I 7 NNEFEBRIAF T4
[1liztwic

71 7 e VIR IR B L E IO BRE A WTRETH 5, 2001 4FiC Iddan & 2% Nature FEICFER LK, /M
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1. /NEA TV NHE
BQ1 : /NBA T eV NREE L 13 ?

INBI A T VB IE, NIRRT 2720 T, RELR LS 2/NGONEEBIELTE 274 YL ADH T
WHEECTH 5, /NETERL W7D RO GE OB ARETH 5, —T7. /NEA T2 v N
BB R T E R 23 © % 37 MO BRICNESILE 2175 2 &3 T& kv, HARTHEZRM I N
T A/NGA 7 e VB IC IR, BT HE CRGEEIR 2 T T — X L a—XIcHE T 2 44 7D
PillCam™SB3 (A Ftuw=vy 7ft/av 474 v Y x,%v%) D & EndoCapsule EC-S10 (A Y v ¥ 2k
Xath) 2 (2025 FHRFEWGEH 1E) . 52T T 2 & PR IC BN L TRz X7 v e — F 3% X
A 7' ® CapsoCam Plus® (CapsoVision #1:))23% %

X Eik
1. PillCam SB3 /1 7w Vv NHHEE S X 7 4, [EEMEER AR S 1 22500BZX00411000, 2022 &2 AKET (GB
10 fR)

2. ENDOCAPSULE /NG 71 72 L NHEE OLYMPUS EC-S10. B ZAE 5 22500BZX00304000 5.
#2022 £10 H (6 i)
3. CapsoCam Plus 7 72 VNFHER, AFRFES © 30200BZX00358000, 2020 4F 11 H (FIM)

BQ 2 : PillCam™SB & EndoCapsule® D¥E. AT, REBOEAH L ?

PillCam™SB (% 2007 £ 10 A (T D, EndoCapsule (% 2008 4 10 A1 YA & LT\ %, PillCam™ SB
ORBEM L. VNERERBEAX Z5Eb N 5 8E] TH Y. +XTo/NGERE - fEfECffifi2vligcd
%, —7i. EndoCapsule I%. [T Z & T L&/ FEHECERE CIREAFIE © & it EHim ¢
5 HMEE > suspected small bowel bleeding: SSBB) %15 & | KRoh T3,

Mo AT LE, AT VNEBEARE, T—2La—X V=227 —vavD3 o0, 0MKEN
% (Figure 1), 7 7 VAKDO~HE - B & IT PillCam™ SB3 2% 26.2x11.4mm, 3.0g, EndoCapsule EC-S10 73
26x11mm, 3.3g TH Y, HJ) & HCEIREES CHILENZHE) T %, PillCam™ SB3 13 /7 7w L NHEI D
BEREEICIS U727 L — AL — b if%EEERE (adaptive frame rate: AFR) 12 X 0 1 FDREIC 2 /0 F 7213 6 KL
EndoCapsule EC-S10 1% 1 #ffiC 2 MO MR % #5535 . PillCam™ SB3 (X, U 7V & A4 LicHsg L - NS
W% T —X L3 —ZDORHE=LZ—ICRKRT D [V T Vx4 e a—T | #EEXHE T %, EndoCapsule
. TV 7z A nea—7 ) BREICMAC, BERLEBREERRTES [T 4Ny 7] KEEDHT 5,
Fow S N2 NREEGRIT, BFCRYFI vy —TrA4Eke vy —L b E2EBELT, #HHiFLTw
LN DT -2 L a—KIGEE, BRI hd, TAV AT ERO2 v =T L ABL T —21La—x
DA HGERICHERF 9 253 4 XD Link 754 AR 7 A V) A RFHERMSE (FDA) THEEI N TS A,
ARH Tl 2024 FHHERAKRTH 2, /NG H 72V WEEEOBIEIRIH X, ) 10~16 Kl <H 528, 7 — X
La—Xeh T VNHEO NNy 7 ) —DEEESICEEINSE, RE~DHHE ) T X4 627
THERBICHBR AL, T—ZLa—Xh oV —2 AT —vaVitliRT—2% X7 vu—F LT,
HEY 7 by o7 CHEHEZWEZIT S,

Figurel HiGREV/NG A 72 v NMREE S X 7 4 (PillCam™ SB3. EndoCapsuleEC-S10)
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1. PillCam SB3 /1 7k W NHEE > A7 4, [ERIEARAZETES © 22500BZX00411000, 2022 £ 2 H&GET (B
10 i)

2. ENDOCAPSULE /NMEH 71 7 & A NiEE OLYMPUS EC-S10, EEHZR &GRS 22500BZX00304000
F.o*2022 £ 10 H (BB 6 B

BQ3: UTAZA L 2a—TOFHAMEIL?

PillCam™ SB. EndoCapsule 1Zi%. WHHEEHIERZL 2 —XIC) TAEALFKRTE [VTAZXL L 2—
TIEERD D, UTAEA LY 2—T CTHERE LTV A Z2iHEZET 2 2 & T, HILENTDON 72
WSO 2 & 2, VI AXALa—T% #5220y F LTUTDO3HEBETONS,

ORESLHICERBEER LTS Z L 2ERTE S,

Q@D X7 v e — F e, Mahiie BiEE Z fELcE 5,

QKIG~DHH %R TE 2,

D) AEEEEE, BPEHEETICX Y, NMNEA 7T VNHEEEARESLENICRIREERT 2 &Ny 7
—BRERFEN Ic 2/ NGBS TR R R 5 [REED H 5, BB OB X, 2705 il 1 1] D, 2401 Fi+
A 2THB I EPMEINTVE, REHEPCREVLA - BEORIRIAE, BEESLT A7 TRE
DEEREN R, OIERIC X 2 BEEPFE2. BEERO ERFEREETH 2, VTAVEA L2 —T%
i3 2 2 & T 7 7R A NEET D BilEim L B P TE@EEE 2 I ICRIE T 3 2 L AmE I T D
3, Ohmiya b ¥ (ZHWIC 1 FFEI B0 L 72 5& 13 B HFHREELE 2 5E b L 5 AlREtE 2 G LT b, Bl
CHWNICER L 2 7 V NEBITNIRD2 o 2 FEERE 2 BRI EEHEENHEZ NI 2 247 24
v b it ZiEE~ 0 H e V NEHEERH B OIT A EHTH 2 Z e 2 ME LT 5,

@ VTrAsA4rea—Ti, NEHILASELNE BEDH TV NHERETICEWTOHHATH 5,
M- - T BEE I Z D 2 Wi EHIMEF ICBE VT, VT AR A4 L 2—T ZHTMNMGADINRK %
il 5 2 Lk, ABio U X 7RI SO RERBEOFEHMIcEHTH & alRetE YT nTw b, X
7o, M- TIoBEEEEERIEZF I CEWTS, VTAXA4 L2 —=TIF, Sr— /NGRS vl
CT CZWipWREETH - 72 SR KEREE T O /NG HIMOZW (aortoenteric fistulas) ICDHHTH 72 C
EHHEIN T3 10, KIGHM e ofEHlic b EHTH 2,

@ B T A NEBECIH NG EBET 22 L AEBECH Y 20D Y TARAL A 2—T %
TH 72 VHARERKGICHEE S N0 RT3 2 e ko o s, HIRESBE I NG ITREN
THDHI L0, RICHERE T AEVEEL S 5 D TEEPLETH 5, ZOLA TR 28I L
THEDH 250 »2BIET 25, TGS REAR Mg IZRE LB CGERH 0 HE NG EE 3
T NARBEICHA L ZERI~D 2 v P RRETH L, 2T RG> KRG #EN0E L WS,



BEOHTIEEZHAFHEELC, BROBX ZMRALZD, 10 2&RICY TAL XA L 2 —T THEIZE
TEZEIHRABRAETH L, VTAEA L 2—TICX 32/NEHRERICET 2 2 XEITOME %
Figure2 ISR 3 19, U T2 A4 L€ 2 — 7 REHEE, A2/ NGBIZRITZNZ N 83.6% (95%(5HH
X[ 75.9-89.2) & 93.0% (95%(SHEIX[H] 87.3-962) THYH., VTNV XA L 2a—T2HWSE Z & TR/
PR HIT 10%M £ 5 2 L 2SI R > T 5,

Figure2 U 7V 2 A L€ 2 —TEHIC X 52/ ME#1%E% (Random effect model)

Study Group Event rate, 95%Cl weight Event rate, 95%Cl
Lai,2007 Non 0.704 [0.510,0.844] 15.57 —_—
Gao,2010 Non 0.878 [0.824,0.918] 23.26 -0
Shiotani,2011 Non 0.920 [0.848,0.959] 17.45 —e-
Hosono,2011 Non 0.725 [0.568,0.841] 17.99 —_—
Cotter,2013  Non 0.844 [0.799,0.880] 25.73 -9
Pooled 0.836 [0.759, 0.892] -
Lai,2007 Use 0.944 [0.693,0.992] 891 —_—
60,2010 Use 0.890 [0.835,0.928] 42.49 -0
Shiotani,2011 Use 0.995 [0.926,1.000]  5.09 —
Hosono,2011 Use 0.900 [0.762,0.962] 23.18 —e—
Cotter,2013 Use 0.963 [0.893,0.988] 20.33 —&
Pooled 0.930 [0.873,0.962] <
i : : |
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BQ 4 : CapsoCam Plus® DR, (ER7k. PREGEA I ?

