LEES

KIGED microsatellite status BINZFHML 7=, iR —7"F 412

DN TOREET

eI A



KIGE D microsatellite status BIIZFEAMEL 72, iR —7 381

DN TDORRES

FORR PR TFBRETFRER i SR

TR HEA
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W —

AHR: adjusted hazard ratio

APC: adenomatous polyposis coli
BMI: body mass index

CA 19-9: carbohydrate antigen 19-9
CEA: carcinoembryonic antigen

CS: colonoscopy

FAP: familial adenomatous polyposis
IPTW: inverse probability of treatment weighting
LS: Lynch syndrome

MMR: mismatch repair

MSI: microsatellite instability

MSS: microsatellite stable

SD: standard deviation

SSA/P: sessile serrated adenoma/polyp

TSA: traditional serrated adenoma



AMFFETIEL, REFRIKTL TV BIER DS 2 SIVIIEBIZ BRI E DJFFEERD
microsatellite status DEV MZLDIE D KGRI — 7 FEEDIRY D 7E8%E  AfHmA=T
Z AW CERASR L P RIIR 72 SRR CRET L 72, £ ORER microsatellite ANZ2E M
(microsatellite instability; MSI) %A 3 5#E%, 720 Y MSS (microsatellite stable) HEE
EARTEB TORGR)—7IAEVA7D35EL £oBRIHIZH1T 5 tubular adenoma D

AV AT NN A LT,



FF3C

KIBFELIECHLD S\ IR T, AFRD 2015 R0 N NBYIESE LHEFH L

X, ZOFHEEE 49,699 NEMEIZRWVNTE AL CTHDH L KD —IRAZY) —

=27 AL L UIMER R A TOIL, BESOSZ R UITEFNIZIE AL LT

THEBEALE NELEE (colonoscopy. LA T CS) 2 iifTE4 5, CS Tld KGR DAY —

=TT TR FDORIBRIFAE Ths adenoma %58 W 1GIETHIENAIHETHY,

ZIUCED RGO MBI AT NP 5 AT REME DS I S TS 2, RIBRY—7%

R DBEAE 3 2 BE AR AR B RIEIRZHIZ CS 252172 9,112 ANDIEF|D

R TIE, 422 N (4.6%) ([THEITIEATRS . 2,632 N (28.9%) (T tubular adenoma 73

FEREN- 2, ZDO LT, CS 12k5 adenoma D% RLERIIEL T2 BRI, KIBFEEIT

#% DOIEBI Tl 17-35%1Z tubular adenoma 7338 RS2 WIS HHZENS 35 i

HBDOY—_ATUACSITBWTH KGR —723 AL, ZOMEEZZI LR 15

ZLIFHRETHHLEEZDBND,

ARG HE OO FE FE R T SRR e R I FE AL DV AV K F- &N T D O, KRITiE

PRI OSEGN X B RIBRE D ANAV AT FETHDLZ LR BN TR, ZhbD

SEBNIH SRR KRR 2B T 2V A2 2 AL TS 2, LU IR Mt R e

DOIERITIL, B BREEDOY R [RHZ BB LIS 1372, T2 CTARMFZETIL,



HBARPE RN DA FORG IS BRGSO DRI L TH D RIGRY —7

DIEEV A 2T DIEBI D5 PTREMEZ & 2 RIGREIRIEBR ORI LT IR AL

TeRY =7 DRHEOBE AR AT LT,



EI=H=R
H

KW a AR AN BT D8I T A ROFETHH T L, BintERGREE
FEBARTE (B RIFIEIZ S d, BARTE R ORE B LU T, AFH i
F#HIZ APC  (adenomatous polyposis coli) i&{n 12 BAa A9 55 Yo REMEER
TR % LD F MR IGIRIEAE (familial adenomatous polyposis; FAP) & | FIZIA~
v FEM (mismatch repair; MMR) 85 A BAH T 5 YO REIEER A L
LU FREWERE (Lynch syndrome; LS) @ 2 RIS TS, FAP IZBIT5 K5
FEIE, BE T AUE 60 REETITIEE 100% 5 4ET 57280 KRG LA

BRI E D TR RIGEIRAHELES 1D °, LS %R T ISR IR G2 %
SE T DBARMER B THD03, LS 1ZB1T D TR RIGEIBRIZ DV CIdA -PEIZE
B P ARRHELES LR O, F72 LS ISR AE LT KIE Ik B
B MR s LRI E DT RS T 2560380 2,

— 7 THOEME R e Tl Rk (2B 3% Wnt, TGF-B. PI3K, RAS/RAF, p53
IRE DT T I NARER KB DB T OEEPMESN D 10, L LEgsMEX
B Z F 0T 2 BEIRFME K58 36 L OVE DO RITERIA 28 D38 A2 BRI 3~ 5 - AR Y[R 12
DNTDIAIZILEIZHALITILZRV Y,

KIGHE O FFEBFRITACEN 72 2 FEFED pathway DHIHITRY, OIS A X 1

6



(27”9, Traditional pathway |3, APC ZZZIZiE KL THE AT tubular adenoma Z il

BRI EL, SHIT p53 BRSCYARRLZEMRE DBIE T EBRNEMTHIEICK

DRI A2 LR T BRIGEEOR) 7 Bla o3 1, O THD

O’

serrated pathway |3 serrated adenoma Td»% sessile serrated adenoma/polyp (SSA/P)

721X TSA (traditional serrated adenoma) Z HiIBEIZE &L T FIERRIE T D, SSA/P X

BRAF 75 LI ZBEHE L T4 L. TSA 1T BRAF ZBF 7713 KRAS 725 BB L T4

T AHREME MRS IL TV D B B A LT K 1L . microsatellite ~%7

EME (microsatellite instability; MSI) DA |2 H-5% microsatellite N 22 EMEEZH T

% MSI ## & MSS (microsatellite stable) #5120 FESI5 112,



Traditional pathway Serrated pathway

Normal mucosa Normal mucosa
BRAF mutation/ ! KRAS mutation
APC mutation I or
I BRAF mutation
|
Tubular adenoma SSA/P I TSA
I
IBRAF/KRAS
| wild type
p53 mutation MMR MLH1
CIN Mutation methylation
(LS) ethylation
MGMT
methylation
]
|
67% | | 3% 6% Jl5% 4% 15%
v
MSS cancer MSI cancer MSI cancer MSS cancer

1 KGRI FEaI72 2 DD pathway

Traditional pathway Tl tubular adenoma Z RiBRHEZEELL | LS D5AE 1L MSI DS,
VLA TIE MSS BN T AT HES 5, Serrated pathway Tl SSA/P 7>5 MSI &
E72IE MSS D3, TSA 75 MSS JENFEAETHLEZ LN TN, T2 URIBRRA D
BT BRAF/KRAS ELEFATID MSI b S%IREHDESND, 5% DREEEN AR
Wt 2 O D BIE OHEEEZ % TRLIZ 1%
SSA/P: sessile serrated adenoma/polyp, TSA: traditional serrated adenoma, MGMT:
methylguanine methyltransferase, CIN: chromosomal instability, MMR: mismatch repair,
LS: Lynch syndrome, MSI: microsatellite instability, MSS: microsatellite stable



Microsatellite &1%, DNA (ZFET D 1 ~FHE IOV IKLELS|THY, MMR #

IRTE DOMEBED B L Z T HZ LN TS, T2 MMR #2778 1213 MLH1 .

