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NEC ARASIE TR LHAIZZA}

HHS ZAHA glo] AT &= Qlo], &9 THF A AKvirtual biopsy)', 7Hd B2l AKvirtual
histology)’, T+ 45}t A (optical biopsy) 52 €0]2 XA = 7% SHHDe Palma, 2009).

A Excitation B Ermissian

Hlumination (laser) and —
collection (detector) L_—::]
Dclected confocal system

Beamsplitter

Objective Len:

Tissue

J8 1.1 33 0139 fg

o=+

ZA: (&) Kantsevoy 5, 2009; (%) Jonkman 5, 2014

x4 glo]A AU Y AdAIGE Yel= (IE 1.1) Y LEZT} At} SR} Sz RAA| 2O
ot 32 GEshAY bt FFEES ol8ste] 24 U FgEH At spgtie] Wik
FAHexcitation)3Htt. ofof whE FFEA ) WiHemission)S F=3t F YRt S72] THE HesfA
Yok 9] 8 YRS 2= & UK YA, 2017).
55| AREo= FGEAR acriflavine (0.05% &4: A EE-8)7} fluorescein (10% €Y, 5~10 mL:
ZJHFARE)0] ULt Acriflavine =4 AFLS}o] ST} A2 4-S A5 0~100 m 2] A AT A 2o
735HA A&ttt BHA fluorescein M o5 Fof Ut FHTE 250 m AF A7 S
T A3, T2 A 22T BAE o] BESHA Hof Al ZdE A Tl ol ARtz
VFE B UK YA, 2017; het2eb7|UiA748ts] ESDA2], 2009).
3274 oA AH|UA Y FRE LA 1 WA 9] AARS(working channel)o]] #lo]A ZEHE
Ik Z2 B3 (probe- based CLE, pCLE)Z} A7 Aol Hlo|#] A7 7} 8= o Sli= WA
AAE(endoscope-based CLE, eCLE)°| tt. eCLEE <4291 YW Jst TH(serial en face
optical sections)& B3 HUES B2 =2 s E & TS 4= Ql=HHH pCLEE A=Y o Bl
imaging plane depth”7} %0} Q1o ¢ w2 A o]u] A& &R1g 4= Ut Goetz 5, 2011).
Light guide

Objective lens

Light guide

Cenfocal imaging window

T Airfwater nozzles

Auxiliary water
Jet charnel

Biopsy channel

I 1.2 S=H H0|X JA0|UA|Ze 7
Z4: (&) Goetz 5, 2011; (¥) Kantsevoy 5, 2009



AR Bk B2 WAAEARE 2020 HE A7) AJAste] o] F e AR 1Y, 37 A%
H7- Folo] Z7H519r). 5 AAI0 FolakE el AT AT 22 59 AR B ol
GE 1132, AE0] 900% 291 A AZUA A 49 20234 119 309 A4
Ymoz AR FAEE Hoke 4 gieic

HE 1.1 SRA0RU0M +dot= LAIZZEAIS Zi2 53 Tz S/

= 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
MEASIE LHAIZZANL-761, E7612)
SR} 2(H) 2,302,302 2,170,779 2,220,923 2,195,534 2,248,488
ZAR2HE)) 3,564,719 3,391,526 3,470,658 3,415,557 3,652,562
X2 ZoH(FE) 155,611,432 151,532,931 155,584,660 155,156,320 162,471,050
MEAS ZXH LHAIZHAKLI-761-1, E7612)
SN 27 66 66 70
e - 9 18 21 26
kb - 18 46 43 44
Eher=] - - 1 - -
o= - - 1 2 -
SNEH(3) - 37 125 135 147
CEEE - 18 35 42 52
e - 19 88 91 95
Helg - - 1 - -
Sl - - 1 2 -
T2 ZH(FY) - 3,195 7,563 7,767 8,534

A oz o8 /A AR 2 (A& 5

12 20 B 2 HASH 2

77 A EHeIAE S ERlet 2y, 2 Zleo] ANEe Aulel ot
2] ZO)OFZPHA (2]2FA) B7IAFE2 ol (I 1.2)¢ Zt}. diF 7171 202449 4842 FHold
gt o, 2YA = ARGEE 2FA|S] AFA F7PARE (B 1.3 AIXISHAH.
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EFHS(SE) A31090.42 (2) ESHIIMS | £0113-894 &
ESFIIUXL  2013-05-24 FAFISIAXL | 2024-04-11
HHH ElRED
AgEX ;%zf_E(Confocal) 20X AABIS 0|85t LHAIZLE HIY = Us Z& LIRS MEE et
- ot= 7|7|0]ct,
==9 Huggeoze L= GastroFlex UHD
ERHS(SE) A58020.03 (2) EF57IMS | £0111-246 5
S5571UXt  2011-02-23 FIAFIGIUXE | 2024-04-11
b o= et
ArgEx iox”.ffHCS'oﬁfﬁ 31:8 ||§I;A|;¢_@mr SHH AIREl= HUEHRTZHR HAZOR FAE 4 Q=
A RO MEE 0|0 =tot= 71710]C.
Z3: A EoREQHAA 2|27]7] MAYYT EHo]]
H 1.3 MEQFEOMA | 617tAL
HEY SEQYAOIEFAH0% 429 SERYMRILEE
ATCIE S01JA01 (fluorescein) Z2J|ZAC | 200511259
ssait SUXY, A 39 TlHE
HIO|O E U FHILO| A&T| ST
O-14% Ljoj Lt aHtato] SHpto| WS OIHOR BRE 4 QIrt
Heat H=89 YAt NET FAHY LIRS AMS ottt i
SESS = 1j5i0f 0.05U2I2/ES FARE S0 30-60% S2t0| $rES WIISILL

SBHMAIS P/ot04 0.1%0| LU 22 Z=AHO|LE S| AEFTIA,

IS

[SXe -

0121019

S 100=2E g

AHAZ AH|SHOF BI

L= o

36 22|18 7IE2= FO{olitt.

S AFOJREQPAA] QR ETYHAIAR, AMY 2024-07-15 (https://nedrug.mfds.go.kr/searchDrug)

1.2.2 S EASH

AR L B2
glom, FAZEY 9] Fol vlFe] BRE o (& 149 2o] WAIHe] Urk. i 1A

sz

WA AR 7 A S 7= A EIHARE 7oA A8 Foi= SA = o

2] oo

T2 AR AR (F 1.5)00 F stk
B 1.4 2723 2% 506301 48 22 S 348120254 18T

ER#s  3c =%

25 =5 - U7X [Es 2 AERIE
H2% dAtz - HA™ UAE, X 3 Mas
[LHAIZE]

L-761 E7611 AHEASI LHA|AAAL Esopagogastoduodenosocpy

L-761-1 E7612% HEASE TEH HAIZZEM

Lt-761-2  E7613* RS MIELAIZHAL

E4: AFEFFFA vl 20259 199, AFEFHANE 7



B 1.5 AZESYAZIHE DAES YA
HERIMS | L}-761-1 | HSEDIZE | E7612 Foloie | 20
HAB(EE) | dRAsk SEH UAIZHA HESHFE | 90%
AAB(SE) | @8 HB8UK | 2020-02-01
BEZH | BA=KR 1A H2020-45

AMEUE) Ak, 212 O[FGO0|Lt 2 FHO| = EHAY
o

I-AO-I t:ot:ltl_lil H:él E:I AH?-I 0|7(| 9.|-O|

o
7|E WAIZEA 2 Al, BXES(Working Channel)S Soff Z2HE Helot] ZHKE FU FAL
|.

Al A|HHEH —
SAISE St 2, 20|KE 1 Z2E7t XX 70| 7t=2 22{0|H SN QI3
FTHESH X * HA| S0i| 2t 7|E EH20| TME QATHE HE
2.757t = 410 HY| =1t OFK| HIE 0 Ak SQ101 et 71E R =R D2t HIg 0 A
FAR S 2 AH(ER M HEE) X 27|20 31610 LRI

e Ly 36 U501 20 01 U J01 1 ASAS SR8 WA NS S U
ZAIS| THEZ0] R Y A SO Bt OIE, HE20| B2 2Y30iS N8

A AFEALARE 7 Fo1A]

My

o
oot

1.2.3 39| 2 & AASH

5 71 ¥ v)= PYEF F=(current procedural terminology, CPT)Z AF-AS4 S|
WA AANES HEks] Aok I E= SR A] 94%ke ™, optical endomicroscopy A3 Al 28

7hset CPT I EE+= 43200, 43252, 88375, 0397T 5°| SRI=JTHIE 1.6).

H1.6 =2 28 A SHH o
7t 2R e

43206 Esophagoscopy, flextible, transoral; diagnostic, including collection of specimen(s) by
brusihg or washing, when performed with optical endomicroscopy

43252 Esophagogastroduoenoscopy, fextible, transoral; diagnostic, including collection of
specimen(s) by brusihg or washing, when performed with optical endomicroscopy

0= CPT , ; . - - :
88375 Optical endomicroscopic image(s), interpretation and report, real-time or referred,

each endoscopic session
(Do not report 88375 in conjuction with 43206, 43252, 0397T)

0397T Endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography (ERCP), with optical endomicroscopy

&4 current procedural terminology, cpt 2025

1.3 28 EY H &ol= Ad=ol=

Jm
rOII

1.3.1 AEEY
1.3.1.1 HEjMz|
AL FFO] tFE-2 oMdEgoln FEUEE Zet ofA|otol A= HEPAGT A ESYo], AFofA=
gt oFgolot, HEATA| LA F2 Ak A = F7H0, A=A esophageal

R84

adenocarcinoma) sHEAIE L 9]-Al % Aok sHESTHZIAE, 2016).

o] 7 &3



NEC AIRASIT BEH LIAIZZAL

HZIA & (Barrett's esophagus)= Y14 =72 QI5f| A/ :=0] HEJWAN 27 A5/ 2= S ==
Ao R, Ao AA o T A A It HIEIA| = O] FHHE2 1990 o|F Al F7FstaL =T,
H.pylori ZH9E 74 9 U FE2] 571 50] L YRICE AAHIL Lo HEo] ALjA] 7 9
BAAA 859 7M. FHE S7M0 &S tAE Ao=E AN HElA T gExpo] A 3
=g /dolHhigh-grade dysplasia) 2. 29] A7 FHESZ0.1% HAF=2 AA At FE, 2016).
-2 JRY T B L 5A Aol e Siewert w570l Jof Al 7HAE vETh 1382
-2 HEHEHE 1~5 cm A2 Woll Sl= f9FA=9] o, 132 9-4% HEH 1 cm 99
A =2 RE 2cm o] 9] Alo]of Q= oltt. P9 4% A=Ayt A & ol Aog BRdA
AAentct o] g@xt=dl, 2009¢ 7 g% v=rdA €3] (American Joint Committee on
Cancer, AJCC) A7#lA = 13 5 U5 X (epicenter)O] -A% HEH 5 cm ool A 2HA
Al £0 2 IHSh= 9= AU =, Scm oHof lE2he A =g JRISH| 22 3= Ade s
oAt A 7SS, 2010).

Classification Recommended surgical option(s)

Esophagus Siewert I Transthoradic esophagectony
+5¢cm Esophageal Ivor-Lewis esophagectomy + uppermiddle
invasion = 3cm  mediastinal ymphadenectommy
Extended proximal
+1cn Gastric invasion < transhiatal gastrectomy
e EG] " 1/3 stomach + lower mediastinal
Siewert 11
-Zem Esophageal lymphadenectory
invasion < 3 cm Extended total transhiatal
-5 em Gastric invasion 2 gastrectomy + lower
1/3 stomach mediasanal
lymphadenectomy

Stomach

Slewert 111 Extended total gastrectomy

e

DOI: 10,3748 wijg.v2E.i31 4299 Copyright £The Authar(s) 2032,

J2 1.3 Siewert 25
£X4: Zheng 5, 2022

A LFgo] Q== SHRlolA 71 71o] Eli= AR A A AR T S A, Al A,
._:_.0]2_,] %H .___4 X‘]_li J'B'E]‘_/'\_ 9}\_9_1:!:] ]71—?(—]__& _QJ—O]E]‘— Hﬂ}:ﬂ ] qlloH/ﬂ‘— Xﬂ?’ﬁ]jq- }\1];1'_,11_’3]-7(—] Etﬂ-
(cytologic smear)S A|YSF Aedo] T ¥H7|2A-S Yol WA 223K endoscopic

1 H
ultrasound, FUS), 7= Y of 5 g}o]

o]

= 5l 71EA WA (broncoscopy), S92 HHe}t FH 125
ko] A, A7 o] 59] Tk 3t §H AAFFEE Y (chest computed tomography, chest CT)
T} FAAETFSE Y (positron emission tomography-computed tomography, PET-CT), &4
O] Z7|1AH, A% o=, A= 34 1tk ol AR A molecular markers) AAF 5= 3T ¢
UK E, 2010).

A=A AARE S5l $-As] 27100 % 59| 427 g 45, dsk
52 50| WAsto] Wdet B+ 116—0% Alzote] ALt Uio}_/;/\ upAbA] 9l ot x| 2 S8 walst

1,
i‘ﬂ
i)
H1
0
i-(‘)_-:
o
o
2
o



ol

cRabA|E 2|27 A YECHIE, 2016). o1 B33 dysplasia) e A5t S vl =} 815 A9
2 AABARE A oS53t SRES Teislel A4stEs AnEle, A5 oldHFo R Aue

79 1410} 1~2202) 38 DA AAE A1 o 450] G402 ARl WAAA A% 59
A Aok ik, 15 o34 Fe] WaE %Tawwd%bﬂm REE EEERBARE
A7Azo] AMELHSoIA, 2019). WAAH 02 9 AP} ofel e AL 37] -2 Al T 712 7h)
59 Q05 8 A58 ATRIC], 4] A} IS 85 8, S o ] el
2. 40] sl X140 glo] glom BAA gt Sdo] A 444 STUAE, 2016).

1.3.2 ¢

1.3.2.1 HEejde

A ¥H(gastric adenocarcinoma) Hjoll A7 AT F O 7 AUF E= YJAUSolg e 2
Hoﬂt A%t 2jofl Huotgolut 530l A WA¥sl= 294 SHmesenchymal cancer)oll &oh= B

T2 ol lou, flofl WA¥sk= 2] 95% ol f1Ate]7] wiiZel 4 f1elet sk Y=
9]“]5}‘:}. AL 271 T X194 Qb o= eS|, 27 Y2 2 ed 7‘*019} FsHA et

= Fuehsol =3t Yelal(1d 1.4 285, IPAY AU 55 oV J&t Y22 Borrmann
ER(OH 1.4 )] meh F2AtH774E, 20106).