CapsoCam plus®1Z. 2012 2> b BEIRIGH & 72 FLERHT L NG 2 7 e A NEHEETH 5 D, PillCam™
SB3 & D HEGER CIZIEFEOAREAHERE I N T3 2 & 29, HARICH T % PillCam™ SB & L U
EndoCapsule®D i HSEAE & Z DLW F R X, 2020 4 11 HICiR 7 U oRAZR I, RIS
7o PRIEEFH 13, EndoCapsule Atk [ NIREIME %2 &L L&/ T EE(LE A CIRK 2 FE T % 0
Hm CNGHIEE VS suspected small bowel bleeding: SSBB) # 5 & | A TH % Y,

CapsoCam p1us®@frﬂi‘5( X, EHZE CMOS & v —4 1L U 7T v 2 4 4 HENFEHHIH % ff 2 72 LED16 %
2371 7 v DT ICACE X 41, 360 DY T iREARELR L TH L (K2), RS N
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Figure 3 {15 &RHE/NGH 7w Vv NEEE Y 2 7 24 (CapsoCam plus®)

LED (162%)
<UT VRS LEBTE TS

DIVRSAVINI b DA RT 2T Ib - Hh X5 (488)
+221,184@{RCMOS >/ —
3~57L—LEWRK

1GB75 v a1 XE)—
HEHBSICEIRL T T — 2B H Y

RESN\vTY—

7 R 915850

A-Y=TL/F)~BT7— 2R AT

N 4
(RWPE MR NS4 & — 4= — ¥ https://www.nagase.co.jp/med-eq/dmr/capso/ & Y B, —&B%E)

3 HR

1. Friedrich K, Gehrke S, Stremmel W, Sieg A. First clinical trial of a newly developed capsule endoscope with
panoramic side view for small bowel: a pilot study. Journal of gastroenterology and hepatology. 2013; 28: 1496-

1501.  (fEMT)



2. Pioche M, Vanbiervliet G, Jacob P, et al. Prospective randomized comparison between axial- and lateral-viewing
capsule endoscopy systems in patients with obscure digestive bleeding. Endoscopy. 2014; 46: 479-484. (7 v
Z L AL)

3. Zwinger LL, Siegmund B, Stroux A, et al. CapsoCam SV-1 Versus PillCam SB 3 in the Detection of Obscure
Gastrointestinal Bleeding: Results of a Prospective Randomized Comparative Multicenter Study. Journal of

clinical gastroenterology. 2019; 53: e101-e6. (7 ¥ X L A4k)
4. CapsoCam Plus 77 7"k VNIRRT SCE -
https://www.info.pmda.go.jp/downfiles/md/PDF/510032/510032_30200BZX00358000 1 01 Ol.pdf

BQS:/NGEH T VARBEDOBRBIEICII LD XS b DD 50 ?

SHE
1. e

WS T e VNS 2 BRI B ANICE E 5.0 b L KIS - SRS B S 4078 0 i iRsh
P Lo 7 REEL ER I N, BRD L WEFIETH % 12,

EE T EGEALE R TR R ARRE © ¥ e\ L I GV HIEE V> suspected small bowel bleeding:
SSBB) % f9 BEIC I T B OFRAME X 1.4%, —J7 Crohn JEHEZHI/EE2H] Tl 7.4%/6.3%,
8.2%/3.6%Y, 4.6%/2.4%%,1.3%/1.3%°%, F7-REPZITTE oD o HEIL 6.5% L hEINT NS 9, AT
L VNBBEIRERTIC YT v o —Hh TV B R L 22 ER]CIRERRER] & i U<, il oS I K &
WEINT V3B ), RIEMEIGESR & WS EE LT 3JEFNIC B W T E O FASHE 13 82% TH - 7=
D, NT V=N TN EBHEH L ZER D L < 1 CT enterography (CTE) % AT L 72 AEHI Tl 2.7% & #i X
NTWw3 Y, £7z, Crohn Jif & ZWIHHEE LT\ 2 FERITIXHEHE OFEAEMEL L 4.63% TH o 72 h3, NT v
N1 TRV EMHER L 72ER D L < 1 MRIUCTE % 61T L 72 fEFI CTiX 2.88% TH o - LI N T3 9, &
18 Zenker BHZE L X v 7 VEHEN~DOHH D IE I LT3 07,

iR DERIC Crohn IR EICIL L, #HE Y X 7 23E 1\, Sakurai & 13 541 1D Crohn Ji&E2Hl - WEE 2
Wi o [ N % it a3 T ) % fFFEIC T, 494 i3 7 v o —h 7R v & v - i E B R % fET T
L. NEH 7T NSO L 76 (13%) i4E T, 2095 6 HlidHLEBEERE 1T > Tz,
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DR 23 3 E/NBNICEED bz 729, 27 A ARICRILFIN £ 70 v — VNGNS & 1T, [R5
HEIRT 25, WiHECEETES. BHRONZ T AL — v NGNRBEZ T L. A% IRk
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HAMH L8NSR & o b as NSRS E o B R AE ICBI 3 2 58 6 M EF#A (2008 4£~2012 4F) T,
ING 1 7 e L NARSRE D EHEIEE 15,347 th o 5 B aHEIZ 1 4 (0.007%) TRIFMICSEE L 72 &£ DREDH 2
W, YRATYT 4 v LY a— g S WiINC BT B T e L NIRBTEEE 63 51 o i e fiE 1 78
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CapsoCam Plus® X EE i % 7& L 72 W EAR D 7= O I A[BE T H 5 . — 7., PillCam™ SB 133545 Al 44 434.1MHz
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BRI LTE, =R A = — 55 14 5% T D M2A Small Bowel PillCam™ fitif T D ey O, il
NLGHED B — b 16 <D PillCam™ SB 3 fEfT O 735 0, Wi FERRIIGr oL L
T3,

EEH T LA -2 CHEHINTWEE Y FoREBERERIZ N F 1(IMHz) 25 420.0500MHz-
421.0375MHz. % ¥ F 2(1.5MHz) 28 424.4875MHz-425.9750MHz. ~X v F 3(0.5MHz) 2% 429.2500MHz-
429.7375MHz, % v F 4(1MHz)%* 440.5625MHz-441.5500MHz, X ¥ F 5(1MHz)72" 444.5125MHz-445.5000MHz.,
NV F 6(IMHz) A 448.6750MHz-449.6625MHz T & %, PillCam™ SB 13 #x5¥ L 72l 7 — % % Ltk
434 1MHz OEERFEE T vFF (v FT L4 « v VvH L L) KEET S, FORE. fhoEEHAT L
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SB ZHW/= 1 7 W AHEREOKIL, DEXE= X2 — - AREHE =2 - EOEBEHATLA—205
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Table 4 F DT A4 RCH T 2HEEFERCGHK 1 £ v 51H)

DT N A R | BB | 1 7 A NEETRRE (150 AEER BIE)

PM 487 PillCam(431) PR D ALE A A7 5 72 (1)
EndoCapsule(33) AR S 1 {5 D VB AEC T (4)
MiroCam(3)
No specification(20)

ICD 162 | PillCam(147) PIBLBTIHR O R (2)
EndoCapsule(8)
MiroCam(3)
No specification(4)

LVAD 86 PillCam(52) 7 —F7 77 MEH(5)
No specification(34)
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Figure 4 HHIC X 2 AMLE DO HHIC X 22W3%  (Random effect model)

Study Group Subgroup Eventrate, 95%Cl Weight Eventrate, 95%Cl
Rahmi, 2021  Non No use 0.379 [0.324,0.438]  38.80 ——
Park,2011 Non No use 0.391 [0.218,0.598] 17.74 s ]
Postgate,2009 Non No use 0.349 [0.214,0.513] 22.35 e
Wei, 2007 Non No use 0.500 [0.328,0.672] 21.11 _—
Pooled 0.399 [0.296, 0.512] i
Rahmi, 2021  Use 2LPEG 0.366 [0.311,0.425] 20.24 ——
Rahmi, 2021  Use 500mL PEG 0.384 [0.329,0.442] 20.37 ——
Park,2011 Use 2LPEG 0.450 [0.253, 0.664] 8.73 ————
Park,2011 Use 4L PEG 0.480 [0.296,0.669]  10.00 —_—
Postgate,2009 Use Citramag 0.128 [0.054,0.273]  8.05 _—
Postgate,2009 Use Citramag+Metoclopramide 0.468 [0.315,0.626] 12.21 — e —
Postgate,2009 Use Metoclopramide 0.259 [0.144,0.422] 10.74 _—
Wei,2007 Use Mosapride 0.733 [0.550,0.861] 9.66 _—
Pooled 0.397 [0.321, 0.478] -
: : ! !
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Figure 5 FEHIC X % ATALIE O H #EIC X % Visualization A 27 (Random effect model)



