, SRH BEIEFI, SRH Btk RAFH 6
W, 7)) v T Ny BREEREDAL O 1k AR B
U7z Ny FREERE 638 Bl L 7Y v 71041 Bl
B & FI L 723 325 Kobayashi & OFi 3" CTdH
A, 271) v 71041 Bl % %D (direct clipping) 360
B & =B (indirect clipping) 681 BIZ431) T
B U 725w 2% Kishino & O3 T 5. HiED: (di-

10 HAMLES MRS

6% 5175 (2022)



#2-1 CODE BLUE-J Study IC&(} 2 KIBREHMICH 5 AR IEMHTHI 03
Uy TEOERRELEE

BRENIRILE /N MiE%EE D

§§%1 ﬁfﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂm A S
JISNI(1RES N (BOH Q4 apx T i

S~ 1o pdikLy 84 173 1 9 14 4 193
NV RHRIERIE 638 (13900 (271%) (02%) (14%) (22%) (06%) (30.3%)

2291 2 (S Pkl 1,
(o) TATRBITR D
TR mEm g (ATEE)

sy 1041 250 389 2 13 50 5 351 476 BE g 2 (RATREMS 1,
(24.6%) (374%) (02%) (1.3%) (48%) (05%) (337%) (45.7%) S D
P value <0001 <0001 087 078 0008 069 014 <0.001
) 046 0.62 037 0.35
A%Jus(tg%%/‘)dc‘})s 034~ (049 ~ (0.19 ~ (027 ~
ratio 1707 062) 079 0.76) 0.45)

*Kobayashi K, Nagata N, et al. Endoscopy 2021 &£ 0.

% 2-2 CODE BLUE-J Study (C &7 2 KERZEHIM ICX§ 5 ARFIEMATH OEEBRIRIEE EEEEBERHE

HBOBEBELE

.19 %
- e :

N

P&
COIOE E  E ierns W
LIAY) L)
. 2 4 10 4 104 225
iRk 360 186% - 325%  (ogy) (11%) (28%) (06%) (289%) (625%) U
0 9 40 5 247 M2 %2 (LT
=3 N
Bk 681 278%  399% (o) (13%) (5.9%) (07%) (363%)  (649%) 1. S KA 1)
P value 0001 0018 0119 1 0026 069 0017 0443
. 059 071 054 074
A(tiJ Usggg(;’dcdf) 042 ~ (053 ~ (025 ~ (055 ~
ratio 0 0.83) 0.94) 113) 0.99)

*Kishino A, Nagata N, et al. UEG] 2022 |Z3E1C 7% E DA 8 L TR,

rect clipping) & IIFAEREANO MMM % B 7 ML, AR VRS S ] & L2s 5
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FoEt

T 2R3 2 AL T A e e s [ S 610 Bk

(TaTME) Fiy

Bl 58" - B —RR Y - Pk HERg Y

BEE WHENR TR KBRS B VTR EL L TS5,
LS V9 B MEEGE T A I Al TR o S BEAs i <, BRI
BLT—ZE0BarHishTwns, 4E, ZoifEmkz HiEL,
FENLFIZ 8545 T C total mesorectal excision (TME) % #ifPEI24T
9 transanal TME (TaTME) #Stt#ICHEH S Twb. TaTME
RS A AT & B REIRAF O M IHIZ BV T, FEFMR R kO
WG NPl 2 BT 22 O T b, BUE, MBEFES T Fil &
TaTME ® F ¥ ¥ 2L AE R SN TB Y, TaTME Of

DRI N A Z LW E NS,

1) ESLASARIGEY ¥ & — R BRI MR

FH WG PR
T277-8577 TEERATN IO LE 6-5-1
E-mail: maito@east.ncc.go.jp

ZAF 202246 H 10 H
BRIR 1202247 H 6 H

EigE, EAFIMANRSET T EBEELYR, TaTME

OIS

WARSESLEEFAT I KRR BV TIA K H L L
TWa. RITIE, 1993 4F125 LI H OREIESE T K
U Bl 23 hE AT X 4, 1996 4F 1 KRB S L T
PR PRBR S0 S AL, 2002 4RI IEHEATHE 2 o o A
KGRI OB AIER S Nz LA Leds,
LI 3 2 JEIESE T TS T O BED BEAYE <,
BUATEICE L C— 0BGl I N T 5.

T, CoFERRE HIEL, Ry 3R TRl
LB, FALMIICEEBLT T total mesorectal exci-
sion (TME) % #i1741247 9 transanal TME (TaTME)
RN IEH SN TS, TaTME D KE R X 1) »

M, (Ddistal margin (DM) #EEIHERTEX S 2
L, QLM 2 A8 L7z B 2 5 T# ) 7 circum-
ferential resection margin (CRM) ZHfRCT& 52 &,
@HEAMREARATEZ I EABIFS5N 5. TaTME
TS A AR & SRR IRAF O W IC B VT, HIET
M RPER DIEIESE T T4 2 T 5 W REME 2 O Tw

. ARSTIE, BRI 2 RN A R
BIkx (TaTME) FAfi" 2B 5.

EREICH T 254FEEDEE

BB 2 AV FHIIR IR & A 2 Z T Tw»
L. JEEFIICIE, 1982 4212 Heald 5"%° TME % 2
BL (Fig. 1), 1986 4FE 12 Quirke 5?45 CRM O H 3
ME2HE L7z, 1994 412 Adam 571, JRERLRRS0Y
\Z CRM %% 1 mm AT &Rtk & 3 L2 aticBw g,
CRM By P95 1 T 1 5 4 J5 AT - 58 58 05 63.8%  (44/69)
THo7-0O% LT, CRM BHRESTIX 9.1% (11/121)
Tholtbti Lz T, VATFYT 4 v 7L Ea—
IZBWTH, IHHHERT I % CRM Btk 3R B & 12
B 2 L2 PHRARKFTHL Z ST
WaY EERE T ICB W T TME @ complete B & OF
CRM OHfEfR I3 Rl =R o FI2k & S HBRL 72,

MU B TIE, 20 ALK IS Miles S VI 1 Ha
Wb At A et U, LB o bR (2o LTk
ANTHLM % 35579 % Miles FiASER E o7z, £
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D%, HEWGERL HEREGSHROTRIZE b R WL
MAETHAE I L, 1994 4£1213 Schiessel 572" inter-
sphincteric resection (ISR) Z#ii5 L, KANILILM
T B e BP E LTS L, F7o, MR
BT FMOBENIRERESD 1 OTHL. HANH
BN AR DE 15 MNEBENRFHICHE T 27 ~
— MHATIE, 2019 ST BT A EEE T O
% IEHESE T FAT OB A1 84.3% (13627/16159) T -
T EHE SN TWDEY. ZOIKENFIC L o TR
A 2R TE 2 X H1C% D, FEFMCIERTE
oo 1o e MR EDS e L oo 72, VT VS A
L FAEHRENRHEM CEAT 5 2 L TE, R
HEICHRESCHEBLZ.

L2 L%h s, BRE U CTHEEME IS 2 EESET
FMOMED T IIEE 722 O Lidw v, IhE
THEFHI B CHRBL M & ST Rl o 7 > 5 21k
WBGAERAMTH T E 72 (Table 1). COLOR II RER"
T, FRELHLERA0 72 CRM B PE s L BAIE TAlv BF & I8
WEGE T T RE CRISE DM RTH Y, ST Tkt
SRR HIERS X O 3R AAF=IT BT 5 IEH N

Fig. 1 TME

AR E N7z, COREAN B IZ BT FARD KR
W™ E N7z, — F T, ACOSOG 76051 ik B&” &

ALaCaRT B (3 M55 27 1 45 A o A 0 i T
HDHAS, WS TATEE O BLER A 10 72 CRM &k
RBYEHSTHY), BRIBHICHEHT 2 —E0BREIREh
72, TS OFERD SI1X, ILMEAL, TME @ complete,
CRM PR & v o 728 E 2 3 2 BB YIBRI 12 B W T,
AR R - JERBIRIR &\ ) A D B 5 ERESE T Tl A
PFLHNRA MM L ZRS ik R S
7o, EBRICNT BENEGE T oS IS, £

DEAZ & D KRR TFMSTEEE o720, 5
PO AR\ ZE 8] TL BTl & IR AR I T A A3 )

BRENTLE) ZEBZO—HEEZSNTWS. Z

DX RN ERET A, CORERREHIEL, RIL
FIR9IC “down-to-up” {2 TME #4179 TaTME 3%
L7 (Fig. 2).

REATFIRRRR T FITDEE : TEM,
TAMIS, TaTME

TEL IS 55 L2 09 2 AR RL M B B i3 i 4l C D JE A
YIBRATIZIEE O, S MIZAT 9 transanal endoscopic

Fig. 2 TaTME

Table 1 EREICKHT 2REFH EREETFHO T > ¥ LB

COLOR II?

COREAN®

ACOSOG 760517  ALaCaRT!

Open Lap  Open

Lap Open Lap Open Lap

*TME 94% 92% 88%
CRM Pt 10% 10% 4%
SAFRPTFIER 5% 5% 5%
SARHEAE 84% 87% 90%
MM AR T1% 75% 73%

92% 95% 92% 99% 97%
3% 8% 12% 3% 7%

3% n.r. nr. n.r. n.r.
92% nr. nr. nr. nr.
79% n.r. n.r. nr. n.r.

IR IZ3B1F 5 TME §HMiiD complete % 7212 nearly complete D &4
CRM, circumferential resection margin : Lap, laparoscopic : n.r., not reported : TME,

total mesorectal excision.
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microsurgery (TEM) % transanal minimally invasive
surgery (TAMIS) %##%T, TaTME ~N&ZEL 7.

AT ORENLF I R I I BRAT 1%, 2 @IS 23 T R
RS R N5 7215 T <, BRI B W TH IE
WENIAERYR E R B RERDH 72, b0
MR LS 5 7212, 1983 4E (2 Buess & (& TEM
ZERZL, SR T 0% LW CEBIES % en bloc
WCUIBRTE A X9 1o/, LaALadrs, O
MEfli T 5, QOB E MR 2T 540
Bhdb, OFH» L CHRIRHZET 5L,
WL O DHIF DB - 7.

AR, JERESET FAro % K & & B2 reduced  port
surgery A8 L7243, HFLAUBEIESE T F4i7 (single in-
cision laparoscopic surgery ; SILS) HIZBZE & L7z
R— MO ABEE T FC BT 57 7 2 AT
AAELTHMEND L9124 o72. Atallah 5132
O TEM & SILSD /A 7Y v K TH B Fili B4
TAMIS &% L, 2010 4F (ST IR B 6 Bk 3
% TAMIS OBFEGHE % fid U727, Sf2S T o
FENL PR T UIBRAN IS #4793 % 2 & 72 < TAMIS Tl
a3, FHFEHNFEMIZG ST THY, vy v T v TS
WCEF LR O YLl 1.9 9 Tdh - 72. TAMIS i
JEWESE T FAIC B 1) 2 4208 -2 v 5 729, TEM

B LTI MRRIEREICERTVD EERZOND.

TAMIS (& TEM OAb O BB S 20 LT

B CRILMBRFTOIERN 2 6175 % & D TH o 7227,

CoOMAIEIS EFIELFHILA SN, TME % #17
PI24T 9 TaTME ~ & L L 72", TaTME i, 2010
412 de Lacy HI2 X o TR THIO THE SN, Bk
M LB RIEARD Z W Twb. 2013 4E12 de

Lacy SIZEBHEEHE 20 BIH 2 {GH080R & i L,

i % “down-to-up” TME & R L 721, F 72, 2014
412 Atallah & b [ Bt 0 & & 47 v, Wk R 2
TAMIS-TME & fis%4 L 729, BUETIX, 2 OFFNM
W12 TME % WHLEE T 1247 9 73X & TaTME & I %5
THEHICHoT.

TaTME O KkD A Y v MiE, ODM % HEF TR
T&5 2L, QIARBRIRIC X0 B RN O IR
WEERHBCEEL, #EEEE I ba— L Lad s
¥)7% CRM 2R CX 5 2 &, QHEHMRE & fEF IR
FCTELIEDPBTOND. T2, BEHEEAEL L UA

BfE 2 MIRFICAT 5 2 & T Tl IRe 1 A9 A L2 A S A,
BAEOTFMRBUOBIRIIAE CHFGTHEHMEINS.

TaTME (3 JE5; O Ll 2 WHE T ICHER L 2275
DM % iR5ES %728, JEIEGET Tl & el U CRESE 2

DM Ao bZ EIZHWHTH S, 72, TaTME &
INFETHEELIZL Ao 72 B BN BT 5 g %
BIF 5 CRdks 5 2 LM HETH 5720, MEFESE
TFMELBELCHEEZ Y bu—V 52 L%
BThh, WiEtomER X OHEARR O ICE S
THWERMEIVRBEIN TS, & 21, BisticH
L TIINLIVE R OFBEHRIEIZ BT, B0 REE

VRIEFEIZIH UC, endo-pelvic fascia ® Pl dH 5 v id
SO FEERE 2 RIS 5 Z LD RETH 5. HERDIE
P60 7 7a—FTlk, 0 X9 % CRM #HHR%
Hiye Lz#@goa Yy ha—VizWEETH - 7227,

TaTME X ZOfREZ IR L 9 5. F72, HAMNEEIC
B L Cid neuro-vascular bundle (NVB) 1o i
ZHICHEITHE, NVBOBEREIZHLHEEORS %
boelEEEALZHMBE LTSN L7720, NVB
EMEFEIIAET 52 L1280, PRI R Ol
FCEBRT 2SI EZEZ 5N TwA. Lzho T,

TaTME 3557 ARG T & B RBIRAF O W 12 B\ T,
WROFM 2 BERT L REEEZ RO TV 5.