/ Type 0-1
Typel 1 ) ?uperﬁcial

and protruding

//////////// 1,11////)//// 77777 protruding type ZZZZZZrZIrr i Zi T T type
' Type 0-1la
- Type 2 : slightly
————— lcerative and  ZLLLIIIITIIZITITIZIZ. olevated type
; Type 0-11
localized type 2 .
YP! Type 0-IIb superficial Type 0, N
Superficial
ez flat type and flat type
. type
. Type 3 : ﬁ?— Type 0-Ilc
= 111c?rat1ve and slightly
infiltrative type ZZ depressed type

Type 0-1I
superficial
and excavated
type

. = Type 4 :
«— diffusel
A B e AL illuscly -~

JEI 1.4 0|OPO| Qo=

=TT

ZX4]: Japan Esophageal Society office, 2017

A2 ot mlZekg o] A=, 2948 AU A4 H9(atrophic gastritis)ZH WAL BA7F
ATHHAEE, 2010). T3 H1920] A9 G50l 23 7IRF A &= -9 #1501 714, B A=
AT ege] TR A5 A9 9o U AL AR AU A7} GFolA
T, WA o= eforl AUk Soto] et Eate] & W= = B4 Bt #1573 Ao
ASHE d5o= AE AduARTt & Ee dAER diAEe Ad¥ M (intestinal
metaplasia)©] YEFAL o= A7 42&%@Eﬁﬂiﬂﬂﬂt}. ol=fet A= o1FA
MZ(dysplastic cel)2t 3t Aol A5+ TAYSIEE A4 AT FAushdS f1oe] A
okl F2th&714, 2018).

FLl



NEC ARASIE TR LHAIZZA}

1.3.2.2 I Y Xz

4] AL b= WAIBAARF IR EE P <=(upper gastrointestinal series)® AT 4= 9117,
ZAHAE B et Br1AES ST FH HxEY 94 TR dole 55 CTEAR
vjelsid], mop, 717], 20 F80] e BO2 YAFEALF YARE LI AAE AFSSP|E Fe
2 ARPITRAAEAR Sk ko] 7P 7l AR, 9 Mot e Bl hE R BE 4
3 S}l ool Wl ZAZALE B 4 ok AHo] Sk A4 o4 ol gat

of

QT
Hut £ O] F woF HAY Hutyl W o] FAIE AbA|5] TET 4= Qlo] Y] At 2§ ERlof
TZo] It AE, 2016).

A Chronic atrophic gastritn (CAG] suspected on white light endoscopy
Eradacate H. pioi

1 Sydney protocol biopsies
Systematic endoscogy with image enhancement

Distal CAG !
"'"" Endoscopic grading of atrophy and intestinal metaplasia
with Sydiney protocol blogsies directed to aneas of GIM
- . .um

'
Famiy histzry ul
Mﬁﬁ:‘th Ufs-i'-‘ll-.iﬂi Rl canEr o

persistest
M pplor mbectinn

-
3 yearky endoscopst

t
survsillance | No sunveillance
[ ]

J% 1.5 = AsP|Untsts] ZH0|=21Q10f ME BhY fISd A WAIZH H|

£X4: Banks &, 2019

AARS EEA B A Ao, JZLE o7} ksl A9 flthal AR = dHl 435

Z21(:8%0] 2 cm o4l Z7]o]H FFo] THI=A] 93l HulEo] =9t EFH(L23E B= T 5
ARl A9 TSR 27] ol WAAA FAS 3 5 ok BeulE B 9ol
o = H

T-SFeta S SHOR AR 9 FEF gl AU 8ol ATt

ES RIS AN &S ol

1980 F4t /NI ARt ShiiAld(magnifying endoscopy) 71& WAIBHARLT
80-100H] o HAE ot =4 Fute] Fejet M 5 HH v|A|l-ERE oA Tk A
7Fs5HA okt o] & @Y G4, i-SCAN , Flexible spectral Imaging Color Enhancement (FICE)
59 o GAZTIHAIZ(EE FAESHHAE, image-enhanced endoscopy)®] 7HEE AL, 7]&9]
AW A (chromoendoscopy)S diAlsHY A4dollA] &&= tHJang, 2015).



R R L e o ‘ﬁl% o-"]'/\] 7= 73 gdHE 5 54 Eooﬂ PAE Fxol] B4
A E Ao eHTHgtASE7 A1 81s] ESDATS], 2009). =HHiollAlE 12A] A2008-405 014 B4 45}
ZIWAB A - F Y SHdal e ARt 49 g WA AA] &884E AMdsk= o=
A= o] ARG 131, 0] F 20109 Al =7 & E 741 E FY g WA A AKNarrow band
image magnifying endoscopy) 7} 7|&7|&2 A=A rH20109 A7AF 41977 |&H 73],
2010.8.27.).

o]& 2&HfUjA]d(super-magnifying endoscope)°] 7= o] S| mjA 522 et E/Jof| gt
AW (in vivo) A4 FAPL 7FssliFth. 2EHliAA o= &2 A8 7] B2 7149l 524
glo]A HuJA]A(Z2H 7|4k Cellvizio, Mauna Kea Technology, Paris, France; WA|7 YA %:
Pentax EC-3870CIFK®, Tokyo, Japan)® AlZWA]"dHAKendocytoscopy, Olympus Medical
Systems, Tokyo, Japan)7F 1ot B7HAIA 715 =Wl g0 SAE ARasifolA AR&she WAIBHAL
O] Al W H|-G AEE ol <F 1.7)° FEst3irh

H 1.7 S50 SHE SRk WAZZA T3 2=7|E9 TA| L HIE FE

7I=8 EFHS(RE) =05 HEUxt SU7txIEe  T=HIEH
AEASLR L}-761 - N 69,6702(2H)
TR (E7611) = 744298 0ad0nEe)
L}-761-1 A 119,4202(2/2)
Je = 0 —09— = ,
(E7612) MES0 90% 2020-02-01 1,275.847 103.600(=<)
X HHMSE (MUY Ak, 919 0] H0ILt & FHO| oy E= At
AE=H) oy HH ZE 3 43 x| =20l
X MR QIgAR
LHZE 1) REEXO=R SXIE HIEIAE(Barrett's esophagus) EHAe] FHEUE = 01
Jg_lfl_iﬂmd MZ=0| 9JAIE|0f IXI?-IM- Q|x|9| 21010| WQBH A
2 HAIBZAM 2) Yeask LH*I’*’*M@ Y o HHO| U XI"*A% AAHOL; HAZE L}
7t 2 E0[AL S0 GHE L ZXHAL RIS MRI5H0F of= F?
Lf. QIESIe 1) HIEIAEO F2 1 13 '8
7 .

2) 4717t 2000 aliotis
LI761 AHEASIEH LHA|ZZIAF, L
ARASE MEWAZEAL 5 £

A 1B A

o
rx
ox
o
IE

1 A 2R WA|ZZAL LH761-2
tX| O|&2] HAE SAI0f HAISt d20= =H

L}-761-2 o o N 88,1503(2 &)

X ANSE (NS 219 0[S0 2 HHO| SYEl= B, A=9] 0[FAOILT o
A 510] Ol SIX(E, BEEU AL SIX{E Ao
(M2 o] oA Bt 2 AlLZO| THIH M| HLOtE 24

o=, 1

YN

AMHA ST
MBI | 7 HSS  ASASIE LIAZZALA AL AIES| O/SISOIE 21 01 MERIMES Hi2)o) 2]
= 0f ZAIZINE Aol 2D S H0]Lt S ElAlsio) OfE0iS U Zxizin 93]

£ M2ielstof ot= 3%

So 13 01

L7671 SSASRE LHAIZHAL L7611 Y54k
JEAek AIELHAP‘%—W S F /M Olde] BME
A 1SR A

L.
C.

Iz e
ox oA
O Mot
oE 4>

ZEA LYA|ZAAL LI761-2
%Aloﬂ HAlgt 40= =H

HEAEARILA] A2023-288%)
S AFEIHAPE7HE FHolA], B EA YA 7HE-7 P E(24. 7. 15 HA)
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0;

1.3.4 =L 2x} 2ig

A1 0] obA] ARPE(KCD FE C15)9] = AF 4= 20234 7|& 19F 24 0] 1, 919] o4 ARBE(C16)S
2023 7|5 169k0] o2 SRIETHI 1.8). A=) At =9l viglA =(C22.7)2] = At
= 20234 715 1,5009 ©, L] AL HEHQl v S HH(C29.49)2 307t Hog

= 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
A|of oby MME(C15)
SRt (F) 10,600 11,004 11,524 11,824 12,759
b e ta) 145,181 145,498 155,120 157,478 190,013
QUFTOH[SZAH(HY) 99,523,482 98,393,818 102,452,889 100,177,657 122,486,835
22| oty AE=(C16)
SR () 160,908 157,144 159,560 159,149 164,267
AT 14(2) 1,091,103 1,046,213 1,075,549 1,051,272 1,142,004
R%Famﬂlgé"#(ﬁ%) 554,593,944 531,490,511 561,549,161 527,213,661 626,175,257

L
_>AJ_‘4
fw
)
1o
fl
_{lI

ole g A ~E- A3 AR R (R AD)EA

= 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
HIIAI=(K22.7)

(%) 1,714 1,651 1,584 1,562 1,577
T () 4,204 4,169 3,977 3,763 3,845
QUFOHIEZTH(HEHY) 274,366 365,823 274,333 247,187 274,970
o Y=Y AG(K29.4)

SR () 207,437 212,420 262,527 294,500 312,055
7 H() 298,162 306,110 378,505 408,136 428,041

QUTOHIZEM(HY) 16030655  17.509389 23006216  27.900499 29,884,916
Z4: 20| 2ol o|E A AT A R A B AT A5 A

10



1.4 23 Wit 3 L Q| YTz X|E

1.4.1 DIPA(CHSEASI7|LHA|Zd8t8] EDSETES], 2009)

7} sshae] 220512 T2 o|shotil B2 WA AUAE AlgekA AAREOR Yop 24 2742
soft 4= gle}. £5 0] A9 SRAE AF4To] BAjolAAY BEste B4 AR
ARe7] 8] 59) 2APALE Agehot], B2 Bl AAAL B9 ulElo] o] sl Bolol

27 % (goblet cel)E Hohwl AIgto] =go] @ 4 itk
o, 71 FelPAE FHE0E HUslE7iA] BASH W PoRaa 248 Hupe] ebAd 3 5
9131, 2 glo]o] ARO. HaKETH BT 4 PR AL GIck A FPA, u5PY HAS sk
Aol G-83ht o= S WK Bl WAV} k. B4 B2 AolhAEL g A, vl =
9 o4, 7] A T 24 AL I 271, WelstelE Sl ol 989 S0 By
9l gelepy, ulA| By, BEATAEY o A o

rir

1.4.2 YTz X|H

ofg] YYREAZNA T A B A D Ao ARG WAEAAE U5 323
AUUHAIE(CLE) 5 F454371Hs 83 HARE Aastitt #4287 |WA4 82l (European
Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, ESGE), 8 &&|Z8te 9 u]&E A I5(Buropean
Helicobacter and Microbiota Study Group, EHMSG), 8 ®W2|8+s](Buropean Society of
Pathology, ESP), 2257 ASI7| WA E 3] (Sociedade Portuguesa de Endoscopia Digestiva,
SPED)ollA] 71t 9] A1 9] 29t L] #]of et o] =2R1(2019)04 = 19 At ¥ E —71:7]
APBE B 0] ATk Q&) sl YA A Q] Ths AR H T A A AL 0] 851 Tt YA A ] AL8-S
A5 ot CLES 23Rt 2|2 /i WAES @A Adeiolxdes daelxe 3714 A=
AarstA] Qe Pimentel-Nunes 5, 2019).

nl= 287 |WAIH @3] (American Society for Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, ASGE)ollA #3135t
vRlA] & O] A¥(screening) ¥ ZAl(surveillance)ol] 33t 7Fo] =2H1(2019)001 A= B4 & 2ERJof| A

o dofl thzt ZAl(surveillance) R BHZ 915l 524 FlolA] Au|UiAF 2] 714 AMg-2 HalsHA|
UUTHAL AL AR, TAQ 5 B). WG YAIHS o835t F2H9] 223 A}E CLES]
Zd-g(diagnostic yield)= B 23t 43H 2] F29ul /AT E A-Hrandomized controlled trial,
RCT)ONA o] Q] Afd 9 A& F7H&0] 09]3}71] A goren 17te] X g & ARgat
=2 %7 & Trt @ FETH= Hoj|A B1E G o]R] 9ty wets}e) 7] wiEo]tHQumseya 5, 2019).

9 FHAIFE3](European Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, ESGE)olA] &7HsH
HEIA 12 O A7 4] ] 71o] E8kR1(2017)2 BFEIA 0] A|H A ZHATE fl8f] Asld2] A7 o]
AaEA g MAWAIE (chromoendoscopy),  AF7FE33 WA (autofluorescence endoscopy),
2 AnUAAE Y 5718 AR HIL5HA] ATt Weusten &, 2017).

11



AR 23k AAA 53 72 5312 2] 9J510] PubMed 2 T-Zol A THEIE 5318 27 A
A3 100] B AAA 2HE 9 vEREA 2E-& elsklrt

1.5.1 40| 01 I oy

Xiong 5(2018)2 HREIAZ ZAoJA 5H o|F/dS(high-grade dysplasia)@t A=A
(esophageal adenocarcinoma, EAC)Z 233 AAES Xds7] gt A A HAIG(NBI) HARR
524 glo1A @RUAIFE(CLE)S] 7 &} A ed S vl wokeitt. 5HY| A5 #4323
B S7HEAES 5.6-37.5%C1 2, 4H-E o2 Bt g2 19.3% (95% CI 0.05-0.33)°] ATt
YS9 H¢ CLEE BT 72.3% (95% CI 0.66-0.78), e&5°l: 83.8% (95% CI
0.82-0.85), B&Y/3-H] 4.70 (95% CI 2.62-8.43), BF=/4-9-=H] 0.30 (95% CI1 0.17-0.52),
AUC 0.90°]%1, NBIi&= &A= 62.8% (95% CI 0.56-0.69), T&=°]l= 85.3% (95% CI
0.84-0.87), BHF/IF-ZH] 4.73 (95% CI 4.09-5.46), B-/39-%=H] 0.32 (95% C10.13-0.81),
AUC 0.91°]31tt. o]ofl CLEZ} NBIE 7251 2 A9 48E, 5+ °|84%5, EAC ¥ ¥dE
= UER oW, CLEZ} NBIE T AA8E9] W0l A S-43tA] wstr] A= 5% SAPd #40]
Zasiotar AAIskeiT.