Study Group  Subgroup Eventrate, 95%Cl  Weight Eventrate, 95%CI
Viazis, 2004 Non No use 0.980 [0.749,0.999] 2.12 ——
Ge,2006 Non  Nouse 0.250 [0.124,0.439] 5.84 —_—
Wei, 2008 Non  Nouse 0.067 [0.017,0.231] 4.40 ——
Rey,2008 Non  Nouse 0.864 [0.752,0.931] 6.11 ——
Nouda,2009 Non  Nouse 0.777 [0.549,0.909] 5.34 _—
Spada, 2009 Non No use 0.427 [0.265,0.605] 6.16 —_—
Fang,2009 Non No use 0.678 [0.501,0.816] 6.12 ——
Chen,2011 Non  Nouse 0.617 [0.472,0.744] 6.46 -
Beltran,2011  Non 4] water 0.685 [0.583,0.771] 6.74 —_—
Oliva,2013 Non No use 0.141 [0.062,0.288] 5.72 ——
Hong.Bin,2016 Non  Fasted 0.534 [0.420,0.645] 6.70 —_—t—
Chen,2017 Non Fasted 0.897 [0.788,0.953] 5.87 ——
Hookey,2017 Non No use 0.500 [0.372,0.628] 6.59 ——
Xavier,2019 Non No use 0.378 [0.239,0.542] 6.29 —_—
Bahar,2019 Non No use 0.800 [0.699,0.873] 6.55 —
Wu,2020 Non No use 0.325 [0.233,0.433] 6.70 —_—
Saraiva,2021  Non No use 0.800 [0.675,0.885] 6.31 ——
Pooled 0.580 [0.459,0.692] ~tenii——
Viazis, 2004 Use 2LPEG 0.986 [0.818,0.999] 0.95 —
Ge, 2006 Use Simeticone 0.500 [0.323,0.677] 2.73 ——
Wei, 2008 Use 1LPEG 0.283 [0.152,0.467] 2.67 ——
Wei, 2008 Use 1L PEG+simethicone 0.533 [0.358,0.701] 2.75 e e
Rey,2008 Use 2LPEG 0.982 [0.886,0.998] 1.46 _—
Nouda,2009 Use 1LPEG 0.875 [0.650,0.963] 2.08 ——
Spada,2009  Use  2LPEG 0.420 [0.260,0.599] 2.74 ———
Fang,2009 Use  2LPEG 0.978 [0.807,0.998] 1.18 —
Kantianis, 2009 Use  2LPEG 0.930 [0.860,0.966] 2.70 —_—
Kantianis,2009 Use 4L PEG 0.930 [0.860,0.966] 2.70 ——
Chen,2011 Use 250ml mannitol+simethicone 0.878 [0.753,0.944] 2.61 —_—
Chen,2011 Use 250ml mannitol before 0.771 [0.632,0.868] 2.80 —_——
Chen,2011 Use 250mlmannitol on day 0.684 [0.542,0.798] 2.87 —_—
Beltran,2011 Use  4LPEG 0.783 [0.687,0.855] 2.96 ——
Beltran,2011  Use Sodium phosphate 0.764 [0.665,0.841] 2.97 ——
Oliva,2013 Use 1LPEG 0.178 [0.088,0.327] 2.65 s
Oliva,2013 Use 1L PEG+Simethicone 0.208 [0.109,0.360] 2.70 —_—
Oliva,2013 Use 2LPEG 0.188 [0.094,0.338] 2.67 . a—
Oliva,2013 Use Simeticone 0.148 [0.067,0.293] 2.58 ———
Hong.Bin,2016 Use 250mlmannitol on 0.800 [0.694,0.876] 2.90 ——
Costa,2016  Use  2LPEG 10h 0.793 [0.610,0.904] 2.56 ———
Costa,2016 Use 2LPEG 4 h 0.983 [0.777,0.999] 0.95 —
Chen,2017 Use 250ml mannitol on 0.500 [0.374,0.626] 2.95 ——
Chen,2017 Use 250mlmannnitol before 0.737 [0.608,0.835] 2.88 _—
Hookey,2017 Use 2LPEG 0.420 [0.303,0.546] 2.95 —_—
Hookey,2017  Use Picosulfate 0.419 [0.300,0.548] 2.94 —_——
Xavier,2019 Use Macrogol4000 1L after 0.773 [0.601,0.885] 2.65 ——
Xavier,2019 Use Macrogol4000 1L before 0.435 [0.275,0.611] 2.76 — e
Bahar,2019 Use 2LPEG 0.800 [0.701,0.872] 2.93 —_—
Bahar,2019 Use 4L PEG 0.775 [0.671,0.853] 2.94 ——
Wu,2020 Use 1LPEG 12h 0.463 [0.359,0.571] 3.01 —_——
Wu,2020 Use 1LPEG 4h 0.663 [0.555,0.756] 2.99 ——
Wu,2020 Use 2LPEG 12h 0.482 [0.377,0.589] 3.01 s
Wu,2020 Use  2LPEG 4h 0.544 [0.434,0.650] 3.00 —_——
Saraiva,2021  Use 1L PEG+ascor 0.633 [0.499,0.749] 2.92 —
Saraiva,2021  Use 500ml PEG+ascor 0.700 [0.567,0.806] 2.89 —_—
Sey,2021 Use Hlgh simethicone 0.500 [0.391,0.609] 3.00 ——
Sey,2021 Use Standard simeticone 0.481 [0.375,0.589] 3.01 —
Pooled 0.645 [0.567,0.715] -
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Study Subgroup Outcome Event rate and 95% CI Event rate and 95% CI

Wei, 2008 1L PEG Visualization 0.283 [0.152,0.467]

Wei,2008 1L PEG+Simethicone Visualization 0.533 [0.358,0.701]

Saraiva,2021 1L PEG+ascor Visualization 0.633 [0.499,0.749]

Wu,2020 1L PEG 12h Visualization 0.463 [0.359,0.571]

Wu,2020 1L PEG 4h Visualization 0.663 [0.555,0.756] +
Oliva,2013 1L PEG Visualization 0.178 [0.088,0.327]

0Oliva,2013 1L PEG+Simethicone Visualization 0.208 [0.109,0.360]

Nouda,2009 1L PEG Visualization 0.875 [0.650,0.963] —
Pooled 0.469 [0.321,0.623]
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Study Subgroup Outcome Event rate and 95% Cl Event rate and 95% Cl

Wu,2020 2LPEG12h  Visualization 0.482 [0.377,0.589] ——
Wu,2020 2L PEG 4h Visualization 0.544 [0.434,0.650] —10—
Bahar,2019 2L PEG Visualization 0.800 [0.701,0.872] —'.—
Hookey,2017 2L PEG Visualization 0.420 [0.303,0.546) ——
Costa, 2016 2LPEG10h  Visualization 0.793 [0.610,0.904] ——
Costa, 2016 2L PEG 4h Visualization 0.983 [0.777,0.999] —
Oliva,2013 2L PEG Visualization 0.188 [0.094,0.338] ——
Spada, 2009 2L PEG Visualization 0.420 [0.260,0.599] ——
Fang,2009 2L PEG Visualization 0.978 [0.807,0.998]
Kantianis,2009 2L PEG Visualization 0.930 [0.860,0.966] —.'
Rey,2008 2L PEG Visualization 0.982 [0.886,0.998]
Viazis, 2004 2L PEG Visualization 0.986 [0.818,0.999] e
Pooled 0.756 [0.594,0.868] |
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Study Subgroup Outcome Event rate and 95% CI Event rate and 95% CI
Sey, 2021 Simethicone  Visualization  0.481 [0.375,0.589]
Oliva,2013  Simethicone  Visualization = 0.148 [0.067,0.293]
Ge, 2006 Simethicone  Visualization ~ 0.500 [0.323,0.677]
Pooled 0.364 [0.180,0.599] ’ |
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Pooled 0.543 [0.283,0.782]

Wei, 2008 1L PEG+simethicone Visualization 0.533 [0.358,0.701]
Sey,2021 High simethicone Visualization 0.500 [0.391,0.609]
Chen,2011 250ml mannitol + simethicone Visualization 0.878 [0.753,0.944]
Oliva,2013 1L PEG+simethicone Visualization 0.208 [0.109,0.360]
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Study Comparison Subgroup Outcome Event rate and 95% CI Event rate and 95% CI
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He B,2014 cE cE Detection 0.687 [0.567,0.786) ——
He YF,2014 CE CE Detection 0.848 [0.796,0.889) -@
Jeon SR,2014 CE CE Detection 0.677 [0.579,0.761] ——
Segarajasingam DS,2015  CE CE Detection 0.575 [0.420,0.717] ——.—
Pooled 0.558 [0.323,0.770) e
Huprich JE,2011 Other CT enterography  Detection 0.241 [0.148,0.367] _.—
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Jeon SR,2014 Other cT Detection 0.172 [0.110,0.259] —.—
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Study Group Subgroup  Outcome Event rate and 95% Cl Event rate and 95% CI

Kim,2015 <48h <48h Detection 0.667 [0.484,0.810] ——
Gomes C,2018  <48h <48h Detection 0.821 [0.669,0.912] ——
Lio 5,2019 <48h <48h Detection 0.800 [0.530,0.934] —_——
Pooled 0.762 [0.600,0.872] —ll—
Bresci G,2005 >48h <15d Detection 0.906 [0.746,0.969] _—
Bresci G,2005 >48h >15d Detection 0.344 [0.202,0.521] —_—
Kim,2015 >48h >48h Detection 0.406 [0.294,0.530] —_—
Gomes C,2018 >48h >14d Detection 0.732 [0.577,0.845] —_—
Gomes C,2018 >48h 48h-14d Detection 0.857 [0.700,0.939] —_——
Lio §,2019 >48h >48h Detection 0.473 [0.383,0.566] —
Chao C,2021 >48h <3d Detection 0.735 [0.595,0.839] —_——
Chao C,2021 >48h >3d Detection 0.364 [0.143,0.661]
Zhao R,2021 >48h <14d Detection 0.562 [0.524,0.599] a
Zhao R,2021 >48h >14d Detection 0.455 [0.401,0.510] —o—
Pooled 0.580 [0.491,0.664] -
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CQ9: /NEH 7 VNREE T RIEHEZE SR (inflammatory bowel disease: IBD) DZWTICHERE I NS 2 ?
AT—FAVF
NG5 71 72 VNI EE % Crohn RO BT D 7201475 & & RS 2, 7277 LIk I X 2 ol Rett % X <
BEt L, MEITRTIC ST vy — A 7T %2175 2 L 2T 5,
fEIE Delphi i£iC & 2 3 « HOE9 |, &IKMET7 , mefE 9
DRI 1 2, TETFTVALN)L A

ARFD Crohn JF (CD) ZWIEHETIIZWIO FEATH & L CHEGERE L BGRAZE T O Tnw3 b, ERH
DHA T 74 v TiE, CD 3 EEb 256, ARG OBIEE %2 &0 72 KIBPMHEL (ileocolonoscopy) 23N
BREOE BN LRI THwE 2, L2L, INL0MECEENAAED O T HLE D%
FER WY IR IR CIAERE 2 R Wt WO A4 ¥ 74 v Clid/hNGH 7 LV NEHEI(SBCE)
DBHELREI N T 5 &7, X RXFENTTIE CD WEEZWHHI < D/NNEIRZEIC DT SBCE DEZWIRED F W & I LT
WS, BRI NERAZ OMIBEER E W C L AR T D O TRFIC IZIEFEAMETH B ), BT
X, SBCE IC X % CD OZMiFLHEIIME L CTw/evwn 19, LA L, Esaki & 13 CD LA O RAEMERBICA LD
INEHRZE & BB LT, CD CTIRBHER. HEERE. AREEESEHEICR b, F/NMNGTIdmke 2
WISHECERLY 2 R IIRAER A RICE W EHRE L TE D, CD BWIEFIOERNZEICHES T2 D, X5,
SBCE 12 KIGAN#EE. MRI % CT. HILE X &ALV b CDWE DML E W Z LB lE I Tw»
% 1220 FIf e RIERGEED CD S&VER] Tl SBCE DWIKEEZ EA33 & ¥ b 223, —J5 CDFiR
DI X SBCE & W & BAE D3 ) A3\ & OE LR H 2 29,

SEARERIEEGER (IBD-U)DZEIICE W TIZ, ~Sv— v NHEE (BAE) &b %\ ik SBCE ###



DIRLATH T & CHEEZWICE S Z e AFE NS 22 , £72, SBCE IZ, CD & _—F = v Mi OME
RIEMERE Ve OfEHIZMIICHATHh o e iERH 25, MO ET VA% b DA T — b A v MEBITKREE
THh 5,

