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Lo BEAERIRE A
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HFERMEEFRTEAOETR HILENREOR R LFRER - BEBILNMA
&% (image-enhanced endoscopy) ¢.4% & % M 4L 4% (chromoendoscopy) ~ & ##1% 71 M 4L 4% (high-
definition endoscopy) * #% X M #.4% (magnifying endoscopy) * % #8 % 1% (narrow band imaging)
Fo05% &)% «z)f’ﬁ FA AN EE R B o H AR P g 4 0 4o B B2 % b $ 1% (autofluorescence
imaging) + & & (spectroscopy) + 3k #E £ & 4 #8 4 M 4% 4% (confocal Iaser endomicroscopy) »
K 5 B B BT & 37 4 (optical coherence tomography) ~ %a i M . 4% (endocytoscopy) ~ 4 T # 1%
(molecular imaging) % - & Hﬁ*%%ﬁi}ﬂ o RRTHESMAET ML T AT, NR
8 BRI BEMTENTE - > THROER LB BALBERGIER - RRED
BB R ML J%J% WL HIHATE  BRRRRR -

FAsEE - R/ 1%58{L iR ER (Image-enhanced endoscopy)
B E Wik 5 (Chromoendoscopy)
ZE4A5,1% (Narrow band imaging)

Bl S £—  NREDHN=ESR

, {E I3 (detection)
_ 18684 » —fifrmlREHE A M=l F 5 1) (high definition)
B NEESE B R B P A TS AEE - 5S¢ (autofluorescence)
5t 7 A R - B T P # (video endoscope) ’é?imﬁft% (chromoendoscopy)
fE 1990 (LRI - T BRI BIE L ﬁ%ﬁﬁm?”f)

P HiaitJ&@ 14 (characterization

D B FILFEHEI TR - lBEFI2 WA M (magnifying endoscopy)
BT K . G bry Rl th R R R - E gf@ﬁfgﬁggf’?”@%?p%) . "

N A 52 B A L S5 % [A] i $5% (virtual chromoendoscopy M7
FROERRERIREZAR o DI SE2 BH LN 48 52 14 (narrow band imaging, NBI) ~ flexible spectral
i LA = i A B —1& I i %8 (detection) imaging color enhancement(FICE) ~ i-scan

\/Ajj:
Fi it J&§ 14 (characterization) ~ 2z HifE 5852 [ (confi- H (spectroscopy)
rmation) - % gAY (R ) - Aol T Coormaton
FHEHLE AR B2 BT R R - — B P9 R RS 0 0 3 £ R B B 0 R 8% (confocal
BEREI /S - St s B 1) - laser endomicroscopy) ~ fflfiE AR E5% (endocytoscopy)

WA kBB WAUR : G RAH2525 G LB KM R BRI AA
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=2 1% 58 1t A TR % (Image-enhanced
endoscopy, IEE)

AT 53 Ry LAY TR s FEFiE (dye-based) B L2 ik
s FEREE (equipment-based) YRR AE 5 i °

— REAERORZGEIEARR - BIBaER
7% (Chromoendoscopy)

L v 2% BE A A2 D Y AL~ i AE HCE
 HEDEBE R BISUR DR » HES EER
R o GBI ¢
(—) B ECHR (Lugol's solution)

R B 38 - AT A IR B Ay R A4
(dysplasia) Bf (L, - AR R & A HEE - g
W R 2R 0 (H AR Bm A R A
I - 2 B B taRY & & 5 (Lugol voiding
lesion) o FCABURKES Frn » 7 U Be AR BR AR O K
HURFSErR - SR ARSI 20% 54 5245 (high grade
dysplasia, HGD) JHEiERIZET » (H 5 KBS Kild
kb2 - BITERA FIRIREE - B B
BAEE -

(=) 8 F#I (Indigo carmine)

TR A MR - T 2 B R TR B RE K
i - A B R KN B A 8 1) e
RILERE - 25 KT KIGEERm i E
1008 7 52 f 5 it 1% 53 136 2 K B T2 3R 1A il 5 AR
HERIGHE - PRS2 = e (adenoma)
Je SR FE i 25 IR I 98 (serrated adenoma)