)= 2817 WA 8HS](ASGE) 714 919%](2016)°14+= BIEIA 0] WA B A ZAI1E 915 AAIRE B4
B2 A1 1819 A4 T3t Tsto] 7RR| Q)= ALY 7]&2] B 9 F3H(Preservation and
Incorporation of Valuable Endoscopic Innovations, PIVI) OJYAEJEOA AAJSE 7]50]
AAAE BHrIololtt. B7Hd d471e2 MAaUAF(chromoendoscopy), BHIWAIES
ol g3t MAWAIA(+ AFELHIA7H(autofluorescence imaging, AFID), 3x3d dlo]
AUHAF(CLE) 2.2 & 258 AEste] £415H{th. CLES] g =g HAIRt 52 HEREA]
A= 90.4% (95% CI 75.7-96.6), FHE01= 89.9% (95% CI 83.8-93.9), /5= 96.2%
(95% C193.1-97.9)°131tt. ARFE 0 2 <% Q1o AlYFS ol 9] 7|&=2 ASGE PIVIOA] A7t
UAZo] HAstug, vlo|g/ HIZlA| L x| o|FA WA fIgk A4 7129 72 B3
DREZZ tjAlste] ojet T2 WHE JA7IHE o8ttt mAPH ARRS AA[RIHL
A Aot tH Thosani 5, 2016).

Gupta 5(2014)-Z HIEIA = SRRlofl A 115+ 0|3 4S(HGD)Z A= AHEACKS TAshe X4
52 B7lottt. & 8H(pCLE 54, eCLE 3%H)& w4351 A3t W BAol4 HGD/EACE Yaoh=
A= SR 68% (95% CI 64-73), TE5°1%: 88% (95% CI 87-89), EHF/I-F=H] 6.56
(95% CI13.6-11.9), B3-243-9-=1] 0.24 (95% CI 0.09-0.63), AUC 0.9509°]ct. ZApE Hajof A
A= S E 86% (95% CI 74-94), FH5C1%: 83% (95% CI 77-88), S4F/d-+=H] 5.61
(95% CI 2.00-15.69), 58249%=H4] 0.21 (95% CI 0.08-0.59), AUC 0.9176°] 4t}

|

¢

ol

12



1.5.2 12| 0/34 % oy

Canakis 5(2022)2 9IoH& otz 28 7|9k F27 #o|A duHAIE(pCLE)Y At 5=
715 & 7HY| A7 ZHELAL, o] F v }OWO} =7HoIA 3 A3 I‘J(‘”E 39, 5=
29, 3=t 19). BAZET 91 I A S = SRYIAE 87.9% (95% CI 81.4-92.4), %ﬁ—‘i«ﬂ
96.5% (95% CI 91.5-98.0), & AFEE 94.7% (95% CI 89.5-97.4)°]311L, o]°]l pCLES] =
Agehd oz Qlsh 1t o4 o] F7HE A3 AARE Ado] F-83HA| A2 4= UTtaL AA[SHA E‘r

Bai 5(2017)2 9=A4] YU (gastric atrophy, GA)T} 9 AAMT 3HY(gastric intestinal metaplasia,
GIM)= Xtet= 324 oA dr|A(CLE)S] H/d6-S H7I5tth pCLES ARSRHEH 34,
eCLEE ARESH 23 7HO & 10H9] A5 24 23, 9S4 f9S Adohe Adgee+=
B 88% (95% CI 85-90%), BAEC]% 98% (95% CI 98-98%), B3 X =H] 330.85 (95%
CI 100.34-1090.87), 53 AUC 0.94910]3it}. 9] A shAge ﬂ%}—é A ee = S
93% (95% CI 91-94%), T&E5°I%= 98% (95% CI 98-98%), B3 Tk =H] 439.97 (95% CI
171.56-1128.31), SROC 2—*&.94 AUC 0.981231t. ]9 CLEY] i—f% AP0 2 <l 9154
ANF 9 gAY 271X kS {1t oA HAIBAAR F-85HA AR = AUTHAL A5
Zhang 5(2017)2 {19 AL H¥HS sk 324 dlolA drWAIF(CLE)Y 293 7HA&
Z78130tt PRl tid o & Sh= 23O A7t AAH AL, o] F 482 pCLES, 1982 eCLES
o] 85tHtt. B4} fI¥H(gastric cancer, GC) AT FLE= SAUALE 91% (95% CI 88-94),
E3FE0]| = 99% (95% CI 99-99), AUC 0.95130]31tt. 9] AArm| sl (gastric intestinal metaplasia,
GIM)Z Aot IS ST 92% (95% CI 90-94), FHECIE 97% (95% CI 96-98),
AUC 0.9774°143, 9 AT W gastric intraepithelial neoplasia, GIN) AHH S E = ST E
81% (95% CI 75-85), BE°|T 98% (95% CI 97-98), AUC 0.9204%t}. olo] CLEQ] &2
g o & Qs GC, GIM, GIN H# Zho] {-83F A WA o2 AR 4= Qo tE
e J4471E53 CLEY 34 Fad 2 HEaIHdS Blashe A7 283 Agsisith

o Hl

11°l'

l

1.6 7IE 2=71287t

1.6.1 =L 2|78t

F27 o4 FFIHAAL 20119 Heo® ‘may sue] g2 dolA @n
Yo APk B7H L HojAn 2ASH AAS VJE0R T WPE LS
AePgebo] Wold AEEA U SN, HEANRAY) SRS IFTUT A7) o Bad
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FE C, 71EERF AR 1-a, A% [-b)E B7FArHEAEA] S, 2018).

1.6.2 29| 2=7|=H7t

o=+ A5} WA17E 75| (Society of American Gastrointestinal and Endoscopic Surgeons,
SAGES)?Q] 71& ¥ 7FX|H 7} Y¥3](Technology and Value Assessment Committee, TAVAC)°l A+
20184 YAJH 02 AR E T Qls X2 H 7|HEe] 32 A|WAIG(pCLE)] Cellvizio (Mauna Kea
Technologies, Paris, France)?] QFAAT} a3H41-S B715199TH2021E B7FGA] eCLE= YA 07
AREEA] Z)(Al-Mansour 5, 2021).

b 3§ A Had 5282 = 2 A 0] digt iR HE-2. 2, fluorescein sodium HHFARE
LA ARERLE 2,272 9] Aol A SR FARE-2 H 1R X] ghgtom 1.4%0f4 AHE 59 Zn|gt
FA-go] HaEQict. o]of] CLE= #-%- QF-gt 7|&ol2tal B7lskairt.

B Ao g §3dES H71st 23} pCLEE 7129 T2 EE(standard screening protocol)
T} "4 o]F A vEEIA E(dysplastic Barrett's esophagus), $ A3 W (gastric intraepithelial
neoplasia) ¥ 7] 9%, BS54 4 A BAE o|FAJ2] WaEo] o w2 Ao = YTt E3
pCLE= 1% €5, 253t &3 HZKindeterminate biliary stricture), %34 B (pancreatic
cystic lesion)2] T8 9 5530] T2-2 F= AL R IRIEQITh o|E 2R, pCLE= T 93T
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NEC AIRASIT BEH LIAIZZAL

H 2.1 PICROTS-SD MEUE

CHA 2Kt - ME0| 0|F 0Lt Y HH oy At
(Patients) - 219 0|M0|Lt 2o HH oA BiX}
=xHA
SHiad - MEASE DR UAZZA
(Index test)
- HW AP} Q= B2
H| ZA} - AEA S LHA|HZHAKEsophagogastroduodenoscopy) (+ SASZHle)
(Comparators) - JRAs HZUAIZHA(Endocytoscopy) (+ FES L)
- REXIC ™ XA
ke
SREEBN e 2wz
(Reference Standard)
FE g 1AL T SHH= O] HAIR(=S =
At ===
- ZFOX|H: MHHEY
(OutcomeS) OE!)(\DFI_‘! - 0|x I B /3K =7} 81742 o|@2Zdp O|X = HSHRXRIAAL MOZ SEAL
;—ll_)\.l |XI-X|J-L OI_/|_X|. _I_7|' =21, —lEEJ—l'O'” |X|: O%t(+—|cl I- (o)) % (=]
243 MZZIA E)
oood (=)
EXET|ZHTime) H|gtotX| 22
QlAt MEl(Setting) HSHoIX g
OIS34Study Design)  H[SHSHK| 28

1.3 A7dM

1.3.1 ¢

=2] gloleHo] A= A THIE Al 38 AU O T V2 E = Hlo|EH|o] AR Ovid ZHEFNA]
Ovid-Medline(R), Ovid-EMBASE % EBM Reviews - Cochrane Central Register of Controlled
Trials EHSIGITHIE 2.2). A0k Ovid- MedlineolH AREE 780l 2 /2.0 2 7} 2}z.lo] E4o
9| 7951992 ™ Medical Subject Headings (MeSH) term, =24}, Aot AA 5] M7 5
4] &gotrt. HE AL 20244 109 16Y =2 FAIK QI A2 2 A A= [ 3]0
A ASFAT

B 2.2 =2| HXt HIO|E{H|0] A

29| 23 MY URL F&

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed Citations
and Ovid MEDLINE(R)

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

EBM Reviews - Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
1.3.2 LY
= U] glo]EH|o] A= o o] 37 M7 o]-8-5te] ST 2.3). 25 A Y2 2024 1049
160 PAIHS) AuAe 8 Ak (55 3jo] skt T Aag 24 A 7o) Aol

AR 4 S 710 2 S el bt ] o A elsh Qe Holeolso] 2ol
25 5ok 71451510l AFglgict. Fuf 2} elofefilo]20] 4 gio] B U FE-S TSk
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H 2.3 =LY FXt HIO|E{H|0] A

2 23 Hae URL &
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
Sh=20|5H=2H|0|EfH| 0| A(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
St RSEEHER(RISS) http://www.riss.kr/

1.4 A543

AT AN BE AT el F Po] AEA} EPHoR sPstsct. 13 A A
oA AB3 228 7 B0l 2 B7he] A0 Teldo] girk Hekel A AL, 2%
A A IOl 22ol4 WaksA] R o] AES AEsto] Ao] 3 AT 41 7120
U QS ARl ol BUATL S A9 A 34 AR U 491995] Sols B4 O AUAS ol2rs
shoict. TRl Ao) Ael dl uA) 718 (3 2.4)9} 2t

H 2.4 A719| ME 2L HIR|VIE

MEH7|1Z(inclusion criteria) HHRI7|Z(exclusion criteria)
~ o172 T 947} Ofd ARASZAT EE HANA)
- X7t ot AHEHY, letter, comment §)

- Al L 90| 0[SH0ILE 24 B NSNS O - 20| £ YOI SREX 942 25
3t 17 - SMBH(ES0H WHE A7, Sl J|HEIN 5
- MRS BEY LNZZAIS 285 o peer-reviews 7HxIX| 222 3)
- N0l i3t A ShEote o - 912 & 27
- 5% SpE 28 Y} S250, 208 2nNE
= SYst ot

A E 70 vEHE H7k= Quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies-2
(QUADAS-2)E AR&sto] T o] HEAPF =32 0 & A|¥stgitt. QUADAS-2+= YAt Ato] thet
N8 FEo| e Hrlsl] Yot =2, SR (patient selection), A1 AAKindex test), 21 HFE
HAAHKreference standard), 721843} A& (flow and timing)2] Y] 714 8 J o7 LA =0 it
el ] B 0] SA0) et 2o Al 7R, MBI 2 % 840] et S-ele]
tisto] BrFstleH(EREot 5, 2014).

1.6 XI2x&

Aol ol At A S B831] 3 2] AL SHH 0 2 AR o] et AT g el
T2 3 e gEAVH B A0S AESH, T dEAVH=0kS 59 A UAS o) Ssterh

AmF2ol ZIE F8 W82 A7 ditd EQEHRIE, AR, A7 =7% A7-EA15), A7l
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NEC AMSASIT TR LYA|ZIZA}

A, AL, D22 D FTEEAN, BIA IR, X 24 ol gt F40) %Y
dhgte] 7k AT AR AR S0k o7t Sl A9, 4SS Aol Bl EahE oA 52
223190k AR 8L 183 110 AN stAc

1.7 XI=ghd

X

FE3 A7) tiof] AHFEAY X ;o] 49 AEet 9] thIARE FEste] W E(sensitivity),
Eo]X(specificity), A5t H A (area under the curve, AUC)S A-EE A 2|5ttt A2 E4o]
7FsS AS- ASA B ol&Rt HIEREA S Aste] B YR, B B0k, B} AUCE £
™ (forest plot), summary receiver operating characteristic (SROC) =413} A4 A A|5FA L.
SF Aol A o] F57-2] Bl tish A S-S B B 1S A, wlEHEA o] 23 A+ 5 oot
B gt B thet 2akE ebdel Zokskaitt.