EEEARER (UC) 1T LIELIR/NEIRZE DA 4L, SBCE 28% ofiticEHATH 3 23, F 7=, UC i
# 125 fflic SBCE % fE{T L. 5 125 CD ICZWiAEH S -G08 H 5 39,

/N CD B\l 51 % SBCE DZWIEEIZX 50~61% TH % 539, —J5 BAE D2Wifgd SBCE & DEELL
B DT T, BAE70.7%. SBCE 78 77.7% & ZWiEIC A& 7% 137> 3, SBCE (%, IBD-U O#EH|IC b H
F<d b, WIHHEZH2 UC %7213 IBD-U OAERIC I WT, #J 25~61.5% T CD ~DZMIEHE B3 {THh LT
% 29404 & 7= 4-18 ;%K D CD 20 il TD MR enterography (MRE) & @ Lk Tl /NEGIRZ O K 1Z SBCE 23
83% T MRE 7° 100%. FF¥JE13 CE 27 78.6% T MRE 2% 57.1% & SBCE (X MRE X Y  JE&E (3K 23R LT
Do 72 %, SBCE #/Nicki} 2 IBD, FFiC CD SEWHlIcH LTITH T &I NG 9, 72721,
SBCE 13 FERBEH 2 RE T3 H 5 25, KRG (FFic 10 moRi) 1272 3 1IChE\v, BREICH 7k v DT R HEF]
DHEINS 2 DT, DA IFNEENRO N P2V WHERERSLETH 2 (CQI8 7)),

HFE R L LT, SBCE D3 I3JE IBD IC b~ T IBD ¢\ 3 X OV IBD fEZIEHIC B W TEIV, Z D720,
+53 7 e & WY IEIEREZ I IC X 2 IRZE ORI P EIEE 5 X IR DO RIREE 2 FEAfi L. & S ICHATIC T
VY= h TN BT o CHBEOARENE RIS 2 2 L AR T 5, NT vy —h T A THIB O TREN A B
% LYl S 172356 13 BAE 21T 9 2o, IBWRRICHERHE 9 2 9 (Figure 7)o ESGE #4 F 7 4 v Tl KEH
W CHEI R DO v CDIREEWHITIE CT. MRI 7 & OREBIE{R ST v > — B T VIZRE T, NGH
T VNI B D O, —IT AR P BER DIRAE D B 2 G513 3T v o —h T MRICNE T T VN
B Z T T 2 2 LD N TS 9, THUTIERIN & HAD CD REF I DE | ERELRFEGE DE
CT HRFEDEWGZERERICHDLEEZOND, CD SEWHITH T vy —h 7 TORBMERME % &
FTITNGH 7 A N2 1T ) T 2588 H DT, NT vy —A 7TV 3HELEEZ D,
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NG 71 72 M NFRERE % Crohn il D/NGIRE DIGFEINEE =2 V) v 7D 7201275 2 L iR T 5, 7272 LIE
”:ié%%@ﬂ%ﬁ%;<ﬁﬁt %nm:ATVV~ﬁ7%»%ﬁ Tl nEET 5

fEIE Delphi 51 & 2 5l © UefE 9 , IEMET7 , &&EfE9
HIEDOmX : 2, TETFT VAL A
fgER

Crohn % (CD) & ZMWi S N7z BE DK 30% D BEFICE T, MR OB % & © 7z KGN
(ileocolonoscopy) TEE L 2 WHIPHICHA #7205 V. X 6, KRIGPIEIEEEER PN 03 NARSET E g ©
HoTh, 20%D EBEH CHEA/NGWITIEBIMIRZ 2558 b6n5%>cn@m%rﬁim@%ﬁ@ﬁw7m
7275 vEDOHBEMKL, SBCE ICX 2B HERTH LY, T2, ZNFE TEBMI N T nd o 7L
UL 3 MR enterography(MRE) &t~ T SBCE THEIC m“)}ﬂ%ﬁf&\CD:$Hé¢%ﬁ§
e aE i fth OB E RN X #&E 2. CT enterography (CTE)/enterolysis, ileoconoscopy. push /NN R EE
mE) ICHRTERS LIMEINTWSE ™, —F, CD ICE T 2/NHHRARHAEIX SBCE. MRE /M5 D
EHEERECRI%ECTH o729, Lo L, iIBL/NMEORERHEEEIC DWW TlX, CTE? £ MRE>!? & Lk
L. SBCE ’EEICHE ., DX ) ICHEEZWIRD CD BFICH 1) % SBCE O/NERZE D EE 1 fth D
BIELHNTHE%ED 2 W IZZ2 N EE OWEDRS V-, BIND A A4 F T4 v Cld. /NSRRI EGR 2k C
FiRBHL TR LDMELEZONLEAICITISBCE OifT2m L, Fx=2Y v 7iciir
AHEER D 2 L LTwd 1Y, LR A4 F 74 v, DNBREGEOFHEi 2 48 724 13, SBCE %
fEfT3 % 2 L BREI N, KBENESECMOBEE CHATE A WIERE 2T 2854, /NEORMKGE%
s 9 2541013 SBCE AR I LT\ 5 12,

7272 L. CD #BEICHIF % SBCE MfTICHEL Tl DY X7 IciFEET %, CD & ICH T % SBCE D

TR 3 A ZfENTCTlZ. CD PHETZWI S 7z BE Tl CD 288t b N 2 BE & I L T SBCE i ) 2 7

#ﬁ%:%%?éoL#L\»Tyy—ﬁfﬁw%NmEﬁiwcm'fﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁ%@ﬂtt%f
SBCE O#if ) A7 MET T3 2 EAMEINT V2 Y, X o THEEZWIH% D CD T SBCE #1795 A1
. EEMEERDO oIS T vy —h TRV BT LRSI L NG,

CD fiits DEFRIIFR L 5 4T 30~40% L ME SN T3 9, BRI O R b A 72 FHIR TP
BINEEIME L Z 2 o, IEHROFHIICE T 2HED T— L F 2 X v & — FiREGRETOBIE % &9
T RBNEEECTH 2, itk 6 7 H O KRENEEETRIC X > CTiEEZ R T 2 2 &, iR EZRS
TERTELZ Y,

SBCE # - E=% ) v Z7IC oW TIH/NEBE T D 2 BEBORIN EHELRE S, Z2D% 1Tk
RS L O TH 5, fiitaiA L HIlr X415 SBCEFTROERICOWTIIIFE T LICR AR50, 20D
13 L AL 1T Lewis A2 T(LS) (2135) '9F 72 1% Rutgeerts A2 7 ¥ (2,1 $7213i,2) KIS DTH



%, WL OO TIE SBCE 1€ X 2W)&ER I D FrAl A KBl (neoterminal ileum) 1 31 2% FAD
BRI RIGNESEIZ & v 1718, —55C, SBCE X KGR X 0 & SSEE IC iR 2t c &
LT3 MELHY . —EDHMBBELNT WAV, LA L. SBCE FAGNHEECEREL 5 2 HiFHIL
DINGHIRZE % PEA B D FERICRR 3% 1719,

[ 5 EUIBR 2 i NTREERY PR % 300 7= IR ICERYINA I 2 FitA L 7256 . SBCE & KIS % MEfT L 72
HECIIRBENHETE D AT L 2 BHICH LA EICHREMR W 20, 72, itk b @B IR/ NGIRZE 2
SBCE THiHH X 41, FRICEA/IMG DR 134 O BRIR I FRA & B35 2 2D, X 51c, SBCEATRLIC X Wik
BEAHET 2 & PRITEEL D, flitt CD BFICH L, SBCE T/MNERA %3 % & idikEqm %
VChETHATH 5, hBilitED CDICK L TH, SBCE %17 5 L& I I3HRRENIBIfE I 2 2 3 2 72
R T vy —h T eV BFHT LI EBEE LW,

SBCE T & 3 CD AT H o ZBIEHTi D 2 27 & LT LS'® (Table8) &. CECDAI (capsule
endoscopy Crohn's disease activity index) > (Table9) 23% %, #£IC validation & #1C\» % 23, Hi#&E L CD I
UL CRREINAZDDOTII ARV EICEEXSDETH S ¥, ZD LS & CECDAI i X < MHBI$ 3 2529,
—7. BEHNT 0T 7 F <100pg/g HlTIE, LS 23 CECDAI & W KKHHBET 2 ¢ T28HELH 2 ), %
72 LS LAE#f L T CECDAI ® A2 E W ERIIE, JAHIPORIE L MVIREEBMEZ R L2 T2lmEDLH S
%, 7z, KHH S CDACE A a2 7B fREINTWwWD, T, CDACE R 2 7=(Lil + Li2 + Li3 + Li4)x100
+RAATxI0+S AaT7 & LTCEHAEINTANTRRL, &YD 2 M NGO RIEOH %, 3HTHITR
FEOREERL, RZED 4NTHRIEOFEATRT, 2T X /NGO RIEDIKRE R T RLIICEEAIS &
EHRTE L, THIFLS S CDCEAI &iE < HEAF % 2, PillCam Crohn 7 72 VI35 227 & LT,
Eliakim score 235K LT\ % 30, Zix, NE%E 3L, KiGx Al E b T 5, SETARD
FE W (0=7x L. 1=BE, 2="580E, 3=8H)F) . B b BEELWE 0=7 L. 1=80E, 2="h%FE, 3=
HAE) . CHRAHIPH (0=7x L. 1=10-30%. 2=30-60%. 3=60-100%) . D&% (0=7c L 1=@@A[EET 1 A
Fif. 2=H@A[AET 1 22T & %\, 3=) ZFHM L. S22 2 7 =(A+B)<CHD & T 5%, /N5 3 Hifr &
KB 2 FR{L D A 51T Panenteric Crohn's capsule score (PCCS)23 5 H X 41, /I PCCS (PCCS-SB) 13/ 3 6
MoAHEEET 2, CHFLS & XHMHBL, S cEEAIL T T 7 F v EOMHBETIILS LY bifEdr -
72 & 51T, CECDAI % kK5 % THiiE L 72 CECDAlic 22 I T3 3, Zhid, RIEZ= 7 (A) .|
SR (B) . % (C) 2T I=EM/NG. 2=mbNMG. 3=, =415 0 4 Lo &8I X
Y CECDAIlic=(A1xB1+C1)+(A2xB2+C2)+HA3xB3+C3)+(A4xB4+C4) & L THHE I N3,