MSH2. MSH6., PMS2 7359  MSH2 & MSH6., 5\ X MLH1 & PMS2 725705 &

KOS RETEKTHZET DNA EHRITT— DI B REOIA~ YT (XA, idfd

AL RIS T HEERRER T TS (X 2), WD MMR 22 7 )3 RE

ZHRHTETEDEEERES Ky, RO R 0 AL B 720k UELSI A

A2C72 microsatellite TIEZDEFEINTTON (X 3) | ZEAAL7Z microsatellite

LA, ZDXHIZLT MMR ZL 378 0 B )8 microsatellite DR LU TR MRS

%, Microsatellite (228 %24 9 5K HE% microsatellite instability (MSI) EFESS, — 77,

MMR %7378 D3 1E 5 IZHEEE L microsatellite D S AE [A1E1Z 28 B3 72V R HEA MSS

LI5S Microsatellite status &1, microsatellite DAZEEMEICEI T AIRAEEXF, KK

K TORKMBREIZISITD MSIFEDOEIE T 14-20%F2E LS TG 121516 =i

traditional pathway Z /9% LS O KIGREIZ KD TN 2-4%FEELIT

0 1718 MSI #E D K313 serrated pathway (2331 DR A %0 MLH1 _EiEd

AFNAIZEAEE Z HIL TS, — 7D MSS FEIZ- DU T, tubular adenoma FEH A3

67%. serrated adenoma T2 19%FEE HEEINTWD (K 1), PA EAS, MSS J

DO FE72HIERRZE 1T tubular adenoma, MSI D =72 BTERHR 251 SSA/P L TU5,



MSH2
hMutSa MSH6 ® ADP

® ATP

o~
A

2 MMR #3780 DNA =T — |23t HEE#EE DY =—~ (Grady b

DRI )

DNA O#ERTT —¥AL (KO FTIXHEFED KL)% MSH2-MSH6 D &1k
(hMutSa) 73i%Hk L CTDNA IZfEA L. ADP % ATP (2 #1345, ATP % HFEIZMLHI
PMS2 @ — &K (hMutLa) 7% hMutSo [ZFEA L, MZAE ROl ADEI T — T3 R

#7: DNA OBIROOHIZ, DNA OFEARIZEBEEEAT.

BEBHET 5L

MMR %> 737& 1% ATP % ADP |[ZZ5#2 L C DNA 726U —ASN5,

10



BUD —— CACACACACA ——

microsatellite @ —— GTGTGTGTGT —
DNA#E®:8¥ T —— CACACACACA ——
repeat mismatch GTGTGTGTGTGTGT ——
y 2 1
MMRH#EEAIEHE MMRESEEAET
L 4 ) %

— CACACACACA — —— CACACACACACACA —
— GTGTGTGTGT — —— GTGTGTGTGTGTGT —

mAERED ERZEFTD

microsatellite microsatellite

3 MMR & microsatellite @ BE4%

DNA ORI FE TR &7 HEELTT— 28 MMR #2378 CIEIESNAIUT R [
£R D microsatellite, MMR Z > /S 7B HHEREE TIEE SN o TG BT A R A F T
% microsatellite &72%,
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LS 1Zm=RICR M 2 FAE DR B THY R ORZERIT, T0 mETIZHMET

54~T74% ., MET 30~52% LSV TUD Y, LSIZOWTC, D sk N A T 5585

VA7 DBLRDBHAT 2L MMR 8RO A7 L /WS A FE AR R 51 T Y 28 5

A LTIREEN LS OREDOARETHA (K 4), 2ELIOR SR TIX. I o7

JUNEF AT CH AT MMR EREIZZ L DA EF Thh, ZOBAER 7L UIZH K

N BT o — 2 —fHI D AT AL N5 E . MMR #EREIZSbD, =D

B DNA T —2EETEXT | BREOIVAINEED, ZOXHIT LS O S A6

1%, 72& 2 MMR BEREDS IEH T TH T TICAMIT LIV DS REYEEDHY | FE Y

A LIDIREETHHEE 2D,

12



MMR #2gE: % MMR #gE: BE

\‘_j::i_j — _

MMR E{EFD AR
AhEfRRRNZERE (2EvRE)

4 VTFIEWERE (LS) [ZB D RIGEE R ED AN =X b GERIGHE KGR 2T AR T
A2 2016 FERREVELZE )

MMR &157- (MLHI, MSH2, MSH6, PMS2) DE U120 JJ7 L W A5l D
FHN TR BT L TOAD, ST LR EHAERITHILIE MMR EGEITZ<D
BAIERTHhd, L, ZOEAERT L ISR KR BRFERNEL -0 aE
— B —FEIDATF AL Z 5728 LT MMR BEREM oo b e, RIBHEFE A DY RS
Wi ED, FAELTE KR D<) MSL 27”7,
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— 7 HERARTERIGHEZ BV Th | 5 REYR ER T SRR B A

B

FSIVTRIGHEE D FEREY A7 1315 <720 TODIEBI A3 2 D TILZRD> | EOARGER 2

ZT=DM Slaughter THY ., field cancerization DGEREFEIEIL TS X, BAETIE A

BT L AZH RIIIZ genetic DV MT epigenetic ZRAMIIIZEH S FVEIR IR

KD EFRL TR RIEDIAY LI D REM R E R E LN TWDHY 22 WEZIZ

e EMI72RER I3 e STy, Bl L2 REGHEFEIE D pathway (X 1) 1I2HD LD

12 MSS J# D% <MY traditional pathway 2>H384E L% O FE/2FiBEIRZ 1L tubular

adenoma THHDITKI L, MSI FED %L serrated pathway 73534 E D F72H]

BRIRZE1E SSA/P Thbd, 770 KIGEED microsatellite status Za-XAZE T, %

D RIGHEINE HHD pathway (2 T B HERIS D, MSLE E MSS i TEILEND

BRI TR R 2 L ET 3 RETH DM, AHIETIE, TN Lo 5%

FENEINDINIZ NI E LT KRG — 7 ORFS A~ MSI 7213 MSS JE & o B

BT HILE U, o, FEREEMERBHEZ AR LT BI0IC, BRARIET b5

SR TED FAP I ZBRALTZD, BRRPIPT R ClIFE BB R & X B0

W LS OFRAMIREETH D728 | LS DAZ)—=271CBT 5 B 285028

L7,

7235 . MSIE & MSS 8 OJE B CHE RIR BRI IR 12 B 2N ED TV AT

14



INEEBBLTHITEZITOZENLELY, ZIVETKBED T1%ICB T 2058 T
AT T 2 U723 12O o0 d D08 278 it O KABRY —7 OB BT
R AT 248 A U= AT TR S S TR, Ko TARMFZE TIL 2 BEM o g 15 =

K1 OF BEZDREEN A AT 2 HWDHIEELT,
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HH

