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(M. HEERAFEREZRK, W F N 6460005 2.1 )14 MEO M ER #A4FL,
I 45 FE 621000)

HE . BH KK AERASE R RIEHE AR (ME-NBD) * §EGSBMME, ik A&k % Web of
Science. Cochrane Library, PubMed., 7 7 #3E % | P [E] S ) e Y- P SRR A AR K Sk, IR E £ 2019
F12 A, #1A Meta—Disc 1.4%=Stata 15.0 RHIAT Meta 07, E5R RAANI4GE bk, 0467 2550 B84
FoT7 T A JE . Meta 9 H 4R 27 ME-NBI#S W BB EH S+ Z4E (SE) $40.87 (95%CI: 0.85~
0.89); 4% E (SP) 4 0.96 (95%CI: 0.96~0.97); #&IE4 (YD) #083; MEMAL (LR+) #1091
(95%CI: 7.16~16.61); MMM AR L (LR—) 4 0.15 (95%CI: 0.11~0.20); # ¥t % (DOR) % 82.61
(95%CI: 46.64~146.31); 442 iXH THHEBL (SROC) F@A (AUC) #40.95 (95%CI: 0.93~0.97),
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Diagnostic accuracy of magnifying endoscopy with narrow-band
imaging in gastric cancer: a Meta-analysis*

Zhen Tang', Ya-ling Yang?, Li-ming Wen'
(1.Clinical Medical College, Southwest Medical University, Luzhou, Sichuan 646000, China,
2.Department of Gastroenterology, Sichuan Miangyang 404 Hospital,
Miangyang, Sichuan 621000, China)

Abstract: Objective To explore the diagnostic value of magnifying endoscopy with narrow-band imaging
(ME-NBI) in gastric cancer. Methods We searched relevant literatures of Web of Science, Cochrane Library,
PubMed, WanFang databases, CNKI and VIP databases comprehensively (up to December 2019). Meta-Disc 1.4
software and Stata 15.0 software were used for meta analysis. Results 34 studies with a total of 7 255 gastric cancer
patients and 7 711 lesions were included in the present analysis. Pooled sensitivity of ME-NBI to diagnose gastric
cancer is 0.87 (95%CI: 0.85 ~0.89); Pooled specificity of ME-NBI to diagnose gastric cancer is 0.96 (95%CI:
0.96 ~ 0.97); Youden index is 0.83; Positive likelihood ratio (LR+) is 10.91 (95%CI: 7.16 ~ 16.61); Negative
likelihood ratio (LR- ) is 0.15(95%CIL 0.11 ~0.20); Diagnostic Odds Ratio (DOR) is 82.61 (95%CIL:
46.64 ~ 146.31); Area under SROC curve (AUC) is 0.95 (95%CI: 0.93 ~0.97). Conclusion ME-NBI has a high

diagnostic value for gastric cancer, which can be used as an important measure for diagnosis of gastric cancer and
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guide clinical work.

Keywords: gastric cancer; narrow band imaging; magnifying endoscopy; diagnose; Meta-analysis

B e e R WA B R 2 — . AEdE
AN, 2012 R ERGET G EG) 1 41007, HAE
95177 (A5 6.7%), HEA5E T 2012 4R G
TASET-NEGA 82071, Hrb K H st T Ak 72371
(29,5 8.8%) , (K TIi¥E 5. M TAEMIKE
SIS, R 0 R AR X 25 S, H AR
W, ARMKHTR KA K ey, PEER . URCRIIE2E 1Y
BIRFEARY, BTz T LHERR 2
Wr, {Af TR0 8= A, kbR, BEAE
N TSR GRS, T BN 2 WA AT
Wk, 2B MAG R (narrow band imaging, NBI) 1E
H—RESHIZ IR, A B S B AR A, R
SRR e L B A SRR R R, AR I
S H AR SANO S50 F 1999 4R 4, T 2001 4%
BN TR GRS, RS T E ks
FHTIH AL TE B0 M 112 8. NBIBETE W Z2 31 fh 8
L EOR AR [, W R A Mg, iR
NS W R HERR S, (HE SRR R . A
A G2 s R SR B (AN ), NBLY
BRI . R REAS T BN A MR TS DL . 20
AR, R NEE (magnifying endoscopy, ME)
B NBLATARORAME — BN, o — 24 T R e
TS WIERR, SR B R R, s
KRUIRYT . PR A R A AR R R