Table 8 Lewis score!®

AHEIEE | IR | 22 | RETAORLRE | 227 | PRk a7
7

EH 0 AR 8 HFE 1

OWE | FHEIR 1 R 12 HXFE 14

N 20 | kA 17

L 0 LRI 5 <1/4 9

B 2 3 W 10 | 1/4~1/2 12

@i $§ 5 iﬁ; 15 >1/2 18
%5 10

L 0 BED Y 24| EE]RE 7

% | H¥ 14 HE R L 2| WA A HE 10
4 5% 20




RE 5. K DFFHIIEE o wT, ( BEMIRD X 2 7 < REh77 F OfEZEEH D 2 2 7 xPRED 2 2

7)) oOMEAZT, QEEBEAIT. QRERAITERD 5,

D& @)% 1st, 2nd, 3rd tertile D FHEBHLITDWTHRKD %,

A. Isttertile ICB T 5D E Q@)D EET

B. 2nd tertile IC B 3 (D) & QD &E!

C.3rd tertile I B 2 (D) & @D A

Gz = a 7 i/hBaik ok %,

Lewis score= (A 2°5H C OH TR EHWRAAT) +Q@MERa 7T
Table 9 Capsule endoscopy Crohn’s disease activity index (CECDAI) ¥

ORFED 2 a7
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R~ R S Oy, FEIf, RhHEE o It 1
B O, Fei, RS o Ik 2
HIf, BHEW., 77 %, b A, 0.5cm A DIEE 3
0.5~2cm D&, HKY —7 4
2cm ML EDEE 5
()fRZ i
L 0
% 1
%% 2
0F AME 3
O
L 0
¥ Gl 1
% F&-C i 2
HIEANEE 3
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CQIl: NEH 72 NEEIXT A Y v2EUIERT 0 [ FRIEREFEENSAIDs ) ER G/ NEEEDS
CERD»?

AT—=FAV L

INBG A TR VNEBRIE T A ) v EEDIERT B A4 FRIHRERIEINSAIDs)EE M/ NG & o 52 W2 5
CHEHTH 2, ELIEZET 25X H50DT, W7 VHEBICERET 208D 5,

fE1E Delphi #£iC X 2 5l : HoME 8 , RIKfE 6, HmmifE9

RO : 2, TETVALRL:C

TAEY vEEGUIEAT oA FRIEREFIENSAIDs) ZH L ERBEGEEL 2 L3 <. HLEHRMLD
HERIZH D —D>CTH %, NSAIDs EEM/ NG5 T DRZWT - FH <> 1654 O FH 1< 7 72 v NIEEE(CE) %
L72WF7eid%8b 2,

2020 FDAF L aDHA K T4 v Tld, B 72 VNESI(CE) & v — v /hNENTEEE (BAE) 1X. NSAIDs
RCIRIE /NG IS o5 & IR 3~ 2 22T 715 CH D . FRIC CE XU S AR 7 & D /N S 7R ZE O I B
NTwa, &L LTws Y, NSAIDs ERENGEZEOZKREL tMOMETIEL Lz b DL LT, AHH
5 D T NSAIDs i 156 1D 20% T NSAIDs I X 2/NGHHE & 20 X 1L, CE FEfT 21 Hdhimkigs <
FHE2S 13 6] (62%) 57 fiZE. FITEE-CREA 10 5 (48%) 42 RS, MERRMEAE 341 (14%) 32, it
S 1 H (5%) 1RZERRD b, X7 — Y/ NEHEEEDBEEST 31 4§ CldfEs R H
23 5l (74%) 128 WA, FMIZEECHEES 4 ] (13%) 18 fH4E. MERRIEAE 8 il (26%) 14 FRZE. HMEEEE
1B (3%) 1JRZEDED b, FHICTEEEAE IZ X 0 * 2 5 4 O REEEE G T CYP2C9*3 DG T
ZRIDEAR L. DBE IC X 5 5V — VIR A CTH o 72 L fE T % 9, F 72, NSAIDs AR 221
SRS 2 ZWTRED R TlE. CE v v 7o — v NEERE (SBE) € X 5T NSAIDs JAZ 2% 49.8% T H &
. SBE OFFEE S X WEHEF*.RI1L CE £ Y &2 5 72(95.7% vs 80.0%:95.5% vs 81.6%. p<0.05)2°, f&H
K X UOZWRHEICEIT R <, MIREEOZK—EE L 82.6% TH o 7=, FIEHENMED/MEZEI: SBE T X
B ENAZE LTWw3 Y, 72, NHEREZ &0 B/ FRECERE CRRPEE © & 2 Wil s Hin

NG HIMEE > suspected small bowel bleeding: SSBB) 32 fiil o 5] < lx. NSAIDs NARG 4 Filr, 2 5l iEE
X DBE THBHTZ 7223, 2D S A 13 DBE TR TZ 7o 72 9, AFHD NSAIDs {HRHI 15 Fil % &
#> SSBB 68 il % R & L 72 % fEi%F7E Tld. CE(n= 60)% 7= 13 BAE(n = 43)I1C X o CT/NGEETERZ 25k H
X 1. BAE ZWIOLEWERD o 72 12 il 11 FlIZHE—DEESRD SNz h, RNETH - 72 31 FlHTid 8
Bl 23 H— 5 TR bz (p<0.001) T & 25 CE TH—DEENR® b N84, BAE ifroa A
e LT3 9, CT enterography (CTE) & @ HlECld, NSAIDs &K/ NNEk RS E o H I 5T CE ©
BEA 2SS X Tk . SSBB 32 #lic 64 %] CTE & CE % 1T L AT R2—E L 72> 10 57 3 f51]13 NSAIDs



BRI M/ NE RS & CRARIETS (X CTE TR T E b o 72 9, 2 b A5 CE IFRERTRYBHREZ T & Y WA
BAEIX 25, BAE L I3MHMIRTH 2 L& 2 515, DBE T/NGEAE L2 S 7z 71 Blo IS ©
(3. JRINAS NSAIDs TH o 72 b D2 32%. FEFRFERIKAEDS 21%. Crohn JH 2% 21%. BURHRIME/INMER A 9%,
JEIZ 23 10%. WIETERIRAE D 4%, & VT v 29605 1%, 3 L OHBHIPEE 2 1% TH - 7225, DBE DEfTHIHR
T DOIFHE CT DIKEE I 44 b 27 BT 61% TH - 72 DX L CE DIEEE L 49 Hilrh 21 T 43% &K < | 11
I EI C LTz ), 22840 D CE DR L © 2 —Tld, 13 1.4%TH > 7228, Z DJEIA I Crohn
DS 35.3%, MEBIERZ 2 22.1%, NSAIDs &CRTE/NGHRIRE & 25 18.4%, Mt-IRAE 25 7.4%, HE2S 3.7%.
RS 73 2.9%. FEH% 2% 2.2%. TRHTHIB R 25 2.2%. REIMLPERRAE A3 1.5%, A v 7 VEED 1.5%FTH o 72 9,
1980 4= 1 H2>5 2010 4 12 H F COREMIEETFINICN 2 BRI 55 floWE1 s 0. 44 i<
NSAIDs fEHEA & o 72, WL, 51%IFFAIEMIC X o T, 25%IF CE IC X o CTHEE SN CTWie, Z DD
Wi did, ZEER 6 %, MEWEBES %. /INMEEE9 % TH - 7= 9. NSAIDs ERM/ NGRS E D H 72 LN
HHATR O3 E LT, Maiden 12, #4773V —1 1 R/RE, 773V —2 1R ex #7573V —3 1 HE
Wk, A7V —4 1 UbA BB #73Y—5 REEHATE I, #7TY—6 A, &L
Tw3 19, LALE2 5 CE (3 NSAIDs & RE/NERR S & OB T hTE 0 | BTHYEIERZET X D /R
BB X B\ 25, BAE & BRI TH 2, £/, MELZAGHT2H5G0D 5720, W ICERPLETDH
o
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AT7T—FAV L
NG 71 7 VINTRBR IR & TR e L 2/ NBIREOZMICER TH 2 AlREEDR B 0 St N 2 5EAITITH &



EERRET D, R LERERT 256085 50T, R YT vy —Hh Teic X 3 HCE @R % 5
HICAT O, R ICHEET 20821 H 5,

fEIE Delphi #£1C X 2 8l « W fE 8 |, &IKME7 , H&{E9

HIEOmX 1 2, TEFTVYALL:D

N 71 7 VINEEE (SBCE) 23 5#Et% & Crohn Ji (CD) o fAl. MEIMPERSZ 2. BEHRIER 2. 1gA I
B BB EEMMAE IR, KEETEE, 7 I a4 F =y 2 BER., 25 IME % %R IEIE,
A v 7 VEHE | Ehlers-Danlos SEMEFFE CORZKMICER TH o 72 & DMELDH 5,

SBCE (C & 24 D/NGIRZE DHAEEIC DWW TiE, 2021 D 11 fFDIFFED A X i CTld CE & X7
L—NENHEE (DBE) & OZWERZHIRL 72 25, 2EDZHEIL CE60%. n=397)% DBE(57%:
n=360)DR CHERIL % (. I 7T T b RAEMIRZ. METRZ. B X OIS OZMEEICE X kDo 72 Y,
I o w/hGHMo[EEMED B 5 52 ITD CE & CT enterography (CTE) D iZWiaE % Lk L 725t Tl
CE(59.6%)1% CTE(30.8%) & 0 B\ E2WiREDS B b (p=0.004). FFIC CE 135, IBR. &R OBH I &
NTHY, CTEREELC X vy 7 VEEORBICREN 2 o - LRI hTw3 2,

2020 SFD A X adH A4 F 74 v Tlt, CE L 5v—v/NENEE (BAE) IC2W T, BAE 3K ) —7'7%
EDORERIFEDHHBICHE VT CE X0 ENLTWBEDITH L, CE IZUH ARRIZAR & D/NE RIRE DK
HIcERLT WS, L LTWw3 Y,