SHH ERoA AGHEE I 2x28E BI5HA] 1l Y (WAL, Bolk 5)2 A Bl
3%, ol B O & 3R} 5 Alibsto] 2 x2#-E F/dskal HEREA5FI T HlEREA2 STATA 17
H 3% R 4.2.2 ¥ o] 85IH:

B 25 9=7|eME7t HUSE HA

HISE Ay
st Wit 27|59 YN gL gk S9 247t 261, 012 SYHCZ HES
(Recommended) A1} Sixl A MEOAM ST Q=7 &2 AES Bl
ofotH HuEt 9 ANH MM

tthef Olz7|E9] (X gt gty 52| 2717t Hlu/|s OiH| STHY 2= OfotALt
tot0d, M e UM oY A=7|59| Mt AlgS et

(Weakly recommended) | &
HDGHK| o2 WIICHAL 92 7]40] QA OEHMIt BTM Sof IS YO HES A, X ey
(not recommended) | &&0iM siE Q27|&9 MBS HIGHK| 248

I T 27150 QAN OFIK EE BT SO St 2747t S261K Q0L B oy
oo A=OIN sl 227|159 AR et H1SSS ZHE 4 93
o] &N obx| B 2R S0| YUOH, X7} ALt Ho]

) X 7} BEE5 AJQ2E o7 Z4D
recommendation) = *E&L P A 2o

=
El7t 2ot 220 ol = A = US
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HE 7S 2] %ﬂﬁﬂ 5.1‘419] 7‘*7\}11] JEHo| 2 9 7| 8A S B-g-5to] AAHE A7 F

2,349%0) A3} 288 AEslo] W/ FAG} AT Qs 234WE A5, olo] thef WS AET
% AATE 7)20] e AL 714 % 338 At 1 8710 2 A4 BEEE WA
A5 FRIBLe] (17 3. 190 A5 140, 2 Aol B2 e ARy dupyl 0 Sxe0

[F= 510 ZbA13] 71&3 it & HgolA siAlE A= [EH 2]ol 713t

["O

_

29| DB 2 DB
+ MEDLINE €n=660} * Kmbase (n=48}
+ EMBASE (n=2,106) * Korealed (n=51}
+ Cochrane (n=57}) + RISS (n=58}
[ l Reference removed (=631}
»| + Duplicates identified by Endnote (n=410)
I « Duplicates identified manually =221}
| 12 st ey 28 (02349 |
! »| K53 £2 U £ WHE 28 4 (=2.115)
| 22 detin ey 28 (0-239) |
= ZE £ HHE 28 == (h=201)
SEHE L HYULAE (h=11)

o=

HE7} ot 2E A, letter ) (n=12)

BMEH (n=111)

§i=0] 4 Ho2 SHLX| Y2 28 (n=0)

Az, 219 0|20} LY AHERE HEeR
8HX 2 28l (n=7}

+ S2FE UWAZAME Sl 92 28 (n=42)

- HIBA?L 2HEIX] 942 28n=1)

- EEE AR ot 014 206 B2 2E (h=9)
+ A= g 27} (p=3)

r + Z%E0E 2 =1}

i3 d¥EH (n=33) | * case report, case series (n=4)

L
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NEC AMSASIT TR LYA|ZIZA}

Y= H= 23, =Y, G, AR 28, TR|AL g, AVHE, B, o[gE|of, upr|Agt 2 1Ho |l

Al&0] o] dolut o M Q4SS tI o= Sk A7t 151, §19] A 16HolloH, 2HE
A9} 915 W TS ARASHE HH oASRE o= SIlt. tiidA = 14~3567, AA
= 20~87471 H LTt
FSAAAR] T2d WAIZAAR] Z2HE= B2 Mauna Kea TechnologiesAte] Cellvizio
7171901, 71 WA AAE @Asg WA (white-light endoscopy, WLE) 323 WA
nT2HE Yol HAE 3t AUt vl 1 9] 10HoAE EUIANBD, 2HOA
71838/ HAutofluorescence imaging, AFI), 2Hof|A FICE 59 454 H= F7HCE
ARESFRIT
H| WAL s o], A0 o]/ E= oMy HHHo] QA E= EARE o= g AtollAl= 5HOlA
£ WAIZ3AARR} pCLES] g e/dS Bl w53 o™, 3HfA 252 A Al3¥e 22 4ARE pCLE
A2 Blusioitt. ¢ WS o E o AolA= 43| o2 WA AR pCLES
WAL, 3HL2 FFRIT A FA AR H|wE 8Y5{Th. 2} A= pCLES} Bl W FAE T =
e}, 7|& vl wgAe] pCLES S71oto] A3t A3E vl nAL T A3 Aot H|w et H9-=2
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CH-&XE ETHZAL
M1 XX S ST HIX| T
A (2‘",1._“; E}) AA=7t ALY o BIX} 4 H| T ZA} 22 HlT
g9l (284 2 E2 771" 712 WAZAM = obxiAg a1y (i
Pilonis ZICHH OX{A O[O 9ot 3K
»] o [y =) T O O o = I- i
(023 57 miem (HDGO) 31 pCLE Celvizio  HD-WLE + NB ois N ey
Seerani X|CHH APHO|XI EHEO| H|SHHA]
il AE] [RLYELYS | oTTlIo or—l = O ..
2 omm WY mooh Rhsws pesm 90 PCLE Cellvizio WLE WLE S RIcHE
3 Kim stz LI oY X=8 W= , o TRy
(2022) - AT Q|0 BEX} 23 pCLE Cellvizio WLE/M-NBI WLE/M-NBI R =S
- HeSlH HEE
Pang P[=15 OrM QI Q5K
4 = (RN | o TIHo TIa™ I' YZB/FRA
(2022) 7 gjom (CAG) 21 CLE 53000012 WLE ole — e FTHEN
5 Vithayathil oz Rlet 0|3 HEHO| Y=
(2022) © b = HIZIAIE SR} 134 pCLE Cellvizo ~ HRWLE + AFl  Seattle protocol -« ZIHHSY
Chu = TITH - 126:
6 (o &= Jgjmt_'—rl 27| P 2t 100+ PCLE  Cellvizio WLE AS SHHZ o RICHYEH T
5 Schueler 0 T ° C : ies
(2021) = g CDH1 $0] 2RXt 36 pCLE Cellvizio HD-WLE fnrg?;gge SR2 o FICEERY
Kollar - Sl=] N[ TR TR =T o)
8 X‘"i (ML= | = ;x T l:l; o 67 sy ) Standal’d =
K(ZQ?O) HI1H+ SIOIEl SR} (74) pCLE Cellvizo  HD-WLE + NBI forceps biopsies - e RIS
9 raclova M= TIEE BN 2 LSO Dol Gastro- N o X|CHESEA
0200 P mem  Gugaeswesm 0 POE T HD-WLE Biopsies M8 | Giganr
0 Park stz RCT oloF & L EHE
(2019) el Q124 Rt 61  pCLE Cellvizio WLE WLE sxg 354 35% I: 32
-G k- C:29
Prueksapan FCH  =zEoFXC0|>0| QY= , 1B=T
1 ] = i =t Towa ud VISV RS 24 CLE . NBI + Lugol's o RICHREH
ich (2019) =2 iy SR} (34) PCLE Celivizio o ndoscopy  WLEFINBL = i S Ny
9 Richardson e ot A B
(2019) S HIZIAlE SRt 172 pCLE Celvizio  WLE + NBI e N ey
Chen ~ Pl s .
3 org) 7 gpjom  STASREESAGEA 322 pCLE Cellvizio WLE oo _ . FiTHgE
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CH-& Xk STHZEA Rk

H|1 X xf =
o ” oa2I} HJ19E SIXF A H|mZHA H|Z
(gueim) STt BTRE 3ol L ose ol muwzaw U0 emy am -
. : * Diagnostic yield
KIEHH _ _
14 Hfzr'og1“8°>h' U2 gjom EMEEEN é& oCLE Cellvizio ~ WLE + ME-NBI ~ WLE, ME-NBI 28 « EGCO| $TX #g|
cHbd R
Ty = . ]
15 (58?2) 02 o HIIA|E SR} 66  pCLE Cellvizio  HD-WLE + NBI us - e NoEEy
illol e 5 - _ o RICIRIEIA
16 88'1‘7)) DYA ot HIZIAIE $IX} 31 pCLE GaFSl;rxo HDE Seattle protocol & | §iS5 oy
_ _ o WLE +
: £7| gt T 03 - - _
17 (ZF)S;I;) et RCT = |T|9_|A|§+xf | 78  pCLE Cellvizio Wifgsggil:]%ht chromoendosc  R&t2 - lCSA?Z
- opy '
i WLE + NBI + _
- LI = . ; o X|CHMSEA
1g Sy mam e SR B} 27 pCLE Celivizio Lugol's ve  wme TS
S chromoendoscopy ==
H. pylori 49 0[50] . .
< FICE with o XIEHASEM
VA = RITHH QUHL OKA'HDOD:" ) CCoo=o :
19 (20u1o7) 2 mpjom o erAt]ﬂliTA?(&lM) 238 pCLE T“Q?ﬁ:jog‘fjs FICE-guided standard ~ FX& - Diagnostic yield lC'1121Oé
o’/ Tl ©© S il b|O sies o AMAHAZIA :
i KIEHH _
20 Kool gp Y of e 2%} tg) PCLE Celiizio WLE WLE - Ty
Li X|CHH ﬁi%% %Jg, H pylor|
21 &= 15101 U SX}, AN F= 240  pCLE Cellvizio HDE o — e RGN
(2019 BT o o wen micreny ¢ oHe
i Pi LI - . o X|CHRSEA
22 d('ZFS%O 32 gjom H3IA| SR} 55  pCLE Cellvizio  WLE + AFl NBI - glﬁr ey
o e N T/ =0T =
23 Gong - el O|0| OkA HH OJAIBIX 82 CLE izi - HEIS o XICESHAY
(2015) £ et 2| Y HEH oYX} 8) P Cellvizio WLE ME-NBI 22 o FCYE
G = T - = . o ZICEREHY
2 o1y BR mpiom I MEBBMEQEIN 366 pCLE Cellvizo WLE s wug [ GoE

22



CH-& Xk STHZEA Rk

HI1 XX}

oy * - [ =1 = H|ZZIA H|T
T gmar ST BTRS 3ol L ose v muszaw U0 amy Emy -
Prueksapan Y FERYU M 0[Ho| U= s 5
E| _ HXIR o X|CHASEA
25 ich (2015) = T iR 44 pCLE Cellvizio WLE dNBI A= kbS]
Bertani ot = L spn= ¢ CEHESY 1 50,
26 (2013) O|E 2|0} o701 His A = SkX} 100  pCLE Cellvizio HD-WLE HD-WLE HS b X7} ut7y C: 50
i X|CHeH 0|0} O A| EHEHO| Ol conventional i
27 (2%01k3) 5= ]E?EOJ‘:—LH e l':'%fxr‘— = (2?1) pCLE Cellvizio HDE endoscopic ~ FEE « TEYY
forceps biopsy
Lim 2dd o BAIEHE(GIM) . WLE, AFI, T8 .
28 (2013) A= %;@r—?, 0|240] QI SIx} 20  pCLE Cellvizio WLE Nl . o NTi™ety
Hoo
Pittayanon R 2 M IISH(GIM) Mauna Kea R =
I 0120] ol 51! 60  pCLE porefee  ME-FICE ME-FICE -« HEtmay
o THO] YA .
30 V(\gao”fgf o=  RCT HRIAlE SR 164 pCLE Celvizio HDWL HDWL - . asxRE, moR O
=28 g FHE '
sh e HD-WLE, NBI - fogad
arma - . - =
O m710] HIZHIAL - SNBlL =7 a2y
31 (2011) = o;fc__l_——r‘, fRIAIE SEX} 101 pCLE Cellvizio HD-WLE HD-WLE+NBI : gziiel_( 24)
Bajbouj TIEH - . . ECE
32 (2010) =Y m7toin Hi2IAlE SEA} 68 pCLE Cellvizio HD-WLE A= BXE o S EIHEAE)
o/Te o B F7HUH
33 Pohl =o| T HIZIAIE SHR} 38 T(lgle Mauna Kea ~ High-resolution oo SIHZE o X|CHIBHA
(2008) oE I s (296) %LI\/I Technologies  videoendoscopy = Hee & beeme

AFI, autofluorescence endoscopy: CAG, Chronic atrophic gastritis; CHD1, Chromodomain-Helicase DNA-binding 1: CLM, confocal laser microscopy: dNBI, dual-focus narrow-band
imaging: ESCC, esophageal squamous cell carcinoma; ESCN, esophageal squamous cell neoplasms; FICE, Flexible spectral Imaging Color Enhancement; HD-WLE, high definition-white
light endoscopy: HDE, high definition endoscopy; HDGC, hereditary diffuse gastric cancer; LCE, Lugol's chromoendoscopy; M-NBI, magnifying narrow-band imaging
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E3) grolstnt. SRAE 2R AAL AT HEEAAT
AR A ) 7H] F8 GRS BoFe

™ 12 AR ohaat 2ok
ﬁ

HASIsich, 2 2 e 3 19] 4840 o
wh 915 9190 S o Slo] uhy 9154
3 933901 T8l HASI] G Sk A o] Tt o dstel Aol TiE el
w9 0wl

A AKindex test) BOIA] ThEE0] 177 FIEE A Aol et A glo] SAUA AukE
si15to] HEYSIRe] Lok, 7h of o thal 2ol g U¥(16.7%) Aol dhel vl HS
SR WoIsoith SAEAL Ao MEAL Aol Weetd AuE 2 U 3 B(3.3%)S
HIEYABE e OF WSk, AAXIL APHAHA] T FEE F PAE AAXES AFG A oh
Pl n ST §Le’ 0 WAL HS U] FakE 4] ok 2010w Wasoir:

sz Nreference standard) G HolA] HF-ES] Aol A I REHA A7 L SANHA! éﬂ*’ﬂ
g5 glo] sfjAl=]o] HIEIF o] Woka, =7k o Fol sl 1go] gl IR A-H16.7%)°1

A2 B = grtolel. b 2% f; TS Hel= 24524 FA171 pCLER ‘5}7“0}04
L2 HAE 23ok= A9 HIEHNE &2 A-8A40l thet 2ol AFs-Z o B7tsHoF sk=A]°f thsf
=oJ5kqitt. =9 A%, ojugt WAlo = BYste] 22 AHAlR|E Y o] ERIEYH o s
Attt dA A5 Ao wet FAaste] oyt TSt Ao = [-ofu|Rt Zfol7t
YERLR] etk A2 arEsto], AA| A3 o] mhE A& 74 &712 A7kt

AL AP} A (flow and timing) G Fol|A] E40] & 1?1_ ?_ 2}9] =7} B2y} ¥7} AX|5HA] LA
UE 5| AAEA] 22 A7H10%)2] HIEE A= = B7isioinh. HH, Aol FAo] 71&
WA ol A A= A] 242 ol s pCLE 7} A2 -rr—Q“"é gRlst] 91l ¢ K= gl A
SAHAL] AT AAISHA] kol o] & HA2Q1 BIEH S =ol= 8210 = BF7ISHA] At
STHIEEE ] B, Z2u7] 1o ATE 23 Ax0] o|F Aol A B oAttt A+-=2]
HI A A= 74]7“»&-'1—-40}4017} R1(p=0.12) A|IZH o == H¥tH o= =A BaxEo] Q=
F= Eirh vH 919 o] Aol A WM oS i AtolAl = HITA BTt SAR LR
oI5t 2H(p=0.01) AlZHH o2 3]H 2| H(regression line)o] 7]&01A4 Qi A+4-E0| SO =
A4 EuHlELA] U= A2E UEHTHIH 3.4).
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1T- -1 O™

ok u:g

lo mf rok
o
u(*)
>4 rlﬁ on

m'lE no‘l

o
:19
juiel} ru
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Rsk of Bims_Petient selection
Risk of Bies_Index test
Rizk of Bles_Reference stamdsrd