R : KIZERIRMIARE (pit pattern) D3E°

KA R

EHIZRS o 2518 %OR}EE Y 5 i fi it (Cochrane
Database of Systematic Reviews) 1 887< {8134 Ak,
B4 B OB P 8 LR - (K G B R Y s
I (odds ratio) 1.6 o

H 7N Kudo Bl LA K a2 I 854 » KFK
& EL IR IR M BYRE (pit pattern) #7028 « LINEY Ly
FERERETE » Mg~ I~ IV EUR B - V) B R R
5 A J& (intramucosal) J&; B =8 35 I T Jg (superfi-
cial submucosal) &5 » k2 VB ZE 25 E T & (deep
submucosal) (¢ =)  —{EABUBFFREER - i
RALHE K 3 i B 72 B e e MR i i - HLOERE
PEE92% » BB IEHE R N EEI68% » I
% BTt S R ILRS R - PR SE B A
B ARG EENRE -

BRI R EEH - DAY iR k% 10
N HBEREY o SR LR A R RS &
GFEFEHERIY) P BLAEAE KIS S RERE Y Fr - B
AT RSB - (0 3R A i B 0 5 A O R e
83% » FFFME 5 91.3%" o SIS M th B
B RS A AR ENER27% - %
I LA S A B RERY FE A 3 (number needed to
treat) Fy 14.3% o 35[0 Bl R B B G (1945 5 | L4
i BRI EER - e KIB RN
SO OB ERY Y] A DU i - 2 TRy
e 010

EHA - P 85 88 Rl RS B0 B AL
HH I ERRe o

Sharma LLiE AL #E A 0 32 P i 8 (=0 P2 B

HwRER BRIMITERE =
FEMEFE IEH AR (BT AR RRIMT) | I
B AR (EARRRRIRIIRMT) I
fEsa L - R ETIREIRRM i NTE AT ES
FETEE /AR RIE B BRI s
I3 SR SUEHER TR M v
fEfRRTE: - et B EEST] Vit I SEYIER
A REEAIERIA Vy i GINEFFl

15 VAL 43 &V (irregular) Bz V(nonstructural) - V| 7] B8 F &5 I 74 g 9 (intramucosal cancer) B 138 25 i€ T J& 9% (superficial
submucosal cancer) ; Vy FIEE R ZEELE g (deep submucosal cancer) -
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5 & 3H (Barrett$ esophagus, BE) » %% # 2 F (L
#i (ridged) B 4% IR (villous) Hy BURE - 45 97%
Bl | 7 {b 4 (intestinal metaplasia) ; 2% Fy AR
S ~ HEERAYRIRE o HIJ1009%6 By A 12 -

(=) EBEEE (Methylene blue)

JFEFI A R ER R BNV B - B4 B R
YA MR BEL T 9Bk A WS+ R I AT s S A A
AN 2 A A ) Fr o B A Al
RERFERYT » BOREERE R  (HAl
JERIRER IS - AR TR BEYIER  - FR
BEATRES [ L AR LR (DNA) Y A LG
SERIUER Y - S E R R
(P9) B (Acetic acid)

A ARG R £ Y B - VTR 1R AT
EE R RER + FEEE Y o B R MY
RE - THHE IERYR BT AE o (o3 O 5 e AR 1Y
FBURKEE 5 95.5% » Ry F2 15 80% » HIHIEREy DK
IR 2575 1 -

— -~ DSt AERNRGE L RiRER
(—) S & 1 RIEAAIREE (High-definition and
magnifying endoscopy)

B T P B ) B 4T RS & O 14+ (charge-cou-
pled device, CCD) » ]2 BB sl B 3% -
fige 6 J T S RI2K B B ] e e by BE B BB (e R
IR G SRR WANESEITEC S 3 VNI  NV G
MRS » AR BAE B L5 5 R 15065 & B ToBER
0% =7 N | A1 [ VA - N T R v e
T A5 0 K s 85 LA HE KNG 5 0 T IS AL B g
HOEHIER © 45 25 ROK G 8k 2 g n—1Eis A5
HIEE A EHYE Y -

