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Prognosis of T1 colorectal carcinoma patients after

endoscopically non-curable treatment
(NREERIFEIRIE YR & 72 o 72 KIS T1 IR % O T1%)

1) Preceding endoscopic submucosal dissection for T1 colorectal carcinoma
does not affect the prognosis of patients who underwent additional surgery: a

large multicenter propensity score-matched analysis
(KB T1 98233 5 5647 L7z ESD IZBINAMVE Itk O TR B L 5 2 72\0))
Journal of Gastroenterology, 54, 897-906, 2019.

2) Long-term prognosis after treatment for T1 carcinoma of laterally

spreading tumors: a multicenter retrospective study
(LST T1 iR & O K T1%)
International Journal of Colorectal Disease, 34, 481-490, 2019.
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