PN AME A SCHERE R IE T ME-NBTI2 7 i 8 19
WERTE, (R FAFSE A A 45 RAF AR K5 . EZOE
SESFTYAO SEOE ST K B, ME-NBLZ Wi 5 98 i R 4
J# (sensitivity, SE) ¥J°460.0%; TSUJIZEHF5E
SEANUA 75.0%; MAKIZEM 5§l 4 R0 17 iy 450
HEFgE, SEXIA/NT95.0%; LIZEF5Ed, SEE
i£97.3%. A3 ME-NBIZ Wi B 9 (A S0 78 b4 7
Meta 2347, DL T it ME-NBLX & 8 B2 W (e, 3
RE M R TARSRHE—E AHE =

1 BZREFE

11 XEE R
4 il i % Web of Science, Cochrane Library .
PubMed . J7 77 B8 . F A0 1O AR P SCRCHE

R K
endoscopy, ME-NBI, NBI-ME. gastric cancer, PN
WG L TR NEE . B, KRR 2 2019
121, BRERNINE AT RRIA EME-NBIZ2 T
B R rh e SOk, I BN IT A SRR
ZH R, DIARICAR T HOR
1.2 XEkiFiE
12,1 aksh A4 o OBFSE H 89 31T ME-NBI
W BT SCER ;. @B AT LR Hig ke
35 RE A% B ] 4 AR E L BH AL (true positive,
TP) . &% FH ¥ %0 (false positive, FP) . E B %K
(true negative, TN) FI & FH ¥ ¥ (false negative,
FN); @¥17 ME-NBL IR HEIE KL K Ay s bR
BRI AS ,  HKE 20N B PR AR e SRR e
O©FEFRTF 50 42k
122 X MR OREILEA T ERE
ks A . e ARG 2 o sl S A B i 3 50 45 I Ath A A
Bty QICHARI A SCH SRR TR B2, ANRE AR
4P, FP. TNFIFN; QAA T B A A 7 B A6
NGRS 00 bR AR s @3 . Zrik . PhIEERD
W GRFAEUNT 5040,
1.3 XHEREITM

X SCHR BT B PEAT SR 2 W B i o T
H (QUADAS-2) "8\, 2 T Hph DU A . i il 2k
. FRPEMRS . BARdE . RO IR O, BT
A BB FER e KU 7 TR ST AL BT =3B TE I IR
0 M AL S P PAL o 38 X SR A R AR A
PRSP (=7 /7 F R ),
T AR TR AR AT AR, 2518 “rmy AU “fIR XL
B D CANIERET S A — S Y A R G ) Ry
W T, WRZERFIE R RS o —
DEEANMBE SR R, WM
AR s AN OLRIWT R NG HPIFIE il
SEOESCHER BT DT, 8 3] oG A TR AR R
1.4 HHERE

P P 52 A5 38 I ST 58 IO BCE BRI, A
TORMuAE: fEF . ER. EG. Wl kg
W PRIESE . AL, i e,

narrow band imaging., magnifying
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M, AT BRI ET, 2% Cochran’ s QAN P
Ky, MR S BTG S 45 SRR AR AR . 5
s A T (P> 0.1 HI12<50%), PRk
JiASHL (fixed effect model) THARCHERRFN95% EAH
X[A (confidence interval, CI), IFZfl4iE2iHE T
ﬁz fijft:‘ ik H 53 (summary receiver operator characteristic
curve, SROC); AW R FIES Tt (P<0.1 H
I1°>50%) , W% FH BEHL &N A (random effect
model) FFTHE, FHMHSROCHTZ. 3 Meta—Disc
1ATTE REE (Sensitivity, SE) . HrRp (specificity s
SP) . FHYEISA Holpositive likelihood ratio, LR (+) 1.
B RLSK Eb [negative likelihood ratio, LR (=) |FIZWr
3 (diagnostic odds ratio, DOR), Stata 15.0 3%
SROC £k T 1 2 (area under the curve, AUC) Fil
95%Cl, P<0.0502EFAGI#E L.