TaTME D3E &

TaTME 25635 AV v b & LT, HERDEFEH 2
LOT7 THa—FTIIHEEE SN TE72HFRNOHE K
WZERIZBWT, FHEEEzar fa— Vv T&5 2L
FFoNL, Tolzo, Yk el SEEN B
RIESE, B SZIRIE R R EOR 2 - B i i 2 43 % e B,
FRNTFM OB Z &, URERE B4R AE A3 I HE 2 FE 5112
BWT, ZOFEPEHEEIND EEZEZTWE. I,
Ry FEETFMOEKDORX) v " H3HDEEZDS
NTWB A, FA#EIS I LT TaTME & OBEAR G
FIZOWTIIWE R IEH D 2 ODBIRTH 5.

WAL 2012 4F & 0 JLFYAE LS O B0 SR b 0
M E LT TaTME Z Rl L, BUE Tl LB
RHEITREZZT TE R L, HFIREICDBESZIARL T
W5, TaTME %238 A3 58213, A% 242
173 572012, WHEEHRHE R OB INY)FE e T2 A
LBIET AT EDET LWEEZ 5. 2018 412 the St.
Gallen Colorectal Consensus Expert Group 25 &,
FEGHEDY TaTME O d X WHBIBIHZE TH 5 &
HENTWBY, 72721, ISR X Miles F4lF % FEHL M
M % \VIZFERBEMIAT ) HEE, FINFRO#S
A, A HTREREEC B0 2 RO Y 2 7 Hi
WeDIEEPLETH Y, B aBHRIE—ED k
L— =V 7R A R 5 2 LICBEV ORI B .
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TaTME DEERIE

1. EHIRRIR

IL4E, TaTME OEMIEMD L BME S THB Y
Z DA% Table 2 & Table 3 |ZR§ 102,

TaTME 13 2010 4F12 de Lacy HI2 & » THFRTH
DT SN, EATHEB (cT2N2) (23 LTl
FIAL A BUR R : 2.12 TaTME % 47 L, YD BREE A
2B+ % TME & complete T V), i ALK 1Y 72
DM % CRM 12 TH - 72, 72, 2013 412 de Lacy
SR E R B 20 B13x 3% TaTME O h) & if 78
DIBHBAE % Tt L7, T IRE ] o i gl 13 234.7
STHY, MhAERRZIROT, UBRERICBTS
TME 13461 T complete T&H - 72. 9% BLALER Y 70
DM X CRM (ZFEMETH 0, MELFANC LA Hutr S
N, #HfF—LTIE TaTME ZRETH D LiEmD
FTwa,

2014 412 Denost & 1 T HBE NG H & 100 B % 5 4
& LIRS T T4t & TaTME @ 5 » 7 2L I EGR
B S R A s L 72", T EE R O T IR R R 4l
B OHETR R IR AN A BATRD o7z 4)
RIEARIZBIT S TME OBIZFASTH - 72, THERHLKE
19 7% DM Btk =R SR T Tl A% 8.0% (4/50) T
DY, HEEIED LRI - 7225 TaTME #id 20%
(1/50) & KA 7z. CRM bt 38 1 M5 855~ F- 4
23180% (9/50) Td > 72Dk LT, TaTME # it
40% (2/50) EHBEIE, 72, T2, SEBEMITIC
BT, MEREGET T CRM Btk B3 2407 L 72
a7 CTHh - 72,

2016 412 Chouillard & (X1 B #E B3 33 B % 5t 4 &

L 72 J5PEgE T Falf & TaTME OGO & Hiedy L 7%,

T HHE R C o BRALRR A1 2 i RAX M SR T o 72, o
HEEM#R (NVB) OFEICE LT, MBI FkEE
XZDREHEN333% (5/15) TH - 72DIxF LT,
TaTME ¥ 1 77.8% (14/18) & A2 L, HEIR %
RE PR RE O IRAF [ EH BT 2 W R EAVRIR S 7z,
2017 4E1Z TaTME registry collaborative (348} ®
FEBI % 23D 72 720 Bl OAE R % ik L T35 25, ROY)
Br=i% 97.3% Td 0, i BALEL 10 72 DM Btk 31
0.3%, CRM P31 24% & #& D T K UIF 70 i 98 i
DIRENTZ®, Lo Leds, &Ko 78% OHEHIT
FIHERE 2 38 L, DRgr R % 15% UREIHEE © 0.7%,

BEDETENS © 0.3%, MR - 0.1%, T EAREAE © 0.1%,

EE S 1 03%) DREFTROIZEWMESINTED,
TaTME 39k TME & 1358 7% 2§ 27 1) F8 Rk A %

REND E V) REITRIE S Nz URHIEEREL
L OEBEBEZ FKFIZATSD “two-team’s operation” %
BHLTWAD, Bi» oo IcEs 2 EHs A
WA TS LIS D IEL W 28 TE S
WO IR DD EEZTVD,

2019 412 TaTME registry collaborative % 5 %%
STz 1594 B BT B REGAETEERDHE S N7z,
REREAAERERITIT78%, WllEaARaERE
20%, Wy EREEE A OFRE FE L SRS 15.7% DHREBIZFR
B, A FE LZEEL S N T WITREVEAURIE
En7?. TaTME OFETIE, circular stapler %
W72 single stapling technique (SST) F 7213 Fkewn
TW &3 4. SST i& double stapling technique (DST)
OB & 72 5 dog-ear % multiple firing”™ 7 & ®
HAERED) A7\, 72721, TaTME TlidEAL
M OERH DS LE LN, TyEVE PR Y —
DFEyF 7, DST EHKLTHL Y. 20720,
BT EER Y AT IEFITIZ Ny F > 73l
BN ST 5720, pullup FE¥ % EIRT 5 2 LA
Zuwv. 7, REHEOHERCIEERES], W& M
JEBITIE, pull-down ¥ % #EINL T 5. HWYE
Efro72t%Z, 30/ 74T XY PRIk EMA L
T, MHiEE TYEHOMIREITo TS, 2, W
BHIRICA Y R 7 =0 7)) — VaOk Tl ERE O
MIFEARGEZZ N Z & ZRER L TV 5™, 2022 48124 F}
T TaTME % fif7 L 72 150 Bl B AR &5 4
KEMRE LY., FRVEEL SSTHTYAEICHE
FEIRBD Do 728, FReWBEO W) AR B A PHE TS
AL 379% (36/95) TH o 7zoiZxk LT, SST &
12 7.3% (4/55) & A B o 72, HAMEIZWEET
HIUE, SSTYHEZBEIRLIZTBLIVEEZ TS,

VATRTA VI LE2—IIBWT, Aubert 5%
TaTME 72SBEESE T Falr & ik L <, itk & iHEsR A4
R, OSSR, MR HE, HABEE, HWHE
HRERS I CRM B tER N Tz L3 L2, L
51, TaTME 23 ERESE N F4ly & lei L C CRM Fifk
BPFREIE o 72 e L2, £72, DM Fakss,
Y YoSHEEREE R, YBREEARIZ BT 5 TME OB
&THo7z. Lo Bianco 5 BB X O FEIE NG S
9% TaTME 3 %4 Th 0, WBEWESET Fil & g
L CUIBRBEARDE A H W Z & & il L72Y.

2. REARLIR
IL4E, TaTME & JEIPESE T Tl o Rk 2 i L
TRERDPME SN TEBY), ZTOM#H% Table 4128
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Table 2 TaTME OIEHIE (FHEHE)

. ) ; ; . T 4ttt
) Eioe kg R TFANRER]  HaE fitrHp JAA AtRAERE  Ailifg - ) HER B
FE e s PR T o YR s me B ®) ek ﬁgfj BERE g
Sylla® 2010 FEFIMRE 1 270 nr. 0% 0% 0% 4 0% 0% 0% 0%
de Lacy'¥ 2013 Rl 20 235 45 0% 0% 0% 65 200% 0% 0% 10.0%
aR—MiF%E
Atallah!® 2014 #%AME 20 243 153 0% 0% 0% 45 nr. nr. 6.7% 0%
aR—Mif%E
Denost!” 2014 ¥ 2ft 100 nr. 7.0% nr. 1.0% 13.0% nr. 6.0% nr.
WS raTME  TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME
B0 BE:240 T 4.0% BE0%  BE:T #:12.0% E:2.0%
Lap#: Lap #¥: Lap #: Lap#: Lap#:8 Lapff: Lap #f:
50 263 10.0% 2.0% 14.0% 10.0%
Fernandez- 2015 Rl 74 nr. 0% 0% 0% 41.9% 10.8% 8.1% 6.8%
Hevia'¥ THE=MIE  TuTME  TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME
BE:37 #2215 BE:68  BE:324% BE:81%  BE:54%  BE:27%
Lap #: Lap #if: Lap#£:9 Lap #: Lap#: Lap#: Lap#f:
37 252 51.4% 135% 10.8% 10.8%
Rasulov!? 2016 WilE 45 4.4% nr. 0% 26.7% 44% nr. nr.
THE-MIE TuTME  TaTME TaTME  TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME
22 B:320  #E:30 1 4.5% 8 :273% 0%
Lap®: Lap®#: Lap®:  LapB: Lap #:8 Lap #:  Lap B¥:
23 305 30 4.3% 26.1% 8.7%
Marlks2? 2016 FHilmE 34 0% 0% 0% 26.4% nr. n.r. n.r.
TR=MIE  TuPME  TaTME — TaTME TaTME ~ TaTME
17 BE:422  BE:282 BE:5 #:235%
Lap#: Lap#: Lapff: Lap #:5 Lap #:
17 380 397 294%
Chouillard®” 2016wl 33 nr. 36.4% nr. 0% 18.2% nr. 6.1% nr.
THE=MIE  TuTME  TaTME TaTME TaTME ~ TaTME
BE:18 245 :444% BE:104  BE167%
Lap #: Lap #f: Lap #f: Lap #f:  Lap #f:
15 275 26.7% 94 20.0%
PennaZ?) 2017wl 720 277 nr. ISR HEE 24% 8 32.6% 114% 6.7% nr.
ak— M5 6.0% 1 39.3% TaTME
SRR RO #£:56%
2.8% #:78% Lap®:
Ml 2 6.9% 7%
BRI -
15%
SparreboomZS) 2019 HiE 96 nr. 5.2% nr. 1.0% n.r. n.r. 19.8% nr.
THE=MIE  TuTME  TaTME TaTME TaTME  TaTME TaTME
T 48 B 221 0% T 0% T8 TE:18.8%
Lap #: Lap #f: Lap #f: Lap #f: Lap#:7 Lap #f:
48 180 104% 21% 208%
Penna?! 2019 Hilfx 1594 252 nr 5.6% 30.6% 0.6% 8 354% 13.2% L 7.8% nr.
IR—MIF%E PR BRI 2.0%
1 18.0%
FIHERE D
WR5.7%
ML 4.2%
iRk Z 4R
5 :1.8%
Zuhdy?' 2020 Hilf)& 38 79% 10.5% 26% 31.6% 21.1% 10.5% nr.
THE-ME TuTME  TaTME  TaTME TaTME TaTME  TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME
W18 BE:321 BE:335  BE:56%  BE:111%  BE:0%  BE:8 BE:380% BE:333% H#:16.7%
Lap#: Lap#: Lap#: LapM: Laph: Lap#: Lap#:6 Lap#: Lap®: Lap#h:
20 251 230 10.0% 10.0% 5.0% 25.0% 10.0% 5.0%
RenZ 2021 I 64 nr. 3.1% 47% nr. 17.2% 7.8% 7.8% nr.
WBEE aTME  TaTME TaTME ~ TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME TaTME
132 213 0%  BE63% BE:113 BE:188% ME:63%  BE:163%
Lap #: Lap #: Lap #: Lap #: Lap #: Lap #: Lap#: Lap #:
32 188 6.3% 31% 116 15.6% 9.4% 94%
T Clavien-Dindo 7340 Grade TIT Bl o>l i 52 5.
Lap, laparoscopic : n.r., not reported : TaTME, transanal total mesorectal excision.
HARMILESSME H65 615 (2022) 21



Table 3 TaTME OJEHRNE (REMEZFETF)