IR 56 L CAMBHI TR AV ARSI IE B KBRS, MST KM & MSS KM

JEDRE B D BRI BRI K - DR A TSN T 5,

512 MSI K & MSS KRG DIEBNZ BT, IR AT HRIGRT—

T ORHEZ RGN T D,
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T3k

[ 5]

2008 £ 1 A5 2013 4F 12 A £ CTIZH R K F2E S5 B Im B K5 - AL P9 4B

TRIGHE LW ST I B GIBRUTEGI 2 R EL BRAMEITT —F 2L LT,

12121 FAP SoARAEME NG PR B R e . WA A i TER . R ERfirb L

ITHERG EfaiT 2 2 T T HER] . B O DY — AT AFFIZ adenoma &5 2541

TeRY =T ZBIBRL 227> o T SEBN RS LT, JRRITEL TR CS Z T4y, @I

ITHHR) =T 035 RENT-HE . adenoma &3 X B DO T O LI BRI IZ 5

FNRWEHE S AVTN BB UIBRS T, PAZEME R LR RIS KIBYIRE

WEELUATHITS CS ZMiATSNAR T ER] EIIMTETICFE STV BIERS

7gho7z adenoma A T HIEHIIL, TR RHIZ CS &l T,

AW TlX. clean colon % KIHIZ adenoma FBILONKIGHE D72V RBES EFR LT,

PRTIZ 4T adenoma HIERDS 2SN TIEBNZ DWW TIL, T H 37205 FUSE IR

H % clean colon 1% H & L7z, 7272 UANHEIIC CS Z i TSR0 > 7= 2 OB T4

1 #ELANIT CS C adenoma ZHIBRL7= 13, 2N AYIFRL7- H % clean colon 3/,

HELT,

RIGFENT# 1 #2LLNIC clean colon ZBERKL , I D DH B — AT X CS % 1

17



(8] EA_B B2 U P RE A 2 e AR O 7RISR R e LT

ABFFEII R E LRI E PP O P % B & O RGE A% T THEAT L7z (R &

%&H G3252-(5)) .

(TP REEIE SIS

KGR LIRS TIEBIOF i, PERI, JRREERD stage, 7 LAT/LZ LFEENP (& 1) ~

D% DA EE, WET B AL HAE (K 2) ~DOi% Y OF B, Kke LIS O EEE IS

DOEEREOHEE, KGR LSO LS BRI OB DA 4 body mass index (BMI),

{f7H1 carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) 35T} carbohydrate antigen 19-9 (CA 19-9) @

il MR EE | IR IEE | [P RGN Y — 7 O A | U B oD |5 5B . RS B oD AE

ré!zk IJ/

=

2R L FIRIE O ARG LT, RO stage 53 B I KM Bk Bl

(5 8 WO ISHSWTe Y SRR SR AL ARG (B M. EATREG . AT

J5r) EAEARRE RS CTRATRERG . S RS B ZONENE D 3 SIS /3 FA L 72, [RS8 B DR AR

X WHO @ ICD-0-3 ¥ (2 & S& & kAL, bR AR bR o 3 FEERIC/yEEL

7o [RIERME KNG DIE BN DN TIL L DIREEE ORI . FICIREE OGS I1TI0E

BOREZWEEAERAL-, 7T LAT VA LFEUE 1T LET_NBAX R BN LS BY

HREEEOBEE L, BRI CTEA0yo7= LS OFERDY MSI B E FAILTWAND AT —
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=L THRRILT,

19



£ 1. TLRTILE LEE || (1999)

DikED 3 ADMGEMN) L FERFREERES (KEE. FERRE.
FRERE. IMNGRE) ITRBLTEY. UTOITATEREELTLS,

Al

Ig
B

1 ANDBBEIEZDM®D 2 AL TE 1 EAHE THS.
DL ERT S 2 HRTERAELTLS,

DiadEL 1 ADEIL 50 BRimTEZESh TS,
BEIREFHIETHOIENERIN TS,

FAP A ERSb SN TULVS,

B IR 2G5 8, . FRERET,

FAP: familial adenomatous polyposis

xR 2. BEIRERFEZE (2004)

UTOEBEOWI Wb ERE-I KIGEEEICE, EHED MSI REAHES
Do
1.
2.

50 mRiE CE SN =Kz,

FnIEAHYEL RFEHIVEERIERBEHOIVIEZDMD) 2V FIE
IZEEERESE A HD.

60 MK TSN - MSI-H OHEFHMIR 28 2 KEE.

51 BEEHREN 1 AULFERBEERSICEELTEY. £D55—
D% 50 mRim CoMisn =Kz,

FWICADYLGLE 1 EHANIEE 2 ElHED 2 AL FEERE
BEEGLEIHEIN TS EEDKEGRE,

T ORI, FE NS, B, RS o IEDEE /N B B R R
5 QEH TS — a2y MEBRRECADNDBFE) . 27« MURERRE D SR IRIES> /4 (b

R e A
T BN SEREE 2 m— U BRY N ERBUS L RO - EIBR R R R S0 AL B
EREEY

MSI-H: microsatellite instability-high

20




[MSI D fiE#T]

ek MSI D~ — 71— U Tld BAT25. BAT26 \ZNz.C D2S123, D5S346, D17S250

D 5 v —H—THOWNEATHIZEDHEIRIN TS 3, ULITAE Tl BAT25 & BAT26

D 2 DO~—I1—(bLIE BAT26 DH) THARRIM N3 HHEENTERY ¥ K

WFETI% BAT25 & BAT26 D 2 ~—71—CHaliatTo it Uiz, 7245, MSS LH|ES

NIIEBI DI BT B DI UTZREBNZ R L T D2S123, D5S346, D175250 D 3 ~

— =BT U TR R LT=, BAT25. BAT26, D2S123, D5S346, D175250 O~

A~—BANZH 3 ITRLT,

SFRIEBIZ LA, RN DT FoRilE L R AR SRR A2 R UL AT K B0

WRIRZE T TWHIRL | -80°CTIRIELTZ, A% F 75 QlAamp DNA mini kit (Qiagen, CA,

USA) % JHVT DNA ZHhiH L, MSI O~ —%—% PCR {EICL0#EIRL7=, PCR K&

I%. 1.5 mM MgClz, 0.9 mM dNTP {5, 0.15 uM D774 ~—_ 20 ng ® DNA i

1%, 1L T AmpliTaq Gold DNA polymerase (Thermo Fisher Scientific, MA, USA)

0.4 units {Z 1xPCR Gold Buffer Z/1x C4&&E% 10 Wl £L72D5 | thermal cycler

(GeneAmp PCR system 9700, Applied Biosystems, CA, USA) ZH W TLL FOFINE

TITo72, 95°C 10 431 T DNA RYAT—BEIEMELLT=DE | (95°C 30 # [l — 60°C

60 FPREI—72°C 60 FPRE)) x 35 A2V Thiif TL. H 12 70°C 30 & iBnL7-,

21



95°C 5 sy OEVZEM:D DT . ABIPRISM 3100 Genetic Analyzer (Applied Biosystems)