() BEE . EATR 5 (Virtual chromoendoscopy)

RN SAE NHGERTER] - HEES
B OVES TR B PRI RF D+ DRI ER AR H0S D (B T i
2 AR5 | (virtual chromoendoscopy) @ #5544
JBR A 85 Y H R AT PO U e R s - H
i PR R E A =« 22455218 (narrow band
imaging, NBI) ~ flexible spectral imaging color
enhancement (FICE) -~ i-scan » DIZE5EE 5 i b s
TR

ZER A ARG As IR BALE - dA2 (ks

' PR A BE 515 400-430 nm kz #% 51 525-555 nm - G
BOERDEIR HRETHE R IR » B R 2l
AT 34 R 5T P R 2R T DAL O U G - kol
ZEEIR ORI B R Y IS - TR R R R by
i - SO ME R IR » HE e B E
R S A e P A - R TR IR 12 -

ZEHE RS G E B Rl e BESEE FR
ik R S 98 (squamous cell carcinoma, SCC) » 2
B SRR BAME R Rt s, - GF A S8R BRI EY BH i
EIIRE - R AR GERAR S - FHSIME
BRI RIS o A TE S = b iy
fifike - WIAEHIES ~ 1B - IEIEESRYTEE - 5B
SHSAES ~ Bl - A RBUR S &
TEREE B R 1B EE ™ © Inoue 5 FH i A %2
S BB 5% L A FLZE N BN AE B (intrapapillary
capillary loops, IPCL) ZURE » & H 8558 ~ HEh ~
BRGNS R E TR SR - R
FL 28 U B o AN B HIMELAfE For BROTR A A (5
EIFHE AR T RI2BbE T L R) » R JE ) 5
A BN A AR+ T GHRAGIR - RS IRLE
(muscularis mucosa) 850 N g ; & IR
B e - R BRI NI Y - TGRS
AP Ry o BTN R A B TR A R e £ 7K S A e
SRR - S R (R TR S AR -

LR ARV BRI - DUEAR 8 Pa A [ s A
(Seattle protocol) » HJ%ERE 1-2 2253 Al SR R FE
WU R TTERERE ] - SR G 2ER
HII A% B SRR R AU RE ~ R AR Mm% -
A FHM SR A Y bRz kAR 5 AR R Eim ey
FEIRAVRE ~ ANHATIME ~ N IEFEIIE - v
TRV o0 S A e R IR 22 - —TERSHITSE - L
TR 7SR R S DR ST S MU i B e S ST R A
s OrbEt Y F - B EHRE—% - |
ZERRR QRN B Y B A - AR
%1 A AT IR 4 L2 o A AT
ZEBE s RS T v R SR A 0 T g O AR T
96% - f T Fy 94% » FEFUAHE R o KL
Sk BB BRI - ZESHR TR Ry I T AT R
fiir 5 (wide field red-flag technique) » 55 | i 1 %t
MR -

£ B & 38 3 i iR (gastroesophageal reflux
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disease) » ZE4H 2 G AT G/ INEEAR ~ L 14k 1Y
o~ BEAEAMINERERS - SCEIEEEMW
MBS (non-erosive reflux disease, NERD) i
JINFS B 2