Risk of Bias_Aow and timing
Applicabilility Concems_Patine

salectian

Applicablibty Coroiird_l i beit
ipplicablilty Comommes_Beference

standard

L1 104

il

30

400

5008

k-

B s

B Low risk of blas

O Undear risk of blas

W High risk of blas

T8 3.2 HISE/E Tz

Author (year)

Risk of Bias

Applicablility Concems

Patient
selection

Index et

Reference
standard

Flow and
timing

Patingt
selection

Index test

Refarence
standard

Piloniz(2023)

Seeranil2023]

Kimi2022)

Pangl2022)

Vithayathill2022)

Chul(2021)

Schueler(2021)

Kollar{2020

Krajeicval2020)

Prusksapanichi2019)

Richardson{2019)

Chen{2018]

Horiguchil2018)

Shahl2018)

Calloli2017)

Safatle-Ribeiral2017)

Zual2017)

Kobayashi2016)

Li2016)

di Pietro(2015)

Gengi2015)

Guol2015)

Prusksapanichi2015)

Bertani(2013)

Boki2013)

Lirn(2013)

Pittayanon(2013)

Sharma(2011)

Bajbouj(2010)

Pohi2008)

Q000000000000 00000C 00000000000

Q|0|0|0/000C0000000000C 00000000000

Qo000 OO 0000000000 C00Q000C00C 00

oleo 0000000000000 0000C0000C00C000C

o|¢eo00 00 0000000000000 00C000C00C000

ole o000 0000000000000 000C000C00C000
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Deeks' Funnel Plot Asymmetry Test Deeks' Funnel Plot Asymmetry Test
pvaiue = 012 pvalue = 0.01
05— @ .
® \ ) o] Study
.5 S~ . ST (=t
® \
= A 14
Q (0}
\ o) -
@ @
@ ® 9g @
(%) \® 0
w e \ w
= \ =
g \ g @
= 1 \\ - 2 o}
\\ /
e /
h! rd
2% — %4 7
o] "
\\ ‘o
N
T IG T 1 T T T

Siagnoslic Odgls Ratio Dﬁagnaslic if.'ldc‘lnso Ratio

O3 3.4 STHISERE 7L

() A=) ol oltt 24 ¥ o1 S T A (9) 919] o AeIE 4 W o] Bk Ty A7
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A aster B2 WAAA] QRIS A B B T SR80 Blskalch 338 B 1780l
QI ZO I HARgo] A elgleka 1)

2 2] Slssto] 27bHQ) 217 BashA) Qo ST

= B L i IR
52 WAYoHA] kot B gt 19 (Park 5, 2017)°1A4 pCLESH HI AAKMAWA) A3 Al
A3 FQAAG) LPS sk ot 28 FAH 4 A Sgieh T 7 ol ol
glglom HE WAIE S AR 9 A Fol 2 I 5EHUL, F7FpEolu 55 SR 1
35+ UTHFE 3.2)
H 3.2 ZAHE SEE € 2A8
M1 XX} CH&S Xt H|w
i L e H|Z
98 gmos) @) 2 ; -
= o XY ZI¥(sedation) 2& 2/126(1.59%) _
27 A *E:
6 ooy e ®N eg - ek uEEun-sedated) 18 3/1003%) i
' o U HITF(un-sedated) & 1/100(1%) =
(oo IRl B » Z0[3 L2{X] ¥2(rash): pCLE 2 1/56(1.8%)
9 om0 NSO LAIZ biopsy  EE2aMl(fluorescein) S0 3 LEigOD,
R2E S 2HAK56) ST|AEIDIH U FAL 13|12 ZA| 25t
o =3 pCLE 2/51(3.92%), CE 3/50(6%)
= WA|ZA XIE(Endoscopic hemostasis)Z SA|
Park AX[CIRCH F7HH 220|Lt Y& QUs = 7t
17 (2857) YL SRKH78) CE < M3 WAIZ 2&(Endoscopic clipping)2= ZA| ifBI KIS
SYEACH F7t 222 LQGHK| UUS
o SOUEHE: 25 AWK £ = 3=0IUCH 5
SHSOZ TIHLX| UZ
o S8 1/44(2.27%)
o5 Frueksapa FERY ZIT 00| dNBI 25 LHAIZ S8(Endoscopic clipping) 22 ZA|
nich (2015) U= BtAK44) AX[CIRCH F7HH 20|t UH Qls
(RE EXM dNBI — pCLE =AXOZ Aldl)
+ Z0|5t £&: 5/46(10.87%)
25 LHA|AX X|Z&(endoscopic hemostasis)2
o|o} | & T
27 (2%‘;';) T'oc,f';é'x@%f | biopsy  BAI XX 2 3l
me= o SOSt&E, MZ, pCLE HAt 2 YA
(Fluorescein) £0f £ 22 U4l Ot
o K| E3(delayed-onset bleeding): 1/68(1.47%)
LIAIZE Z&(hemoclipping) 22 X[ A|&510]
3  Bajbouj HIRIAIE BHRK68) 9IS OIHMO=Z 3|=, 48 2HUQ

(2010) o ZFH|(Fluorescein) Bz ULOA A} DO
0|t HAM(discoloration)0] ZHEAE|HOLE UAIX

=402 Xjo1 Ang

CE, chromoendoscopy: dNBI, dual focus narrow-band imaging: NS, non-significant; pCLE, probe-based confocal
laser endomicroscopy
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NEC ARASIE TR LHAIZZA}

2.2 g41d

RS S22 WA AAR] BabdS A et 919 tdAtE FHEste] Xegeh gt /et 57
A, o2 a3 v)X|= gFo R sttt pCLES] 74%@%“3 < Hgh At

A dS Hargt A 15Ho] sl 2+ Aol A AR 1zt Eol =, 345 A4 (area under
the curve, AUCKE HIEHEASIGIT HH /SRt 371 A # % Hgh At 1083} 22 1AL J5E0]
U AR o3t oz A To] n|X|= PFS Bt 5He| A= AA 0 E w5k

2.2.1 pCLES] ZIEhg=ty

Aol-

2.2.1.1 A=o| Ol HO|Lt & EH o uetxt O

2X2 B 50| 7153t 16H0] sl AlS2H LEE o83t HEHEH oz B3t 1, B3 B0l s
A1E5193T) o| @A 15F o|F Al e AL B B 115k Vithayathil(2022) 5, 94 59z
oAl tigt A edS % K13t Kollar(2020) SollA=, Uﬂﬂ# oﬂ ZIE O ?L«l = e

=

55 olFA = ol g Ay ebd& H skl Qo2 7k -5+ o] /g A Rl st
AIE ol 2ot
HEREA A} Ay eAdL 5t 017 % 0.89(95% A& 7E7Hconfidence interval, CI) 0.79-0.95),

531 E0]% 0.89 (95% C1 0.80-0.94), B3+ FAL-=H] 8.2 (95% Cl 4.3-15.7), B3+ 249 =H] 0.12
(95% CI 0.06-0.25)°1JtHIH 3.5). WA=} Eo|r s Hlgto g A3t summary receiver
operating characteristic (SROC) 24194 AUC+= 0.95 (95% CI 0.93-0.97)°]1JtH1H 3.8).

AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% CI) Specificity (95% Cl)
Seerani(2023) I~ 098 (0.91, 1.00) e 1,00 (0.88, 1.00)
Vithayathil(2022)_HGD —  «— 076(050,093) —— | 061(051,070)
Kollar(2020)_Malignant —— 088 (0.73,097) —— 093 (0.80,0.98)
Krajciova(2020) ——e 1.00 (0.83, 1.00) ~—e 1.00 (0.90, 1.00)
Prueksapanich(2019) —————————— 0.80(0.28, 0.99) — e 067(038,088)
Richardson(2019) —et  083(069,092) —— ' 052(043,061)
Shah(2018)_image(RT) “— 0.67 (0.09, 0.99) | 0.98 (0.91, 1.00)
Caillol(2017) ———*— 0.93(0.66, 1.00) ————  074(0.49,091)
Safatle-Ribeiro(2017) —te— 0.94(0.71, 1.00) —+— 0.90(0.68, 0.99)
di Pietro(2015) — 4 1.00(0.77, 1.00) —e— | 054(037,069)
Guo(2015)_image —e— 092 (0.78, 0.98) —e— 089(0.77,0.96)
Prueksapanich(2015) ——————— 0.86(0.42, 1.00) ——+— 093 (066, 1.00)
Bertani(2013) —— 1.00 (0.77, 1.00) ——— 0.83(0.67,0.04)
Sharma(2011) —— | 068(059,0.77) < 088(0.85,0.90)
Bajbouj(2010)_image =~ —e— ' 0.28(0.17,0.41) | ® 0.97(0.95,0.98)
Pohl(2008)_per biopsy ————— 083(052,098) ~> 094(0.89,097)
Overall <> 089(0.79,095) <> 089(0.80,094)
r Il 1 r : 1
0 1 0 1

I3 3.5 pCLES| ZIHEe: £18 - Aol 0¥y H &y HH T
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S HEA E SRS o= gt A 103 ] el mlelAE 45t Aat, B9 AT 0.87 (95%
CI0.66-0.96), &3t £°]= 0.87 (95% C1 0.73-0.95), B3 F3-&=H] 6.8 (95% CI 3.0-15.2), &3
SA95H] 0.15 (95% CI 0.06-0.42)°]1ATHIH 3.6). W=} Eo|E S Hpgro & 243t SROC
FAof|A AUCE 0.93 (95% CI 0.91-0.95)°]1JtH1H 3.9).

AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% ClI) Specificity (95% CI)

Vithayathil(2022)_HGD ——-—-'- 0.76 (0.50, 0.93) — . 0.61(0.51, 0.70)

Krajciova(2020) -—- 1.00 (0.83, 1.00) —- 1.00 (0.90, 1.00)

Richardson(2019) —0-— 0.83 (0.69, 0.92) e I 0.52 (0.43, 0.61)

Shah(2018)_image(RT) > 0.67 (0.09, 0.99) i —e (.98 (0.91, 1.00)

Caillol(2017) —-—'—- 0.93 (0.66, 1.00) —"'—"- 0.74 (0.49,0.91)

di Pietro(2015) —‘—' 1.00 (0.77, 1.00) s co— , 0.54 (0.37, 0.69)

Bertani(2013) —-—. 1.00 (0.77, 1.00) —0-:— 0.83 (0.67, 0.94)

Sharma(2011) —_— 0.68 (0.59, 0.77) * 0.88 (0.85, 0.90)

Bajbouj(2010)_image = —e— 0.28 (0.17, 0.41) . e 097 (0.95, 098)

Pohl(2008)_per biopsy —b:— 0.83 (0.52, 0.98) -- 0.94 (0.89, 0.97)

Qverall <> 0.87 (0.66, 0.96) O 0.87 (0.73, 0.95)

[ : 1 I : 1
0 1 0 1

13 3.6 pCLEQ| TITHHS: £T7 - HESIAL SXI0IM AES| Ogd 3 A B ZIT
2.2.1.2 9|2 O|ZHO|Lt 4 WM o MEEX} LY
2X2 B 3Z0] 7Fsgt 1380 Hiofl AS BgS o83t HEHEg o2 B3 vift:, 53 B0l
ARzttt AT SHIIM), AT WAEN), 271 AHEGC) Bl thgh /3 B argh Chu
S5(2021), ¥4 #WHI o|FAol ozt ARHYLE BT Hig Kollar(2020) 5, ASH
ATHHLGINT ¢ AsHI(GIM) 5ol gt Ay edS Bt Zuo 5(2017)004+,
Aol Kb uE7EA] AR Qo] 717k ¥Rl tigt ATHE el 23toeRltt. $HH Schueler (2021)
52 HIA A2 W (signet-ring cell carcinoma) FHAE HACE pCLEE Ysto] HEHZA |

sotA] ot

WA At AR 55
0.93-0.97), BF FH=s

0.06-0.16)°1%} E}(l
CI 0.96-0.99)°]UH1H 3.8).