P e VoS A A
e kB SEBIRL *TME DM Btk DM (mm) CRM Btk CRM (mm) 77\
T St fie
Sylla!® 2010 JEflHEsE 1 100% 0% nr. 0% nr. 23
de Lacy'¥ 2013 Rl X 20 100% 0% 26 0% 18 159
aR—Mif%E
Atallah!® 2014 t#h2IME 20 89.5% 5.0% nr. 5.0% nr. 225
k- MiFZE
Denost!” 2014 F>¥2L 100 88.0% 5.0% 11.0%
WCBGEABR TuTME#E:50 TaTME#:880% TaTMERE:20% TaTMERE:10 TaTMERE:40% TaTME®:7  TaTME B:17
Lap #f : 50 Lap ¥ : 88.0% Lap # :8.0% Lap #:10 Lap #f :18.0% Lap #£:5 Lap #f:17
Fernandez- 2015 Rl X 74 98.6% nr. 0%
- 18) — NFTFZe
Hevia TAR=MIIE Ty TME #:37  TaTME BE:97.3% TaTME % : 28 TaTME #:12  TaTME#:143
Lap #:37 Lap #:100% Lap #:17 Lap #: 11 Lap #: 147
Rasulov!? 2016 Hiflf) & 45 82.2% nr. nr. 22% nr.
TR=MIE PuTME #:22 TaTME #:81.8% TaTME & :45% TaTME % : 17
Lap #f: 23 Lap ¥ : 82.6% Lap #: 0% Lap #f: 20
Marks2) 2016 il X 34 97.1% 0% nr. 29% nr.
FR=MITE TRTME #E:17 TaTME B 100% TaTME B : 0% TaTME B :75
Lap #f:17 Lap #:94.1% Lap #:5.9% Lap #f:85
Chouillard® 2016 il % 33 81.8% 0% nr.
TAR=MIE TuTME 8018 TaTME #:88.9% TaTME # : 33 TaTME®E:114 TaTME#:108
Lap #: 15 Lap #:73.3% Lap #:36 Lap #£:137 Lap #£:12.3
Penna??) 2017 il X 720 96.0% 0.3% 15 24% 3 15
ak—Mif3e
Sparreboom? 2019 il & 96 nr. 13.5% nr. 3.1% nr. nr.
TAR=MIIE paTME B 048 TaTME B : TaTME B :4.2%
104%
Lap #f: 48 Lap # :16.7% Lap #:2.1%
Penna? 2019 I X 1594 96.6% 0.7% 16 41% 10 16
aR—MiF5E
Zuhdy® 2020 I X 38 974% 2.6% nr. 2.6% nr.
FH=MITE TuTME BE:18 TaTME BE:944% TaTME B :56% TaTME B :56% TaTME % : 8
Lap #:20 Lap # :100% Lap #:0% Lap #:0% Lap #:12
Ren?® 2021 Fv&2L 64 93.4% 3.1% nr. 7.8%

SRR

Lap #:32 Lap 7 :90.6%

TaTME #:32 TaTME#:96.9% TaTME #:0%
Lap #:6.3%

TaTME #:31% TaTME #f:68 TaTME:195
Lap #:125% Lap #:5.2 Lap #:21.1

YIS A3 S TME §Ffio> complete or nearly complete %4

CRM, circumferential resection margin: DM, distal margin: Lap, laparoscopic : n.r., not reported:TaTME, transanal total mesorectal excision:TME, total

mesorectal excision.

R

2015 4£1Z de’Angelis 1%, EEEE 64 Bl % X5
& L7 BT T4l & TaTME O G H 8 % il L
72500 JEREGE T FARRE O P BISHIIMNILX 629 7 H TH
D, TaTME #3321 7 A TH - 7o, RIS T T4l
HO2EERAEARBLO2EEFRIZNEN
852% 5 L 1U¥96.6% Td Y, TaTME #:Tid 905% B
L UN955% Td o7z, JEWESE T FAHEO [ Fr7g =R
6.3% (2/32) T3 v, TaTME ¥ 1331% (1/32) T
Holz JERESE T FNEE OB EIEEZ 63% (2/32)
THY, TaTME #ix 31% (1/32) TH-7z. TaTME
B & MEIPESET TANRE O IR 7 )T (SRR 2 A T
2D D o7z,

2018 412 Denost 5 1%, T HBIE N HE B 100 51 % X
RE LUMENEG T Fiii & TaTME © 5 » & ALK
RBR O BRI & i L7z, BEPESE T Pl o
BlEE WL 554 7 HTH Y, TaTME #3613 7 H
Thotz. WEIEGE TN S FWBAEFFEB IS
EEFRIIEINENTIONE L 744% TH D,
TaTME #: Tl 739% B L UV 87.0% TH D, #Et#m
B EAIRD Lo 7o BT FATEE O 5 4R
TIE1L 4.8% TH Y, TaTME i 2.6% L AKAH - 7=
TaTME RIS T FAiRE & i L <, i B
M7 CRM B E 25 B 2 > 7225 (40%  vs.
180%), 54T ICHEAZIBD Rh o7z,

— 5, 2019 412 Norway #* & TaTME O J& it
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Table 4 EBREICHT S TaTME LSS TR HOEARBEO LS

M A A= A A IR E R T I P S =R

TaTME Lap TaTME Lap TaTME Lap TaTME Lap
de’Angelis® *90.5% *85.2% #955% £96.6% 3.1% 6.3% 3.1% 6.3%
Marks® nr. n.r. nr. nr. 5.9% 0% nr. nr.
Lelong® *86% *88% #100% 795% 5.7% 5.3% n.r. nr.
Xu3o 779.5% 761.5% §81.0% §75.5% 54% 14.6% nr. nr.
Mege3” n.r. n.r. n.r. n.r. 0% 0% 14.7% 17.6%
Denost3® 73.9% 71.9% §87.0% $74.4% 2.6% 4.8% nr. nr.
Veltcamp Helbach3? n.r. nr. nr. nr. 0% 0% 3.1% 6.3%
Chen'” *90% *91% £97% 789% 0% 4.7% nr. nr.
Wasumuth? n.r. n.r. n.r. nr. 11.6% 24% n.r. n.r.
Ouro®? 781% 786% $87% §86% 45% 2.6% 18.2% 7.7%
Zeng® 178.8% 176.9% £ 93.3% £89.9% 3.8% 3.8% 154% 154%

*2 AEMERAATE, V3 AEMERAAER, 15 AR,

SQAEAAER, B AR, 55 AREAER.

Lap, laparoscopic : n.r., not reported : TaTME, transanal total mesorectal excision.

BOVAZIZHT 5 —EDRBENIE SN, F
2020 AFIHEFRAFER S N, RFTHREERIE 7.6% (12/157)
ThotzbMysni. &IERID 2 ELPNCHIEL,
RFTEEE COMBOPREIZIS A A THo7. F
7z, 12 B 8 51 multifocal & TR 2 RO 7. 2
1S purse-string  suture (2 & % JEEHL P18 o B 8 A%
NEETHoTclzO LW INTNDE, TD0D
TaTME % Jitif73 %123 72- T, purse-string suture
OB TH SH. Tz, BmHEAET L2 5,
Jii %% @ implantation & ¥ Fi3 % HW T, #i¥ % £
AW T E T2 2 RSN S, SN
TaTME OFEAZ B TREF IS 2SE AL $ 2
PORIN EWIERIT->TEY, SHEFOMEEZRET
BYETHD.

2020 4£ 12 Kang 5 & TaTME O % i 7% 2 & — M F
FEOFER % WA L72Y. 211 BIOMATIC BT, Blg
W ORIfEE 3B ZHTH Y, RIFFEE 62% TR
D7z, AFERHAELFFIT802% TH Y, JFEAFRIT
929% TH-72. F72, 2021 4£1Z Roodbeen 5 I3 Hi["
Ji% 2B % TaTME @ 2 & — MIFZE O 5 % Hisly
L7z, 6 fExiZ BT 5 767 IO IZB VT, Big
W ohfElZ 255 P HTH Y, RETEE%E 24 12
BTz, RFEEE oMM OPIEIE 1357 T
HY, 2HERFTFHREFIL 33% TH - 724%, multifocal
ERIERT 1AL RO L h oz 2 FEEFELERIT
81.6% TH Y, 24FEAFFHIT 953% TH - 72, H[ME
FIZBWT TaTME I3 Z&IIifT e 5 L #mo T
TWwWh.

VATFRTA v L2 =BT, Alimova b

(¥ TaTME &f & JEPESE T T EE O )R #5858, b
IR, 2EMIFAAER, 2HEEFRPFEEFETH 72
L L72". Moon b & [ABkOKE R 2 Hidy L 72",

3. MEREEREEICHTIZE

2015 412 Fernandez-Hevia 5 1%, E#EB X OF B
Em R B AETAR 2 R e LS T T &
TaTME OaH R % it L2, e R o HER b
RERE SIS IEESE T T HE2S 108% (4/37) TH Y, #t
FHEN B EEIRRD e h 57228, TaTME #7% 2.7%
(1/37) &Aooz,

2014 412 Denost & 1& T H#BIE B B3 100 1 % 0 4
EL7ZEHESE T Fili & TaTME © 5 » ¥ 2L Lb G
B o> 45 W R 2 Heds L 7243, 2016 4E 12 Pontallier &
TR G E 76 B BT B Al o BEERERE, PEREE
HE, MERREOR R L WS LY. BRILMZMH L T
1 4ELIBED low anterior resection syndrome (LARS)
2 a7PE Wexner A 2 7V1%, Tl [ T[4 o &5
Td o 7-. International prostate symptom score
(IPSS) RMHEM CHECTH o7z, PHEAITEWT,
PR IS B e ST T FAi RS 39.1% (9/23) TH D,
TaTME #f 12 714% (20/28) L B E o7z %
7z, 5-item version of the International Index of Erec-
tile Function (IIEF-5) 1%, Ml E RS RO
o 720, JEWESE T FWMREAS 7 R TH Y, TaTME
FEZ 175 e o7z, KB ITBWT, NG
BIMEESE T FAMHEAY 286% (2/7) THY, TaTME
BEIX 100% (5/5) EAEICE D - 72, e RRE & HE
PREERE\EMIRE ] CRSEDORIR T o 72, LEARMNTIC
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BT, JEREGT T I RERE I3 20 L7z
fEREF THh - 7-.

2019 412 Veltcamp Helbach 51, JEMES: T T4t
(27 B1) & TaTME (27 $1) @ quality of life (QOL)
ZHBLUCHR S RO R LS LY. ko
QOL, HHEtkne, PEREERE, PEHERE W C A 55
Thosz. F7z, 2021412 Li SIXIEMESE T T4l (30
Bl) & TaTME (30 B) o HEfH bRk & B dk % ik
L 7zHi i) & SR O K5 R &2 iy L7z, ARILM &2
LCIHEEDOLARS A 27 & Wexner A 27 1%,
HHCTHEOHRETH 7. BHEZIIBWT, ik
1EDOUEFS X EEG T FMAET200TH D,
TaTME #1223 i & HREIZE L, TaTME #i2Bw
TEHEBELRIFTH - 72, ZHEFITB VT, Fe-
male Sexual Function Index (FSFI) (XWi#: [ CH%
Td » 7273, European Organization for Research and
Treatment of Cancer Quality of Life of the Colorec-
tal Cancer Specifc Module (EORTC-QLQ-CR29) 12
BWT, TaTME #HIMHEMBELHBEIZE K, MK
WA A > 72, TaTME (JIE-ESE T FAl & iR
LT, MEHEREAS RIS CH 5 W REMEAVRIE S 7z,

VATFRT A4 v 7 LE2—IZBWT Alimova 51,
fEIESE T T4 #E & TaTME # @ QOL, Wexner X 3
7, PERBEREIXFSETH o 7245, TaTME # @ LARS
2ATVREEICE P E#HE LY. —J, Choy
DIXMERESE T P4 #E & TaTME # O FEFEnE, HEIR
FReE, MERERBIXFSETH Y, TaTME IZHLPIER K O
FEBS & AZBEE L e v & i L 72,

4, FEH

TaTME ORISR, RIS, st aehs & 2o
TOLEBIIOWTHMHA L VAT T 4 v 7L
Ca— D% KRESNTVEA, TS BEIZTIC
BIgED T — 7 12N TE Y, BUEETh O 5k
$ T Fii & TaTME @ 5 > ¥ ALtk (COLOR
III 3 B, ETAP-GRECCAR 11 #k B#%, TaLaR #k
BR7) OfERDREINS.

TaTME ORE&LRITICEIF 2 L —Z
TV AT LOBE

TaTME % 1if79 % 729121F, OTaTME IZFFEY
BIEERE R BT 2 2, QFHFHO ML —
SV 7RG I EDRHTH L. FRTHRIGER O
W T T 517 2 AR 2 5 TARIEIC A T, AL

KT BT 2 iR Ve NAREE T Tl %€
& - Wiz TH (purse-string suture) PEREN 5.