ZE B L IR E B I N BE B 2 - R R
I BN E GRS - (BB R A B
A IR - BEARZEEEET 0 IEE AR
S B AIHRF TR R R (crypt) - DY fe [ e 551K
(honeycomb-like) #y |- iz T #(If1L & 8 (network of
subepithelial capillaries, SECN) ; [ & &0y £ R%
T ORLE 4 2 BUEREELIR (coil-shaped) - A F
R AbA: QI 2 83 5 AR AR AR AU Al A - R
IR NI TRIME - Yao 2 AR ImR2E /7
% 0 BIIMZE 2% 1 53 6 58 #6 (vessel plus surface
classification system) - 43{b I B HA B 38 H 2 57
f# (demarcation line) ~ {7 M SUMEMEHEL ~ A
Fd IR SR I YR8 ~ A AR R st i A 28
RE ALY R 9 A 2 B IR B AR
PRI 2 o SEFH IS - RS LI B e UK
J 55 95.0% - 4 B By 96.8%° - Kato HIjfifi Ffj =
{22 i (triad-based diagnosis) = fGHHZb BB 1
TR~ GUAH IS BB ~ R I 528 1k (hetero-
geneity) o #5FF e =Mt - 2B T B I BUR
JE§5592.9% » FFERE Ly 94.7% » BB FOEAR
1% o ARG BRI I R
fEA G2 TR B e T AR S A (e - TSR &
IR Bz - B I R e 2 B R Y
SR - RS AR OG- 2R E
Tt 5258 A e P I e AR B AH B R 1 P 2 ~ 28
FEAMTAE (celiac disease) £ o

i< hisbEEER2E - 22
HEEF R - AT~ #EA ~ RH
B0 - BRI HE AT - AR
T FI BT R B IERER ST - (AR SR L
LA FHEE » A7 PGB ot R A e e DR OE 5%
S BERALR BB R SR e & 7 - 242
SR AR E B A rh T IR A 8t - HAE
RIS R IR R E T TR R TR > -

MG 53 AT B 5 B BE B R R Y R B A
ZERR R G LR R R B LR IR SR A
B2 HEORAERE S IR o {E A IE b 8

[==] ’

KA R

8 o R IR R A IMAE B B R B - T2
BimG PRt B - 2HB ARG G
B B BRI AR Y RE (pit-like pattern) « #iE HIl 2 B
AFHRBO RGN E ~ IR BLAYIMLE 7341 ~ B2
BERIIRMIERAYRE - Dis g S KIG ST - e 22
ff FRIE R 2252 G B RN ST+ ¥R
10mm g% - F2 BN IR B RBURR R Ry 94% - Ry 52
T K5 89% o HUE A/ NE AT E R T YIRR e 2=
#E | (resect and discard) » A EFHIGE © AlHER
AR H 225N - (55 2ok -
& o b - 22 g 18 88 5 KNG B T 1
B BURKRE By 91.0%-92% » Ky 5214 Ky 82.6%-
83%%33 o JRELE G » AUHT GBS -
BEATHE S A S A IERE M -

S RIG E G - HATA B
W E2 B 43 %8 - f1Sano ~ Hiroshima » Showa %t o
H A Bl R SEAH R BIFR & /F [ #5 Colon Tumor NBI
Interest Group #& & £ fli /3 FH » &R — Y %2 4H
s AR BIRE K I ELIG IR 853 28 (NBI international
colorectal endoscopic classification, NICE classifi-
cation) - [Lb/SARERSABA LT - TAHHIME KRS ~ 3R
[ RESE = F oM - 55— AU Ry b AR Rl gt -
5 AR IR ~ RENREIA E SRR N - 2B
SR REERR I (R =) o MR AR
SRR EE - #R B RIER o LINICE 73
FER B » AT 5 RS R SR Ay EE - L IERE
S A IR B ~ RO R EREE - KK E
IR AR - B — R0
BB 2% (290 k2 190 851 » DAk %2 S8 B i
FmRES » N8 e B I B 2 e CATELIRI K G EL I
SR R 18 o

Flexible spectral imaging color enhancement
(FICE) » X f# ks optimal band imaging B¢ Fujinon
intelligent chromoendoscopy » NEEFHIEGES » 10
ERAIGE B MR R - N B e
e SIS o iR RGP A Y DGR I A LB K 2
BB AN E - DY TTRUR AT E B EH T E
FE e E HARIUSRIR - ol B REE RN 2GR
#% (blue laser imaging, BLI system) » ] [G]HF 78 R
ZESER G B e FICE M5 48 S B GHE A 1Y
TREL > TR RER I H AR - i-scan [RIRERER
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MR - M BREE - B2 B -
FICE B i-scan i 7R $i& =1 K i HL 1 2 A A9 2 31
SR {E ] IR R - W A R S e
HOE R R R % -