DBE T/NGHkZE & 2l X iz 71 Bl oI5 HIFFE T ld. JKIR2S NSAIDs TH - 72 b D5 32%. FERFRAYE
FEZS 21%. Crohn % (CD) 2% 21%. SCGHRRIE/ NG 2 A 9%, BEEEDS 10%. WA DS 4%, 2V T v 7K
23 1%, B X OCHABEE 2 1% TH - 7223, DBE OIEfTHIRAE O IEER CT DK X 44 #il+ 27 1T 61% T
BHo7zDITXT L CE DIKEE I 49 filrh 21 #C 43% &K<, 11 FliFdE AR I LTwiz 9, 22840 fFD CE
R B 2 —Tld, I 14%TH o725, Z DKL CD 23 35.3%. MEEMIRZ 2 22.1%, NSAIDs #z
RIS E A 18.4%., IIEIRAE DS 7.4%. HEIEDS 3.7%. WA DS 2.9%. FEMEDS 2.2%. CEHRRIG 28 23
2.2%., MEIMMEREAE DS 1.5%, A v 7 VEHED 1.5%F CTh - 72 9,

CD 72135 % 5%E 5 26 flicxf L CE % fifT L 7z A E WF9E Tl mAL2Wid CD 28 18 il /MGG % 23
8 flC. CD & H#E LT, /NG TIIEIE IRZE DBE 2 < (p=0.002). 7 7 X TEIRE OB MKD> o 72
(p=0.007)% CE ¥, CD & OERICET G 2 AlRetED B 5, —J7. filHEED L7z 55 Bl 3 2 2T
AE% CTE. SBE. CE THEL L 72198 Tld. 37 Pls itk & &2 T . CE OtifT X 4172 34l 5 B 53%
HEERZBIECTE 7225, 6 Hl(17.6%)TH 7R ADHHE L, WEOBWIHREIX CE & CTE THIZAD -7
23, 2Rk 1X CE < 24fl. CTE <3, SBE T 4 23R C &, BIEEAE 222 21 i, 24 {5, 28 {4l
THER I N MEINTHE D, HHEOfERMEEZEET 2 LIGEZOZWIC CE 2 &9 5 2 LICHEE
LEREH B Y,

JE MM/ NG 2 DFZWTIC BT, SSBB ICXf L CE TIEHEBER I N 2 L BZW O L 7n o 12 ER D
%9, 7=, JEREICHT L CE ZHtifT L 72 110 {57 NSAIDs 2R/ NGRS 2 1 H] o fh, BRI 1 41,
FEMPERIG R 1 BloZES X NEMESH 2 190, £z, EALZEEH S BIG R X CIAA 5 EE O
B e BHE ) BEEOHMERS b B/ MaROHERD 5 1V —F. 12 Hloh T i pilic
Xt L DBE Tl %A AT — 22 ) —XTlE, 2ZWiid CD s 8 fildfth, NSAIDs EEKI /NGRS & 2
B, FEIMPERGZ 161, NEEDS 1HITH - 721D, 2id b, BI/IMER OZWIIC CE 25353 2 AlHgElE:
3H B0, WHICHEETIHLELD 5,

TR R RS 98 DFEWINC 35> C CE 13, HUHH#RIER 258\ 15 BIlIC CE % afT L 9 Bl CHEEZNT S . ¥
B o2 ERMEINT WS D, —J7, BMIICHS L2, W LAflRHmEshTns +9 . o



LoD, BEHHRERG R OZWIC D CE 25T 2[Rk IxH 2 28, R ICERT 2082 H 5,

IgA M R DO/NR 30 Fld 7 — 22 ) —XTld, EED 58.6%. D AD 79.3%, FilEALHE ¥ 72 (3 sk I
23 69.0%. {FHER 5 oIl 41.4%DFICTENZENBIEEI N TS 1D, Zofth, CE THEEBEFSPBIZ X N/AE
Bl 23 d 5 1820, bbb, IgA MERDOZHICH CEXEHTH 2[Rk H %,

BEEMEHIMEEMIMEILRE (HAT)EE OBFIRETE (AVM) 22Wicxt 32 CE oA M Ix 2018 43 A
T XA ZENTTIE, S HFDOWIE( = 124 )2 L 2B 1T 77.0% [95% CI 65.8-85.4%., p <0.001]TH o7z
&5, CE X HHT TO/NG AVM Z2Wiic B EE 2 o b 2,

KIGHER A EEL (FMF) 41 it LS & - NS <. REHACENHE CIZB O A28 1 fla b,
KIGWRSERE CIXARE LA I S k2 o 7225, CE Tl 44% D] C/NEGRE R B S A 26.8%. &
B 17.1%). FHEDS 29.3% CTHIZ X 7z 2, FMF OHALERZ OZWiIC CE BXEHTH 2 n[RElE H 5,

73ivA4 F—=YRATIE CE TEE ¥, 2GR P, KY) —-TKEE YoM R on-dErH 5, %
7. BHHEIWEESBAE TN Y v N EINRIESC S BMEESRO 5N b 2 L h3H 505, 25 flor—=R
2 ) — X TIEZWRIZ. CE Tld 83%(14/17). DBE 25 83%(14/17). /NEER DS 62%(8/13)TH - 7= 39,

B ClE. SLE It 5 /MNEREE & LM sUIRHIMNDS CE TEIE I N fERIRE 235 5 39, &5
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WL, b~ ML 87%(54/62) L HE TH 0, FricEilm (61 L), TETEKBGEHEER M EL L
WG XT3 2, [EWN 44 JEFE T 2016 4F 7 H~2020 4F 1 A ICiafT & v/ CCE @ 2 [FE% sk L [E Fi 1 % fif
%2 1,006 il OFET (ColoCam-J study) 1CH W T, 2KEHIZ L 86.1% T, LA M CHE R 2KHBIZK
HBORT (FA%EA v X, <>P</I>HE) 1% 63 ki (1.525, 0.0405). RIETEMEE (1.889, 0.0183). HiH
DIGFETEAH Y (1.625, 0.0155). HHOWGE VA 1.8L LAE (0.595, 0.0111), 7—AX—H e~ il
30mL LA EPAR (1.734, 0.0062) TH o7z, WNHEEITEHE XYY 66.5%, %A BT CHEREF A
oAy L, <I>P</I>fll) 13 MEMERME (0.527, 0.0005). AiHOBEREHH Y (1.822, <0.0001), fiHD
THIH Y (2.616, <0.0001). % HDRGEVEEA 1.8L LLE (1.449, 0.0176) TH -7z, KO KGHRAEL L
TCCEHHIT63%TH 722,

b2 VHIEBRAND ) X—FIC XV Vv /LA Vg (Vv —nlE) 70k ) vichfRdh, Vv /L
A VIED BP3 ZEAR A L. /NG ORI % 2 329, 3,500 R R T T2 20, I RIc b f#
AR R e THITH D . KIEHA 7 N0 77— 24— LTHMATH %, 727 L. FEIGEER %
A9 570, WIRKFICHEA T 2 LPESLTHEBRA LRI ARENERH 2 DT, HRICIIZERTD 5,
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CQ13: KGH 7 VIR DMBFIE X ?

AT—FAVF
K571 72 VINIRBE O HFIE & L CTHEE (retention) 35 X ONBE P AiTALE 1< B 3~ 2 HFIEL H 5,
fEIE Delphi i£iC & 2 3 « FoE9 |, &IKfE6 , mmfE 9
HlEomX: 1, TEFVAL_L:C
JS

KgH 7 NEEE (CCE) DFIECROMIEL 72 2 DBHE TH %, Vuik b ITHEE 2,485 flicfTb i
72K H 7 VHREED 13RO AT T4 v 7L Ea—IilBWT, BRIEORKAEIZED RH - 72 L it
LTW3 2D, FA Y oRin & Lk FEEFTE Tl 161 Hild 1 FliHE 2330 5, £ D 1 4lix Crohn #5 @ 0]
BRI TH VD . BASHICHRIFT & 72 o 72 2 BN 44 Jibe T 2016 4F 7 H~2020 4F 1 HIiCfiifT
7= CCE D2 % sk L FIFT A % 52 1,006 FlofET (ColoCam-J study) (C3W»C, #EE2 2 fl (0.2%) ¥
A= L. 1 i Crohn J1C CNRSEERT NV — VHRIETZE, S 5 1 61F S IREEE TS I TOHRIBR X vz
CEEIN TS, TRBEEEEI RCARNOER 161 (0.1%). WEH: 1 F] (0.1%). W T EEEE 2 4
(02%) H o7V, BRINCTH ., MRS - WErE, BESE, M & & o RTALIE 1< BEE 3 2 (HEHE DS 234 7% &
HINTwa 9, WTEERELNZGACH T RESE, FHECENESET ciFAmMGRED
AdvanCE® (US Endoscopy 18, EPNIGE: L7 ANLAT 4 AN) ZHWTHEAT R Z Lo o3
30, NARSRIIRE O A1 7 v NI B R E T 0 2 % fassol S 9% (AdvanCE study) Tl 1367 £+, NHHER
AR E 72D 14 (1.0%) EHEIN TV 9, KFITEH Tl 2024 EHE. KiGH 7 v N
ORI AT v ¥ —h T ic X 2 LEEEERE IR SN TEH 9. £ 72 Crohn 5 IXAKE 7 7€ VN
HEDEED Lo TWn 5,
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CQl4: KiFH e HNREIIKBEY — 7 KEEEOZK icER» ?
AT—FAVF
KIGH 7 NRER KGO R ) — 7 RlEEoRHICER T 5,
fE1E Delphi #5iC X 2 3l : HO9YE 9 |, BAKME7 , &9
HEREOX : 1, TEF VAL C
PillCam™ COLON2 D Ji{(## % 7~ 3% Eliakim b 13 % fitigx It [FIFTm & EITa[EEIZEIc BT, KRB A X 7
V—=v Z7HWTHIT L7z 79 BloBFEFEOKGRY — 7 ORKE - FiE (95%E#EXME) (3 6mm DL ET
89% (70—97%) + 76% (72—98%). 10mm A ET 88% (56—98%) - 89% (86—90%) &L T3 1,
Spada 13 % E%ILERTH X R ICH VT, KEBA R 27 ) —= v ZHITHafT L 72 96 Hlo & 1E 0 K5
RY — T DR - FFERE (95%EHEXM) 13 6mm B ET 84% (74—95%) - 64% (52—76%). 10mm L E
T 88% (76—99%) - 95% (90—100%) & #E LT3 2, Rex b 3% MEaxtLFEIF M X ffgcic BT, KI5
BAA 7Y —=v 7 HIETHETT L 72 R D 636 Bl KGR U — 7' 0 &5 O R - FREE (95% S48 X M)
¥ 6mm LA ET 87% (82—90%) - 94% (92—96%). 10mm LA LT 85% (77—92%) - 97% (96—99%) &
W& LCTw3 9, EHNT 2011 25 2012 FI Tb 7= S has L FEFT A & 98 ic v <. KIBES 6mm LA
FE 7 I EERIRZE 72 Bl B O K (95% S HHIX ) 13 94% (88.2%-99.7%) . & U — 7RI DKL 1% 86.6%
(95% CI, 81.3%-91.9%) L IG5 X NT\ % 9, Spada & 13 KM CT & KA 7 v N % A H IChtifT L 72 % i
AL & TR IC v T 2RIBNHEBIE S CTE b o 72 97 Pl EEZF T O KGF ) — 7 D fafii=
(95%EHEX[E) 12 6mm BAETKREGA 72 L INEEEEA 245% (16.6—34.4%). KI5 CT 25 122% (6.8—
20.8%) & ARG CT T LARIG A 72 v NESEIE 2.0 (1.34-2.98) f5HEICKEZMEN., 10mm LAETIEKE
H T VRREES 5.1% (1.9—12.1%). K CT 253.1% (0.8—9.3%) TH Y K CT itk LKA 72
NIRRT 1.67 (0.69-4.00) EDRETH > P EEEII P >72ME LTS Y, Parodi b IZKGEDH
1 BRI 177 e R e LHim 2 MTtIc s T 2 BEBOKREGE Y — 7 OKE - FFRE (95%F#EX )