% FV T PCR HE PEM % 55 K KB L . GeneScan version 3.7 Y7~/ =7 (Applied

Biosystems) & Genotyper version 2.1 Y7 r7=7 (Applied Biosystems) Z M\ T~

— I —DHESC AT LIZ,

K& D= —T1—ZHOUW T R IE IS % C microsatellite O S E [FIEIZ 21l

MIHIVT=E D% microsatellite Z2HVEEFEL . BAT25 & BAT26 D 2 ~—J— Tk

HICE BN LN EEES MSI-H, 1| ~— 3 —|ZOHRE BN LLT-IEES MSI-L

L7230, F7- MSI ZoREe D o7 fEIZEIE MSS EEFL7-, MSI 1% MSI-H $1.<

IZ MSI-L Z R U7- i MSS 1 MSS Tho7-fligE U7z, £7- MSI BES T3 B

23 MSI i T T EFIEE, MSS BELITFFE D MSS # CThoTIEFIREE LT,

22



£ 3. TSAT—DEEF|

¥—h— Bc Al
Forward 5-NED-TCGCCTCCAAGAATGTAAGT-3'
BAT2S Reverse 5-TCTGCATTTTAACTATGGCTC-3'
Forward 5-FAM-TGACTACTTTTGACTTCAGCC-3'
BAT20 Reverse 5'-AACCATTCAACATTTTTAACCC-3'
Forward 5-HEX-GCCAGAGAAATTAGACACAGTG-3'
p2stes Reverse 5-CTGACTTGGATACCATCTATCTA-3'
Forward 5'-FAM-TACTCACTCTAGTGATAAATCGG-3'
Po5340 Reverse 5-TTCAGGGAATTGAGAGTTACAG-3'
Forward 5-NED-AATAGACAATAAAAATATGTGTGTG-3'
D17S8250

Reverse

5-TATATATTTAAACCATTTGAAAGTG-3'

23



[543 4 Lz KIBARY — 7 DFE ]

Clean colon ZZKL7-% D4 Bl CS TlX., adenoma &5 2 bV —713ZF DOER

e THIBRS Tz, FEAFBALA SR BB IR DR =T IZ oW T R =7 D

F£E LT clean colon 2ZE/% H DO HAR 2 5HE UMENT RSB E LT, 72721, e

PikZ S IET 5728 LT B RIVEN THUIBRS NS E1E, NS AL A 2R

— 7’ DIRIEHEL CRedkLT=,

KGRV — 7 O IR ERARRRA 1%, KIS B O (58 8 k)3 #2512 tubular

adenoma, tubulovillous/villous adenoma, serrated adenoma, hyperplastic polyp ® 4 f&

FUSPHAL SRS ARG (B . EATRIG . BRATHEIG) S RIRE G CRATHS

. S WA BEONERD 3 SIS FELZ, el KRB 1 anld BB D ZE

¢¢-high grade adenoma (Tis FEZ 5 Te) D 3 FHDIBLD7eEL 1 DOEME T

adenoma % advanced adenoma GTEFEL 7= 398, F/-IH%ICI A U7 B IE KGR 1C

DWTHIT 52 U, TREEEDD Tis, T1, T2 LAE. IO LZ, —_AT A

CS 1% 2016 4£ 6 A 30 H X TICEMINIZHDZE 2L JEFIFEIC clean colon 736

& CS ECOHME CS [P AEFLER LT, CS 1T 1-2 3 I R S = 5 s,

17PN RN PN S RSN ORTEF o e b e N YUR st Beat 5] Tl S NSy RS gy

24



[t fEdT]

Microsatellite status & i AR 98 B 2107 5o K - O BIfR & # 5t #i T LTz, 1T

IV—EHIITE (%)) TREE L LEEZIZIE Pearson @ 2 #27E, HLIE N 23 10 K5 D

Y& Fisher DIEFEMREZAT -7, B &R I A0 AMOE TELREIL )

1 (FEAE(R 72) | Cai#i L Student @ t #EZ . IEH DM E CERWERIZIX

JfiE (HiPH) | CRLEL Mann-Whitney i E 21T o7, #irie KGR — 7 F7o I L2 IRF 4

KNG R E £ TOH M & microsatellite status D EFHE D53 4T1%, Kaplan-Meier £ THh

PRAERE | R — 7 A FEL LT B R A %% Log-rank 12 € CTHRAETLTZ,

FFREE N —REEOF 2, inverse probability of treatment weighting (IPTW) %

ZOEHAL *, Cox bl —REF /L MSI BEICITE B A= 7 D Wik % . MSS BEIC

1 DB AT O E O KA % OREFIZE AT LT R T O 8%

FEEL ., THREEN =R (95%[EHE X)) | EREH LT, A7 1% MSI #EL MSS

D 2 FEF TAHEEDDH ST EARNELERIAN 23 ~ RIS REL TR,

TR BIEHTITIZ IMP #5317 M7 =7 73— verl3 (SAS Institute, Inc., NC, USA)

BLOWEEF7 22 Z 4 R (http://www.R-project.org/) & H\\TiTo72,

PEDY 0.05 Riii ChHoT- B a et FrcaE L LS,



ol R
[MSI DfE#T]

AHFFEOXTET 338 FEBI Tdho72, BAT2S5, BAT26 D 2 ~—J1—"COFEHNTTiX 27
FERB] (8.0%) DRIGHEL MSI-H Toh o7z, 311 JEH] (92.0%) E MSS THY, MSI-
L DIEBNTFRO 727> 7, Microsatellite D2 B O ERFIZX] 5 1287,

723, MSS ERZIMISIVIIERI DO B T MTERATE 61 5EH] (19.6%) T D2S123,
D55346, D175250 O 3 ~—J1—ZiBIILTZE 6~ —H—TD MSI HEZIT-7, &
61 JEGIT 5 v——EbEREVETHST2Z80 0, RIFFEIZIBVT MSI O EZ

BAT25, BAT26 D 2 ~— 11— TCITHOZEIXHFRINDEE 2T,
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A ZEHY
P2
b GOOO
4000
(\N ”q t?ooo
B4R

v
. 4(‘“
3000

w8
1000

B ZE7%L

BRAER

-

B R

i Y

5 B—I 2 —DEWIZIS microsatellite D25 HE ¥ E B

(A) ZEHY LR ESILB] (BAT25),

EI=N
H A2

KRR P U RIS F5 U TR AL

THDLNIZERTNIRF = DEAERD T, (B) ZBHEIRLEHES T
(BAT26), 15 SRS CRICE — 7 2 — ZR LTz,
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[ B DR 7 B A K] - D fif AT ]