The international TaTME educational collabora-
tive group 7*5 O TlX, TaTME % 179 512
oo T, TREHZMATIENHERINTNEY,
HIIEOHEAEL LT, ORBHEIIT 2 BT
FMO ML == T 2ET L, TOMBENIFEES N
TWwb, @30#12L EoEkEg T TME % #ifr L 72 #%
Basdh 5, @5 BILLE o TEM % TAMIS % #E: L T
VW5, TEPERINTWD. Mgk LTz, @
24 LONBED TaTME O M L—= ¥ 7 %475 C
W5, @4 20 BILL 1o TaTME AHEfT S hTw 5,
TEPRFELEINTWS, 2, OACHEE (Fike
7%), @cadaver FL—=r 7, @Fur ¥ —4{il
TTOEEVSTZAT Y 72T, BEWIEAT
B EMHEIESI N TV DY,

2020 4E1Z Veltcamp Helbach & 1%, Hi&E b S 7z
Fo—= AN Fa 7 0FHEZHRELLY. &
FYFDLRREEN L= 7 %% T L, TaTME
BA 10 Bl OGRS S 7z, i A DRE S
A3 50% (6/120) TH -7z, TME 3441 T com-
plete & %\ & nearly complete TH V), 5 FALMEF
17 DM k=13 0% T b, CRM B3 5.0% (6/
120) THY, ZOHFRAWEIREE NI

AIFIZBW T cadaver L ==V 7 DN — KL
# <, TaTME #8HB L7z EwISEHED = — X112
HOPIIER D L IRBETH L. 2D L) BITRD
i, UFHE TaTME D K94 ¥ 3 2L =% 2 BFR LY,
BAETIRINDY I 2L —% 27z TaTME kL —
= ¥ 7 % I J — [Preceptorship Program for
TaTME| % ESAAWNZE X & — R Ee 2 B8\ T
LTHEY, BELOBMEDPLREVEFiZH3 TV 2.
CHE TIENNORESIBEDS Z Ot 3 F—I125 0
L, ZNZNORETDOAY — b7 v FIZHL L7

EHIC

TaTME (& 2010 4212 R TR THE S8 L
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=

R BB 2 WA SRR T R Bty %
ifr L7283 Ly b EmE i B o R 2 L b
& O IZIRIRE 7 & iR OB

B BT - A A ORSCIR Y - W STV - e B - 1) BEM B R AR A B IR o 228 £ WF JE kA1

BRSO BEY - fRE S5 YT M REZ VY IREBE—RR VY -

AERER Y - W0 - EEEY

EE [H] WHREERRIE T EHEEM (endoscopic submucosal dis- 5

AL - G B BN 0 0
) VR B A s e A L e A R
3) HENL B SLK B BT AL IR
) HEVR R L e iH AL as R
) BRI ERE > & —HAba

section : ESD) # W4T L72, /NL v M f#EEE (Barrett's esophageal
adenocarcinoma : BEA) B#HORENEL%E GO 72 IR IFEH S £
BB EW S 20252 2 &0 [HAR] 2007 459 H A5 2020 4 7
ARSI 6 fitiik T ESD % JtifT L7z BEA 45 B 47 %, [J5ik]
BEE R, HEEGRE B HEMICHE Lz, 72, 2008 4205 2019
EO12FEM 2w, BENCH T, FEIRIC ESD % 17 L 72 £ R
SEE Rz (squamous cell carcinoma : SCC) el % &7, 4ol
ESD #2435 % BEA O 50 528G % LI L7z, [#5R] BEA 3 B2E
DD 5 EMTEICEL {, ESD I3 R4aIchifrc& 7. [#E] RET
ESD % fif7 L7z BRI E AWML TB Y, —EMED BEA &

Ft
6) HKBEGEE Y ¥ —HLEAR

FHH G ¢ Ak & AR
T890-8520 HEML Esilitk » . 8 T H 35-1
E-mail: bungohs@m?2.kufm.kagoshima-u.ac.

Ip

ZAF 2021 428 H 10 H
FRIR 120214611 H1 H

ATW .

INLy NRNERE, PORRSSRORER T R B

s

AFRTIE BRI W OB, H. pylori &SR OKT
R EOMHTHAEBVHAE (gastro esophageal reflux
disease : GERD) B & A IMMEIAIZH 5", GERD i
HEEBREOWN) A7 KT L5 SN, GERD &
FHOWMZE D BNy AERSE (BEA) o
My eEshsd, —J, 2019 EDOHBERF B O 75 7%
R AEET I RIS B VT, BB AR
TP T 6.3% & AEF 4467, KT 14% & 4H
F2MTHY?, EROLZ VIO 1 DL END. &
BRI CHEOFWARELIZ BT, NHESEIRRIE T &3
Bt (ESD) % Jitif7 L 72 BEA BE ORI EIL % &

ORI E L OEEREEHO P, ICT L2 L%
HrgE L7

REIR ETE

1) 2007 49 H 25 2020427 H £ T2, KSR
M 6 ik T ESD % Jitif7 L 7z BEA JiEf (45 4 47 #5%)
TR L L, BEES (GEl, 75, 2 BML K
EIE, WRREE, JREERCHE, MhlEgE O BT, Pl
AROF R, Fa b v R THESE (proton pump in-
hibitor : PPI) & iR @45 8, H. pylori &5 0 45 ),
WHLEERT L (N L v b i (short segment Barrett's
esophagus : SSBE or long segment Barrett's esopha-

28 H AL A 2 MERS

6% 515 (2022)



gus : LSBE), itk BB R OF WS L O HEIE FE,
BRILANVZT OFM), HEORER (5 AL,
WA, PRGERE, MESBFRPE), hMHOH (— G YRR,
WUIRER, CIRRREE, YRR, SBERESR) 2#%
FHRRNC FBRET L7z, 2)2008 4E 1 A5 2019 4F 12
Ho 12 4%, 7l : 2008 4F 1 H~2013 4 12 H, #
- 2014 4F 1 H~2019 4F 12 HiZ50 ), FIRIC ESD
AT L 72 R BzsE (SCC) JEf % & o /- fE
ESD ¥251F %5 BEA 050 »# G2 af L7z, 3)Hi
B L OHINCBIT 2 BEA ORFBR % HBME L
7z,

H. pylori EH\ZDOWTIL, RFMNLMA, M IgG
ok, MERBUR, REBPUEZ TV, WO T
bR L7z BB HMEE Lz, Ny FEEIZDOW
TIE, WHREIRCHER I T 2 13, & 2 VIR
TERVEAIZEORGEDZZ X ) & DN IAE B
(F il o P Lz &Rl ok Lz & o B 5t
squamocolumnar junction : SC]) ZMFEL7-d DL
EFXL, Ny MHEO =23 cm K TH 5 D,
F 723D b O % SSBE, &M 3 em Bk
DNV MR EZ GRS 5 6 % LSBE & L72". i
PR S O EIEFE L, WET O v BV A5 R W72
BNV =7 DA BEIZDO W TIE, E PR
OLYMPUS GIF TYPE Q260] % f\ 725 N5 5 DX
RBE CREBEAGRAAERILOP/NB L b I
Hrb0%, BRERILANV=THY EHWELRZY. —
TR, NSNS —3E TR RETH - 724E
B, HBEERIEPIESER I CUIBRATRETH Y,
PRIEREDS pT1a-DMM %2 7K P Wi B4 - 3 18 i v B2
T, IRERELZ L CTHoER L ER L7, BIIE
ZowTid, Wik, FEE, e fmEpkss, il &
i, Whge, HERRSUEICE L CRMii 24T - 72, il
IZOWTIZESD # T F 7213 Fift % & 72 L%
SNHELELER, BLOHb2g/dL L Lok
Ta &7z LER & B L7z, Bigicow» Il
XTI 215 28, PR G 2R L2Ef & L
72,

MATERRENZ DWW TIE, unpaired t ME, *HRE
2wz, p<005 ZHtatFEICH RS M L7z, 5
T DT BellCurve for Excel version 2.14 (Social
Survey Research Information Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Ja-
pan) ZfEH L7z,

AW R B R AR M E RS (F5 0 180332
Y1) DEKREZIT TS,

= &

o

HR

1) BEA B# O Jeftiid 69 7%, J ik 38 :
7 THYED 844% TH o 7. KT BMI 25 kg/m’
YLk &l 2 5B Tz, SIEOEEIL 489% 12H 1,
WA JER | 73.3%, ML B 0 BEAE I 31.1% ISR S 7.
& Wi g > PPT i AT 1% 22 50 (489%) T& H, GERD
s H 2315 6, 7 2 ) 12 & 2 ek
PR E AT 36, HIEGEMEE A1 6, WM
RIS B AT A FICX RS PR H A1
B, 2BNIAHTH - 72. H pylori B VEBII1Z 17.8%,
TEONL Y P AERBEICOWTIX, SSBE 205 D%
AAT40 61 (889%) %5 TH Y, LSBE 26 DF4E
E56 (111%) THho7z. RiEEEL L 4% 9 Wit
TEAE R 20% T, WETEH ¥V A58 Grade A
MEDOHRD 2/3 B EHOTW, EEHEILANV=TOH
PR 80% TH -7z (Table 1). HEOIFHE LT, i
2O 14 AR 80% Tdh - 72, RIS
iZ, SMM/LPM/DMM #%$Z 21 26/30/23% T 1,
Tla JEBIAH 80% = o Twiz (Fig. 1). WEDE
JEVIHIBED & G BEDSK) 80% TH 1, WHIRENZ 0-I1a 2%
wb%hroiz (Fig 2).

BT T, —REYIRRERIE 97.9%, HHEYIBREIX
787%, FIMEHERIE 211 mm, FHYBREFS 43
mm, FHYEERERIE 1273 55 Th - 7=, WO TE
PEIEH 60% 2% ARG T, ERUBREIA 2 61dH - 7.
RFEREICB LT, ikl %% 44%, itk £ER%E %
6.7% 2B 7. LRI ERD 7 22> 72 (Table
2). JEERYIRE 10 B 5 BIASEIMAVEIIIBR & 22 Y, Z
DHIBL1IBINESDH1EIHHATY VSHIHRE, £
EEBERD, ESD#2FEI P ATHTELE. £
DA, BEF L7 THISRESNIIRED Lo 72,

2) ESD # fififT L 72 SCC & BEA D#E Bl 5k ks Y
#R AR (Fig 3). & # ESD ORI 6 4
T 260 RISk L, B 64ETH44 LB L Tz
Z O TBEA O 5 % H A 1w 12/260 (4.6%),
%1 29/544 (5.3%) (p=0.66) & %437 A 7275, ESD
MWL 722 12X D, BEASEBI DM %D B
ML Tz (Table 3).

3) HI L HMTEAT RICABEIROL»r o7z
(Table 4). B IZOWT, YWKRELE YK
IZHEZRO L7200, YIRKERIZAEI2HL
oo Tz, B & B OIS S O A T 7R
o7z (Table 5).

H AL A 2 MERS

556% 8175 (2022) 29



Table 1 WROBEE=R
BEA
45 11

AL (k) 69 (44 ~ 87)
PER B/ 38/7
BMI (kg/m?) <185/185 ~<25/25 ~ 3/20/22
HWEEM, n (%) 22 (439)
WA (LA ), n (%) 33 (733)
B n (%)

IR 5 (11.1)

I i B 3 (67)

it i 5y A 5 (11.1)

ik i S 10 (22.2)
MR OBER:, n (%) 14 (31.1)
PmaSENMmR, n (%) 4 (89)
ZWiks o PPLARA, n (%) 22 (489)
H. pylori B/ REIR e/ Rk 8/5/32
RLEEHIT L
Nl MIEE SSBE/LSBE 40/5
iR E 2 & 3 720 Stk EE %, n (%) 9 (20.0)
AT S D HAE R A/B/C/D 6/2/1/0
BB~V =7, n (%) 36 (80.0)

2 Bt
2% 7

13% = <25%

3

Fig. 1
JHTEMEL, #980% T LA JT Thorz. HIEEER, HIEAIRZ D 80% TH o7z,

ZE

FERBHGR R (1L ki, Ny b
L [Ny MR (B2 & etk I BN 5
Mk BT, B bR AbAEOF L bR V) OFET
LEGE] LEHREINTWEY. HAMEMTE (GERD)
GHWATARTA 2021 (BETHE3M) CkpE, K
IZHBITFBL Y MEOHRRIE, ERRHEZIC
X21E5 2% HH A, SSBE T 150~295% (HAKE
D35 158%), LSBE T 0.3~0.7% (I D19 0.3%)
LEN3B"Y. Sikkema 5%, WKRIZBIF BN LY bE

25~49%
" 50~74%
= 75~99%

RER

= SMM
LPM
= DMM
= SM1
SM2

ESD # 41T L 7= BEA DEEM ERERE

BOFHFEZEF 06% & Wi L7z, BEA KIS
BULWTHINES RO BV L Y, KETIE 1999
AR BRI EENR I BT 2 I O BUE DY P LB O3
JEA& Lo TWwaY, KIFTIE 2019 FE DA A B HE
EML ST B BEN AT A B SR EIEFHI B W T, AEO
T LR 22893 B1(93.9%), M1 1541 $1(6.3%)
ThHO"Y, RPLEEEIREETZ LD TNED, 5k
GERD EH DM L b 72\ BEA O¥IARash
b, Fl, BIREIIEZE D ICEERICTEIEH WY,
VB BZ B W C ESD % itif7 L 72 BEA 3 O #% Ik
2L % & o 7= BRIR AR B & ONEHRR % I & 512
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880 000 gg.