2 R

Sk 4 R

AR SO R SRR 831 s, AP Sk 349 7
WSSOIk 482 e o AT R EAR IR L, HEBRZRIAZ
SCiik . A SCERRT S AR TC B SCER 755 5, w1
i B 2 76 55 SCk . AR A SO RS , HEBR
2% Hrp 12 55T T ME-NBIL2 Wi 7 19 8 98 A&
RO (W5 b feds) mdEmYE; R2REXT
ME-NBI B 78 Bk & T Ho ARG A B[ an . /75 s
(endoscopic ultrasongraphy, EUS) . [ifi /g 4% {4 5%, ERLN
P 105 AEEUDF 504k s 8 R JCILARELTP
FP. TN HIFNYERE, N A 34 55 Sk 1091 41
57255 IR . 7 T11ANEAE o SCERAS R AN e i
WL Frad AWESE B BT PP 25 2R 0L 3R 1. SCHRE
LRERAE WL 2.

2.2 MetaftisER

22.1  SE 4= SP 4~ # ME-NBLiZ Kt B 9 MERA 15 1)
4 9 SE H 087 (95%CI: 0.85~0.89) , H th
1?2=68.5%, P<0.1, fRiFRIfFA7ESEHiE; ME-NBI
LW E R ER A A ISP 0.96 (95%CI: 0.96 ~
0.97), I*=89.6%, P<0.1, &R 0F5%EI1E7E 5 R
PE, Z9B45%0 (Youden index, YI) 50.83, WA 2,

2.1

AR AR

N\ / N
5 HEBRZRIAIESCHR TS SOk 5
R4Sk (n = 831) AHFFETCHRHISCHR (n = 755)

WAL T 1 B (n=12)
WA HAL R A F-BE (n=12)
FEEU DT 5048 (n = 10)

JETEAREDUAE R G (n =8)

i

e TS A B A
FHEISCHR (n = 76

»

SO R
AR (n = 34)
1 XETHIETRE

Fig.1 Flow chart of study selection

222 LR(+)F LR ()4 # ME-NBIiZW S &
HEFRTER LR (+) 51091 (95%CI: 7.16 ~ 16.61),
H 12=90.4%, P<0.1, $EaRHF5E A7 5 501
ME-NBLiZWr B EMPER LR (=) 50.15 (95%CI:
0.11~020), 12=73.1%, P<0.1, ¥EmRHF5EEAETE
S, WE 3.
223  DOR f2 AUC o #4534, ME-NBIi2
Wr B i 1 66 2 B9 DOR R 82.61 (95%CI1: 46.64 ~
146.31), 1>=825%, P<0.1, $&R& W58 MAAES
Bk, UWLE 4, SROC AUC 4 0.95 (95%CI: 0.93 ~
0.97) . UL Kl 5. Spearman # & F& % A 0.053
(P=0.767), ¥R AR R BN 1T 5 |
) 5 TP o
2.3 Meta Bl 5IFAS

R 48 T 99 A B 5% SR 0 R s, B X O 94 FR
(20104F —2014 4F 5 20154F —20194F) . HZH ([
FHA) . DFFE2E (REREPERF A BivEaT 58 ) i
TRIEEL (< 125 40F0 > 1254b) Xt 34 55 SCHR AT Meta
BUESHT, LASRSFERRE . 255880 R . 1550
1 55 J5 1 T RE 5 0 5% A BR B B R A O (W 9E 4R R
P=0.023, EZH P=0.004, WA P=0.119, Lk
B P=0.688) . EHIEIHATIA AT K I S4F
ME-NBI 2 B 5 98 1 HER P 58 5 A0 e s, T E
ME-NBL2 Wi 8 i 0 e af P45 B AR, iR 98 2858 0 i
Ve IS W RE = T UBER 5T, R R0
WIEREHZE AR, WK 3,
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Table 1 Quality assessment of included literatures
i 5 IR T8
AT ARy
7152 S 0 1 (N Vi 3 b s R W B2 O S A ¥ bR

EZOE 4:16) 20104F L L L H L L L
EZOE 4181 20114F U L L H L L L
FUJIWARA %5017 20154 L L L H L L L
KATOQ Zs1 20104F U L L L L L L
MAKI £t 2013 4F L L L L L L L
NONAKA %0191 20114F U L L L L L L
TSUJT 4ol 2012 4F L L L L L L L
YAO % 20144 L L L H L L L
MIW A 451201 20124F L L L L L L L
KAISE %521 2009 4F U L L L L L L
LIZ04 20124 L L L H L L L
LIU 2§12 2014 4F L L L H L L L
YU &2 20154 U L L L L L L
WANG 424 20124F U L L L L L L
SErEl 20164F U L L L L L L
Rz 2017 4F U L L L L L L
HEAAEAER 20194F U L L L L L L
B FRAER 20184 U L L L L L L
VLI IR AR 20164F U L L L L L L
FE R0 20144 U L L L L L L
ARFEIE A 20174E U L L L L L L
X B E 20194F U L L L L L L
XIRET 253 20194F U L L L L L L
R A gL 20174F U L L L L L L
R 75 4513 2018 4% U L L L L L L
VA 20154F U L L L L L L
Pl g el 20154F U L L L L L L
BT 20184F U L L L L L L
4402 20194F U L L L L L L
SR 2017 4F U L L L L L L
IR 5 A0 20174 U L L L L L L
K A0 20184F U L L L L L L
ARICRAF 20194F U L L L L L L
i 4 A 20184F U L L L L L L

