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Prognosis of T1 colorectal carcinoma patients after endoscopically non-curable treatment
(NBRBEHIETEI IR & 72 o 7o K T1 IR % O T#)

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
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2) Long-term prognosis after treatment for T1 carcinoma of laterally spreading tumors: a

multicenter retrospective study
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TaRe T 4 Aay vy F U T HIOBARIFEFIE T, ESD %IBIAMVEFITEC ISV T, R
HIREEAE (29. 9mm vs. 20.2mm; p<0.01) NAFICKE L, FBEEROES (67.6% vs. 47.9%;
p<0.01), HRIZEBGEOEISG (28.6% vs. 21.0%; p<0.05) WHBEICHEN-T, £z, HEFHiH
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