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(RE] ZEMERREEAZE R G ER WS R YR 1085 45 5 i i 52 T T
Mo B %ﬂi(endoscopic mucosal resection, EMR)J& & ML UIBR S B BN 2. HETH H
Y15 G5 N 55 25 DT B3 R (conventional endoscopic mucosal resection, CEMR ) S 18 o U A 28 v B 26 iR
T2 B S5 2R E A UZ 2097 O P1ER S A, 1 1 7K EMR (underwater endoscopic mucosal
resection, UEMR ) J& —F{AH X B0 80 19 B2 AR, 38 3k v AR AR 80 I 1 5 ) 8 o A8 R AT D0 B o B EL AR
UEMR HIl CEMR,, LUHI T UEMR (57 20 b 22 4
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Research progress in underwater endoscopic mucosal resection in comparison with conventional

LRIk -

endoscopic mucosal resection
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S5 H W A IRER 3 R UL T i N 26 2 K B
TAE IO A Rk B s, e AR E R b & Bt
faH L S H B R RS SR RN T
DIBR SR TR 45 B AR SE T3 T B 50% FeAv o AR Kbl
B, BRI By 68 25 , T3 B 235 15 M 6 DA A T DD BR 45
[ A, ANEEFARAE Ry 8 2 BRI A I B R E T,
FAERIME R S e ARG IR E B A S S . HET, N
Fh BT 5 R (endoscopic mucosal resection, EMR) ##% J] 3¢ Bt
RAMREF R o A% 5 N 8 6 DI B R (conventional
endoscopic mucosal resection, CEMR) 2l i 45 N i AR
AR HEAT BT VS OO PR, 2 DR B P Bt R A b
oo HGX— R RGN T S PR BT T T 3R E AR, 7T R A
DA R 37 22 S5 MU 14 {0 0 S B8R WA 4, (o R D10 B o
TOVRIE | LA LA A v 1 0 B e 48 vy XU
W AN RS 1 AT 1 A0 S SO B g i KU
2012 4¢ , Binmoeller 287 37 #8 75 Py 45 ¥ & K (endoscopic
ultrasound, EUS) Ji3 & 1M1 & YK 2 H 7 7K 9 5 25 I8 U Bk R

(underwater endoscopic mucosal resection, UEMR), LIKAC#:
SEEAGE B RIEFRKP#EFTUIRE . UEMR W44
P AT B2 BRI AR 107 FH ) J5 K ) R, AR SC H 45 CEMIR
FIUEMR (AR VIR R e 2 VIBR R A B LTBRR 2L
P FARE R LA A RS, Hrp oA R 3R 24
FEIR A i AR L 2R LA DLPPA UEMR #9424
A RE

— I H

LR EIBR 3R - AR U B 48 N BE T ) B kT
A H kR AR . CEMR B9 2 R U7 % R R G, 40 9%
A5 >10 mm B, HCRE AR DI BR R B 2 77%, 10055 742 >20 mm B,
HAR A YIBR AL 11.5% , ] WLRE 2 8 A /N3 i, Hod ik
VIR ARBRALT™ . T B A U ok 2 W £ FH 43 BE VT B 4 bR S
Gy i Im B R B A i AU LR I UEMR J& 75 17 DL 2%
IR R EEEFEWE B RN ER. 10~19mm B A,
UEMR KB 545230 83.4%, M1220 mm YL, AR 4T]
B M 36.1%" . %t T <20 mm #4954, CEMR 5 UEMR

DOI: 10.3760/cma.j.cn321463-20230522-00527
i EE 2023-05-22 AXHmE FHR

SIRZARST WL, a7, RIRR, . WK NG RV ARXS ARG N R BEVIRR AR M BIFE SR [)]. rhAe
AL B2, 2024, 41(4): 323-327. DOI: 10.3760/cma.j.cn321463-20230522-00527.
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8] 2% G B X5 20~40 mm (9 2 A, UEMR 41 (19 9%
OB R I WA B E , JnH X T o A
(0-T's) FRFEFAR(0- 11 a) KRR FHRA(0- T b)F7E, TG
WE RN AL LSS B A, UEMR A9 3 B B R
HEAHL T CEMR. X F 2R K EMR F#AIC T 45 EL BE
FR5K T, 7K BT T D R 286 S 40 o o 5 T 1) 286 g A A
IR PR R SRR e AR LU AT, M
T, CEMR #£ 383 B B T 7 5 J5 3 23 b A b 1505
AR, T S BUR VI AT S S 3 e B 2y
T AR PROUE , DT AS ) T 2 44 10 ok 52 38006 28 B 19 T 75 TR X
Bt