ANEM D microsatellite status Bl O & AR P HI K 23 4 1ITRT,

MSI Bfix MSS BEELEEGL T, T N AL WA= E 53 E< (63.0% vs

34.7%, P<0.01), i8] CEA MK —>7= (3.5 ng/ml vs 4.7 ng/ml, P =0.04), F7-Ji

FEO G FREALIZOWTIE, MST B ITA IR IGICA BEICZFEL TV (P <

0.01), SHIZFFEBEOMARIN T, MSTE XA B EAL A Z 0 o7 (P<0.01), 4

i, PRI I B D stage, 7 LATIVH LHHUE T ~DOFEH OF | EMEIES OREE

DA, LS BhEEIZ ORI LD A HE, BMI, #iAT CA 19-9 i, WFEEE | SRIEHE, [F]iy

PERY =7 OF IS IO R ML A FRIEDFEIZOWTIE 2 FERTH EZEZE

O T,

28



%= 4. £EH D microsatellite status Bl D& KRB IEFHEF

MSI (n=27) MSS (n=311) P {&
FE(F). meanxSD 67.2+15.1 65.7 + 10.6 0.63
%3 (%) B 12 (44.4) 181 (58.2) 0.17
i 15 (55.6) 130 (41.8)
[RHE D Stage (%) 0 (Tis) 0(0.0) 3(1.0)
| 9 (33.3) 59 (19.0)
I 10 (37.1) 111 (35.7) 0.26
1 8 (29.6) 112 (36.0)
\Y, 0 (0.0) 26 (8.3)
T LRATIVE LEZEE 1 (%) 1(3.7) 4 (1.3) 0.34
BEIRERTEE (%) 17 (63.0) 108 (34.7) <0.01
KGELUNDOEEEREDOBRE (%) 9 (33.3) 53 (17.0) 0.06
KBS O LS BEESDBEE (%) 3 (11.1) 21 (6.8) 0.42
BMI, mean +SD 22.3+3.4 23.1+3.7 0.23
CEA (ng/mL). median (range) 3.5(1.2-27.3) 4.7 (0.9-1,207) 0.04
CA 19-9 (U/mL), median (range) 9 (1-169) 12 (1-2,432)  0.49
BUERE (%) 12 (44.4) 167 (53.7) 0.36
HERE (%) 16 (59.3) 211 (67.9) 0.36
FEFER)—T (%) 15 (55.6) 157 (50.5) 0.61
FRREDOLBEM (%) GllKERE 22 (81.5) 78 (25.1)
ERltERE 3(11.1) 106 (34.1) <0.01
[EXZ 2(7.4) 127 (40.8)
[RHEEOHBE (%) =R i 10 (37.0) 159 (51.1)
e R 12 (44.5) 144 (46.3) <0.01
K E B 5 (18.5) 8 (2.6)
i B ERE (%) 9 (33.3) 121 (38.9) 0.68

LS: Lynch syndrome, BMI: body mass index, SD: standard deviation,

CEA: carcinoembryonic antigen, CA 19-9: carbohydrate antigen 19-9

Hin, BMI: student’s T test; CEA, CA 19-9: Mann-Whitney’s test;

PRI, SET AL FLUE | [RIRFYERY — 77 BRJEJEE | @GP JE: Pearson’s i test;
Stage, 7 LAT VA KFEYEL, oD FENEREE O REIE, oDV > T e i B e e 15
DREAE. i b iRE . R O RTE T ORI :

Fisher’s test
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[4—~ AT 2 CS DEERH]

Clean colon K% D CS BRI O URAEIL 3.0 4 (0.3—7.4 F) THY, Bl

HIRIIE 1075 A, % CS [E1#0% 910 B CTH-o7-, 1AEFI2M4 720D CS FIEII - 2.7

[], S Ao B —r3E 1.2 /Bl Tho Tz,

[MSI #£& MSS BEIZEIT D polyp FAEHLD Cox LI N —RET /WAL DMT (5

6] A= 7 %L ]

BRI, 126 FEB] (37.3%) CTRIBERV—7TRYIRI Tz, RIEED

microsatellite status B2, KIGRY — 7 2RI 72 5E il 5 D N ER % | advanced

adenoma & FIRFME KGR D[R EIEFI B EOFETE 5 1T, o, B Ra 7 T

ZATOR10D MSI #EE MSS BEIZBITAERIGRY — 7 DI AEZITHOUVT, Cox Hufif

P —RETF L HHEE BEMTE21TV MSI #EE MSS BEOFHE N —R L, 95%1E

FEIX[E, P EZ G D TER 5 1RLT, FEAETAR, iR BB 3 L O advanced

adenoma DFEAER | FLEFE KGR DFEARIZ OV TH [RIBROBATZITV, £ 5 1R

L7ze WIFNOIEBIZBWTS 2 HFR THEAZ RO IR T,
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% 5. [RFED Microsatellite status Bll[Z& =i KGR —T EEBERBED

Cox LEBINSF—FETIVICK DB EEHENT (TORL T4 X7 FHERD)

MSI MSS HR (MSI / MSS)
P&
n=27 n=311  (95% {E3EXH)
EXER)—7 7 119 0.83 (0.35-1.66) 0.63
F AL
ESRElE 5 76 0.90 (0.32-2.02) 0.82
ERI%ER 3 60 0.68 (0.16-1.83) 0.48
Ef% 2 21 1.19 (0.19-4.06) 0.82
R R AR
Tubular adenoma 5 100 0.64 (0.23-1.43) 0.30
Tubulovillous / villous adenoma 1 6 2.04 (0.11-12.0) 0.55
Serrated adenoma 0 12
Hyperplastic polyp 2 19 1.43 (0.23-4.97) 0.65
Advanced adenoma 2 25 1.00 (0.16-3.37) 1.00
BHRE (Tis) 1 1 11.30 (0.45-286) 0.12
BHEE (T1) 0 0
HITE (T2 LUF) 1 0

XFEEERALIN, R B N . B R N T EAE DY

SORY — 7Tl < SE B3

SR — 7 RIS 0 DBEDSBHDHIE B 1E Cox HBIAF—RET L OREATFO R4
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[MSI &L MSS BEIZE1T D polyp FAZ D Kaplan-Meier HifEw 77 7 iE (fif

A= T %) ]

MSI #& MSS BEDORCH B 22 R LT RRE 2R 70 4 THH (BRI 'R

S EYE (R 2 2 ) | iR CEA B, JR3E B0 SIEEAL, IO Gt 4) 2 H

WA AT 25 L F O CIEFNZ E AT 2 LTz, MSI BEE MSS BEICE

T IR IZF A LT 2R IBARY — 7" D38 4 F2% Kaplan-Meier Hi#R THiE Log-rank

RE TR LTz, S KBARY — 7 OFE AL R 9k B AR A 35 X OV advanced

adenoma DFEARIZOWTHRIBEDENTZ1T>7- (X 6), Tubular adenoma X MSS

FEDS MSI BEXD A EICHEARNEL (P <0.01), #1Z tubulovillous adenoma &

hyperplastic polyp % MSI B3 MSS #ELVA BIZHEAERENE -T2 (DT P

<0.01), 7235, BERERIGE IS OW IR ALD 0 HLLIE 1 LIEFITNE -T2

¥, Kaplan-Meier {£& Log-rank i E D344 LT,
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A EXBR)—7F
1.0
MS|  —
W 08 MSS —— P=0.20
gﬁ.l 0.5
o
—:' 0.4
o
0.4
0.0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
FH
B-1 RIS AY—F B-2 R A —T
1.0 1.0/
i 08 mgls : P=0.46 ﬁ 0.8 mgls : P=0.30
;El 06 4o 06
n—g 0.4 § 0.4 _"_'—
0.2 0.2] 7_/..-"’;7
0.0 - . 0.0——F :
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 B 7
F£H EH
B-3 EiSAY—F
1.0/
MS| —— _
i o8 MSS — P=0.24
g,% 0.6
(=]
%’ 0.4
o
0.24
0ol
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
F#