1% 6mm LA LT 91% (81—96%) - 88% (81—93%). 10mm LAET 89% (72—96%) - 95% (90—97%) T
HY, KY)—=THOKRGEY — 7 DEE (95%EFHEXM) 13 6mm T 83% (74—89%). 10mm LA |C
85% (72—93%) & LT3 9, Cash & 1Z K CT & RKIGH 7w NIEEE D % i s VR 2 B LT 5T

(TOPAZ study) 15T, 45 % ~75 O ALH 145 BIlOKE R V) — 7 0 BE G ORKEE - FrEE (95%
fEHEXME]) 13 6mm LA ET 74.6% (62.1—84.0%) - 96.5% (89.8—99.2%) TAM CT X W FREICEN TV
23, 10mm LA ETiX 76.0% (56.2—88.8%) - 98.3% (93.8—99.9%) TR CT L HEZEIT b o7 L MEL
TW3 7, 7272, TOPAZ study IZ 13K CT DMHEEIMK T ¥ 5 & O KGwATT W5 ¥, [EN 44 JKkE T 2016
A B 2020 FICHETT X M7z CCE D2 E % fitiax L Fff 1 % 92 1,006 05T (ColoCam-J study) THiE#
KIGPEREEIEITHE 188 FlT. KGN Z T — A F 24 v X —F e LEBEOWERE D KGR ) —
7« JEE D CCE DIEE (95%(SHEIXH) 1% 6mm LA LT 92(84-97) %, 10mm LL_E T 89 (78-96)%TH v, %
L it CH BT OfE A v X EATHEG O A Y) 2 P (0.184, P fiH 0.0469) , HEfTHSE D 6mm
UEDRY —7 - JE5 (4.703, P{l 0.0320). ZHl#EED 6mm LA LR Y — 7 - fifif5 (32.013. P {iE 0.0039)
TH o7,

¥ 7z, PillCam™ DFisZ Y 7 b v = TICIZHGIEFABIZEFERED flexible spectral imaging color enhancement

(FICE)3N X 4L CH Y . Omori b (3 B ATH 2 WFEIC I\ T, dlHF LB L, FICE 815 g’
10mm Al /N & 7o S -C R M AR, SR O A E R I 35 L LT\ b, FICE 815
TIREESEE~REICHE I 2 oicx L S IR Af~Faicifit S h 2 720 5o AHEPAR S .,
OEIEOHDOIESE LM L b7z LT3,
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AT—FAV L

KI5 71 7 M INRE VIS TR 2 1S 03 2 KGR 0 RAE O FERE, REHHOHHEICAMTH 5, &b, E
R R 98 B o 5 R HY c o NI HESE T e v,

fEIE Delphi i£iC & 2 5l « hoME 8 |, &IKfEO6 , mmifE 9

DM X 1 2, TEFVY ALV :C

EEERER (UC) k1) 2 NESIKERE X, EHOBKRNWERSSHRE o BT RICBES T
LT lMHEINTE D, F7z, UC OHEBFLES RAEHRPAIC X > TRIBED V) A7 B3R T % LA
LTk, EHNARY -4 7 Vv AKBNEE (CS) I — AV FRX v X—FolEETHE, 727701,
CS HREDEL, BHEOBMNAAHEIRELMEa Y 774 T Vv RABILTEL kv, — 7, KBS 7+
NANRREE (CCE)ZEHFF DI 72, R ZED R WIRETH v, UC ICB T 2R O SEREEE O 3 i
s FEMESRE I N TS,

UC i34 3 5 —1HfX CCE (PillCam™ COLON )IC X 2 ZHrHE DMl 13 3 fRis T hTWw 32529, win
DWIREEE X+ Clidnd, CSORBFEL LTRAEY L WIFETH -7, 1L CCE (PillCam™
COLON2)D & Tix, ZWrAeIcBIS 2 ¥ 08 4 i >, AITALE ICBE 3 2 ¥ 0 2 #0110, RGBS IC X 5
BRI FHARIC B 3 2 525 2 # 1D 198 - 7z, PillCam™ COLON 2 iZ X % UC iZ %3 % F HH: X Hosoe &
23 2013 FLITH]O TR LT 5, REwC Tl 29 il UC BFE A TR & L, PillCam™ COLON?2 & CS
IZ X % Matts @ PIFRERFT R0 5E OB 2 it L 72 & 2 5, PillCam™ COLON 2 Ff fLiZ CS AT i & &\ AHES
(p=0.797 25388 N7z L i LT %, 0liva 5 913 UC D/NEHI 30 Fl % K5k e L, CCE-2 & CS #itifT L,
PillCam™ COLON 2 DJEEE 96% (95% confidence interval (CI): 79-99), FFEEE 100% (95% CI: 61-100) & B4 7%
fRZHE LT3, £/, Shi b DiF UC BFH 108 FlZ TR & L, RAEMEIRZ DKL 94% (95% CI:
80-99), FFEFE 71% (95% CI: 59-81) & 5 LT\ 5,

WTE, CSIC & % UC o SHIEL R o 15EE & L T, Mayo endoscopic subscore (MES)'»<° UCEIS (Ulcerative Colitis
Endoscopic Index of Severity )'¥% V> 72 5Fifi 23— CTH 5, —J7, CCE IC BT B #i— L 7= EHAEE T D 15
B3 7 <, CCE D Hiff % > T MES < UCEIS THERE % #¥ffi L T\>7z.Shi & 7 CCE-2 & CS T®D MES,
UCEIS T MNHHBA{REL (ICC : intraclass correlation coefficient) % fE#T L 72 & £ A, MES @ ICC 1% 0.69 (95%
CI: 0.46-0.81; P <.001), UCEIS ® ICC 1% 0.64 (95% CI: 0.38-0.78; P <.001)T& Y CCE-2 & CS @ Efir & A
DRSS 5 2 & A L7z, Takano b '"WIZEEIRIYTLEHA D UC 5 30 il 2 xfR & L, CCE-2 I & 5 MES,
UCEIS 2@ WIERE Z DB OBEHEERIEREICH W L Z2HME LTS, T X 5T CCE-2 D EHERE i &
L C MES % UCEIS DR D AIRETH 5 2%, CCE LXKV a0 TE S, CSERADZEXY T4 Th
% 72% CCE ICFHb L 7= EAEEFHI TR A CTH %, Hosoe H ¥t CCE ICFHbL 72227V v 7 Th b
Capsule Scoring of Ulcerative Colitis (CSUC)Z{ER L = D F MM Z & LT\ 5, CSUC 1%, MM #H
AnTa T s FvEHGCEEREE, 3 X0 Lichtiger 227 & OB IcE VT, CS THIE X7z UCEIS
IR CTH o7z b E L TH Y, CCE-2 CTOHEGEMEFHICHEHTHS & LTwb, £72, Matsubayashi
b PRI ERYITH 5 UC BE 41 23R E L, CSUC DSEERINEHIRE D FHRIRT- & 72 3 2222w T
BETL7zE 2 A, CSUC S 1 LA LEDHEETIE, CSUCH0THZEE LKL, BRNHRESEREICH
FHRTHICHERA T > 72 MG LT3,

LA, UC DIRZBFHIIC N 3% CCE-2 1 CS DREBEFE L&D 9 5LE X b5 2, CCE EUCICHT 2
RGO RAEFERE % 51l L, READEKRNFRTANCER EE 2 ON 50, REMLENZ2aT ) v 7
DR PETH 5, CSUC DFHEICOWTIE, PEBPIORETCTH h SHOEFIERIC X 2 X 57k 25
BYUETH 5,



UC RHREANIC B VT, UC BEEEORE Y 2 7 3@ 2 & ABERKRMICHEE 7t > T3, CCE I3k
FESTHT D S AEAE FE < e FEHPH 0 A I B L I3 A FES s S T 2 23, UC BEEEE o 2 IiEe ic B3 2
Hid7e L, BHIRTIR UCBEEESE DY —_ 4 7 v RITIZHWE & TlER\,

