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Underwater EMR DB BEIZDOWT
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KRR =234 % EMR [ZEL —RBUSITONTVBN, R —TREHDAELLRBIZONT
—IERREMMET L. DENIREOERBRIEEE 2>T< 3", —ATKE ESD (FEEREI
DO ST BRI AIRETH BN, FROFEEZEL EMR KW HIX MPOETRIEEET 5408
D@L H Do
EE, BEZITHOTHRIAL THRERZKTEHEZ L. R')—F2YFRd % Underwater EMR(UEMR) ¢
FEESNTWVWS, RKTTIIMREEMRETENRERICFR L. BET 37, HERRY—-T%
PRFEMDLIPHEEET D, JNIZKY .. REDEEIMENL. ARTIVIDBBEZHERD. Sk
HEMURE 10 mm UL 20 mm K@mDR') —FI2349 % EMR & UEMR ORIAE SHEERZ > 4
LELEBEABRTIE. UEMR O—HEYIRRERS L ONEREYIRRED EMR LW BBRICEVL I &S
(75 % vs. 89 %, P =.007, 50 % vs. 69 %, P =.011)%
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BEZSEAIZ 15 mm A LST-NG WEZZEDH S (Fig.1)o BEERIEET 570, REEOREIRSTHY, E1mE
DRBEHRZIT\V, BT TENERTE&LIVERTES, VEENEH-THY, BT THRIELE
ERESNAVTRA DY, EMR RS EZ ST UEMR ZHET U, BiS L TBENEEERIEKTEL
T&. BESAREL. REOSKEMREZSNE (Fig2), TEMEESHETENEE L, BEEThA<TY
ARTUVIRBRE R, EXY IR E-F22FS DRAGONARE® TRRT71 Y J%4\
(Fig.3). BEHERLS —IEIRUE (Figd)o TIROEIZIE, BED EMR EARICE ) K-S 2K 7 &Y EDHPD<
WK B2 EDFELL RIS high grade adenoma BimEEM TR TH o 1o
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S RIERRIZ 20 mm AD LST-NG HFZE%BD B (Fig.5)e AZRFETHY . BEETD ERENKELERNY RRTY Y
JRENFEINSE, SMBEEEETET, —IEIMIC & 2RETENEE L VRETHB 0. UEMR ZHETUE,
BKT CIIKEENREE U (Fig.6). BRICART ) Y I D ETREE B> T—IEEIR U (Fig.7,8). HEERERIE tub1 SM700
um URRMETREEM TH o 1=,