2. SEARYIBRE 52V E ok EMR P BRARAS 9 7K -
AR G B, 3 L AR A ] L Y
BRE K AR AR AN 75 58 2 VIBRD . X T 98 2 DI B3 LA K
HARYIBR AR UL, T3 B R R/ S ™ . Zhang
A0 e — 35 B ML R R 36 (randomized controlled trial
RCT) BT H 42 5% T 4~9 mm BYE/NE A, Ak 58 2 U1
K CEMR 41N 87.3%, UEMR 410 94.4% , B4l W) 22 % T4t i1
2EE o XF10~19 mm 1B A, 8 UEMR Jr U8 2 VIR
SR S BFSY SR UEMR 2 i KUK B A Y 7T A7 B4
T F CEMR 1Y 58 2 PIBRN™ . A meta fF 58 & B,
UEMR 40 il CEMR 41 [8] 5¢ & VI Bk %22 % L g i X,
73— RCT 4 it 7% UEMR J+ AT CEMR™, 53l — AR
FAWRIIESE , UEMR P PIBR I B2 B LG CEMR ¥, 7 {8
291000 pm, (H - FTELVBRERERLEITFREL ., 5
YA U1 e T 0 14 U0 B TR L, UEMR AR SR A7 A8 M KA
2N NET2a 8 Pit Pattern IV 55 D A 352 38 XU 488/ Y
AEXS A AL, 58 e UIBR 3R A LY CEMR AHIESE 1T H T
VI BRER B A 2580, %5 TR A % 18 INET2b & Pit Pattern 'V %Y
(R BT 4% ) Pit Pattern V(R B4 1] T 3% % CEMR B
ESD™, HAT W58 3 B, A7 00235 1 975 745 0 I 0 B2 A L 2 A
R, HATSET UEMR VI BRI BE BB 9 A AR A7 e AR AR i
BN R BRI BRI, A7 AR R T RS A AR G AT
TA G5 %) , UEMR /& 75 8 58 & VIBR A A Rt — T,
WA BT/, A R BE R T IR, AR i T F EUS 4
BB AR S0 I P BE IR B R AE YRR AE , UEMR
INA TR Qi prirze 8

3 RSE A YT BR  N 5E A VTR S48 70 16 R 05 B AR A
HAELEAT ] e sl B IR AR AR BR . — I RCT W5,
Yen 25 % $ UEMR il CEMR P % R 58 A VI R 8541 , (2
Wi 45 5 kO AR P A BEUI SR B 4 R A AR 58 4 TR
B AU B4 T . A& RCT 55 /R , CEMR 5 5~20 mm 9%
R SE R YIBRZEL) 10%, 17 %F 220 mm A5 kAN 58 4P B 26
LA 20.49%7% . Li GGV EES T 7S 5k S N R TE
10~19 mm F1>20 mm B B H 5 51 8 1.2% 1 2.6%, {1
UEMR /R 58 4 3] bk %3 ik T CEMR, H. UEMR 7£ ¥ B 10~
19 mm )2 RIES , A 58 4 VTBR A8 T U0 B =20 mm 19 2. <

Xt AR A AF7E BT 320 e XURS: A kL, £ UEMR A 58
YIRS B T CEMR RF S 28 M X /b, R el gt —
A5 A R

4.8 K B B S e e W T R R A e R A A PR
AL AR AR R AT IRV R PR RN R i
WA RERE BRI RS KRR T A G, b B A R
R A B o AR 5 5 R R St A OG , IR N B B I
BRI BEARAR DG . JIoh, 4B Ul Lotk TR k4SS 1 B F
AN FL AR B U B T Al A R R A TN PR R T Kim AP
H % UEMR F1 CEMR W 2H>8 mm (99525 5 & %, CEMR 2H 1Y
8RB UEMR 419 445 . — 3 RCT WF5% 8.7 X F 20~
40 mm FYHRAE , UERM 442 & R B AAIG  (H 22 R RS T4
SC, AR WAL 43T B, X T 30~40 mm [ 9% AL, UEMR 1
CEMR 8 % R 5354 6.3% F142.9% , Wi 4] 22 A7 i 112
B ] EF UEMR FIl CEMR AR5 3~6 4 AR %
AR 3.26% F115.17% , R J5 1240 H W T & k505
N 6.25% 1 14.40%" . K UG, UEMR SRS & %L TF
CEMR. CEMR & &322 L , t A A YT B R S A
Ko FIAMEIE T ST AR E R R R T AR, B
CEMR 7R J5 7555 B 550 R 1 B B0 225 AN 3 A 308 ok A% Kz e e
%, B B T ﬂi(argon plasma coagulation, APC) S —
AT % AH XY APC 4l B T 2 A VTR AR S5 14 7%
B 3 H AN 2 DAIS B 58 VI8, T L APC A5 CEMR RJ5 =
2R R 3k AR B R AR R AR S8 AR APC L A
22 T, UEMR 7 U1 B 95 R vl 5 3 AN 22 8% B K 199
A5 38 3 ] A AR R 1 3 (<5 mm) ok T L
UEMR i G 2 . IbAh, B A BN R80T A
A1, i UEMR RE T 4 R A T4 2L 25 n B Xt
RERREBMNNEZ 7 WKIZE, Y4 UEMR HF
K B, BARI R F ] A R BAR A BT AUAS Il
IT R IR B B H