R APRIRAZ TN
— « B §&% Y 12 (Autofluorescence imaging,
AFI)

ARG P R 09 G I W% - AR R R O
(fluorophores) » ATFAEEIZ IRIZENS — £ % (nicoti-
namide adenine dinucleotide) - &= A IFMENS — A%
%4 (flavin adenine dinucleotide-hydrogen) ~ &
H H (collagen) % - & B R € I RIBCRAE
o MR B AR S A A R ARG E
WEBAREIERE - R 20 R®
514 (false-colored image) » B IFH# #k iy st H
Bt - Sl B RS & ot e G
RS~ I B R RO G AR 8T =
14 (endoscopic trimodal imaging, ETMI)% -

A b # — 158 = 1 FH e R B e B0
T e B AR A B R A R I R 53% FE m 2
90% - {HE{FsR5 1 =i 81% - PR L7252 5 Il {Fy
Bk AT 2 26%%° -

RIGHIESEH - Bt G m B A
1B 535 32% - {HZHORy/ MRS mm iy g A -
H f2s G G i A G B G R HIRE ST - Bilsg

SRR R B P T SR A B A 0 TR ST
FEREE Y - AN P4 - iscan
FICE ~ Jz i £ 5 B BE R A 8% (confocal laser
endomicroscopy, CLE) 22 & BRI RE T FE £ 5
H B CR R  B RE  RBURR S Ry 86.7% - {HLFF
S G 65.9%™ o [ B LR 5 FE A FME TS
fEE - [ T e o

#8458 % v HE = R R =R > F B TRk
Fo TRLIERL 55 (ARSI RS » Mk R Ry
2 TH - eLIFDERiRss - Bisst g E
ISR LSRR - BRI TR
K o R AT B I b A BT R IR R Y A e R T
I ST ENRAER S B RO LR T

— ~ YEFE (Spectroscopy)
EERETHF A SRR AR R B - REAR
SEWR % - DUSCES ~ MR~ BRET ~ SR
o= IR H B AR R AN FIRYERER - 2
BRI RS -
(—) B EL 8 5L (Elastic scattering Spectros-
copy)
FOEIR AR - Ot I e i
i (ANHHIRR ) A T RS - TR AT
BEHIR/N ~ CERRE ~ SRR - MR BUH
EEE M E I R R R E R R KB E
[

xR= : EEEBERABEBARSED B (NBI international colorectal endoscopic classification, NICE classification)36

HF—A HA HEA
Bt By St E B NG f 2T FH S A 15 5t 52 806 2 B G AR
5 ATREEBUE TR H sk
I RE - B IAGERNIES BN HARRIMEREC Ok AR il s R I s Y
i 2
ESEIENIES FHIEIA/ NG BEEC TR - B8 ORIEDE ~ EHREY ~ sy Al R A A
IR R BIRHITIRE H RS T - SRR I R
RSN A s 8 GEREIELT g #i7: (deep submucosal

cancer)

t H SRS T RE AR M (pit) R AR BE 109 L 7 (epithelium of the crypt opening)

§ 55 UL e th vy o3 25 (Vienna classification) FNEE3 ~ 4 ~ R ifg 51U - fEBRSEMIE » 58 IR A RES&E RAE
(low grade or high grade dysplasia) FfiJa o 1= 2248 7 22 Bl & AT (carcinoma-in-situ) B RhIEPA JE 7% (intramucosal carci-
noma) ; {HAE H ARSI R BNEAE » MIEEE RA - KAbEERhE R g (superficial submucosal cancer) theJEE