KU L AR s U AT 2
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Table 2 Basic characteristics of included literatures
PES)
A5 (S5 () N 1 QR 57 - AEIR % FEARIR bR REREA]
EZOE 40l HA 20104 53 57 - - - 2006 4F —20084F  JRHIE HTHENE
EZOE 418 HA  20114F 177 177 140 37 69.00 20084 —20104F  JEHIE RSN
FUJIWARA Z£07) HA 201548 99 103 69 30 - 20064F—20134F SR B
KATO %081 A4 20104F 111 201 98 13 66.30 20084E—20094F  JRHiF HIEYE
MAKI A1 HA 20134 93 93 73 20 - 20064F—20104F  JRHi [ gt
NONAKA 41191 HA 20114 93 93 71 22 70.00 2008 4E—20094E  JRHE TGP
TSUJT &0 HA 20124 137 137 101 36 - 20074F—20104F  JHieE [ gt
YAOZ HA  20144E 310 371 183 127 - 20094F —20104F  JHeE A
MIW A 251201 HA 20124 135 135 77 58 70.10 20064F—20094F  JEHiAE [ Jgi
KAISE &2 HAS  20094E 100 100 88 12 - 20054F—20074F  JEHIE [ i P
LI%04 RE 20124 146 164 88 58 59.30 20094F —20114F  JRHieE (] e
LIU &2 FE 20144F 90 207 49 41 57.50 20114F—20124F  JigHfieE HIEPE
YU &2 FE 20154F 3616 3675 1910 1706 = 20104E—20124F  JRHisE HIEME
WANG %24 H 20124 76 82 61 15 63.79 20094E—20104F I HEPE
TR hE 20164E 112 112 70 42 60.30 20134E—20154F  JiHieE [ i
el HiIE 20174 100 100 71 29 57.10 20154E—20164F  JiHiaE HHETE
QIR FE 20194 79 79 45 34 55.45 20154E—20174F  Jpseg HiTBEHE
TRAR ML) iE - 20184E 150 150 81 69 53.70 20144E—20164F  JRHi# RSN
VLI 150 FE 20164E 67 67 57 10 69.69 20134E—20154F  JiHeE [ i
TR HiIE 20144F 46 56 29 17 53.00 20124E—20134F  JRHiE HIEPE
RIS Gt 20174 70 70 41 29 56.40 20164E—20174F  JRHE [ml gt
X G2 H 20194 62 62 32 30 61.00 20164E—20184F R [ gt
X LT 55 PEC 20194 53 53 31 22 43.00 20164E—20184F  JiHfiaE ST
ER Wl g1 i 20174E 141 147 87 54 59.30 20164F S HLF [ g 4
IR 75 25 59) h 20184E 50 50 26 24 - 20134F—20164F  JEHIE [ Jgi
Vit FE 20154F 100 100 57 43 54.60 20134E—20144F  JRHiF# AR
Bl PJF336) FE 20154E 62 63 38 24 62.60 20134F—20144F  JiHieE [ i
B PR h 20184F 50 50 28 22 52.30 20164F—20174F  JiHfieE [m gl
A A Gt 20194F 400 480 300 100 58.87 20154E—20174F  JRHE ISP
Bl s oh 20174E 87 87 49 38 51.60 20144E—20164F i HTRE T
-5 S 45039] BEC 20174 110 110 55 55 54.50 20154F—20174F  JRHfe# [ i
ik Tt g AE1A0) oR 20184E 100 100 56 44 57.63 20154E—20174F  JRHIE e i P
RICAREE FE 20194F 101 101 64 37 42.80 20154E—20174F  Jsies RS
YR iE 20184 79 79 45 34 55.45 20154F—20184F  JHi# [e] st 14
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_ Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% CI)
e EzoeS 070 ———=— | Ezoes
—_ .. Ezoes 0.60 —o= | Ezoess
——e—tt Fujwara® 078 —= | Fuiwaras
Kato= 086 —&— | Kato®E
e | Maha 095 Makiss
083 ——=+—— | Nonaka%
75 ——— | Tsujz=
0.60 i® Yaos
0.88 = Miwa=
073 ———a— | kaisem
097 —e— | LF
080 Liuss
087 5 Yuss
st T e
091 — | g
0.90 —t | EEEE
094 el | mE=S
072 ﬁ LSS
0.80 ===
077 SR
0.89 FisuE
092 | Xl
0.81 et & 7
094 | xEES
095 — BES
094 — |
086 —er | E@
0.97 o EEas
0.89 T EE=
087 o PR
096 S 0| EEES
092 — FIRE
0195 | EFME
]
¢ Pooled Sensitivity = 0.87 (0.85 to 0.89) ®| pooles Specificity = 0.95 (0.96 to 0.97)
Chi-square = 104.80; df= 33 (p = 0.0000) Chi-square = 316.01 = 33 (p = 0.0000)
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 Inconsistency (l-square) = 68.5 % 0.z 0.4 0.6 08 Inconsistency (I-square) = Zod
Sensitivity i
A:SE;B:SP