O smm
O LPM
@ DMM

o 00O 00

Fig. 2 ESD #H1TL /- BEA DEELREE

@ sSM1
@ SM2

AL O FIEIIFIRED SBEDSH) 80% TH 1, WHRENZ 0-ITa AN b L h o 7z

Table 2 BEA (X9 % ESD DEEKIR

BEA
45 B 47 H5%8
Yk R A <25%/25 ~ 49%/50 ~ 74%/75 ~ 99%/100%  2/25/14/2/2
—HEYIEE, n (%) 46 (97.9)
BEWE, n (%) 37 (787)
FHEREESE (mm) 21.1+202
PR ERE (mm) 443+230
S RRIERT (53) 127.3+83.1
B5RE, n (%)
Zfl 0 (0)
2 i 0 (0)
Jiti 9 5 2 (44)
it fr g s 3 (6.7)

T5ZLE, 4% BEA BEORMERICORNS

WHEVEDSH B L E 2, SMOMGET%1T->72. 2007 49
H2x5 2020 48 7 H £ TI2, BEREMN 6 ik T BEA
(2% L C ESD % fifT L 72 45 B 47 & # b % & L /2.
BEA B # o 4F i o Ll 13 69 %, 5 M A 84.4% T,

80.0% MEBHRILANV =T %A L, #F%id BMI 25
kg/m? L b & 0 & R T 7z, B R 1 70% DL b
IZR 517z Matsueda S35y MEEHR T &L &
A ORI DOFAEY A 7 WT-& LTI, £l
HilAv =7, BUEE, BHEEBTTBEYY, A%k
TR GG & G2, AERILAV =T, BLERE,

BUOHMETIE L VAR TH o7z T2, FHRE

TN EIL 125% TH o 72023 L, KR T
489% L ERBO TV, ORI, HEE BRIk
EHRESEEE 6 L Th Y, BREDENEE LT
WRIEEMEA D . I LT, KE S OHET
B & 2 S E DAL IEENIE O 5,
HWE RS, THEZEENG (lower esophageal
sphincter : LES) A4, —i@ Pk LES it o ¥, &
W2 )T Ty AR, MERIAVET, BEERE
ZL ODERPEEGLTwEEERTWEY, 72,
Hoyo & 3R THrbh7z 12 05 % HA L, BMI
& B O BIRZ RE L 22 RERICB W T, BMI 2
B B ZEEERITEOF v AT L b LWL
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Fig. 3 ESD %17 L /= SCC & BEA DIEBIH DIEEFRIHETS
41T ESD O#Hids & U BEA Ofuet B3 L T 7z,

Table 3 ESD %17 L 7= SCC & BEA DfZEFHY
#®%

2008 ~ 2013 4F

Nee 248 (95.4%)
BEA 12 (4.6%)

2014 ~ 20194 pfH

515 (94.7%)
29 (5.3%)

0.66

TWwaY,

%72, H pylori BEBIZ 2Tl 17.8% & K fl T
& > 72, H pylori YT 5w % ¥ L, GERD @
VA #ETEEHZ 55 BEA L5 &%
NTHEYY, AFETHEMETFBEL HVITATH >
7o, Wil Ex &b ) Witk B RIE 20% 12 LA
RHN$, BEA ©Y R 7 RFIHRME£E %X GERD
FERIEFR VAR 2 R 32 & W) IS FE L T 5 X
ICHRZ A, LaL, 489% 255 Wiksi PPI % JH L
Tw/z. PPIRH# @ 9 % 682%, 41k 333% 7%
GERD MIEEHMIZ PPI 2R LCB Y, WL, K
Bk E & & b e ) Wi AE RDLE L T pnS%
MolzbDbEZ LNz

WHLEEHT RO R ClE, A O F AL RTRE D> & 47 BE
AT 80%, D SN 1/4 JAR A 80% TdH -
7z. Ly PEEIZE D ) MIERIZER RN,
A, FIC12E25 SIS VWE STH
D> BEHICHFIE L 2 Wi Tdh o 7. ESD % JifT L
728 Ly M AEREAE R o SSBE, LSBE O#i o # i

348 TH Y, Yoshinaga 5% ESD % JitifT L 7z £ 8
HEAHB L ORI REF IC BT, LSBE ERI
24 B 160 (4.2%) LHE L TwaY. KRETO
LSBE JE61& 45 B 5 61 (11.1%) & BHEEAS & 1A
WZdh o7z, RIBIZHIF S LSBE I22WT, 37600 ALL
rotBZBE e G e LoMEET, NIRRT
T LSBE OHHENRFHWZ EFME I N TWDE?, 4
BAHBIOWETH Y, SHOIEBOERPLEINS.
AEFZE2 5%, W - B CTEYERED D Y, Wi %
A3 5, BERILAV=TZ2HT 5 EBEHO LEHLE
WS AT 217 9 BRI, A2 SRR Blgi 3 5
ZEIZED, Ny FEEBIUAL Y FEBERO
H=RA T2 AR RWATR WD E 2 b,
HHRBGE T, —IEWERERIE 97.9%, HREYIERERIE
787% Tdh o 7z. BEA KT 5 ESD OHEILIIDWT
1%, Tla-LPM % TOWRZL & WHESHEOEE, SM
REIZE 2 R OB & L, BRIIZH S 228
BH 7L, TlaDMM~SMI & Wi LRI 4
WHLBEIG R 2 61T L, W BRI 10T H 2 B 128 iR
W BETT 500K L SNEY. AifJETIE, Tla
FEBISH) 80% % O TH Y, RIEREDW b #EUIZAT
bNTwbEEZ N BREICE LT, MWLk,
Witk EEARAE & 6.7% (B 7. LR B MRS
Zapo 7z BT EE KA (2§ % ESD O —
FEUIRRERIZ 96.4%, HWYIRR1E 81.9% TH V), 5
FEWCBI L C, 22701 1.5%, &I 2.8%, 32213 6.3%
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Table 4 BEERORR LS

2008 5 %(513 G 2014 29 %%19 ki o fi
AEdE R ULfE (%) 715 (58 ~ 87) 68 (44 ~ 85) 0.59
P U/ is 9/3 26/3 0.23
BMI (kg/m?) <185/185~<25/25 ~ 1/7/4 2/11/16 044
Nl PEEE SSBE/LSBE 11/1 26/3 0.83
KilGikE s s & b2 ) Witk AESR, n (%) 2 (16.7) 7 (24.1) 0.60
HEERILAV=T, n (%) 9 (75.0) 24 (82.8) 0.57
H. pylori B, n (%) 0 (0) 7 (241) 0.06
WD PPTIRA, n (%) 7 (583) 14 (483) 0.73

Table 5

ARERRDORER 2 #S

2008 ~ 2013 4F

2014 ~ 2019 4
29 43 p i

FYEEEE (mm) 432+24.2 449+250 0.88
I BRI (mm?) 1477 +1591 1591 2143 0.87
Y RRIRERT (53) 1704+1119 111.3+6238 0.04
SR (mm2/45) 90+81 134+10.1 0.20
HIEHE, n (%)
23l 0 0 (0) -
i 0 0 (0) —
Jiti 9 FAE 1 (83) 1 (34) 051
i #5 fL Ak AE 0 1 (34) 051

EHESINTVDEY. KRB W THIRRE, HIEE
FIER DM EFBETH Y, “4I12BEA O ESD
EATH) T ENRTETWA I LA REINT.

bHivbitid 2008 455 2019 4E D 12 4ERIC 41 Bl
BEA % ESD TYJBr L7275, 295 H 296175, %)
6 M DOREBITH - 72, £ ESD ¥ 9 5 BEA
DY B EA TR (2008 4 2> 5 2013 4F) & 14
(2014 4E A 5 2019 4F) TEALD = h o 72 ESD % i
TL-BERIE AWML TEB Y, —EHED BEA
ZEHATWZ, BGRERBIE 2 X Lo &3 2 NS
ik X NSRS OMESIZL Y, £ OB
FREND LR EZLNS.

HiY & B TEBERICEERZIRD LD o700
@, BMI 25 kg/m* L o> i (.3 o E) 4 1w 33.3%,
#155.2% & BEMME IS - /2. F 72, GERD #H
RIIATH 16.7%, %I 24.1% & WSS - 72, &
FIZBWTHBTW O, H pylori &G OKT
7% EOPH T GERD BEAWMMBEIIZH 5 L S,
HRICFE L WHRTH 72 L Lads, &%l
6 4EC H. pylori Bz E O BH M LTB Y, H pylori
FEEBFIC BT H BEA OWHEMEZ % 2 TH#ICH

GUENDH L. BRSOV T, WRE R
WCHBEZIED Lo 72b 00, YIBRKEEIZA &M
{lroTnrz, FIBEREICHEAZIRD L7200
D, HL o TWABHALED -7z, will & HICcFss
IERFEICHEAEZRO L o7z, WHEHRORER
BT NA ZORBBLOMEOBRIICL D L ONE
ZbNni.

BEA ICBH T AEFIZITIEAEMEALLRIEENT
BY, AFIZBIT B BEA OEFEHRIIA TG E Sh
%% SHRAFIT B TWORFEARIS, AR OB X
) BEA BEZEOHIMAIEE SN 5. HHMIZX % &, BEA
31BIDH B, 5 SE IR 8 B 0 B, sm i 12
Bl 561 (41.7%), #4TH 11 B 5 6 (455%) Td
D, #EATL72BEA X, mEICEeristg, ) oo ik
BrElL, TBERARTHLLEINY, ZD1IH DO
bl & FRRIC R RS ER L E 2 55, Kifst
DOFRERENS, EIREBEToO BEA BEHE LT, &
ANV =7 %4 L, H pylori [ EH0 %S M
2% <, KRB & 52, 70% DA b A2 B JE A
Hotz. BEFBHEOWEIZLDE, RIFIZBWTE
WA L 72 BMI 25 kg/m* P Lo i OB A& 1Z%A
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WPET 326%, MAZMET199% & 2, KRG Tt
489% AL Td b, BEA THLH & O E &A% W 1H
MZdh b EEZONT. Tz, G CIEAEERRE
L 72 Bl 5 o F) G 3 N T3P T 285%, WAL PET
81% TH VY, AMat Tl 733% L BEHZ OE G D%
WIS o 72, F 72, BRIESRAEERY L ) mho 7
CEHRBNTH o FHOMBIZE ) ZhS O
WAIBL, VA7 OEVIEBNCIE X ) SRS
A1) TENEETH L. AIITBT 2 BEREON
MEEIRIZOVTIE, ZOREHEDOIK S 2 S
YT 5. Yoshinaga HILEEFHHEAH LORMAENM
W OPIBLEE RIS LT, fEkirbh T & 72680
IR0 P BLBE YRGB L) By & b L, ESD 13—
FEUIBRAR D 5 <, I 70 0 BEALAR 7 0 BTA 234 &
TR BINGEOLEEZ W §5Z LA TE LT
HEMTHHEMELTWEY, BEAZ RIS L,
ESD (2 & 2 —$5 IR 2 AT\, 1R 70 90 B 57 19 &7
itk oh s 2 & T, RIMAEFIIORIFLI LN TE
LOTR VI EEZ SNz AW limitation &

LT, ZHiixTldd s db00PHBIOBETHEZ L,

retrospective D#aEtTdH 5 Z &, ESD % JfifT L Tw
%\ BEA JEBI O BRIR SR RETH 5 2 & H3%
oz, 5%, EOLR2EMNOERPBLELEEZ DS
ns.

¥heE

JEWBIIZ BT ESD % JifT L 72 BEA &L, &
BHILANV =T 24 L, H pylori EHD 7\, B
WD 5 B BAURTH ), R PRI % 72
W7z, FAEITB W TUTEE OHMI A M L T 7z,
%7, ESD IEREITHATWRETH V), HHRER 05
fd L oN7-. BEA OBKGEEZHSH2IIT 52 L1,
BEA ORI RSO B0 2 WHEMEN D 5.

A SN RS 5 HF OFIZRAR : % L
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Clinical Background and Outcomes Including Changes Over Time

of Barrett’'s Esophageal Adenocarcinoma Patients Treated

with Endoscopic Submucosal Dissection

in Kagoshima Prefecture, Japan

Shohei Uehara"’, Fumisato Sasaki”, Hidehito Maeda"”, Akihito Tanaka”,
Shuji Kanmura®, Yoshio Fukuda"?, Masayuki Kabayama, Yuichiro Nasu",
Kentaro Tokudome®, Hiroshi Fujita® and Akio Ido"

Department of Gastroenterology, Kagoshima City Hospital
Department of Gastroenterology, Kirishima Medical Center

Digestive and Lifestyle Diseases, Kagoshima University Graduate School of Medical and Dental Sciences
Department of Gastroenterology, Kagoshima Kouseiren Hospital
Department of Gastroenterology, Kagoshima Prefectural Oshima Hospital

Department of Gastroenterology, Izumi General Medical Center

The purpose of this study was to clarify the clinical characteristics and treatment outcomes of Barrett’s

esophageal adenocarcinoma (BEA) patients who underwent endoscopic submucosal dissection (ESD), including

changes over time. To evaluate the clinical characteristics and outcomes of patients with BEA who under-

went ESD at 6 institutions in Kagoshima Prefecture from September 2007 to July 2020. In addition, we di-
vided the 12-year period from 2008 to 2019 into the first half and the second half, and added esophageal
squamous cell carcinoma in which ESD was performed every 6 years, and compared the percentage of BEA

to the total number of esophageal ESD. BEA was more common in elderly men with a history of smoking.