B2 AR AR
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24 297

%5 18, 2 ¥ (field carcinogenesis) iy B & 32
Ry » HH R Y B R g B 45 25 SR ] 2 ' T R 2K
FER S o SRE IR S - BEAAE AR
HEAL - (AT RECL 38 AR BRI B4 UL - Sk
A A i ek ] R A A R A W E
MR EE L T THIEIES 8 HAE AT 2 75 il
o HIREZEREE—PIMRESE - KDL
R Y 7 I P I i A SR B g o3 e+ RO
H G R RS ©° o
(Z) 52 FEE (Raman spectroscopy)

EL AR R AL AR Bl AR A A AE 1%
R FHEROIRE) 5 [FERE B S SO R AV IR
%+ AT ke &AL - H S A A
T o FhElT 2 ARG A B B R BERYERE -
H 32 R F5 A5 K B T A R A1 11 L AU
AL o RSO EE R T TE R O B R R Y SR
4~ BETRIESE -

(=) #YLFEE (Fluorescence spectroscopy)

JR BB B s G AH R o AHRR DU IR
HETR R - WARRCHE - SEEE TR E
iR R ARG - FE A RERFERL (optical finger-
print) - IR RBEREIIRIR Y -
= g &£ F 51 B8 #8 A if #5 (Confocal laser
endomicroscopy, CLE)

A MRV B B S M A R 2% - {5 FHARCRE
mHVESE - &—/NMLUIRSHEERIEE - KH
FHRRE] — W I Y i e 2 - R E A 18
A Z2 IR S ] S B HE K 22 1000 £5 1 K [ 52
& FOVEEY R HRE EE Y SR e A
Rorg 2 o i m] {5 FH 8 Y e I i soRE A A AL
Ko TR - B (integrated CLE, iCLE) ¢
#REH= (probe-based CLE, pCLE) it - Pygt=n]
FH TR B SRR FRAT T ~
SR - BREE R H R G SR R IIRE -
PREEAC R I B FLE A PREE » R R AR
FEHILIRE - WS G - BT K e A
ZRELIRE 04

—{E B FE 2 HhUL BRI - SEEEEE R S RN
A 85 ] FE e B2 B R R 2 e R A R
HEHIER o HAURE A m e B )1 D i8R Ky

KA R

34.2% » M LA SER 8 R 45.0% - FN L3R
R BT BABS A L B A 3G 22 75.8% - Al AT KA Y

BYIF B E *® - AT EHERR A
e S AR R - DU E 93 AT (per-le-
sion) F RELEK B2 s 68% » Ry S Ky 88% 3 UK
FEABEAR > FEREUR PG A Rk - &
N S R EREE - KERIKGE
WNERERRE TR EAE: - R ZE i R B SR
o~ HRAPTIREAR EEA ~ BE E Rk
FERVERESRAE I ~ MERSEpR S Y .
S R B RE R P B AT 5 AR N
ANEEE s T RLEE B - AR AT E Ry i B2 A (in
Vivo) SR EREZ BRI LB - RS R Eigg )
Wi~ TR NER « SRR RS -
B A8 4% - P DA e £ S BE G P i B
PR o SR B R AERE AR B 2 B - AN 2R
7 4= F [R T 5% #& (epidermal growth factor recep-
tor) IR R R AL By 70 T2 15 - tHAfSE
RUIREME RS - AEENE ~ MUK REDT ~ A
T~ B2 B iHss - nTae R ZE B IGEE)
jj}@&hﬁw’u o

\ R ZEERE R4 (Optical coherence tomog-
raphy, OCT)

fEALAMEZ B R IE R - ARG
NRAET R (B 2R AR R » PR E SR R R AR
e (2-D)se g - B F B ry B G - o]
IR AL B TR Y 3 B S 3 1 = HCRATT RE#Y
5-10 um - EESELEREAMEE (1 um) - (HZEEZE
JERGERI2-3 mm » EERFEE NG o AT G AR
#)) (Doppler) A% MR EGHT AR ME - WtE— 3%
JEHH =4 (3-D) 515 °° - 3D SLEA RN g i g
WFoE Ea R B E AR BEIIE R - (R R
TR RALLE AR o H TG R
TRV ALE R 38 TEREE AN - AR — i
Bt - TR RITREEEEIRIEN] -