B2 ME-NBIi2l &= EH 1R SE S SP Meta 5 fT I ZR #A &

Fig.2 Forest plots of SE and SP of diagnostic accuracy of ME-NBI in gastric cancer

Positive LR (95% CI) Negative LR (95% CI)
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g | TS 350 a0 sa 04 L —e— Yaos 041
a0 z
L 3456 (8.77-136.26) e MiwaZ 013
—— Kaisess 364 (1.92-6.67) | Kaises 034
— ! L= (3.86 - 10.14) ) Lis 003
| 1— Lius 76.80 (18.91-311.97) e Lius 0.20
L e g 60.80 (4586 - 80.60) - Yuss 013
. | w»_\gcﬁ 2.95 (1.58-551) —h— \g.;g.gs g sg
5 B = 433 (279-671) —aE
—y— EElwE o56. 3ao 1788 = Soas 032
—d—= mE=E 1580 (7.66 -3260) o BE= 007
T s 3.26 (0.95-11.18) [ ISR 0.35
| = 2040 (489-8502) 44‘7 T === Egg
= (3.61-2132) i = L = 015
[ pAETE 3.56 (1.07 - 11.85) e e
e 939 (252-3508) — =& X .
= g2= g8 200 e _— e
A== EE 1594 (4.13-6151) LSl et
| ———0 ZEme 37.62 (9.54-14828) 7 oo
TS e 158 %98 %8 o ey = p— 255 015
5 g -38. i )
Pl ey wzes 57.42 (25.95-127.03) goner | wHEsw g-gi’
T ®ES 80.84 (8.64-42833) . ) ﬁgﬁg o8
L EEs 8233 (11.60-584.34) ) o b enped e
| Lo E3ES 3070 G025 182.28) EFa== 009
—t—t— Emiss 9.96 (2.66 - 37.26) o =mE= 006 (0.02-017)
. i (]
o 51
. Random Effects Model
Random Effects Model le!
= Pooled Positive LR - 1091 (71610 16.61) el e S B e
o % T A 001 T 7000 Inconsistency (-square} = 73.1 %
otitensiis el Rl G Negative LR Tau-squared = 0.4003

A:LR(+);B:LR(-)
B3 ME-NBIi2H BREEMMEAMLR(+)5 LR(-)Meta 4TI ZR R E
Fig.3 Forest plots of LR(+) and LR(-) of diagnostic accuracy of ME-NBI in gastric cancer