ESD for BEA could be performed safely. The absolute number of BEAs increased over time. The number of

esophageal cancers underwent ESD in this prefecture is increasing year by year, and includes a certain fre-

quency of BEA.
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Table 1 BEH=

PR B/ 2tk 21/11
i 723*129 %
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I3 196 19 i) 99+11.0 4
PR B/ L 21/11 #i

RN HY /%L 24/8 #1
Bl P30 = PR R TRk

SEbibiud, EERRIZE T2 EB OBERIRB
SO 2 Al 5 HAYC, BEEICB T 2 i & b
REATS 72D THET 5.
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1. R

201944 A5 2021 F 3 A F Tt LR z2B L7
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FHEL B UAEREZ AT A F T4~ 2017] OF)
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W i 7 & OWALE R E AT 5 BB IR SR
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EB ZaiB 45 L7z, BEHMERRIC O W TE Lok
RERGEICHmE L EHPIEORITH) L L L, HER
EIMPEG I Thnwz & & L.
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72, HAOPHERIICHE L TIZEHEHFICHREOR
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Table 2 ITOEXI /Ny MESHEIHD CSS #iE (RE)
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ABSTRACT

Efficacy and Safety of Elobixibat for Chronic Constipation:
a Single-center Prospective Study

Tomohiko Kohno", Hideharu Okanobu” and Kazuki Boda"
1) Department of Gastroenterology, Hiroshima Red Cross Hospital & Atomic-bomb Survivors Hospital

Background: Elobixibat is a novel bile acid transporter inhibitor for the treatment of chronic constipation.
Its new pharmacological mechanism, which is different from conventional drugs, is expected to become one of
the new treatment options.

Objectives: The aim of this study was to evaluate the efficacy and safety of elobixibat in patients with
chronic constipation.

Methods: This was a prospective study from April 2019 to March 2021 at our hospital. A total of 32 patients
(male; 21, mean age; 72.3 years) with symptoms of chronic constipation were enrolled. Among them, 16 pa-
tients (50.0%) were aged 75 years or older. Elobixibat 10 mg/day was administered for two weeks, and fol-
lowed by 10 weeks assigned either 5, 10 or 15 mg/day according to the degree of symptom control. Changes
in the Constipation Scoring System (CSS) score and the Bristol Stool Form Scale (BSFS) were measured be-
fore and 2, 4 and 12 weeks after elobixibat administration. In addition, LDL cholesterol concentrations were
measured before and 4 and 12 weeks after elobixibat administration.

Results: At 2 weeks, the total CSS score was significantly improved from 11.69+451 to 7.56 +4.05, and
maintained at 4 and 12 weeks. The improvement of score was confirmed in six of eight CSS items, except for
abdominal pain and duration of suffering from disturbed defecation. The BSES was also significantly improved
from 256+ 1.71 to 447 =0.87, and maintained at 4 and 12 weeks nearly close to score of 4, indicating the nor-
mal stool form. At 4 weeks, LDL cholesterol concentrations were significantly decreased from 104.5+ 30.3 mg/
dL to 92.2+287 mg/dL, and maintained at 12 weeks. Adverse events were observed in 13 of 32 patients
(40.6%), and most common events were abdominal pain in nine patients (28.1%) and diarrhea in seven patients
(21.9%).

Conclusion: Our findings suggest that elobixibat may be a useful treatment option in the elderly and male
patients with chronic constipation.
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RIS

I g Ji D AT PR A B AL 22 R RS B R il 2 il o 72

/N Lo 1 51

IARZRRE Y - & BBV - SlAw V- g1 /Y-
P BB - =W MY - BT R

BE EGNI 7L EBEIC X 2 BMEOBEL ST ML
MIHGF WD BRAl 2 B AT L, R miBh b9k (mFOLFOX6 #tik) %
12 32— AMAT L7z, FSE% SRl L Twiads, HGFMEHETXZ

AR M8 BB (DIC) & & b 7 ) BRI R CTARE L %25
720 W18 HICRAROBABL L, AN TR B2 T L 7.

D BRI s - St >y —
AL R

2) FREWILEBET AL - At > 5 —
S4Ek

3) FRKEIRI G BERUR R

4) RBREERF SRR e — R

FHA AT ¢ IIARGERER
T583-0872 RBUMFII LI & D 2-8-1

EIZME LT, PR E R NMIRRE 7 EAYE 2 bz,

NCAVLGGEY A5k, /\kEm, DIC

iEL&IC

Kz id Lol LHEER L, PROARIEL
BIEEL <, R EIHE 2 05 L 2% #H 2l
LGN 5. BT Trousseau JEMERE & &0k L 723
G, TREARTHY, FUHICHCTLIZELEN
TV, S, EEHEOM RSB LR ERIC R
B d M % il o 7o /NI o> 1 B % R BR L, Trous-
seau SEMEREIC & 2 MM AR ZE 3 JE ] & & 2 H 7z
DT, HATOXMMELEZEZDTHET 5.

REBI

BE TR, B

EFR - AFM .

RME Rl N&Z LR L.

BEAENRE © B AZBRIERAE.

AR ¢ N7 L, S 15 A /day X 51 4R,

BURNKE © 2019 48 11 FI2 LA T 2E & 2 L (Fig.
D, TEEALE AR TTHER (Rb) (24
YD 4 BUR ¥ & o 72 (Fig. 2). JEWES T WALM

E-mail: yoshi_hondaism@yahoo.co.jp

ZA 2021 47 H 28 H
FRIR 2021411 H 29 H

EA T ORI T eI YN I TN Bk o il DA
DIEAIL 90%40 mm K (Fig. 3a) T, fmIMAETN
Z Wi adenocarcinoma (por2 >sig >muc, pStage 1IIC
(T4aN2bM0)) TH -7z (Fig. 3b). 202041 H2 5
i A LS # 3 (mFOLFOX6) # 12 2 — R JiifT
L, W46 H oMl CT THIEDHT 2% < I
~—7—HIEHM (CEA : 46 ng/mL, CA199:41
U/mL) Tholz/zdIlRT L L ZDHRBIET
B {7 B —LTWwzas, [ 10 A ICHZEES
A RSBk E B SN, EHEMCT
(Fig. 4) THRIBE A & IHEERE O I IR AL % 529D
7o MR A C 2 I A 28 Y B R he e (DIC)
W5 5 (PLT © 1%, PTIINR:1xi{, FDP:3
M) THY, BEEFERIZK S DIC & LTABDS
ghe L7

ABERHUEE © B & 165.7 cm, /KT 579 kg, IMUE 146/
95 mmHg, Wk#A79/75, #, KR 366C. =k .
MRS IS #3380 9, IRBERS I C Bz L. RAE
U U A AT, BEEIZE, Bk AR
EDOER® D, MRz L, fMEsEiEir s L.

ABER A L (Table 1) @ CRP & FHILEk D 1 5
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IEERER CT
K R A E I 2 HZETH - 72 (a: KTHD). Bl
BRI % SR pkzehikt bl (b @ IR

Fig. 1

o7z /MO & PTINR Ot £, FDP &
iz 7R 7.

B2MEHE 2 X % DIC & L CH £ - B - P 38
(Sulbactam/Cefoperazone ;: SBT/CPZ 1 g q12h), F
OyREFT2Y Y7V 7 7 (TMa) TOWFRH %G
L7z, %29 H, M CHLEROEL (AST/
ALT :123/45 TU/L, yGTP/ALP : 502/1597 TU/L,
T-Bil : 6.1 mg/dL) %8, MIBER A OMREAEED
N7z7z, [ H ISR AT PEHE A 35 5% (endo-
scopic  retrograde  cholangiopancreatography ;
ERCP) ®Jist& L7z, HEREZ 5L, HEIR
JEPRR L TH Y, TEBIHECHA & B ) /& Tradset
ROz EMEE B PR RIERRO o 7. L
SEMWATVENHE FLF— Y F 22— 7 (endoscopic ret-
rograde biliary drainage tube ;: ERBD tube) #%*}i&
LCREEKT L7z, 20tk HIHEROES KAE
POt (WBC/CRP) ($e# [0 TdH - 724%, PT-INR
DEALIZ R H > 725 DD FDP I3 9 H» 5 L5A1C

e :
Fig. 2 TEHILBEARSBRE
TERIE S AR o 4 BIMEATHE % 525, scope
DOMBIINFETDH > 72,

b 7 25

R
.-ﬁ F 1.
=

% SN,
7, RN

Fig. 3 HHER, RIEHEE

WAL, 90x40 mm DK E ST, LIHERImITICH S 0%
carcinoma (Z780 % 225 72 (a). LR I ENBHTE
(sig) Z oA ElE (FERFERL  por2) 257D ST
(b : HE H¥ff x 40 £i%).

fiz U CPLT &5 J7Hith F T T L, DIC I3k L4
Motz FO7zo, 9149 HICHEEEE CT % i
7L 7z, BEEBEEREINR - W B i s - A5 P8 - AR
BEERICY) Y NHI DMK % B 7278, BRI %
BED TR o 72, MR SE R B FESS, BEIEIC
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Fig. 4 APERFIEERE#E CT
FNHE KA 2 R 7, B2 5D ez o s vk
oz

Table 1 ABEFMRIREMER

Hematology Blood chemistry
WBC 13990/uL TP 76 g/dL
Hb 144 g/dL T-Bil 1.6 mg/dL
Plt 10.2 x10%/uL AST 38 IU/L
ALT 14 TU/L
Coagulation tests LDH 1028 TU/L
PT-INR 1.76 Y-GTP 86 TU/L
FDP 2777 ng/mL  ALP 613 TU/L
BUN 26.8 mg/dL
Cr 1.25 mEq/L
Na 140 mEq/dL
K 48 mEq/dL
Cl 102 mEq/dL

CRP 9.1 mg/dL

WM % 58 B INE % w7 (Fig. 5a). 22T, &
HEHOBREERVERE - —Z2WET 2 L,
CEA : 1912 ng/mL, CA199 :558 U/mL & ¥4 mifii
ROz F7z, M/MURAEIC X 2 WD E R A5 R &
ZAoND, LE RN IR Z 85 it 2 20 7
(Fig. 5b). Z®#, FDG-PET/CT 7 & D54 % >
5 )8t TH o720 H17 W H OILHEA Tl PLT : 43
Ji/uL, PT-INR : 1.22, FDP : 1504 pg/mL (DIC score
5x) T, DICOSKMIEiZLTwz 18 HIC
ZEROGEE & IREk Lz o 7720, BATHIT L
SR LA CT /MM Mg (Fig. 6a), AcHTH%E
W I 2 IR AR 4 (Fig. 6b) % B 7. Mg
MBHZ 2 IV b L7288, BREERH YN F 0D
REETH D Z &0 O TR EE L HIW S 7z B
B L T2 580 2 BRIZICIEE Lz, REICRNR

Fig. 5 MIEEER CT
Mt L ZE B PRICT5E, WRDE I3 AE & B8 ) R & 380
7z (a). ZBEmmicilEz %) it iz 2072 (b).

KOLOOWHFH ZRE L7122, HLINeho7z.

ZE

H BR L R i O AL i 1 1S Bl e el &
MWoTBY, WHEZSHNOFEM R ZAT R T
Elp o7z FEaEA HOTrousseau JEMBERIC X 2 Wk
A 2E, @I/ IMUERAE R TMo D EIERIC & % /N
Ifil, @FFIAESTC/IRERRE DB & 722 L1 X B/
M, 23ERBHe LTEZLNZ DT, £4122o0n
TERELTWL.

12 U2 Trousseau FEMERE I & 2 H i1k A €
WHEEIZOWTERT 5. 18654127 T ¥ A ANFE
P Armand Trousseau i, [FH¢ 3 %ME LBET5
gk 14 (venous thromboembolism ; VTE) 1% I
EVEES AT 2 W2 RIE T 5 | LW TS
L7z. 4 Tld Trousseau SEMBEREIZ, [EMEIELIC L b
7% 9 MUEERE TTAE LS X 0, BRI % T3 2 T8
ELTHRHES N, R EO VTE BIEY A 7 136
FERE XD A~T BV E Wb T WA, Trousseau
FEBEREZ S 0F L7EBI O PRIZARTH ), AfFrhd
fiElX 45 7 A, F7225% OIEFITIE 30 HLLNIZIETE

S AA

H AL A 2R
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Fig. 6 ERRREM CT
AN IR (@), e BRTEEES w2
FRZ (b) %Rz

THEVWbNRTW3Y, VTE O&F: 2 BB L
B% L, FOMITHR Z & L baR N, JHEIE R &
Ol ANEHE OME AL W FERBIE DIC 12X b FDP
TR fIE C UL A [ TR R BB Sk B L C B 1), Trousseau
FEREREIC L0 e AR ZE 2 B 2 L2 REE2SH D, 3
DOEHOPTHREES KD FEVEEZ 5.
RS YL MERE T 1983 4E 2 & 2020 4E F THR M RIS
M PERAEZE | T F 7203 #) 2% —TU—F&L
TR L7:E A, Xlskz &5 OARIETIE 30 HloH
WD o 7. WFILETEHNE © 16 60 O : 6 B, B -
360, Kbk 0 161 (aksh), I AR 460, B
B 160, MRS 2 106, B RiE 5B TH o
7o, WD 6 HlD 9 B, 4 B4 O A PRE T H

B ZE %2 J89E L TV ARG TH - 7.