6 Kaplan-Meier Hi#RIZdED polyp 4 DT
(A) BRIGRV—T 2L 00 (B) KGRV —7 ORI RO 58T (B-1)
FAFERS . (B-2) ZEMIFEHS. (B-3) LG
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C-1 Tubular adenoma C-2 Tubulovillous/villous adenoma

1.0/ 1.0/
B 08 mgls P<0.01 B 08 mgls P<0.01
gﬂ'l 0.6 ;RH 0.6
o [= 1
%‘ 0.4 %’ 0.4
o o
0.24 0.21
0.0 r ] 0.0 . . ! \
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 8 7
8 £
C-3 Serrated adenoma Cc4 Hyperplastic polyp
1.0§ 1.0/
MS| — Ms| ——
= 0. P < 0.01
ﬂ 0.8 MSS P=0.30 ﬁ 0.8 MSS
g 06 4o 06
o o
_:' 0.4 %’ 0.41
a o
0.21 0.24
0.0 ————— . 0.0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
EH FH

D Advanced adenoma
1.0]

W 08 mgg — p=017

gﬁ'l 0.6

S

E 04 6 (f¢x) Kaplan-Meier FH#R(Z
0.0 .

o

1 2 3 5 6 7 (C) KGRV —7 D5 BT

4
A BID 53 HT

(C-1) tubular adenoma, (C-2) tubulovillous/villous adenoma, (C-3) serrated adenoma,

(C-4) hyperplastic polyp (D) advanced adenoma % %fZ& L7/ Hr

34



[MSI #£E MSS BEIZIITD polyp FAEFRD Cox HBINY —RET AL AT (1R

A= T %) ]

B2 MSTREE MSS BEICBIT A2 KGR —7 D3 AZRIZHOWT Cox il

—RET LD 24T 272, MSI #EE MSS BEOFHEE AN —RE ., 95%(5HE X [

P fa& forest plot %X 7 (TR U7c, FEAEENALR . i BLARART B 36 LT advanced

adenoma DI = | FLEFME: KA DI AR OV THREROIENT 21T 72 (X 7).,

1. TN IR T2 RIGARY — 7 D Fg =R

MSS BECIZEGIZB T D RIGHRY —7 3L MSI BRI LA BEIZE -T2

(&Y —KE (adjusted hazard ratio; AHR) = 5.74; P = 0.04), A IFEIG B L OVE

S Tl MST BEE MSS BECTRIBARY — 7 ORARICHE B EZZ RO -7 (¥

70

2. ELHRARUNNC AT RIGARY — 7 D3 AR

MSS #£TIZ tubular adenoma DFEAE 7S MST BEE FLE LA B IZE ) >7- (AHR =

7.09; P < 0.01), 1#Z tubulovillous/villous adenoma (%, MSI #f & Fbiil € MSS £ T

FAERNEHEITIKN) -T2 (AHR = 0.12; P = 0.03), Serrated adenoma % MSI #£T¥E
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ﬁz%n‘h y)fciz))’)f_ﬁ_&) COX tt{ij/\vﬁ- I\ :ET/]/ iéﬁg*ﬁ@i{l‘%%&fiof:o

Hyperplastic polyp I% Cox i/ —RET /AZL DM CTII MSI#EE MSS #ECH

BAEZROIRN-T (K T),

3. Advanced adenoma DFE A28

i 1% 124 U7~ advanced adenoma %, MSI #£& MSS B CRAERICHA B ES

B D777 (X (. )

4. B HEHR O R A 5

MSI BETIE[RE—JERFNZ. clean colon K H (Tt H) 25 14 2> H & o) [E]H—

AT ACS T, BIRFPEDD[RIRFE R (Tis & T2) A7z, £7- MSS BETIX

1 2. clean colon 3ERL H (M H) 235 16 22 H % O)EIH—~_ AT A CS TR

PER G (Tis) ZadedTc, Ko TRIGEEIN 1% D BFFE R (Tis) 13 MSI B

MSS BEC 1 B9 05RO T3, MEEE DI ERITH B A2 RO I o1z, F- Bl

KIGFE (T1) 1L MSI, MSS Ol IEAZFRO T, BEFERIGE (T2 D) 1X

LD MSILEED 1 DI T MSS BETHRAZIRDIRD - T-728 | F e HBIfEMT D%t 5 4%

ELTZ (K 7).
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AHR (95%{E#E X ) P&
MSS / MSI
EXBER)—T — 0.73 (0.26-2.08) 0.56
FHE AL

A | ® | 1.34 (0.26-7.14) 0.73

E SRS : ® : 0.71 (0.16-3.23) 0.66

=8 ' ® | 5.74 (1.11-33.3) 0.04
RIEMEEE

Tubular adenoma —— 7.09 (1.79-25.0) <0.01

Tubulovillous/villous adenoma ® ' 0.12 (0.02-0.80) 0.03

Hyperplastic polyp = ® 0.27 (0.05-1.43) 0.12

Advanced adenoma : ® 0.47 (0.03-8.33) 0.63

EMXBE (Tis) : ° : 0.49 (0.08-2.86) 0.41

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

MSITE4EE <«— AHR ——> MSSTEEE

7  MSI #EE MSS BECEIT A% KGRV —7", advanced adenoma, R K HGHE (Tis) @ forest plot
EIHHAELTZAR)—7 | BRORKGTHAELTZ tubular adenoma 1% MSS #£C MSI BELD A BT AR @D o7,
Tubulovillous/villous adenoma % MSI #£C MSS #£ X0 A BIZHAER @ -T2,

X Cox el —RET WAL DMH#HT.  AHR: adjusted hazard ratio
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E5t

ABFZE Tl KIBEEFEFE B microatellite status BN IERZ 2 FEIZAT .,

IRIR B2 IR - D LR 2 AT o 72, RIBHEMT1 ORISR — 7 R AR 13 PERI. R,

WRPEIE | BRI BMI EBIEDR DD EDOWED DD P, ARBETIEZ OO MRKIR

PRI 7121 MSTBEE MSS BECH B A RO~ T2, Fo, K ERIRFCRS

RNz [AIEFE adenoma DIF{ENEEFE adenoma FAEDVAV R THHETDH

W DN O RBFIE T[RRI Y — 7 DA A B AR B 2RO R - £ LTI

HIZE . MSI Bt MSS BECH B ZLZRDOINEHERLIZD, 2 HERITHEZITR

W71,

— T, BRI AKX LA iTAT CEA B, RO & JEEAL I L ORI IO

N

WAL 4 TH B (2 MSIAEE MSS B0 2 BEE CH B 2272072, FRZFIEO S EE

ALITIRENE T LD VIR S DT | IR DRI — 7 A DO REMIE 72D

FAFRIFIZEIL THIRD N EC TS ATREMEDS BV, ZNVEMHIE T A2 E TRV IEREID

Wit% DRV —TIEEV AT NFMI TE D EE 2 HND, E-> T EFED 4 THH Z{Hr) A=

7 CIHEEL CHRHT L 7=, MBI A= 7 2 AT Cox Hfil Y —RE T L TR

L WTHOHERAIZBWTO A B ZELZRORD -T2 (R 5) . JFFEHRO HEHELZ

Ee MSIBEE MSS BE CA B ZAZ R T-4T8 B ZHm) A2 7 CHRFE L= fi#HT Tl MSS
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FECITRICEIGAR) —7 B IO tubular adenoma DYAZH MSI BELVA EIZE WD