Diagnostic OR (95% C) 1 O
Ezoes 18.67 (446-7815)
Ezoe= 2467 (8.05-7556)
Fujiwaras 47.14 (13.69-162.34)
Kalo== 6413 (13.18-31 )
Makiss 135.33 (2 646.24)
Nonaka= 2200 (685-70.67
Tsulis= 16.91 (7. - ;
Yao= 7371 (2296 6.63)
Miwas 26050 (! 77 - 1,350 .65)
kaises 1067 (416 -
L= 19543 (4290-
Liuss 380.00 (57.87 - 2 455 09)
= 466.70 (294.14 - 740. 49)
WANG S 1 (5.93 - 76)
== 65.91  (14.31-303.49)
67 (3] 4 - 838.67)
EriES 52.00 (11.77-229.8 = 0.5
s 237.86  (45.96 - 1,504.80) .
iLEESS 9.19 (1.72 - 48.98)
98.0¢ > -1,329.87)
Homimas 3467 (7.12- 'IHH BH)
s 2400 (392-
| AT 13850 (18 06— ‘| 077 37)
;ﬁgs 6. (2.74 - =
L 240.00 (20. 15~2,E§S 96) s
B 77000 (6642 -8.926.10) SROC ik
| Frecd 101.50 17.20 - 598.90 -
b 38568° FNibod 0y AUC=0.95(0.93~097)
! s 1.750.00 (48558 - 6,306.9: .
— SiEs 568.50 LAE 72-6.857.67) - =
| rrews 81100 (5171-7.22014) 95% TAFAE LT
— === 5500, (1780 25549) .
— =i=s 478.50 (40.035,719.89) 959% TR {1 2%
— STES 17417 (27.01-1,122.97)
4 0.0 )
Random Effects Model
Pooled Diagnostic Odds Ratio = 82 61 (46 64 to 146.31) 1'0 0'5 0'0
88 67.df = 33 (p
0.01 1 100.0 Inconsistency (I-square) = 82.5 %
Diagnostic Odds Ratio Tau-squared = 2.1870 Sp

El4 ME-NBIZHT B AR DOR ZRME 5 ME-NBIi2H#fi & fE=H# #1148 SROC i 2k
Fig.4 Forest plot of DOR of diagnostic accuracy of Fig.5 SROC curve of diagnostic accuracy of ME-NBI in
ME-NBI in gastric cancer gastric cancer
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Table 3 The outcomes of the subgroup analysis
eS| SE Sp DOR AUC
AR IR
20104E—20144F 0.83(0.79~0.86) 0.93(0.92~0.94) 46.24(26.00~82.24) 0.9318
20154F—20194F 0.89(0.87~0.91) 0.97(0.97~0.98) 122.20(53.63~278.44) 0.9649
E%
HA 0.79(0.75~0.83) 0.93(0.92~0.95) 36.40(20.04~66.13) 0.9171
GRS 0.89(0.88~0.91) 0.97(0.96~0.97) 118.53(57.49~244.38) 0.9647
e
UL RN 0.88(0.86~0.90) 0.97(0.97~0.98) 127.70(61.09~266.93) 0.9656
[l B Y 0.85(0.82~0.88) 0.88(0.85~0.90) 46.48(24.29~88.96) 0.9361
UshaRAe
<1254k 0.87(0.85~0.90) 0.90(0.88~0.92) 62.47(37.58~103.86) 0.9476
> 1254k 0.86(0.84~0.89) 0.97(0.97~0.98) 111.82(35.41~353.08) 0.9598
it J& W& $T Ji (carcinoembryonic antigen, CEA)

BB I 7 003 S A RN E A . LA
AN RATTE Rk L5 R, SRkt R BR HL R AN
R T ER G R, RS EL RN T R,
WU DAy R PR g . D B R = R AR, RE2AL
A B RAEIR C Ak R R B, B AU
2. B, Z2%PZE4509T  (multidisciplinary team,
MDT) #:0 (RLFEALNARE . MR NEL . B Imshek
55) HERE T BREIAYT , IR ZR AT A IR
O, PGS ERIAIT FB (B TIAYT . AMREFAR
BRI AR ) . MIREC BB AR AP, s R AT
it TR A R n L) B R R 2 IR N B
TRYT (CEEASR N BRI T R B AR AN B T 2]
BRAR), AJFTTHRMBIALT : A RSk A
A0 B e R BRI AR R B e R, TR
PP ARBRATI PR SRR TE TR WX T8 & /4%
Foltk B RN RIL 250G Y7 b ERZREI0T7 T, 18
WA W BETAR L AT A AR YT ST A R IRl
N AR T DIEREAR B ( 1k 98 FE 5 SR o

HHT, BREIZBmIR & s F e Bor i d
[X £ 00X HE XF L 52 . 15 L Ik 2 Al
(computed tomography, CT) . T He 4z 1% (magnetic
resonance imaging, MRIL) F1%& 5 i1 8 HL W )2 B 4%
(emission computed tomography, ECT) 55], SZ56 %
[ 2R 742 (carbohydrate antigen, CA72-4) .