L INEHEALARE (ST A 24T, FENICRES ST RE T
HolzBHEO 3B L B Z ED I 4BIIZDONWT
MET L7z (Table 2). WX 2:2 T, Finid 53
M6 71k CPHEE 6L ) Thol:. I TIEH
3B, KA LBITH - 72, MRS LR A
(por/por2) A3 %1, RWANNLBITH o 72, ABeEHg
&l o 7ERE, HERBIDALO 3 BN AARE I REIR DS
FATLTwiz 4B& b ABEf% 31 HUNIZFE L LT
Wh. FEOBRIT L 2 BIABEIR IR B TR S
NTHBY, WHIMIC X 2 28R BRREED ) PAZ 5.
Nishimuta 5" ®JEF] & CT TH O EEEE & & 1
DY voNgiEKR, i~ —%— (CEA/CA199) o I
A0S HROMAEE K- 720, WHEERIZTE 5
CORRE > T05.

PIZ@IMIARARLS X 2 /N Lo W] EEPE I DT
£555 5. Gotoh S X B &, ML /3E & E 4
& TR (36%) ), [#eitiii (24%) ), [HET
Wi (19%) ), [4& e (11%) J, [/ B i (6%)
THY, NMRBIEHFEE LT DR, Ko
RRKOEHRNTIE BIE] THY, [#il] & [
i | 23ENITHELS LA BT A4 VTR Rs N Tw
5. ARG/ ASE & 2 7288 i P I
AT 513L, MMIMKT L TWwie, 20729,
I/ RAEAE L & 2 /N o W fEYE D % 2 57278,
RROY A7 NTFTHLHEIMEDEERIZ R L, ABEh
b WM A 1 120 mmHg LT 2R L Tw/z, A4
TR & UCARIEIE 2 <, % (15 A/day x51 4F) 1%
VA7 RT-E R BDS, e M/MAL /N H i
NBEELEFL LTONREEIRWEEZ OIS, £
7z, BIMFEHNT-L LT TMa b % 2 bz, RIE
FHLTORELERFMIE 2 <, BRI (Cer <10
mL/min) O 7V —71ZlEE (380 U/kg) =851
T BN R IR E I X 2 ik PT KR E R
B TOMHPBREICIIZR SRV 2 EOREDNDH D,
B 5- O REMEIZ .

RARICOHMPEST T/ IRER B E 22 LI X B/h
I DM BB DWW TE LR LT L B
T RTOEZFHNES O 20~40% % 5O TE Y,
BROEELE L TREROHG1E54% &, M
(51.9%), 3L (9.3%) ICHA~_RTENTH 2. Ham-
moud &L KIGHE O E IR O HE X Pk 22~
29%, Mgz 8~18%, MifxH 04~18% & i L T
BY, WMEBOFRIMOTARTH L. KON
BRZIMATEE, V) v 7T, MRS e T %
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Table 2 HM4RIERE%Z &6 L 72 HLRBORMERES] (1983 ~ 2020 )

No.  H/E® RN B AR ABE DT N DY
I 2009/wE S0M/M B por  WEASMMLREETER 20 EE

2 2017/Nishimuta 65/F H A AbOE, HlkEEH 31 H &5 CT

3 1991/%H S3F O por MR, BN ILH R

4 UEME UM KB por2 L 2TH s

por : A MLIRE, por2 : AMERRE (FEFFER).

Table 3 XERE/MBEE DA ES] (1983 ~ 2020 %)

No.  4E/EH  EE/AED BT M Stage ﬁ%g% ;gﬁﬁfﬁﬂ Hﬁ%@@ AR TR

1 2016/8A7K 51/M Ra tub2 I\% L 37T A% Jiti A L
2 2015/ HN 62/F Rb tub2 I\% L 364 A% I, M DFE W, L
SADBDE
3 2015/8kH 60 /M A tub2 I\Y L [R] ek L E,Eg?ﬁi L
M
4 2009/ HH 71/M T tub2 v L 8 7 A% W&, il DFE W, L
SADbDEX
5 2009/ 111 57/F A tub2 IITA 5-FU/LV 227 At L GEY, L
SHbDE
6 2009/ ¥ 18 68/M A tub2 v L [i) R I SAbDX L
7 2008/ [iF 51/M Ra tub2 IITA 5-DFUR 7275 Ht% Jili HE W L
8 2008/ H 49/M Rb tubl I\Y% L 9 A% W FEE 5 %j) X, L
A AT
9 2002/ 5 57/F A tub2 I\Y L 47 % B N DE W L
10 2001/ 41 5 62/F S tub2 I\Y L 9% A% T, WG AR, L
TG - M
11 2021/ H BB 71/M Rb por2 IIIC mFOLFOX6 117 A% =L lEEn H

tubl : ELBRAE, tub2 : HLBRAE, por2 : MKLIME (JEFgRl).

TR &N B 0%, FEBRFIEICMATHIAEL TS & BT 2 IERBRL 280, SRR & E 2 5 L/
ZZ2bN5, MATHEROREKE L, (1) MR Jis A O REE IS < I3RS, HED TE R\,

POFBLOMZRTICESL b0, (2) EHEFIRE 6 2 rp YLk R T 1983 4E A 5 2020 4 F TER R RIC
25 FAEIRE L MR TRICES b o, (3) M [REHE] [Nz 2F—7—FELTHRELLE
HRFEZ B CTHEEMICEL LD, O328%F5hT A, AFETIRIBOMmEzH ), KEEBLOE
W2 HEE IR S BN O BRI S R L, W BB % B < & BRI 10 B P s STz,
WM, FRANOEIRE HEKLTWE. Z0o, HEBI 2 &7 11 Pl a i L7z& 25 (Table 3),

JEEAY b3S B & MR A e IR B L, B HFim 1L 51K 5 71k CPI4E 60.3 ), J 7tk
R BN O EVEES A HE AT RN IS T 2 2 LA T4 ThHotz #WALE LT, BATHE (A) 44,
bHh. HEBIIFSE X OISR 2RO TH RN L ATl (T) 161, SWHH (S 161, B (R) 5

Mo (3) OREE N LAMATHEER O WA <, BITH -7,

Ay 15 J5L 5 L J] DR D s WU 1% & B\ 48 22 58 ) i L 7> AINRHERE DFE R & 7 o 7o pRHER (EH D &0
SEFEHROHETMATEREE S BE 2D EER . %) ELTIE, H520&H56, I WA 46l Uil
— MR BN PR IR B 1305 52 CT R 5% MRI TH#iL D33, HATREED 26, L - WS 26TH Y,
WAt Z/7R L, #5 CT L T1 i (MRD T /NI DIEENT 2 % SEBY O 5T (SF - 1o I B > ] )
DY 7 RICHR S NS, HERBIE S 2 i 0 72 O B DEE SNZFICB & IRV Z o7z, HERFIZSE
HRHAM CT OAOFHIITIEdH 543, ALFATHEE L /KIS WTIEDIC 25 L TWa 2 L H6EURME L, A

HAMALE AL £ 65 B 15 (2022) 47



Bes Sk L CHUECTH > 72720 I1IBRIE D 3 < V2
U= a YHRBYICIIITR T Aotz E0
720, PMRERTH L 55620%, ©F v, FITEEL
EOMBRFEIT RICOWTIEBRAATETE ST, Hi
FBRIZOBBD I o ERDO 1 DOTHLEEZD
n7z:.

F B & 7 U Stage IT1 CHANA % 2RI L2/
BREn B 35 L S NERNE, AL SV OME DA T
Hotz. TOWETIE, KMz 2 FfEE LT
1 B R Rk e % BER & 7RIS 2 ecm KO/l IHZ
HFER SN, FERERES R A AT Sz, BER
BIO XD ICRERRBEZ M DS Rh o z0lL, B
JEI5 D YL RV 2 & 2 i~ Dl JA3 7% 0 o 72
okEZONL., FLO1IMOH L, R E
EL-DIXABBIOMRTH > 72, WBERIES O
Mo & LTix, MEEMILo s ER BN X 2 Bk
IR & 2 DORERR, N F 72 15 R PR o> B M ifi
HMIEE A S o Wi, WESIC X 5 EIREE R 9 - IS
X B, BEESZEARC X B MIMAEZE, £ 72 EHE ) PR
FEHOBMBRER R EOERPEZ LN TV BT,

— MRS ML B O # A A SR, B
MM OMPRBHE R EDHEK & SNTW 5%, HERG
DN~ — F1 — OF I IE S O ok 2 B Gl % R L
TWRWREEAH 5. T2, HEFIZEMHEERE L
TR BAR S N RIE SO L SGEE T TH - 7228
DICIZUFE L Zdh o722 bh s, WimEd: & Tk
DOD|RABDIC THhHo/zFE LN XoT, HE
BE S e IR I DI K AT & 728 TR AT DIC
12 & B I MGR A DS IO FEFE 1 & 72 O BB~
il L7z 2 & THRHEAEME S NI/, B A L Th
LR 2IEM L VWY BMESTHE L& E 2 b/ fijE
Pz B2 L& LT IEE MM AS L3I
BENOIMIMLIZE L, BEoEdE TR S IR
B IZIIESE R U CURIEAS T & 2] gk 5 L &
5.

DX Y, HEPBIE Trousseau JEMEREIC & 2 HiiL
PERREIED W AT W & E 2 Sz W L7z H1E
w4 Bl B 3B TH Y (Table 2),
RAALENT MMM ZED ) A 7 AL Y EWEE R D,
F72, HIEEHETDIC Z A0 LG, WIiEMED
WREMEAE C CTHHEELEOMHFE L ENTIE R S 2w
EVER B O AT R MR D H5 A 1 A A JE oD L
BRI PRICEEY S 2 2w rb Likw, Lal,
Z D &9 % REVE R IR & TSR NSRRI T30S
B Z ATV, HERBIO X 95 (SHRFRET AASH L7 7

W —ZATHRMIMOY 27 Db L2 @HIIBE,
FEELTHBBET 2 LPHEETHL EEZ LN

A
A

&

B OMT B LB 2 BB e Rl % 5l 72
NGO 1 B 2R L 7= DT, LRI E £ 2 MA <
W L7

ARG SCNFN B 5 ZH ORISR © 2 L

X @k

1) Tkushima S, Ono R, Fukuda K, et al: Trousseau’s
syndrome: cancer-associated thrombosis. Jpn ]
Clin Oncol 46: 204-208, 2016

2) Cestari DM, Weine DM, Panageas KS, et al: Stroke
in patients with cancer: incidence and etiology.
Neurology 62: 2025-2030, 2004
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A Case of Cerebral Hemorrhage after Postoperative Adjuvant Chemotherapy

for Rectal Cancer

Yoshitaro Yamamoto”, Yoshiaki Takahashi”, Miyuki Imanishi”, Takeshi Higashino”,
Toshikatsu Nitta®, Hiroki Sanda® and Kazuhide Higuchi”

1) Division of Gastroenterology, Gastroenterological Center, Medico Shunju Shiroyama Hospital

3) Division of Radiology, Medico Shunju Shiroyama Hospital

)

2) Division of Surgery, Gastroenterological Center, Medico Shunju Shiroyama Hospital
)
)

4) 2nd Department of Internal Medicine, Osaka Medical and Pharmaceutical University Hospital

A T7l-year-old man was diagnosed with a bowel obstruction caused by rectal cancer. He underwent inter-

sphincteric resection and 12 courses of adjuvant chemotherapy (mFOLFOX6). He showed no recurrence dur-

ing the follow-up. However, he experienced right hypochondrial pain and was admitted with a diagnosis of

acute cholangitis with disseminated intravascular coagulation. On day 18 of hospitalization, he developed a

sudden headache and a simple head computed tomography showed a cerebral hemorrhage. He died on the

same day. We considered that the cause of the hemorrhage was a hemorrhagic cerebral infarction or a cere-

bellar metastasis.
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FFODERAfT B2 D SIS X 5 R d O
NSAIDs &N & s o 1 1

[N PRV EF- 3
A Wi V- R
HEH B

URRE O A R
A AR - A ALz -

1) Bt R R AR
2) TR B S W

T 321-0293 5 A UL T AR AR T A BT At/ g

BE 7BV R 15 H HICfE 2 R 7. RIS 880

At ZRiT L, g &b 2y B elor.