5.5 B AR i ) TR ] — i A IR A
PRER /K (UEMR 41 ) 535 B B R 14256 (CEMR 2H) 3] 58 S A
VIR B A e, A9 s, X >10 mm BB A, UEMR
fiE & 2 47 F R B )3 5 — T RCT #f 52 87K |, 20~
40 mm B9 B A, UEMR 8 F A B} E]JE T CEMR™™, CEMR F
AR ) T BB B AR G R R R AR A Xt A T
SO B A FTE L B, FLE ARSI BT B4,
0 A A AR (AR B R, ELS T T S R
A= RN TR R K AT S R . UEMR & K .
W KL 2 fF— R AR ) ], St A e R B, LT
ENICIEELSS e Koy =9 G

6. AR F A R R EE A I R &
I AR AL R ZEFLED

(AR I - 2 VI B 5 Sz R0 S2 i 30 s, AN
SRS RLERE AR b L R S EMR R B
BEak i, R R AR R, CEMRAERE I F A 51
ARG KA i, M Z T UEMR A H HE i A8 XS A 4
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AR 4t UEMR AR Hp i, 767K T B AT 375 46 1 7 21 HoAA
{47 HE LA D S A K R A B R — e
SO PR, T LA T K5 HEAT AR EES . —fB UEMR R o
J R AN DL, 38R AE KRR PR 1 min AT AT IE
o am o F O Lk o s BRSOk i, s Lk S nT gk 2k
UEMR #4E , TC 4 AR i FAR P i 2 20 i B
[ U 332 T 7, (A AR TG Tk S8 A WIS, DR APt 4
AR R — AT E R N E . R i & A R
%, )2 UEMR 58 2 YIBR 288 = 19— AR A

(2) FEFR 0l « B SR il 46 ARG 14 d RSB S ot {3
WA SCHRE AR 30 d A B S I, T I L N
F AR B EL 9k 1 15 52 (digital subtraction angiography
DSA) ZEAE R IEAT T 1 R H s n] g — 2 4m 4y R
B ORJ5 <48 h) Mg (FA JF=>48 h) B B, 5l nl ik — 440
A3 R0 v M LIS S S L, T B AR R B W TS
FKE 25 B 19 Hh O, T JS A RS W L TR W R L 1
I, AR S AT S Y I RS2 3 ) I 4L 18] 22 S G4 2 S
WF5E % 3 UEMR 3538 H 118 4 2.90% , CEMR A J5 338 H 1l
RN 6.5% , (LA G H LB AR R 25 57 TG0 27 3 LY,
WA TR, FE 4~9 mm BB, B 2 J8 P EEIR H I 2R
FEF R AR AE SR M I A S A 25, AT R A LA 0 99 B
PEE 4 )8 I

(3)ZEFL - BIH R 1 2k B J5 M R i 2 fL g U AE
PBE T SR ) T A AL DA SR el S i BE NS B . HEIR o
FLE ARG 14 d PI CT 7R BE s PR i s S AR BB KT (1
SRl 2 Y 1 2 LT AR SRR R R B, BRI AR S A A S
B HR R S B T S R e B SR SR AL
T AT e A REIYT, B A B AR E RS AR I AN
REPITR AL, W5 SR AR 5 . A 25 AR IR R R4 7 26k
AR I = D IRAi Y IW =7 A s Wil A Sl ol
EUSESE /K [FRE AT LA 8RR T i S i sicrR ™. CEMR
BN TGS A7 AR 25 FL Y T REPE A BIFSE AR CEMR 22 4L
BN 1.2%~4.4%"  HHHLZ T, UEMR [m) th DLk, SCHRAY
WAVGE 1 BIZEAL, B ATEA LAY . CEMR B NS i1
g T 725 S e A W A o R R i B R PR L A ) o P A
FARE A WUZ . BAR UEMR 67K F FREA i 92 72, (2
% CEMR T AR F1, UEMR 28 FL3 29 0.40% 2%,