171 0.90 (95% CI 0.85-0.94), 3t Eo]x 0.95 (95% CI
17.9 (95% CI 10.9-29.4), B3 SAL%H] 0.10 (95% CI
3.7). U719} Eo|x 2 ulelo g =43} SROC A4 AUCE 0.98 (95%
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2 LHAIZAA

Sensitlvity

78 Aof|A] Har
AIRIA| T2 ZAHAPpCLE-targeted biopsy)E 33 2114
TS Wgl=d ARSE HAE pCLER TRt QAR lolA A2 A7} 29t=] o] 3l=A] &2 pCLEE
EAISE F-919] AA|7F =] A]
=9Jgh v} Qlet. TJejut oA AREER = WS T ) 18 8/do] 3R] ¢

ge 2 A A9 Ho|7t glol, A D HRAE 5912 9] AR

AuthorYear

Seerani(2023)
Kim(2022)
Pang(2022)_image
Chu(2021)_EGC
Kollar(2020)_Malignant
Chen(2018)_Adenocarcinoma
Zuo(2017)_LGIN
Kobayashi(2016)
Li(2016)_image
Gong(2015)
Bok(2013)_image
Lim(2013)_image
Pittayanon(2013)

Overall

Sensitivity (95% CI)

Specificity (95% CI)

i~ 098 (091, 1.00) —e 1.00 (088,
—-—: 0.64 (0.35, 0.87) —:-1.00(0.56,
—-—i— 0.76 (0.50, 0.93) ~ 0.75 (0.19,
: 1.00 (0.79, 1.00) — 095 (0.89
—— 088(0.73,097) —ei 0.93(0.80,
——4— 089(0.71,098) # 097 (094,
—-— 0.88 (0.62, 0.98) -- 0.98 (0.93,
———e——  0.72(0.47,0.90) ————— 0.83(0.52
—~ 0.92(0.85,0.96) e 0.99 (0.94,
—+ 0.90(0.76, 0.97) —& 093 (082,
— 0.88(0.71,0.96) —+ 0950077,
e 0.95(0.67,099) —e— 0.95 (0.86,
-:-ﬁ 0.96 (0.85, 0.99) —e= 091 (081
) 090085 094 () 0950093,

: 1 T ’ 1

1 0 1

P 218 - A9 0|gd A Ad EH TUH

78 3.7 pCLEQ] Zgt

Observed data
. 2 (0 N ooocccac Prediction region
————— Confidemce region

SROC curve
+* ‘Summary point

Sensitivity

Observed data
————— Prediction region
————— Confidence region

= SROC curve
*  Summary point

Sensilivity

1.00)
1.00)
0.99)

,0.98)

0.98)
0.99)
1.00)

,0.98)

1.00)
0.99)
1.00)
0.99)

, 0.96)

0.97)

. Observed data
Prediction region

————— Confidence region

SROC curve

+  Summary point

4 6
1 - Specificity

72 3.8 pCLEQ|

o A
‘]E _l_ogo

RICHYsiE

&2 e gARIA

4 ]
1 - Specificity

SROC =4 - %L

m

B¢ FElo] 24T W9

T

AABHATE AIFARL el WE 24 A [F5 o)ol AlAsH
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2.2.2 HluAHAe| TITHEeY

Ml 710 WAB AR 99 BT A AP 2R B9 TR T, 2 3N
pCLES} Bl AAE HEo 2 Hlwslo] Jgetes ARt :
ARt IS Bl AL T A1 Wt AR wRe] sl

2.2.2.1 A2 O|FQ0[L} Y EH | MBX i

% STOIA pCLES} 71 UA 4R 0] Agekg & vlasisiet. o] % % FRARAE BEoR
g3 A9-2) AFEF L Wl TSI or, 3L 71 YA AAN] pCLES 37Fst0] Aot 799}
71 HAARA S Alle] ARkEEE S Blaslolct, o] % 288 5 7] ]EHJQEETLo}%E}

1¥(di Pietro 5, 2015)& A ASIL G2 7oA pCLEZ} Bl g MR g e/go] o<=et
Aoz Husigltt. s Aol A= pCLEZF FHl S WA AAKNBD 2ot 1 = w42 HH100% vs.
61.9%), AFE 71 U] Eolee 23] W 7;‘1 UWERRTHpCLE 67.1% vs. NBI 90.5%).
£3], pCLE= 55013 /4(HGD) % HHHAIMC) BHS 27 et vhd, Solk SHoflA= NBI7}

shEl, {50 1 AW 22749} pCLES] A e S vl met 370] A W pCLEZ} 7129
5249] 2247 (random biopsy) WHET B ¥& AL Utk B uSITHIE 3.3).

2.2.2.2 92| O|HHOILt 2 HH ofpletx} i

49| ALoflA] pCLER} 7|& WA AR At =& v Wt 23, Gong 5(2015)£ ALk B
AollA pCLEZF Bl AARE T, = Bl AL T tH] pCLE 888 Al9Y Al A S s B w2 210

HIEQtt Gong 5(2015)°41= pCLEZ} ME-NBIO] ®|sf| thad @2 ;51‘37‘3%]’5— Helout
BAA LT TRt Apol= ERIEA] ittt $HH, ZFAT A 22| AR} pCLES] XIHgeHd 2 Bl wgt
3H 9] AL F 22 ZH2} forceps biopsy ¥ Cambridge method®} H] w513 0™, E}E 1382 forceps
biopsy @5 tH] pCLE 33 A AHF=E H| WS o5 Z& Aol pCLES 283 392
ARG} B =2 202 HUSITHIE 3.4).

T 9 I HRo] ERIE Aol A g Rt o] Aol tigt ;ﬂﬂmé A& H 113t Kollar 5(2020)9]
1?_% TS WG YWAIB(HD-WLE)O| i FJ(NBD) HE=E 8]t F pCLER &St
OHFERIoIA HAE AFTE A<}, #E ZAHA HHoRE FAE AFT F9 A

H| WS 4 BH, ol A, YA WS Xdhohe AHHS =S 22 Bkt Al 45 25

T_:
R

Lm

—_

0.

PCLES] A5Hgekio] 32 2474 Rct o l;txg% JEH32 HISISIEHE 3.5). 78 Aol
B FAA 9 EAAS] AR S GE 3.6)0] Hesieic
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Z

o

EC AIRASIT BEH LIAIZZAL

H 3.3 ME0M pCLER} H| W ZAS| RIEPE2tS H|w
oy ANEX MR AUEFE 4 SHEA Hlul ZAL HlT
S5 (EHAD) Feaws) QX U gk WHE(72) Accuracy WE(FE) Accuracy -
LHA|ZZALRe] H|w
- HEEHAL
dNBI 274 HH
dNBIZ}
AHZH
Prueksapa (20, dNBﬂlﬁ NBI+LCE WLE+dNBI detect Fot
" hichoig 3at  =OEMES - +pCLE 0.703  “limage) 098 ey
8 pCLEOIM  (image) 9 CLE
Ofl e M7 P
- AFFRCLE 559 AFINBE g5, per
di Pietro (image) (image) location
22 55 Seattle protocol
(2015) AFl+pCLE AFI+NBI per-
: 0.654 . 0.742 .
(image) (image) patient
Prueksapa >bmm Lugol's  WLE+pCLE dNBI
25 nich (2015) (1) voiding lesions (image) 0.89 (image) 0.697
HD-WLE HD-WLE o
(874) +pCLE 0.851 +NB 0823 per
; : ocation
37 Sharma LHA|ZS Z43oy| (image) (image)
(2011) =/tgE =S4 HD-WLE HD-WLE _
101 +pCLE 0.752 +NBI 0.683 gfi;m
(image) (image) P
- Hin A SIHAME FIt Al
di Pietro per-
22 (2015) 55 Seattle protocol  AFI+pCLE 0.719 AFl alone 0.399 location
Guo LHAIE 2& Al [-Scan+pCLE [-Scan alone [-Scan?]
2 oy (17 o) e (mage) 0.855 (o) 0453 PCLE
HD-WLE HD-WLE o
(874) +pCLE 0.851 alone 0847 per
_ . ocation
(image) (image)
HD-WLE HD-WLE o
101 +pCLE 0.752 alone 0.762 gtient
5 Sharma LAIZ Zop  (image) (image) P
(2011) =/HEgE US4 HD-WLE HD-WLE _
(874) +NBI+pCLE  0.830 +NBI 0823 per
; : ocation
(image) (image)
HD-WLE HD-WLE or-
101 +NBI+pCLE 0.693 +NBI 0.683 gtient
(image) (image) P
ZFIHH M ZEZAIRQ| Hlw
- C=ZAL
AFI guided HRWLE+Sea dvsplasia
pCLE 0.687 ttleprotocol  0.209  PV9EE
. . DE MA AN . - il
g Vithayathil ., ey (biopsy) (biopsy)
(2022) EI%OQETBH AFI guided HRWLE+Sea high-grade
pCLE 0.627  ttle protocol  0.097  dysplasia
(biopsy) (biopsy) Zlct
pCLES} 4#9 _
9 Krajciova 56 TIFH(TP) 22 HE é/\L”IEE 1 Biopsies 0.946
(2020) oigslof Zet (- (biopsy)

gjojo) 71F
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oy HNEX YRt HUEE YA SHAA @ ZiAb BT
iyl = = £+
(EHAT) aEsg) X D Y WHE(72) Accuracy UWE(E) Accuracy
. endoscopic Seattle
16 Callol 5435 resection (ER) . PCLE 0821  protocol  0.669
(2017) bi image(RT) )
iopsy (biopsy)

AFI, autofluorescence endoscopy: dNBI, dual-focus narrow-band imaging: HD-WLE, high definition-white light
endoscopy; HRWLE, high resolution white light endoscopy: NBI, narrow-band imaging: pCLE, probe-based
confocal laser endomicroscopy; RT, real-time

oy HIER MR MIEE M2 Bl Bl ZAT
S5 (ESMAD) Haua) QX U dbY 2 He) Accuracy ) Accuracy

LHAIZHARIS] H]|w

- H=dAM
Gong ME-NBI, CLEZ  WLE+pCLE WLE+ME-NBI
2 o5 8289 T (mage®M) 0919 (magem) 097
WLE
pCLE . 0.648
forceps biopsies  (image(RT)) 0.880 (image(RT))
Lim obtained from AFI
28 (2013) (125) all examined CLE (image(RT)) 0.688
sites P 0.952 mNBI
(image) (image(RT) 0.848
- Hw A SHAME F7F AlA
. WLE/NBI-M2t
Kim < WLE/M-NBI+pCLE WLE/M-NBI
2 LEO|A 2t2t=l . 7 . 677
3 (2022) 3 eC 9&1‘ j?_%a (biopsy) 0.799 (biopsy) 06
. WLE, pCLE
20 K‘zggﬁih' 30(45) AR A3 & W(LE“’CLE 0.739 WLE 0.656
oJAl 2o image) (image)
ZFSHT M EXZAR| Hlw
- H=EdA
HDE+pCLE
endoscopic image(RT 0.907 )
27 (2%01k3> (54) resection (ER) (image(RT) forc(z?os l;lO)psy 0.852
biopsy HDE+pCLE 0.908 psy.
(image)
Schueler ENE A HD-WLE+pCLE Cambridge method
/ (2021)* 15 (gastrectomy) (image) 0.333 (biopsy) 0.133

- HIWHA SHEAE =7 AlA

Bok endoscopic forceps biopsy+ 0.982 forceps biopsy 0.852

27 (2013) resection biopsy ~ pCLE(biopsy) (biopsy)

(54)

*CDH1 ®o] B-3A} & SRCYF E2AF thA; AFI, autofluorescence endoscopy; dNBI, dual-focus narrow-band imaging;

HD-WLE, high definition-white light endoscopy; HRWLE, high resolution white light endoscopy; NBI, narrow-band

imaging; pCLE, probe-based confocal laser endomicroscopy; RT, real-time; WLE,. white light endoscopy
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oy ANAXE YR HDEE 4H SMHAAM HId ZAL HIT
el = = 1=
(BHAT) ey X YUY WE(FE) Accuracy LWE(FE) Accuracy
(74) HD-WLE+NBI standard malignant
+pCLE 0.903 biopsies 0.896 lesions
67) (biopsy) (biopsy) T
Kollar (74) HD-WLE+NBI standard dvsplasia
8 m020) 7 SEM A YA +pCLE 0.918 biopsies 0.904 y{fa
(biopsy) (biopsy)
(74) HD-WLE+NBI standard benign
- +pCLE 0.959 biopsies 0.926 lesion
(67) (biopsy) (biopsy) Flct

HD-WLE, high definition-white light endoscopy; HRWLE, high resolution white light endoscopy; NBI, narrow-band
imaging; pCLE, probe-based confocal laser endomicroscopy:

34



H 3.6 SAAA & HlwHALS] RIS
oy MNHX - YZE/AW X HARE 4 A TP FP FN TN Sn  Sp PPV NPV A H|2
SS o (emeE) (MESH)  Sews) R Y ud e e nooP oeuracy 8
AE
AF:O%ESGO' bopsy 26 33 9 66 0743 0667 0441 0880 0.687
0/&4(dysplasia)
HRWLE+Sea
| | o= w7 Ao bopsy 28 99 7 0 08 0 0220 0 0209
5 Vithayathil 134 l_;_;; = ttle protocol
2022 _oud : ,
(2022) . Az wemy  AFlguided o 43 45 4 71 0765 0.607 0220 0947 0627
1S 0/EY pCLE
GD
(HGD) Tﬁe\/\&g;iif bopsy 13 117 4 0 0765 O 0100 O 0097
pCLESt AZ9| HD-WLE )
o Kraiciova KA A4 . XOLN(TP)ZS +oCLE image 20 0 0 36 1 1 1 1 1
2020 IM 0|2 5101 x5t
(2020 () o0 55" Biopsies biopsy 17 0 3 36 08 1 1 0923 0946
dNBI 471 8 NBHLCE pCLEE
Prucksans  AIEHEA|ZS! 200 w1 dNBIOIA +pCLE image 4 5 1 10 08 067 0447 091 0.703 dNBIZH
1m pa  AEroiss UA|X| o2 detect 23t
G4 BTPCLEMN WIEtNBl image 5 9 5 15 05 062 03 078 058 Thobd
i FAHT| SHAH
12 R'fgqugs)o” é?’lﬂ"fo 172 Seagi'gnggéoco' V\inEgLNEB' image(RT) 38 61 8 65 0826 0516 0384 089 0599
15 Shah 152 018N 66 random HD-WLE+N image(RT) 2 1 1 62 067 098 0615 0.984 0.966
(2018) T=g 4-quadrant Bl+pCLE biopsy 2 4 1 59 0.67 094 0.347 0984 0.928
allio 155 VI8S3 .
16 S 31(35 t
Qo17)  mEAeda 5169 ionsy pSr(e)?;t(!gl biopsy 11 8 3 11 079 058 0581 0789 0.669
Safatle- AT ZO} LHA|E targeted  WLE+NBI LR(+)=9.41
18 Ribero  TESOUTT 27(7)  biopsy, 2 +RBAM  image 16 2 1 18 0941 09 0889 0947 0919 LR(O)=0.06
(2017) LA ZERE 24 +pCLE DOR=144
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H1KX  CHAPREH/ES OAX HDEE MA Mg
B amoim)  (HERE)  Awma A % G e S TP OFP RN TN Sn Sp PPV NPV Accurscy  HIZ
AFl+pCLE  image 194 64 0 130 1 0671 0339 1 0718
=3 054/ AFl alone image 179 134 15 60 0.923 0.311 0.184 0.960 0.399 per-location
- HaHLHHHGD/! AF4NBI  image 120 18 74 176 0619 0905 0.524 0934 0.864
gy diPietro MC) 55  Seattle protocol AFHpCLE  image 14 19 0 22 1 0536 0424 1 0654 ,
(2015) per—patient
AFI+NBI  image 12 12 2 29 0846 0707 0496 0931 0.742
=T 0[344 AFHpCLE  image 27 7 1 20 0964 0741 0.794 0952 0.855 ,
+HGD/IMC - per—patient
AFI+NBI  image 16 7 12 20 0571 0741 0696 0625 0.654
I-Scan, pCLE, image®RT) 35 5 2 49 0946 0907 0875 0961 0923
91 o WLE+pCLE
Guo  EITMIZEY or ®) or iodine P image 34 6 3 48 00906 0891 0851 0933 0.897
24 (2015) A MI|LAMME chromoendosc -
(SCC or ESIN) 117) opy ZHEF A| Q4] [-Scanalone image 37 54 10 16 0.787 0.229 0.407 0.616 0.453
E I-Scan+pCLE  image 35 5 12 65 0745 0929 0876 0844 0.855
Prucksapa %7| AlZTHTKmO} >6mm Lugol's WLE+pCLE image 6 1 1 13 08 092 0838 0915 0.89
25 21) - : ,
nich 2015)  (ESCN) voiding lesions  4NB| image 6 5 1 9 085 062 0528 0892 0697
Bertani  1/K=3 0|3A LAIZZZ0|  HD-WLE .
6 503  HoDadleDy 0 womemEx  +pCLE biopsy 14 6 0 30 1 08 0696 1 0878
pr‘g’\L’EE mage 82 92 38 662 0683 0878 0471 0946 085  Primay
HD-WLE outcome,
ons image 41 55 79 699 0342 0927 0427 0899 0847 per-location
oCLEalone image 75 55 45 699 0.625 0.927 0577 0.940 0.886
Sharma s 018y LHA A Ltof| HD-WLE .
N o1y GoyEae E emmEx alons mage 41 55 79 699 0342 0927 0427 0899 0847 gooa
NBlalone  image 50 72 70 682 0417 0905 0.411 0907 0.838 (Oigﬁjge%
HD-WLE i age 54 89 66 665 045 0882 0378 0910 0823 2o Hl);
+NBI per—location
pr‘é’\L"EE image 82 92 38 662 0683 0.878 0471 0946 085123
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MK OAEsl/EW oYXt FOEE 4y Al
b bl (EmeL) (;JE%E) -?—(;5.1& ojx| o ar e = TP FP FN TN Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy H|1
+H'§|‘+\’F\)’EEE image 91 119 29 635 0758 0.842 0433 0956 0.83047
pr‘g’\L’tE image 29 23 2 47 0935 0671 0557 0959 0.752
H';; \é\’eLE image 27 20 4 50 0871 0714 0574 0926 0.762
101 ND-WLE per—patient
B image 30 31 1 39 00968 0557 0492 0975 0683
+E[B)|'+VF\)%EE image 31 31 0 39 1 0557 05 1 0693
09 image 16 19 42 626 028 097 0456 0937 0913 .
er—plips
5 Baboui 1S3 AUy oCLE targeted  HD-WLE image®T) 7 32 51 613 012 095 0178 0923 0882 =
(2010) (HGIN)/2! N biopsy +pCLE  image 10 23 1 34 09 059 0298 0968 0640 o
er—patien
imageRT) 7 3 4 54 06 095 0698 0925 0893 "o °
_I;HJgE .
. P 253y 079\ rgeted Bl 10 10 2 157 08 0941 0494 0985 0932 per-bipsy
ol . - image
(2008)  (HGIN)/=7| 23 biopsy miniprobe 3 8 1 11 075 0579 0273 0917 0609 per-patient
4
— - - = 05 0893 0833 0625 069 Phasel(A)
— = = 0483 0862 0778 0625 0672 Phasel(B)
| | Phg?ezl) c . B - - - - 0.653 0.857 0.826 0.686 0.741 Phasel(C)
Pilonis  early signet-ring :16(4 pCLE targete WLI+NB . — ~ ~ ~
1 (2023) coll carcinoma. Phase || biopsy +pCLE image 0.2 0.893 0.667 0.517 0.534 Phasel(D)
14(38) — = = - 0809 0706 0773 075 0763 Phasell(®
— = = = 0667 0823 0823 0667 0737 Phasell(@
— = = = 04 0944 089 0586 0658 Phasell(®
3 (2K(£n2) Moy EX| 23 g’gtg&’ﬁﬁ%’lﬁ% WLEF{('E"L‘ENB' bopsy 9 0 5 9 067 1 1 0661 0799
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MK OAEsl/EW oYXt FOEE 4y al
b bl (EmeL) (;JE%E) -?—(;ﬁT) ojx| o ar e = TP FP FN TN Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy H|1
olAEQ  WLE/M-NBI biopsy 7 0 7 9 047 1 1 0548 0.677
OrM Q=M 9| image 19 0 2 0 0905 - 1 0 0.905
(CAG) five—point ; _
4 (;828 21 standard  WLE+pCLE —D%Py 170 4 0 08l 1 0 08l
) AIAMTI|SHAY biopsies image 13 1 4 3 0765 0.75 0929 0429 0.762
(IM) biopsy 13 1 4 3 0765 075 0.929 0429 0.762
A or B5M 18 4 10 94 0643 0959 0.818 0.904 0.889 AUC=0.80
o KA EHA(M) - 47 14 8 57 085 0.803 0.771 0.878 0.826 AUC=0.83
u A} of S ©=o - _
6 Loy ATI|LHRA(IN) 126 mua Esp) \WLE*PCLE  biopsy 18 7 9 92 0651 0.928 0711 0907 0869 AUC=079
IN+EGC 37 6 6 77 0861 0928 0.860 0928 0.905 AUC=0.89
27| 9I2A(EGC) 1 6 0 104 1 0946 0727 1 0.952 AUC=0.97
HD-WLE 5
Sehuslor SRS eIy I +pCLE image 5 0 10 0 0333 - 1 0 0.333 CDE;(}%Ol
[ oo T
/ (2021)  (SRC carcinomas) 15 (gastrﬁ(_:tomy) Cambridge _ SRC
a] - ethod biopsy 2 0 13 0 0133 - 1 0 0133 sixixf oAl
Inflammation or 46 11 65 201 0409 0948 0.803 0.756 0.764
benign ulcer
Atrophy and/or S — 132 31 20 139 0868 0818 0810 0874 0.842
Chen ; T (WLE+random .
18 (019  Intraepithelial 322 Ao Coop WLETRCLE - biopsy o5 3 4 957 0963 0871 0406 099 0879
_neoplasia (IEN) (IEN) targeted biopsy)
Adenocarcinoma 24 9 3 286 0.889 0.97 0.731 0.99 0.963
MALT 6 0 0 316 1 1 1 1 |
Lymphoma
YSIST=R= e oy
14 2 2 9% 0875 098 0877 098 0965
19 Zuo (LGIN) 89(114) pCLE targeted FICE-guided .
- . image(RT)
(2017) EAMI|SIAY biopsy pCLE
i 38 4 2 70 095 0946 0.905 0972 0.947
20 Kobayashi QM EHEH 30(45)  WLE, pCLE ~ WLE+pCLE  image 13 2 5 10 0.704 0.793 0.836 0.641 0.739
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HAXK  CHAMEE/WH MK SOEE 42 HAH
itH (Emolr) (zIct2m) Aaws)  9IX| D 4 e TP FP FN TN Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy H|Z
(neoplastic vs 2X1H AlE & .
(2016) non-neoplastic) ojAjEio] WLE image 11 3 7 9 0.59 0.756 0.784 0.551 0.656
Li MI|LHRKIN+MSE 240  pCLE targeted image(RT) 98 1 11 88 0.899 0.994 0.995 0.889 0.942
21 ooe : - tards HDE+pCLE —
adenocarcinoma)  (198) biopsy image 100 1 9 88 0921 0995 0.996 0.912 0.954
- Gong otM(cancerous/ 82(86) ME-NBI, CLEZ WLE+pCLE image(RT) 36 3 4 43 09 0935 0923 0915 0.919
(2015)  noncancerous) HEL 2R WLE+ME-NBI image(RT) 37 2 3 44 0917 0955 0946 0.929 0.937
HDE+pCLE image(RT) 29 2 3 20 0.906 0.909 0.935 0.869 0.907
) +p image ) ] ) ‘ ) MOt vs.
q HDE+pCLE 28 1 4 21 0875 0.955 0.966 0.840 0.908 0:1(
Bok Aot en OSCQpIC f SO non_—n
27 ce (54) resection oreeps 240 8 22 075 1 1 0733 0852 eoplastic)
(2013)  Adenocarcinoma biopsy biopsy 1opsy o 0|§§g
biofgjfgaE bopsy 31 0 1 22 0969 1 1 0957 o092 (dysplasia)
P image ) : . ) .
CLE i (RT) 60 9 6 50 0.909 0.847 0.869 0.893 0.880
] S forgeps téic;psies pCLE image 63 3 3 56 0955 0949 0954 0950 0.952
im D AT oA obtained from )
28 (2013) GIM) (125) all examined WLE image(RT) 25 3 41 56  0.379 0.949 0.893 0.577 0.648
sites AF| image(RT) 45 18 21 41 0.682 0.695 0.714 0.661 0.688
mNBI image(RT) 57 10 9 49 0.864 0.831 0.851 0.845 0.848
Pittayanon 9| AATLSH 60 pCLE (+)area & ME-FICE+ .
29 (2013) GIM) (120) <) area® oCLE image(RT) 44 7 2 67 096 09 0.85% 0.973 0.923
HEASIE(Y, ME RF Z§)
Seerani AHELO| Kb} EH iR pCLE targeted WLE .
2 (2023) AR QAR HH 90 biopsy +oCLE image 59 0 1 30 0.983 1 1 0.968 0.98887
o (74) HD;%EENB' biopsy 30 3 4 37 0882 092 0904 0.902 0903
(malignant dard
8 é%'fé) lesion) 67) 2o =y Z2H Zt:‘)gs?ers biopsy 22 0 7 38 0759 1 1 0845 0.89
o1y HD-WLE+NBI .
(dysplasia) (74) +oCLE biopsy 10 4 2 58 0.833 0.935 0.713 0.967 0.918
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|1 XX} CHAMES/SHE MR EaEE 4A A
bl (ETeE) (;_IEEE) ¢(§ﬁ¢ olx] 2 up g = TP FP FN TN Sn  Sp PPV NPV Accuracy HZ
67) Zﬁa”d?rd biopsy 10 6 0 51 1 0887 0608 1 0.904
iopsies
HD-WLE+NBI ..
obs] s (74) +oOLE biopsy 26 1 2 45 0929 0978 0.963 0958 0.959
.
(benign fesion) ¢ Zﬁa”d?rd bopsy 25 2 3 37 0893 0949 0926 0925 0.926
iopsies
-1 gk BHAI5HA] 953 a) sedated group¥} unsedated group 4 YZtoll A ATFE AASFE 2L sedated group?] 23S &8 b) pCLE ©|Y] L?— pCLE 7|23} 4&s ]5}Ei*“§ ElAIE 5l
ERI z—exﬂﬂd 0 pCLER JAIEE K92 Bhelst 5, 1 2elolA] 27, The PO 2710 9 A S Aalol £ A4S A MES A8 ME- FICES} pCLES £ 91012 QAo GIM el
272 215t F(o] SALIAL 223k A ol ojx ] Q9L B4} 7]ute] AAIh HE) A2 AHE A AES 25k4 0% BAGte] GIMo] ZASHA BTt

CAG,chromc atrophic gastritis; CLM, confocal laser microscopy: EGC, Early gastnc cancer; ESCN, Esophageal Squamous Cell Neoplasms: ESD, Endoscopic submucosal dissection; FN,
false negative; FP, false positive; GIM, gastric intestinal metaplasia; HDGC, hereditary diffuse gastric cancer; IM, intestinal metaplasia; IMC, intramucosal cancer; IN, Intraepithelial
neoplasia; LGIN, low grade intraepithelial neoplasia; M-NBI, magnifying narrow-band imaging: NPV, negative predictive value: PPV, positive predictive value; Sn, sensitivity:
Sp,specificity: TN, true negative; TP, true positive; WLE, white-light endoscopy
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2.2.3 HH/3x} £t @A

Z 8HO| AollA] B TSR] S AR E R /\]'Eﬂg HI513 0, o] F 6H HEIA®
RS o= = QI Krajciova 5(2020)<= pCLE B/do] A HAL0]| H]sl| A4 0 & -F-2l5HA
o] W2 goblet cell& HAE/F Tl H 151t Goblet cell2 AAF A& Alujof| A= T E|R] ko,
HEA ol A ERlE= v s o] A # e, o] Ak Ade] A ¥ o= ZHHrt. T3t Bertani
5(2013)2] Aol A= HIEIA = 2SO0 = Jrs e WA YA (HD-WLE) =02 BH<
Al 33t 73 -E ek pCLES * sl S ATt 4% 153 2 A+ ol348Y Y&l o =3t
53] HD-WLEC|A] 2} ¥ o] TaER] gh2 SHA oA pCLEE F7H= Aldget A3, AA| Ao

42% (21/50)°014 A148&0] 4l == R0l AlEA ER1= Ut

SHH, FAR ek o] Q= S o & A= o]F/dZ B7}3F Prueksapanich $(2019)2]
Aol A= FF MAWAIF(Lugol's chromoendoscopy)= ©1-8-8ll 5Smm ©1/432] Lugol’s voiding
WS WA s F g 5SS o]F2d @iy YAH(dual focus narrow-band imaging,
dNBD & 7}slal, ojojA 5 M-S &2 H 7|it F23 #o]A An(pCLE) 2= A E sttt
71 A3} pCLE F3°IA = dANBIE= SR1EA] 0k BH 5717F F7F2 WA= It 11 9] vigiA e
SAE g0 2 S Wallace 5(2012)¥ Sharma $(2011)2] A7tolAl&= HD-WLE ©= AR A| Er}
pCLEES %S o B E= A9 71 o] 7Hsslith. 9 284S e & 7t Park
5(2019)°I4= pCLE= B} A ollA ¥l WA B (WLE) 2.2 BHAIRE A Het fofshA B2
n] 23k fide] WA, Hroly gate] 71 whAy Wt A W82 o <E 3.7)0
A ASFAT

A SRS o= T 47O AFoA = T BT AEE E Athe&(diagnostic yield)=
Hysiglt o] & HEehd S8 4 o 22 45 55 Ealjt 2R (E:F'(Kl 5, 2022; Park &
2019)°14+= pCLES °l-&sto] 34 2)3 g ﬁ@ﬁmqmm—
Bt A2 AA RS o 2AS Zbohs BlE HEE o 24 ¢ BF ¥ 2 A0 YETh
AhE-S H 1% %] 21H9] A7 % Horiguchi 5201802 pCLES] Ak&o] WLE Fi= 2|2 A Al3%
A GAL) Hlol BAF L E [-2J5HA =9k, ME-NBIEHE =2 H3k2 H o1 o] 3% 3A A
o432 SHER] Rt} thE $HH Zuo 5{ 2017)°141+= FICE-guided pCLECA] FICES ©=-0 & 35t
ZB-HT T Aehgo] FofsHA B w0t SFY HElsh AEE 1 Aol tisf Hargh Al 8->
ofef <F 3.8)°l A=tk