LIS LIRS (B 7)., T L, ZOMOTH & TR R E D HEBIT DT

(TFRRETDORHADY | AWFFEDIRFTH D,

BET RN RFFLUET LS ORZY—=7 HEJIZ MSI Bt 2 HESE 95 7- 0O D g R

HAETHY (2 M) | LS (26T D8 1L 88.1%. FF BT 1T 54.4%., Bty =R

19.9%LHESN TS S LLEILL LS OAZY—=2 7 LU TS, LS 1Tx%)

THREE 27.2%., KRR 97.9%., ZL CRRMER T RIT 91.0%EMESNTWDET

AAT VA N T FEHE (3R 3 BIR) IOV TIT 2 B TH B EEZRD ) ~T- 51, MSI

HEZ LS OIEBIN G EN TG A . BEDOZEZNOWET N EAL FEETOHIEZ T

WD RIREMEN B DD, — F CET A FHED G R =RV, 512 LS B

NEIEDOREEY 2 BER CH B ZERD -T2 MSTEEIZ VLT LS LS JEFINE F

ILTWAEIXE XD o7, IR CEA fEIZBIL TiX. microsatellite status DHE725 2

HEF CTABZEIT R WEDOHEL 32, MSI BED 73 MSS BELVAEICEWETHHE

DHHD B AWFFETIZ MSI BEDO A MSS BELVA B IR o7, BEZEIT NG

OETIL, MEBPAT—V N BLO UL IZRESIL TN 20 F7- MSIEEO 7 3H

BIZEWELTERE T JEFIDOAT — U RS TUVRoTe 3, —J7 0 K

WFZETIZAT— IV X MSS JEBI DA Toh-o7= (37 4) ., —fXHIIZIE CEA fEIZ KI5
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DHEITEEBIZ ER/ T 5720 RFZEOFERIZAT— IV D MSS FEFINFEL TV

HEE 2 DIz, RIGREIRIE B 5 E AL SRR B L Tl MST Ok LT

FARFE R A5 9 DA 340 o B AR CIIRBORE 72 & OIR LD v M 1)

DPERESITERY W0 ARHTEDRE RS R ThH -T2,

FEMEHZBEIL T, 5 ORI I AR E SN A IR R S OB R T AR L LT 4PC

IEHL KRAS B H. BRAF % MMR Ein 1O FHOT L VO EHIInZE B,

MMR E{EFD EFICEITSD DNA OAF AL ENHY | B ERE TE NS5 HEE

R E R A T DDA THD, LLEITHIE 7 Tl i 1ERIICox

10 {5 LA EOARRIRAR THE SobiliD APC 22 B2~ TR BITGRO IR T2720

TN LR IR E BT 20BN HEE AN AT E O /LR LEED> Z D

RERELRHATHY, L RRAANBFRIN L IEEE 2 BT | AR

IR JFEE LT, L3 B microsatellite status BINZHTH% O KGR —F DI A |2 E

DIHRFHAE N D DT DI &I LT,

2B LS IZBWTILRIERRZ Tdhb adenoma @ MSI 2% 95-100% & =\ O DI X

LT 3% FEE Mt R ClIEE O MSI #75 moderate adenoma T 0%. severe

adenoma T 5%. HETHE T 13%EDHE I HY 38, adenoma DI 5Tl MSI MK

W B NS5 3800 o TARMFZE TIEFEAE L 727K — 7 D microsatellite status 1%
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RN Tz,

AHFFE T, KGR ZE G R AT D RKIGHRY— 7 OMERE NS MST BEE L L

MSS BECTHEICEWIEE LU=, RUF5Eo MSS BEIZI T AJRFE O &AL

THEMA . ZAREIB OB EGICZ < E2EREIT MSI IV A RIS -7

(F 4), Lo T MSS BT, BN TORBERDOFEAESE DN @O EWD R E IR,

Witk DR —7H MSI BRI LR CEIGIZ BB E IR ETHEA D HDHEE 2 BT,

F7- . MSI ¥ O E722 i ERJE 21X SSA/P. MSS D F 72 B BXIE 2 1L tubular

adenoma THAHIEDATHIIENEENHILTNDDS, AAFFETIFIN L IR A LTZRY

— 7' O tubular adenoma 1% MSI #£XD MSS BECH EIZE ) oT-, Lo T, MSS

FEIZ B CTHIBRIFZ L2 12 2 <A T DRV —7" 73812 tubular adenoma EV)H G

RThHoT=, LLED2oDFERNG, MSS DI AT HRKIGR)—71%, MSS

FEDOREN RSN TWIENBZ AL, —J7T MSI D AFFEEBALITA RS

o ToHoT=05, AAERGIC A LT KRIGHRY—7 1% MSI B TE W) iid7e<,

MSI #£L MSS BEDORITAH B ZZRBD o7, FERIZ, MST BEOHIBRZE LSS

SSA/P 1. MSI BT D KAGIZH AL 72D o720 SSA/P DI EBNLIT ARSI E S

NAED, KRG GO ORI 60% 033 4E T 5LMEESN T ¢, 22T MSI

FET12 12 MST B DRHEA R BLL 72 KGR — 79700 h SSA/P MFEAELR -T2 i
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(ZBIL T, RIGHE DI DRz B [T DM BN DHDEHE Z T, D A AP

% 10 ecm T OB UIBRE FARL T DS, D/ 10 cm, ALF9ANE 2-3

cm DGE GIRZ AR LT DIEN R0 | RURZE SR E e R « TLF 4+

BT, AR O RER 53X B E SR ZDILFMA 10 enETOGE 29154

LT DTN T\, D728 | FRFE R O 2128 B L O EATHRG 03 7% (7

L TR WRE = PNFEAE 725, RBFSETIE MSI FElE 27 JER & 7K v 8

FILA LoD 22 SEFI AR B T oz, AT OFHIEIZS TIIRANDD | iE

BIHAFEROL T MSI ISR T DR DR — 7 Z Gt T 2 ERHHEE 2 i,

Fio LR AR ) 1S3 AR L7z MSTIE LA R NG (ARSI + B 12584

L7= MSI ¥ Tld. MLH1 OV 0 —X—fElkDOATF NAVBEE 72 BRI 2/

BENDY, BIRDMHEZRHLORELHD 2, SBIEFIEAEIPLLIZO 2 T, MSI

A MEE ORI Y T TN —FICEBIT0T TRIT T 528 T, Bl A nEsin

ATREMEL B BT,

JRFEED microsatellite status BIIZA72H1% D adenoma DFEAEZRIZHOWTILN

TTHFZEN 2 #RdHV | Balleste 5., 725 NI Kang Hid, MSI BEE MSS BETZEEN/ NG

AR LT 4863 L2AL tubular adenoma, villous adenoma, tubulovillous adenoma 7% #

IR FITELD T 1 DELTHOMLTEY, serrated adenoma & X[ ZREIIL TN
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STz AW TIERIGRY — 7 22 OB AL TSI LIZEZ A,