A2 G TR meta M B TR S BRR R 2 5
TGt X W FAFE KN E R, UEMR YR B
Al FEYI > 10 mm B P IE, UEMR fi9 4 ifin F0 20 L sk &
RN 3.1% ;% F 10~19 mm e >20mm 195 A, H AR R
B R AR 3.5% M 4.3% ", BT, R R 5
CEMR At , UEMR 5K R R RS e 26

— .UEMR F94f 3

H UEMR 2 H Dok, Hlf R % e VEAR Wi g 0k . B A
W 12 32 AW A5 A A UEMR FH KA 3 78 1 s T A
JRESK J1 R K 037 IV A R A2 S BT 2 45040
FEINUZ A L A AR N S 2D TR . kK HUEN

AR A K PN T EY %, T AT E LT £
FH0 23 77 AR 10 BE A AR K I T Lt 5 HH BRI 1 Ol
NP AU T o« AR TR S A SR X I
RAEYME—IF4b , FH H T CEMR, UEMR 3545 DL T A3 el 3k
AR i PR, S5 B AE K R H AR 8, B0 TR AR ik
FERTEAR , T pl T 30 1 B A 22T 1 6L TR T 5 5 4 R A
VIR, it UEMR 5255 F 1 s 10 28 1 3 2 £ 4 Ak s 22 19 1)
BP0 M RRAL G 4G i T e OB R A5 5 | R E I 9K
SR, B P A AR SE 78 UEMR A 75— 52 RE L 30 ) 8 o5 17 %
W % 2, it S LGB AR R I A ED . KRR REE 2
KM FAS BRI, 58 T i SO EF g e 32 T A
A0 R AR [ s 3 G 285 i AT K D A BE B TR I s
LA E AT R, B TR ENR, 25 T BRI
H IR O UEMR A 27 H2 0 003 R R AR AR (1 [l i £
R R R S S B R A AR . Ah, KA BB SR A
HIRE FT , 26 YT R B K BR B bk /D i BE B A5 X Tl
TE e H 2210 B UEMR 0] LI 2] — 2 f5s i E R
Z I RCT 5T %W, UEMR AR i/ T 1 R B 2247, 358
THRE A ERE IR, — e R LR TR A R > T
ARG WG A A R A5 BFSE s UEMR fiif 52 P R4
FREASTETEST A 043 (“TCHR ), 78 W7 1, BEAIK T AR 1Y)
Bk AR bR T AT RIS LA, CEMR FE A
85 1 TR B A AL B BORMERT, T /K EMR B iz
TR DR A R AR T BRI R SR
J2 [0 T SRS N B R 11 A AR LA B B R BT AR B B R K
HIEAS , UEMR — A AN S A AEME LLBRAE R AE L, BT LAY T
LR CEMR 19 P9 45 B Il 0 75 32647 3 2 55 Y1 RT 58 g
UEMR.

= UEMR 71 (1) []

TR EARTEA B I, SRR a] AT A
BB IR . 25 W —F 437K, 1T g S 30K i 2 A%
BIAE , T AT 2 W00 e A 5, 5 R 5 R 3K b B R kR
ARBEKS S YA I sh i L 2 22 B 5 R
ARG A0 2R B ER ZGE BB AR, B A L R R
JE = ML WR 25, A B T i i s . E A B 5T 3 WS 2
B4 fi S 055 20 T A B T B R B SR AR A ST ARx
T2 KRB RN -1 )28, B4 12 T UEMR
FEAR B ATATAYN s R, AR B AL TR L WL A
i, T REA K TS L R B TR, T SC W42 21 UEMR Y BR
VR CEMR B 3%, iR 2245 & JOE 0B g DLk B 1A 4 1
FARITA.

25 b Tk %k e CEMR,, UEMR VI 4% F s 48, Jo 2
EFXF>10 mm IR AE , BETEBE = W 18 AT A6 DA K 9 4 m] 484
PERTIEE T, S FLET I8 B, BRAIK AR B A A e, S
TR ] g i DA AR R % S8 I B A 4R T, HAE
AN A i AR L LSRN RS R A R A T L
TRARE K%, BT UIBRRE 1% &, S A R T
AR B R B TR R AR R MR AR UEMR J& 45 1]
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