H3.7 U/ I EA A ==

Ir
rlot
>4

N
<%
BN
n
o,
_>‘4_A‘
N
HH
rlr
Z
e
fot
)
inel)
é 5

(‘ >

H1xMxt  HEXY

B9 (zmor) xmEm ue i
pCLE (image) Biopsy pat
. Z 97 glands & 278 250 0.45 _
HIZIA|E
o Koo SHAUEL [ gands 8 (4-95) 30187 | 045 | [
°= =% | £ WA goblet cells 3 1,784 1,407 -
BRI goblet cells = | 43 (7-676) 12 (3-659) 0.01
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NEC AIRASIT BEH LIAIZZAL

Xzt CHERY

2
W (smor) xmdy = e
10 Park At Xt/ pCLE (biopsy) | WLE (biopsy) Pt
(2019) S dA | 01=2s At 65% (45-77.5%) | 30% (15-40%) | 0.010
= qtior pCLE (image) | dNBI (image)
ToT o = H}-lj_:‘% A o) 0,
Prueksapa ZRITH0[2/ FS~o=c ESCN = 990 /OO) 0 (500/0> LCE
" nich(2019) et 27 HGIN %= 5 (100%) 3 (60%) +pCLE
“a | LGIN+ 3 (100%) 0 (0%)
© [ FtemEEss | 5(HGN2 LGNY -
Seattle AFl-targeted | AFl-targeted | AFl-targeted
2 di Pietro  HREIAIL/ protocol histology pCLE* NBIz* *optical
(2015)  F=2tERt4 | HGD 2/14 0/14 0/14 2/14 biopsy
LGD 0/14 7/14 1/14 10/14
HEIAE/ HD-WLE+pCLE ZOA HD-WLE QM= HH2 AT X| oLt
HH =7t pCLEE F7I"A| MME QSIXL 42%7t ZXIE(21/50). 015 OfFY
Eral HHASL 28%R(14/50)
26 Bertani HD-WLE+pCLE HD-WLE .
(2013) (biopsy) (biopsy) pe:
HEEIAE/
i oy | HGD 4% (2/50) 2% (1/50) -
oL 21—
LGD 24% (12/50) 8% (4/50) -
4| O [ 28% (14/50) 10% (5/50) 0.04
HDWL+pCLE HDWL
HIZIAIE/ (image) (image)
SRt F7F | NS/ SR 5 11% (7/62) 5% (3/57) | +133%
4 IM SR} 2= 63% (46-62) 57% (39/57) | +18%
Wallace £ Z7HAS/IM SRt ! -
30 o012
HDWL+pCLE(image) HDWL(image)
ops TR + 5101 203
i } AME /o + 8, & 2370 7% (15/00) +53%
T +4374, Z 15174 43% (108/000) | +40%
= PNy HD-WLE+pCLE(image) | HD-WLE(image)
SeHH | 22 HGD/EC 32% (38/120) 66% (79/120) | +4174
HDWL+pCLE (image) HDWL(image)
31 Sharma e - >
(2011) Bpeia)g ) HGD/EC 6% (2/31) 13% (4/31)
2t BiXp A HD-WLE+NBI+pCLE HD-WLE or NBI
T M . .
(image) (image)
2 HGD/EC 0% (0/31) 3% (1/31)
HIZIAE pCLE-targeted biopsy Random biopsy
t”j";_‘iﬂ YA EHH 37.9% (22/58) 62.1% (36/58)
< 'gw: On-site &4 13.6% (3/22) 13.9% (5/36)
=" Blinded &4 50% (11/22) 13.9% (5/36)
32 Bajbouj - .
(2010) Visible HH &k} | Invisible HH 2tX}
HEAI/ | IR 2R 11.8% (8%) 4.4% (3%)
8Kt 7t | pCLE Onsite 24 TH 62.5% (5/8) * 100% (3/3)
A pCLE Blinded 2 100% (8/8) 66.7% (2/3)
a) 39| 7tA| HH SIS =3, b) 15O HI7IA| HH BIXE =3

AFI, autofluorescence imaging: CE, chromoendoscopy: dNBI, dual focus narrow-band imaging; HD-WLE, high
definition-white light endoscopy; HDWL, high-definition white light; HGD/EC, high-grade dysplasia/early
carcinoma; IM, intestinal metaplasia; LGD, low-grade dysplasia: NBI, narrow-band imaging: NS, non-significant;
pCLE, probe-based confocal laser endomicroscopy
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H1xxt YR

28 zmor)  xmy s it
oot 31X}/ pCLE WLE/M-NBI
3 Kim(2022) H2lats | o xx| maf MZAHIS | 74.5% (41/55) | 52.2% (32/55)
HUEE | Y XX I Tt 3.75 2.90
ojot 11/ pCLE (biopsy) | WLE (biopsy) Pt
10 Park T;E'gm ONE ES M A2t S | 5.1 + 1.1 4.1+ 1.1 0.003 | mz
(2019) ‘;%g M| TE MAHIS | 52.1%+27.9% | 30.2%+14.1% | {0.001 | +SD
° Z7) 9 BetH[8 | 49.5%+29.3% | 29.3%+13.7% | 0.002
_ WLE | 26/36 (72%) | (ref)
S| 2t/
14 Horiguohi 1 = [ ME-NBI | 32/36 (89%) | WLE thHl p=0.0114
(2018) 3@ g pCLE | 35/36 (97%) | WLE CHH| p=0.0159, NBI LHH| p=0.371
Biopsy | 26/36(72%) | pCLE CHH| p=0.0077
Q| kM - ;
706 Hqtqo FICE-guided pCLE FICE &= pat
19 (2017) éfX(/D[;a 0 per—patient 73.3% (88/120) 63.6% (75/118) 0.09
e yie?d oer-biopsy | 75.1% (313/417) | 31.6% (252/800) | 0.001

CE, chromoendoscopy; dNBI, dual focus narrow-band imaging: FICE, Flexible spectral Imaging Color
Enhancement; ME-NBI, magnifying endoscopy with narrow-band imaging: M-NBI, magnifying narrow-band
imaging: NS, non-significant: pCLE, probe-based confocal laser endomicroscopy: SD, standard deviation; WLE,
white light endoscopy

2.2.4 o|gZAM0 0|X|= B

Ol=A3o] u|R|= PO E X EAE 0] WA HAgh A7 1H, AAAE Bk A7 3H AU
2| 2A1E WS HA13%t Caillol 5(2017)°M14= 715 AW S5 B glo]

1378914 pCLE =8 A} 70% (9/13)°141 A& H3Fo] WA=t A1 A 2= df 151}
AArgo|u At TS & ool o A A& (endoscopic resection) & X w A o] HAH
8%, 71& ABA0NA 155 o]F/do] A=A 2 pCLEL A4 AAlE AxfollA| Als+d ol /o
ofd Aoz giEo] A3 XgE wL 4 AW B, 7I& AHANA AT O]‘ﬂ*égi
A=Y o pCLEE B9l A5+ °F/do] o4l WA A dAleS Aldt 49 5ol itk
BATAE B3 Zuo 65(2017)2 FICE-guided pCLES E-83t 4 Bt A7 471 3.5 (0-8)=,
FICE ©%{(6.8, 5-13)°1 HI3l 48.5% #-2J5HA| 4-3ke HarsHitKp <0.001). Guo 5{2015) pCLEY]
3] ]2 ‘§ 2-g5to], HPAFTAMZHSquamous cell carcinoma, SCC) & A% FH/ g1 W
(esophageal squamous intraepithelial neoplasia, ESIN) 4 & Hol= X H S0 e e
o 24 A A7 3155 [-Scanth ARSEH A9-H T} 56.0% A 4 9122 FRIBHATHO1A
CLE ()91 5171 ®HHol A A7o] B2 Q). Sharma 5{(2011)2 pCLEE HD-WLE 2 NBIS}
/\}*Qj} 27, Xﬁﬂ 2HAEO] 39%001 41 £ 23 F2H] 4-AHE A4 (random biopsies)= £Y
, BAO 5 olFAASHGD) R 7] AZQHEC) TARE BA|A| got Aazaol=
Ies -9—7“]@ T U= HAIsHH

Rl
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AR 2B B2 WA A A, 919 0
9 47 915 B gI8) Asks Fl&olth. £ 714 20179 AldjRrl&R HEglon, ol
2020856 AEFo] 90% FHOE AFHF] SAHo] AGIIL Ut £ FNAE A=, 91
ol AolLt o ¥ O] B2 o E QMY Y 7 AR 91X S0l BAl0 2 At AN
Qb Ak thet 1S BR15tiAt 20244 A8R} 2714 A B 11012024, 8. 900 AEt
A B £91905] Tt that AJokE W A ke st
AAS BRI A3 3300 Aehy o147 L TN QYABATHRCT)7H 2 eIk
Aol ool 9 W o)) EAE o & A7} 159, ) olHolt gh il ol
A O T A7t 168, A} 9T B T RS P42 hYoE &
e, BIEES }% 38 52 ae;ﬂzw L A WA 5 o T AT s
ol

O

_l

=

oz 14 934 912 % oI A15koRe RIS ATl 37 9ISl e Sh
AR AT AT ol U 18, SAAA AThe] TEA APe] Wejshe AnE 2T ol 1HelA
27k SAlE Qo] Ago] oie elet BN B MEYATS B 08 WISk

AP sl 22 WAAZAR QPSS A B GBSl RS0 WIS 338 B 119
A} T3 gPE 9 2R-g0] MhISH) QolehT BB, GROIAL Aulst SFolt 2R Fof
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3.1 =2| HO|E{H|0]A

3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE(R) (1946~34X}i77}X[)

(BMY: 2024. 10. 16.)

g o 0] HMZBH)
1 confocal microscopy.mp. or exp confocal microscopy/ 89,137
2 endoscopy.mp. or exp Endoscopy/ 465,381
3 #1 AND #2 922
=7 4 (confocal adj3 microscop*).mp. 109,651
5 (confocal adj3 endomicroscop*).mp. 1,462
6 (confocal adj3 microendoscop*).mp. 63
7 OR/#3-6 110,277
8 Barrett Esophagus.mp. or exp Barrett esophagus/ 9,305
9 Esophageal Neoplasms.mp. or exp esophagus tumor/ 62,033
10 esophageal adenocarcinoma.mp. 5,637
CHAAE 1M Stomach Neoplasms.mp. or exp stomach tumor/ 116,405
12 gastric adenocarcinoma.mp. 9,141
13 ((esophag* or gastr*) and (lesion or dysplas*)).mp. 31,894
14 OR/#8-13 197,355
CHANKE & S 15 #7 AND #14 660
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3.1.2 Ovid—-Embase (1947 to 2024 October 14)

(FA: 2024. 10. 16.)
ETT 2o ZMHI)
1 confocal microscopy.mp. or exp confocal microscopy/ 143,399
2 endoscopy.mp. or exp Endoscopy/ 865,192
3  #1AND#2 1,963
E| 4 (confocal adj3 microscop*).mp. 190,188
5  (confocal adj3 endomicroscop*).mp. 2,810
6  (confocal adj3 microendoscop*).mp. 91
7  OR/#3-6 190,404
8 Barrett Esophagus.mp. or exp Barrett esophagus/ 20,599
9 Esophageal Neoplasms.mp. or exp esophagus tumor/ 113,045
10  esophageal adenocarcinoma.mp. 18,186
CHASXE 11 Stomach Neoplasms.mp. or exp stomach tumor/ 199,185
12 gastric adenocarcinoma.mp. 13,540
13 ((esophag* or gastr*) and (lesion or dysplas*)).mp. 76,587
14 OR/#8-13 350,832
OeX &SN 15 #7 AND #14 2.106
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3.1.3 EBM Reviews — Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (September 2024)

(A4 Y: 2024. 10. 16.)
ETT 0] HMZINH)
1 confocal microscopy.mp. or exp confocal microscopy/ 823
2 endoscopy.mp. or exp Endoscopy/ 36,815
3 #1AND #2 41
=74 4 (confocal adj3 microscop*).mp. 1,060
5  (confocal adj3 endomicroscop*).mp. 138
6  (confocal adj3 microendoscop*).mp. 3
7  OR/#3-6 1,116
8 Barrett Esophagus.mp. or exp Barrett esophagus/ 602
9 Esophageal Neoplasms.mp. or exp esophagus tumor/ 2,609
10  esophageal adenocarcinoma.mp. 469
CHANRE 11 Stomach Neoplasms.mp. or exp stomach tumor/ 4,175
12 gastric adenocarcinoma.mp. 843
13 ((esophag* or gastr*) and (lesion or dysplas*)).mp. 2,804
14 OR/#8-13 9,673
AXT &S 15 #7 AND #14 57
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NEC/\ 4

(ANY: 2024. 10. 16.)

3.2 =LHC[O]E H[O]A
O] E{t| O] A i b Mo HAMZ A H|1
(((confocal[ALL] AND endoscopy[ALL]) OR
1 “confocal laser endomicroscopy'[ALL]) OR 48 advanced
KoreaMed "confocal endomicroscopy"[ALL]) search
| 48
1 confocal 916
) ((IALL=endoscopy] OR [ALL=endoscop]) OR 12137
siolat= 2|0 [ALL=microendoscop)) | M)
H|0|A(KMbase) 3 #1 AND #2 43 HHE 018
4 [ALL=confocal laser endomicroscopy] 38
A #3 OR #4 51
A : confocal endomicroscopy (OR) FA|
oo ,  confocal microendoscopy (OR) X : confocal 53 JAIEM 018
ShRu IS YR endoscopy (OR) R : ZZH 2|0/ FHO|LIAIZ ENEEN
(RISS) (OR) T : B2 SHO|UAIZ
A 58
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AUC, area under the curve; CI, confidence interval; pCLE, probe-based confocal laser endomicroscopy; RT,
real time

61



o

2025. 8. 31.

of X} Ef

| araEzioZTY

0] M2 siRu7iol2otTRl0) AHO| e
SH710|2017210] 591 9l0] 4KQI SHO2
R BALE BHOfE 4 QB

IE RE po
oZ oF oF
re m

rok

ISBN : 979-11-7337-080-9