7 ~ #REARER (Endocytoscopy)
DIEERIRERE - S8 - iERm

BN BB G TG - F/AeITHE

EHER - DAN- ZFRIEPHEZ RS (N-acetylcysteine)



HAGE RS R D B 139

EEREWE - FEDAFEREL ~ Afh4ER (crystal violet) »
FH 24 Ji4 B (toluidine blue) E 5L €, o Ay il 853 42 il
FAORAAERS - R ZBORE 140075 - SENS
HEPIRHAREE - A0 b RS RO Rr O ISR R
B CHEHRS ~ MlEE ~ A IMEIR ~ B L
Bil) ~ METIRE CA/N ~ B ~ 1Tl ) < - R
W] E FERE YY) B - OB BRI IR B AN A
RRREIZRE TT (AR~ ~ AR B B2 AR ) Bt
Rk (A0 R ~ ALK E) @ A A Ry oot
TEURIE - AR AL IR R U PR - DA REEE
QO AR DNA e 7

Inoue Y EMLAIFSE » (HHI B A BRI RET
FBCRR 55 5 83% » Ry FE 1 Ky 94% » 15 P FHIIE Ky
94% - BERYIEREM: Ry 82%° » [Al— BRI AHIT
TR SRR A S EL RS HE I > - HophRHTSe
JE IR B o 5 ~ MAP IR AT B R ~ %k
ANMHESE

78~ B F 1% (Molecular imaging)

DA W) $ 6 A R 2 PRt (probe) (40471
e ~ AR EMEAK ~ /[NBe DNA/RNA ~ K01
%) BERESNETEEHERS - REAERRK
T2~ M M 24 R K32 #E (vascular endo-
thelial growth factor receptor) %5 » F§ DLYGAR 2
EA G - TEEIEEE - W EPiUR 2
B » AT REFE HIHA FHE 73 F AT HE 16 9% (molecular
targeted therapy) iy SR & » 17 38 (7] & A {b B 7%
(personalized medicine) fvEE 55 %4 o

KNG B G IEERIEe » f6f FILEfEE 5
BT B+ B AR R A R R 32 e e s Y
R R Rl iy e ER et - nl4ES [BHEERY
YIF 2% o DAL BART RS Btk st - SRS
H G R S S TE TR UK Al TEEIE R B
jivaali

& am

T 2REE TR AR K - WillSiE B
S th R B - WS SR BB
TR > 2o B A Al A A RN - AR AR
AR e iR H 2 - HATEIN A E R 0L
—MSELLEDE N SRR A - R BEhE LA SH R

G B LR P S P BT L B R 1 - DE R A
£ YR~ ARSEYIE ~ BN - BRE
fef ot B LU W EMIAREE - MM
mgt ~ SR FIFRET Wi - 2B Hii
e - MARBERIEN - RRFTRERE 58
T 2 5 B i By T — 8 B L (all-in-one) #Y A il
Bi o TR YRR ke ZFE | (resect and discard) B,
Z W KB4 R | (diagnose-and-leave-in-place) 1456
W (EEFEE Bk o P B ERE
i B AL BB SR o HAF U S 2 5 5
florg e - IH L E RS IR RN %
TEEE KRR -
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The imaging technologies of gastrointestinal endoscopy have gained rapid advancement in recent years as
the need of early diagnosis. Image-enhanced endoscopy, including chromoendoscopy, high-definition endoscopy,
magnifying endoscopy, and narrow band imaging, are now applied in daily practice. The other emerging
technologies, such as autofluorescence imaging, spectroscopy, confocal laser endomicroscopy, optical coherence
tomography, endocytoscopy, and molecular imaging, are still under research setting. In the future, an “all-in-one”
endoscope integrated several technologies will be developed to accomplish complete diagnosis in one procedure.
The advance in molecular imaging will move forward the personalized medicine. The continued development of
imaging technology in endoscopy will attain perfection in the diagnosis of gastrointestinal diseases. (J Intern Med
Taiwan 2015; 26: 133-142)