CA19-9 4§ DL K W 85 K & [ 15 4 A )6 N B
(conventional wight light endoscopy, C-WLE) . EUS#I
ME-NBI %], {H G bR fEAS SR 200 BEIG A1), 283 20
ZAEM R, ME-NBI7E 5 9@ 0 2 A 5 iz Wb 14 iy
FHBRAE, Fenl e 7e R0 B 012 W R 2 ok
ME MR AEER A, FE2 W R
PR AZ IF, %5 F G B 8589 SE 8 76.19%, SP R
45.57%, & Wi T % 52.00%; i ME-NBI ) SE
SP 12 B i1 5 43 31}y 95.24% . 97.47% F197.00%,
ME-NBI X 5 F- 03 14 55 A8 F) 12 W 38 S8 37 1 T3 1
JEEBE, 5ARSORSERIE A MHEAEGE —8, A
228 KATO Z50USUH MAKT 25T L B, 53838 11k
BB L, ME-NBIZE B 512 W7 i HA7 B B e
MIWA 2520658 258, ME-NBI7E B B B 105 78 A 46
#h, LW E R SE N 82.40%, SP R 97.30%, MW
B TESE DG E S (SE: 70.60%, SP: 54.70%); 1E
X MBE TR AR R A, ME-NBI 538558 F% B 5
LWt B 98 Y SE 4351 95.50% F1168.20%, ME-NBIZE
B U1 PR FR 2 T S g G v B P I 8 3 1 e
B, XML LB, 7 E RN AR
K, ME-NBI L3558 DG E G0 A B T %00 3k
R 1 15 g R AR

Ueak, B IS T 2 28 CT  (multi-
slice spiral CT, MSCT) 5 ME-NBI e 5 b2
Wit B, 2 BIFESERR I, 77 58 i1 B i Bk

- 14 -
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MSCT #3445 51, ME-NBLAG I} 524515 55— T A
ERIE , ME-NBI 5 MSCT 2 Wi 5 %5 (19 SE 4 94.80%
F182.80%, SP}90.50% F185.70%. 3% WIWiAF5E 143
W] ME-NBI 7£ i2 Wr ' %4 J7 1 [k MSCT 5 2 fL %,
FUJIWARA S50 K B, 78 32 4b B vhmkt b
@ ZE NEE (chromoendoscopy, CE) i2Wr Y 1E 6 i kb
BOh 14 4b, ME-NBLIESARELEECH 25 405 Ti7E 71 4b
AL, CERIRIZECN 134h, ME-NBIH S
b, FH ME-NBITE B i P kA2 o i 2 Wikl RE e
FCE,

AW TR R AN LR B, X ME-NBI
LW B R HERRTEDEAT T Meta 2007, IL40 A 34 T0HF
5%, UG T 255 IR FE T 711 bkt RN @
ME-NBI2 Wi 5143 SE. SP. LR (+). LR (-)
FIDOR 7354 0.87. 0.96, 1091, 0.15F182.61, *
A ME-NBIAG H 5 Ji FHE SR AR5 M A8 09 1 R 245
# ; @ ME-NBI 2 Wi § J& 19 SROC AUC 4 0.95
(AUC =100}, 2B {EH5E3E; AUC=0.85~0.95
B, W EAR S ; AUC =0.70 ~ 0.85 B, 2 Wi i
—fit; AUC=0.50~0.70 5, 2WiMEEME), FH
ME-NBLX} & A2 Wi 5 =, AT LAVE Al IR L i
A B R R AT

ARWFGEATWAL M, &3 ER ) ME-NBIL 2
W S g R P H AR B . AN ARS8 H AR SRR
AR A 2014 4F LAFTAY , i o [ SCHR LA AR 2
FF 20154 K LIS, 33X 55X 58 4 FR 1737 41
SIRTIEE R, L, E E R WAL 5B et
— RS,

AWFFRMAFAE—E R R RERTEHNME
RFROPYECCHR, AT RESyist I A SRS 0
SCHR, FEAETE S R

Zr LTk, ME-NBIi2Wr 5 5 %) SE. SP #l DOR
¥, BAREIZEmE, 6K A7 Gkt &
BRI BERTALI, A —24T ME-NBIAG A, M2
R CREIE R S ) R R AT B TR A
s B

& £ X B
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