KGN 2 1A L7~ tubular adenoma DO#EE A MSI BEEELEZL MSS BECH EIZ

ol EWIRE A SHZ LN T,

ARWFFEITISUNT, MSS BEDIZ I AT HRIGARV— 712U Tik, MSS DK

R FHIN LT 0 o7, 5E- T field cancerization DGt T~ Ofs 2 X Fd 5

L3 % 7~ Field cancerization DAIZ B L T BRI A ST L= G 03 V<D0 A,

Rosa HIZ, BFEMERIGIED APC B85 IR RAEFRDT 11 FEFNZEBW T, [BIEFHF0

5 10-20cm T ORI A BEELL | exon 15 Z %541 protein truncation test C APC

ZOHTLIZN, APC IR FERITI o7 LD 3T, 7212 LZOBFRIIE ISR

Yo T NVEIN DI BT R HY . £72 APC 12815 exon 15 UUSDEE FEIT

RTBLT | By —7 T AR EMORAIL TR A DL RPFAET D REMEL D

0, SHITH B epigenetic 0B R FAEEOZEN LN EITF WV EINR N, —

7#5 Ahearn Bt KGRV —7OREEZA 3 HIEF O SR EL. KEERV—7DRE

FEDIRNERIDOFF FokE L LeBg L € S Ye 8 TRl 72 APC/beta-cathenin score

(APC & B 7 =2 DFEBLZRD L) HMEMEAMIZHDZEZHEL T2 %, APC 1X Wnt &~

7T IGERICRE T L BT =R E L CED N RE R ST 503, RRLIZAPC

(3 B AT =2 Do REFHETET MRNICERLIZ p 17 =278 Wt FERYE{EF
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DERFZ EIZHIE L TR EEET D &, LoT APC \ZE BN ZHEIEF 72 APC

DA TH—HT B BT =TGRS T N 57-% , APC/beta-cathenin

score DIKEIF APC 28 B ML TWAEE 2 HILD %, 16> T, KRIGRY—7 DEEF

AT DIEBNE, RIBOE RIS APC ZRZEIL TWD ATREMEDS KIGARY — 7

DEEAEDRWERI LD @< T RIRIC adenoma FEAEDIY AT 2T 5 v RetEZ 1208

LTW5 o4

A BIDOBFIE TRV RIT, BAR A 5 T3 RARRER AR AT A6 TiEd

D, MSS FEIL MSS FEFRIEICR T A B0 DY AT 25 F G/ L TWD Al HEME

RS, BRI BRI ET 7200 Tl 7RI T OB N E ELL,

MSS FEHT% D TR R R R AESE B 72 &1 s I genetic $L<IX epigenetic 72

KREFTDHIRTPEONAREMENDH IR T, TOEFHRIED APC KR SLATF IV

b7 & DK RN Z MR R 725813, A RMTEZ BT DIC4 70 A

HRLBETHLEE DD,

AWFFEDIRFUL, ITHEIZBEL UL ETLSOIEFINERIS TER o To i Z T B

%o MR AN TR R EZH DL G 070t &SR DR A TRIEZ

B THRETLLEDPDY, —RINITBIEAT B 7 ROBIRR EDOE SR

AUTHTZD05, ABFTEII R AHEIIE THH Y IFITE DB 2 X bIRh o7z,
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A1 BORMEMSTEE DT 2 M6 D D356 . AR5 OMMRIE AR OBAEIC

LDOLSIEBIDBRIMIM ELIRDHEE A BNz, FIZRIGRY) —7 DRATALOZ K

(X, CSHEATA ICLDHEE THY 2o M PICKRIBEOREN N 2SN L THY 47

LG IERETIERWAREMEDR B D, HEREL TIEH N CCSEATH, HDWITIARY—7

BIBREIZ 7Yy 7 Ty —F% 7 LT ECCTR IR T 05D ITENFE T HNDLH, \WT

WO DR DOV R AL LR BT +57e A T+ —LRa v " E

TeXNR N BELL T2 D8 F 2 BTz, £, BREFIN RGN IXE R OCSEZIT %

ZEEREDLILTEY, R iZclean colonfZ (ZCSE ST HA L X —3 VX341 24/ [F]

THATZD, RV =T HOUNTEIFHE R 2 7 A SN TZCSHIFTEI D CSHhHH IR H

ZENTWEIGE | il RN D RetE D D, FEIRFIE R 2 FEAE LT RE B T 147

PINIZCSZSZ 1 TOFUL KRIGHE IS D HTORIBRIFZE CHoT-b Livin, £/

advanced adenoma?> [F] E SAVIIEBIX, JVELNA L Z—7 V)L TCSZ 2T TR

advanced adenomalZ72 AT EIFRIIVIZE LAV, JEBIOBIRIZHT-0D A2 X —

SO RVIEFNIBRIN 2R E T H2E T KRR O @ RNT 3 T 2 7 Al et

VIRV SYR

Tubulovillous/villous adenomalZ DV NTIIMSSEEE LL# U CMSIRE CERASE N H

BIZEWEWIFE R NELNTZ, BABDMSIEETLH], MSSEEToRIcEE F-T
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BY., 5B MR MER T AN H D, Fizserrated adenoma=° HE M K5 IZ D

WTHISZEBDOETNTIORENR DY | FEFHFHIR T ORI G LTI o T2, A HRIE

Bl AL B IO R L TIT T 20 B0 H 55 2 BTz, Hyperplastic

polyplZ DWW TIEARFUNZ BT A RIGR) — T 2IETARTA L CILE., SIREGDS

mm LA FOLOEEIZREL . A TL0 mm LA _EOSSA/PEDFE R )3 K 872

HOITUIRE MRS, EREdE ST, FERICERRYIZIZadenomal DRI H <2

P AXNRENREDBIZED  2VER] (BAEB106.2%., RV — 7 HIFRIEH] D

16.7%) CTHJFREALCV 7z, Hyperplastic polyplEiT4F Cldserrated adenoma® fij BEJ7

B THHEEZBLNDINT/2>TIRYTS IR ERbE E>TWD, LinLA

WFZETIESmmEL T Dhyperplasticl L HE SV TWD ATREMED BV | BIFRA T — 7L T

(I AT 2 G e ATREVED D,

A RO RB S FIZBEL T, MSS DI BV TIE, EGIZR) —7 R A0

VAT BB N & F-2 KRB 7-D tubular adenoma 73260 A HEME 2SI E VT

P —_ATUACS BATHZENHERR TEDEE BN,
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