CCE X KGO A7 b F/NEMBEOBE L A[fETH 5 2 L 2> 5, Crohn JFICE T 2 2L EBIRAN TOH
Rt D19 BTN TWB, L L, AFICE T 5 CCE D fRIR#EIGIE CS REEAAEFICRO N Tnwb 2 &,
BfrDNT vy =0 7T en &334 X8R 0 HLEREUHEO FRE2FRi w2 b a &b, BT
\Z Crohn #1013~ 2 2IHALE B H I C OIS X 7z,
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InECEEHMEBSEZHN L LA 72 v WEIEE % Table 11 1083, FEFEM N 72 v WHEICTH
% PillCam™UGI  (Hi& PillCam™ESO : Medtronic #f) & B AGHER /) 7 VNHEER H 5, 72771,
PillCam™UGI iZFIEHIEIC R > T 3, AFEM O —HIZES CERFER I TE Y, O v T4 £ 4
7 DfiE K HEAEIC X 5 H D 1 NEMO magnetic maneuverable capsule (MMC: Medtronic ff: + Given Imaging
#1). MiroCam-Navi (Intromedic tf). 3 X O Ohmiya & 23Ff%6 L 72l Xk 54 B.1C X % PillCam™COLON2
(Medtronic #)23H %, @Qu Ry b &2 4 7 - F— LR ORAFHEEE % A\ % b Dl Endocapsule MGCE
(Olympus and Siemens)23® %, R)uR» b x4 7« Ny FRIOBLAFHFELEE %\ 2 b D3 NaviCam
(ANKON) & fully automated magnetically controlled capsule endoscopy (OMOM RC : Jinshan #£)28% %, (@)w
Ry b & A7 BB OWKEHEREE 2 H\v 2 b Dt SMCE (JIFU)23 ® %,

OV T4 24 7OWARFEREICIEHD

Ohmiya O 23Ff%E L 72 RGHEM 7 72 W NHRER IZBEENALCfEH T 1T % PillCam™COLON2 % fif
MT 2 H DT, WEICKABAIZA > TRV, NEOKRZ VEO =y 7 A Xy F 355 ER BT
K OMHEARE b FELREL 72 5, BAARICIE. 4 HFHECY L 72 4 A ¥ LA RE D AFHERE
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W3 % e L. 5.0mN OHEEN THETE 2 1D, —J7, DI _XTOA 7 AV NEHEIZWNERICHED 720
DAANGLAHRERFINT S, TXTERNAD LDV T 4 24 TR CHIEI L, BEiEH 7' %
F3 23 RATLTHD, MEEIIHEBNERCZMMichH Y. AME~DEEL Vv, ChFEFTRESLUHE
DEEEDHRETH 5 LMEIN T3 39, 72720, WITNDWE T\ 70 1 T2 ZIEREICHET 5 2
CITREETH B 210,

@QuRy + 247 F=2HOWSKHFELEBEZH DD

71 7" L N & BB SRS o X 7 LT K B EAAFFEAE T = RITICRES 2 2 AT L CTH 5, WATH
EAGE T P — 2B ORI SR R WTEEE (MRD ICHUIL T D, Im x 2m O E 75 —F 2 23,

71 7 e NN & B 22372 OIS IZRAK 100mT & i D MRI D5 X 0 227 0 55 <. Rathrs

Vo T ENMTSODOHBE G RITTOBE, Hin, R CTRSICEFET 2 1),

@urERy r 247 Xy FRIOHKRFEREYH VS DD
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7T, K 200mT DG FRAEET 2, TOVRATLICKY, h7erk 5 00HEE 2 2Dllfize 3
RICTO%E)) CHIEHS 2, A 72 VNEED 3 XITERTTHE~D 1Y Cmm) L)X L, HlHk
INAFE (3°) MIRT, H 7R VWL H O W 2 ERALICHEE) S &5 2 L ATHRETH 5 429, FAMCE 139~
TOEEPHIMLIN TV 20, WAEPRERINZ0FBICYIVEZ 2 2L bAJRETH 5,

@uRy bx4 7 BIBOBKRFELEEZHE DD

Q) LFfETH 24, VAL TEIET 2,

DEoh 72 NG T X CHNOBIE S FL T, —HfIZRE, /IMaE CBEZERRETH 5, Ohmiya b
DWGRFEE N 7 VANHE T FICHNCTHRFE T 225, Bl /Mo, Kbz &bl LEBEs T
Hd,
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Table 11 _#87 7% VNTHEE
Given Imagin Given Imagin Given Imagin . FPZAVS .
Ah (Medtron{gc)g (Medtroni“i)g (Medtroni)g Intromedic 9—;{/7( Ankon Jinshan JIFU
NEMO magnetic NaviCam system Omom, RC22

EX PillCam™ UGI maneuverable PillCam™ COLON2  MiroCam Navi sytem MGCE capsule MCCGKZ (FAMCE) SMCE system

capsule (MMC)

BEOHE HL # # i i i A i

. . . . . g DRy R .

B L i 0 e IR PR (BB ) PR

F—L2 (MR1) NyRE RyRE Folok]

RAHIS 7L 272 g/cm2 ( ﬁégggfw 380mT 100mT 200mT B 200 + 50mT

BRI B8 g AEEMEAR 0 REE 5 BB ERNT] =

TN

A X (mm) 116 x 31.5 11 x 31 11.6 x 323 11 x 24 11 x 31 11:6 X 26:8 11.5 x 30 12 x 27
HE () 2.9 7 2.9 4.2 FH 5 5 2.7
HASH 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 1
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35 (103 LLA) 10 (3043 ARR)
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AT—FAV}F

ERHALE NEREERE % gold standard & L 7z BERIHALETRZZ IS0 2 IR 13 62~100%. K 5L 1L 74~100%.
G (PPV) 57~100%. F2ErHEE (NPV) 76~100%TH 5,

FEFER S T e LN CTH 2 BB A 7 L NEEE PillCam™ESO (% 2004 £EICT AV 7 CTRER[ & 41,
PillCam™ESO2 7% % T PillCam™UGI & 7z o 7z 23, BIfEIZFEEHIE X T %, PillCam ESO & EEBIHALE N
ST O LLEHFZ2 1B L €. Barrett 3B 1Cxf L CTIRRIE 97%. FFEFE 99%., BERHRPPV)97%, Bt
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PPV57%. NPV95% T -7z 9, PillCam™UGI O Hffizgx R IC I T, EEHLENHE Clfil T 7k
ALy FEEOEREEDIEREIE 75%., 2em L ED Ly FEBEICRET S L 82% MBI N TS Y,
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2% 93.4%., BFEE2 85.2%., 23 88.5% CTH H ., BWHAED I H 583%IFME & b fafi. 77 7 VNS
14T R A B L, BGD 13 31 TR Z Rk L 72, 2N AZKREIRFAE Ch o e G I T2 7,

oRy b XA T Ry FHOWSFHEEREEZ v 55 1 MCENaviCam 1B L T %, EEHEACEER
A L EEHCE NS Z TE LTz 350 flaxfRic, REHCE NS & O % sk S iR iG% % 17
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L. AEARWEZ RS e o7z, £z, 350 il 5 B3 9 tho BEHEFRRZFA-H (1.4%). 95.7%7% 1
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PillCam™ Crohn’s ¥ A 72 (Medtronic, Yogqneam, Israel) (Z7H{LE O KAEMESEE. FFIC Crohn J{ D/ - K
W28 D NAR SR ERE RS % — [l O NAREEMR A CRHili 32 2 L 2 HIV L L2 eV NEBERETH V. 1)
PillCam™ Crohn’s 77 7+ L, 2)PillCam™ L 22— %' — (DR3). 3)PillCam™ ¥ 7 } % = 7. 4)RAPID® — 7
AT —=2avYD4DODY TV AT LTHRINTNS, 2D 5B, PillCam L 2 —X—, RAPID®Y — 27 X7
— Y a ViIPIHI N THB/NGS T A NHE Y AT L EE—TH D, PillCam™ Crohn’s ¥ A 7 L DRI
PillCam™ Crohn’s 77 7 L (PCC)7% & NIC PillCam™ vV 7 b v = TICHEN I N 5,

PCC I35 RO KM H 7 L NEHEETH 3 PillCam™ COLON2 (CC2) & [ —T&H Y  AMEIZFAE 32.3mm,
RO 11.6mm, HEHEIX 29g, WY A FICIRIGHA A 7 2L 728 7w VRINESECH 2, RADOARXTT
W2 7L —L MTDOH AT THEW 4 7L — LOBERZETRET 203, 7 7w OREENER %2 Hll L EF 35
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AR E L 25, T2, BE - BICRIFMER T 2565 /NELEROBIELZ R+ ek b 5 2720+
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IVINFRBTRAE 10,156 i, $8ARBNIZ 546 ] (5.4%) ICfTbITE Y, 16 AN T 364 ] (67%. *Fifi
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44 (28.6%). NG Fa—7Ic&k 37y v ar2fl (143%), NRSEICX 2 7y > a8 261 (143%), HiE
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XY, EROFEREIL 49 05 10 I E T3 0, SeiTic %2 B HEMAT 5 Fi iz 2 ER
DHFEDOMEICK XL HFGTAAREMR I N TV 35, X 51T, SBCE D7 ICH HENHEE D 28%73 5l
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HWRRE— F23H D, QuickView E— FiZINF TROIWMITLINTEX 2, FEENTHEH X LT 5 Rapid
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T T %2, SBI DFMHEICOWTIE 1 MDA X AAEL . 16 DFTFEHE 2> 5 R/ H L 72 Hill o Al g
YD H 22T 5 SBI DEERHY R IL 55.3%. FrERE 57.8% T, IGEIEHIMICHN 32 SBI D&
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D, EFEOMED»HIE 8§ DT 5 SBI ~—h —I%, BREUCERZ < HALE I BT 2 G 8 I o 3
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%, Omori b (FHLfERRATI % LWL IC €, lHEBIZIC L L, FICE (FICE1) Bi%TidmieBisic
UL BEEAEAY 10mm AR D/ & 7 i -C R A ME ., St iR o R G Eicm B3 2 s LT
%, FICE #iZ CcliErE G~k icfiti sz oL, BEEIAC~FGIfEIns -9, Hwo
BHAEM I N, 2OoRBEOFOEE DR L L hd0 e LTWnd 20, KiGh 7 VINIREEO Rige L
%< 72, FICE TOBMBIESHEREI N2,

Table 12. EN 7 72 VMBI S AL DFERE SR Y 7 b v =T

IEA =T — | hTeN i A ANENELL i AF T O
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