NSAIDs, EiBiE%, SEE%K

]

X7 a4 NP %A FE (nonsteroidal anti-
inflammatory drugs : NSAIDs) &, $m3E & L Cil
HEnzEHIO1>THL. AOOERLY? S, M
RIS LERELHH T2 RBE DR TBY,
NSAIDs 2R %M 2 D 258 L T 57, 4rlalb
nbhid, HWUBRMNEOHEBEICX 2 EEHHE O
NSAIDs K& B iE g0 1 6% #6887 L 72 0 THiS §
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ekt & AT
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T, RFTOBERE LMo BREIIAKT R — v ZA/MEERD 7.
R D G, WERFRWN 2GS NS, BRRE &l 48
JIEMAC & 5 NSAIDs RS B %; % vy, Sk L kL7
R, MR EAREE L 72, EEE IS BT 2 BATHAERIC B W T,
L D)D) NSAIDs D Z & HRETH D EEZ L.
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XSG B & BT L 72, PURSEREANG, b ds X O
%2 HHoHFGTRT LTwiz. Wik FiEEoFHiH
T, 9V 75—VoiiEks M8 H 2 5 ik
L, M5 HH X ) NREGICEEL, fte L.
AIEFRICR LT, MR HIC7VvvETR 7 2 (B
F ) opdERG- % 1 EAT, itk 4, 10, 12, 13,
14, BHEICKEReFY a7z % 1 H18NRL
Tz itk 7 B BICIHO)EEE F L — > X ) HitE %
R, WHRSGIHE L F = Vi P ETH - 7275
Mi# 15 H HICIERT 2 & b 7 9 i 2 520 7z

MAEREBE © 51 160 cm, fKH 50 kg, BMI 17 kg/
m’, ERiE W, AR 36.6C, I )E 77/47 mmHg, Nk
#1105/4, . HRBRAGBICE MDD D, AR ERHS B
Gelp L. BEEBIE TR %2 3850 2 7%, SP3H-CHES % fil i
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Fig. 1 M{EEKBRRSERE
MERMOEEIC, WEAETHILE &b %
I E T 2 RO 72 (KHD).

Lotz FERIEO 7 7 & Phigss, K8 o5& i
KLBE, SRS, BERG R 2 B0 2o 72,

MTHTMLHEMAS - WBC 8100/ul, Hb 11.2 g/dL, TP
75 g/dL, Alb 44 g/dL, CRP 0.06 mg/dL, CRE 0.73
mg/dL, HbAlc 74%, ZEMERFIMPEME 142 mg/dL.

FATIRE 1% 6 IEA] 30 40, ML (X 810 mL Ta 1,
M CIRE L. WEHOHbIZ 95 g/dL Th -
7z.

I E R I AR A - WBC 2800/ul, Hb 7.7 g/dL, TP
76 g/dL, Alb 34 g/dL, CRP 444 mg/dL & 1k
BoRY, BifoAEST, BEOREKSO B %2520
7z.

JEER R CT MRA © Inls s B IR o it 3468 %> & s
EA R EORBMOPT WA EE D BT, M
DIFEHEE % B R 2RO R ipo 7z,

MABRE R WHLEERRAE © RO TR, DA
BCHIMmE &b %) RWiEE R0 (Fig 1. H
W R\ AR 2 GRS o 72, WEIPE IR I % 728 72
Wolzizd, 7)) v Tl EOIRMALEZ{TH, il
CIRMAG- TGS 5 /58t & L7z, HRZRET %
728, MEEREISI R, EEL T R L 7

R FAE L - lBINEFEW T 5 Enterobacter aero-
genes, Enterococcus hirae, Bacteroides thetaiotaomi-
cron RFAEENTzOHRTH > 7.

AR O 95 B AR AT B« RSB O I 13 PR S A
SRV & B 2o 7208, —EH ORI
BE DN & NIBEANOUF R ERRE A & 72 2 Bl % 32
W7z (Fig. 2a). MOBEHIZIZTL D LEDOT R
b= Z/MEDHUR E N (Fig. 2b). WEFMEZR LR

BRRN 2T REASNT, 4 ATy 4 VAD
RERBOBEETH - 7.

MR AREREE  RELZRETE AR EZHEONT
NSAIDs EER PR % & SRl Ah, Fae L, #Hb
ke L7z MAERIAIER O FF 2 537 <, NSAIDs
EUEREEIE WA L e o7z MER 3 HEIC
FIMEZERD %L 2D, BMOETHRD%RL Hol.
MAE# 7 H BICHERGANSRSERELZEITS2E, &
Wi A o o MiinE BRIk v Twiz (Fig. 3).
FFEDEET L — > X ) IR 0PI %2 B T 72729,
i 30 H HIZHHI O EH H I N BLEE I IHE < L
F—UMiE T L, itk 46 H BB E 2o 72 i
% 5 77 H HIC K NBISEMA & 1T L7225, s
FHELTwe (Fig. 4). W& 34ERBT 525 I
i & OHFHIRLRE DR IZFRD TR,

ZE

NSAIDs IZ & 2 LB R E L, REHLE 720
THL, NERRBIZHAEL S Z L H1980 £ 121
HHMCEIN TV, L Dbl NSAIDs WARIC & %
NSAIDs &RV 50 GO, SO BAE2 Lt
WRBRICE DL, a2 b= VEED0~T% TH o 72
DIZHR L, NSAIDs # Tl 41~55% D Hh 7 ) &)
BETHEMHT LI LWME SN TS,

NSAIDs #EER PG KO &, B HiEREEOKE &
[F#£IZ, NSAIDs DY 27 0t ¥ 7 —+¥ (cyclooxy-
genase ; Cox) FHEIZ X AT 0 RY 7T v Y v ARk
EL M RO TR b — 2 IR X 2 R
ETHHEEZONTWAY. HEHETRIEELE IR
SHBEICBIA2TORY 7T 0V Y OEAPKTLT
W5 127, NSAIDs MARICE Y, 64570 A%
75y VEAKT MDA Z & T, HEH A
MR ERFED ) A ZHRE DV E T L I LAHEIND
RIEBI S ERCTH A 2 LA, BRI X 2nT
MR EAREB R T OS5 R 5K T2 & B L
fEd, NSAIDs W %2 & o> 13 & L2 BBl
FolzbEZ LN

NSAIDs RPN KO fEbRFIl2onT, SAREMR
M aAT- 72098 TI, 65l hoEmEL 7a b v
RV T HESEDA 3 7 NSAIDs ke N PE % o fa by
TTHEZENREEIN WY, F70 Ry
7 B D W NAE T & IR 00 /)N ottt 77 5 e i
ZDOWTHORAZHHTIE, Fa b yRYFHEEROE
FH ANl v 5 BB B LT B T RETE 2 el L
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Fig. 2 &ROREEBIFAR
il IR S T e ds, —ERICEEIRE 2

TR

Fig. 3 IMfE# 1AM EOXBERERIEE

7z (a, fE 400 55). WO TIE, ERo7 R
b= 2MEER T ABERD T (b JFD, 55 400 ).

a2 o omiiE, BRIEL S Twiz ().

Fig. 4 it 5 H A BOXKBARKERE
o & A O BB R L Tns (HD.

TV, ST A2 HW/-gYERTIZTa b

¥R Y T RHEHED N WA % (5B % G- 2 T NSAIDs
RRRVE 2 MBS ¢ 5 Z ARG S THB YO, 7
o bR Y T ES D NSAIDs 2 R 95 O FHE 12
ME5T 28RN 1 DOTHLEMESNTVL, AIEH
R BB P00, #irzicTa b yRY FHE
EERIBL TV ERTH D2 LR PR EDIMNC

b, MBITHZCHB LT ~ Ry THESED,
il > NSAIDs B X 2 B s Ic M5 LT
WHLDTIX e EZ b7,

NSAIDs 2R PERBEIRZE OSSR L TiE,
FOIEMEICREEL 222D HKRGRIZEINT,
NSAIDs iR KB 2 O MBS % RS TH % 1|
B AMKGAEZETH2HBRMICHSEL TV
27 S OB TR, IS5
AT, BRI R G T o 72 L s L2,
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AIEB D BRI CRB L7285 & LTRIELTHD,
NSAIDs ERRG K DBEBE R ThHh o7 E 2 b
NSAIDs i R KI5 25 0 s BRLAL AR (5 1 B L C g,
R TR R 2 SEM R Tz, RO 7
RN = MR TH 5P, —T5, BRIT
IR R 2 SEMIBRE 205 b DD, THRF—
¥ ZMEOIBLIZIHE TIE w2 e 25, i o
WRHEZWIC X 2EINIHEETH L L ShTwp 7
R =3 Z/MEDSHBLT 275121, NSAIDs 12 & %
Cox2[HEIZ X BT R M=V AFENEZ LTV
%' AFEBN BT B BB O M O BALIR SR I B
WTh, KBTOBREIRESNTHLIZb20Db5
T, OO AR & & DITREICANEL
BB oBEEZRL TV, 2ol ens, Ek
D) R R EEREST S LD RIE% R RREHER
SNz M2 TEEIHRICBIT 2 LEOT7 R =3 /N
R TLABBREINZZ L5, NSAIDs R
RPEHNO 1 DI2FTF SN2 LA LGDBS, TR =
¥ AMRI R R T B R S LA 728, NSAIDs k2K
PEDOHALEREE 72 I RN 2T R Tl w2 & I2iE

BT HLENHDLERHALIIHEHL TS,

Z @ X 9 12 NSAIDs it K 9 o N BLERE 15 <2 95 B
MBI T NS IR LRI L E L 2 L%
W, TOBRNICIE, BERERZE ORI
NSAIDs O HIJE O i8R0 8 I B OBV ATE ST
57 METHREOHENEEL LT, X=F = v M -
Wkt - SAETER B - IR % - 4 b x
ANWAGRBFF N L. REFITIE, EBUAORE
RERBOLholz. FAERAE TN 2% 5 MR X

B S e hr ol S HITHEBE O EBHFRZ I T,

R RCIT T 7§ R O R SR 2 o B AR I I B
BOGho 7z MAEROPLREDOMLHEEIZERO T, i
HBURIE O HIE D S, A%EHIE NSAIDs 2 K 14
ROGEWER?HA LM TH - 72 LB L7
B E LTI, HIHTH LG+ D NSAIDs %
T2 RBERNESNTNEY. LeLEeDD,
G b a— )V B TR OB LI TH 5
T, EIRW Cox2 HEHRER T NT I/ 72
WWEHAMRADAERTD A, EB EHEREIIBWTD
NSAIDs H Ik 8 [ EE T B I3 b5 % 2
EPHE SN TV A, 2T L, ATl NSAIDs
REENZ X - THIAERIZEH DINIZ, & L TSR
R 2EBUMICHET S 2 LAEINTnEY. &
512 NSAIDs #2 MR 212 xt L Cid, B RBE a3

THELELNIE FOBRBOEMIEDL HRESNTVEHY,

B s, ARz G0 Tld, NSAIDs %4k
L THHREOWUHFIMFRETE T, NHRBIILEM R
AVEHIG BRI S B e B 2 & AN AE B I
i X D BB OFF 2437 <, NSAIDs % 7 883
R L adolzlzo, ERVHRICHEFELZEEZ
b7z,

‘NSAIDs BB %" & “HikE 2% —7—F
WZPRFHIMERETRZE L2 & 25, milE o4 U7
312 X %5 NSAIDs 2 H B % o i 2 2 Pl 32 ©
7200 WEFNOGER b 87 LM & 82 M L i
Th o725 B 7~ F R AEICH 3 % NSAIDs
DOEMBAELR D - 72, % HEE® %« NSAIDs
12 & % Ein i NSAIDs 2 R & o it 1, A% Bl
DATHY, 5L DEFOEREPLHADSLIETH S
ERlbIG. FAEHEBETIIRERL 2V Eing BE %
5CTIXOMBABIERE U WD D 5720, Fik
FZBT L EMPERICBWTIE & D biF NSAIDs
OMIMEEIZHZLZRETH D EEZ LN

555
ARIBZ B 5 mlnE OFVEFFAESNIZE ML TB Y,
% L OEEE IR & FRRICEEREEZ AL TV D
728, FRAZERIC X 2RI HIK T & 5 7 24KF 28
BeINns, HLENERELZDIEBIIBZ,D,
HEE BT iR OIS & LT o NSAIDs O ff
MICELTIE, EEIRLIIENLETILVWEEZZDN
7z.
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A Case of the Elderly Man with an NSAIDs-induced Cecal Ulcer due to Usage
of Pain Killer Medicine after Liver Resection

Takayuki Shimizu”, Mitsuru Ishizuka®, Hiroyuki Hachiya®,
Yuhki Sakuraoka®, Takatsugu Matsumoto®, Yukihiro Iso®,
Kazutoshi Takagi”, Kazuyuki Ishida? and Keiichi Kubota"

1) Second Department of Surgery, Dokkyo Medical University

2) Department of Diagnostic Pathology, Dokkyo Medical University

A 77-year-old man who underwent liver anterior resection for hepatocellular carcinoma. At postoperative

day (POD) 15, he had blood stool. Urgent colonoscopy examination showed oozing from a cecal ulcer with bor-

der irregularity. Clinical findings and the results of stool culture could not identify the cause of cecal ulcer.

The pathological findings from ulcer biopsy revealed that not only local abscess but also small number of epi-

thelial apoptosis were observed in the crypts. He was diagnosed with an NSAIDs-induced cecal ulcer due to

usage of postoperative pain killer medicine. The oozing from a cecal ulcer was naturally stopped. A postopera-

tive usage of NSAIDs for elderly patients after surgery should be avoided as far as possible to prevent

NSAIDs-induced colitis.
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