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THY, DYPEOHLERZEOFIMEEZFZEFETRLbDE LTRE Rtz DH - 72 L&
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B—IA B4 V12T, 2014 FFITHEREMET 4 AXTY 7 (FD), @BEBEp:RE (1BS),
KA1 —7, NAFLD/NASH @ 4 FBIZDOWThH, BHFA K54 ¥ (EZRFTA K54 )
ZHATL7:. 202014 4E121%, £—RTA VT4 2 H1EHE 5 E3FERT 5720, 17 6 8
DHA FIA4 v OUEIMEED g T Tb Nz, WETITIZE IR A ¥4 K & FEE,
B EE & % o T A GRADE (The Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development
and Evaluation) ¥ 27 22 ) AN TW 5.
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72. 201748 HOEIRIAA 94 VRAKZIIBWTIE, 1054 K54 VOWRET2RETLH L
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PHAEET, SHOMIERETSH S b D] I future research question (FRQ) & 372 Z & b 2
In7e.

2018 4E 7 HORIESE LI A4 K4 Y BREKIIBWT, 11OF4 FI4 09 H, EEE
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1. BEIDER

2015 4F 10 312 B FlilifitdiE (GERD) #7747 A > 2015 (ST 48 2 ) 3l S e, =
D# b GERD B OF 72 2 MG S5 & & HIZ, 2015 4F 2 Btk s KRGS &
L CHBLIRIHIZE TdH % potassium-competitive acid blocker (P-CAB) A5t FH 265k 1T T Eifi &
N7z, GERD BHUCBI BH 72 HRLT =8 2 A N T4 VA% & & b2 P-CAB DALED
JERTLENDH Y, 2018 457 HIZHME S Nz HARMLERF R4 K74 Y RHRTLD,
YEIVEEDRMGATRE S N7z

2. EIDFIg
HARITAVERHETOPRELD, WEIFE2HIZBWTHEHASN TV 2 CQIFLLTOXH I
ST D EPPEEI N
° Background Question (BQ) : 3 TIZAHmASHH S22 b D, WEDOH A FIF4 IZBWTiE
100% & EIRONTVDEH D,
o Clinical Question (CQ) : BEEIKIEE. SBEO KN %E LT 5 5 M A DM ST 12
Lo THRLEPMEELIETEZ S D0,
o Future Research Question (FRQ) : #l#E M SCHkIR R & o THESE & BPWAKHEDSIE TE v
O (THhTCF v AN, SHOMERE).
1) GERD 211 RS VMERZEESRDRIL
TEZEHSE, RER - AWBE, AZEE - B, HiEEmEREE - BN, &R
& UCHETERN, ANBAsE, FHURSRT, AR, Fli—, ZEAREAT, G R I,
JGEFE—, IR, B Bodst 14 A TR S F2iMIEERE, ZHE - RTH
—, MIZBE - KEFH—, ZRL LU ONERR, W BoH4 ATk S .

3. fERFIRE
1) AD—TDIERL
RBWHNA F T4 VO GRETLELRAAEE, —REIRE L L7z, $72, GERD &I
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YETICH 7o T, [H B (GERD) BB A A K54 » 2015 a7 2 i) a2 A5
HTERFEHIE L7
(VA S5 6]
o RHA KT 4 i, Minds A A R I 4 YMEE~ =27V 2017 2 BH 1VEK L 7-.
o WETEE 2D H A ¥4 » L AHEIZ GRADE ¥ A7 A DAL ZIY A, KL LT
DIETF Y ADEDFM %47 .
o PN, LETHE 2 Wi Tld GERD % U'5 AME GERD, JFEUYS AME GERD O 2 BEIZHH LTz
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2) CQ, FRQ, BQ DfERYEXEEER

o 22— 7 TOEBEMHKIEEIIH TS CQ, FRQ DIEK Z1T-72. $72, SETH 2 Mo CQ

(60 1) DR L ZfTWEGETE 2 T TICABEIHON TS S D1 BQG3 H) & LT
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11 7+ (BQ 10 £, FRQ1fF), PEHGIEEEAT 15 4 (BQ5 1, CQ6 1, FRQ4 ), #MRH©HE
A 121 (BQ6 1, CQ2:, FRQ4M:), LMHALEMBZAEERLIMFBQSM, CQl
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DEFHT0ETH Y, KETHE 2 o 60 TR HRTI0EML TV RELLDDE RS T
wa,

° ZNHDCQ, FRQ, BQ DIEME, EHliZEAICBIT 55l 25T, BIELR & 24TV

@ CQ, FRQ, BQ A L7z,

o CQ, FRQ DT H AR F X EHA A CREMMRE (MR, 3¢ 1983 4£~2019
A5 HAR, FI3C 1983 4E~2019 4F 6 HAK) 21TV, MBI C o BB 2GRS0 Mk b A1
XHkE LTHEMLZ:, =D CQTEAZTFI VA, YATIT Ay 7L ¥a2—(SR) %
fTo72. BQIZELTIE, £#FBBICEZNY Fh—FIC L ) BELHSME ST,

3) #ESL(OBEID), ERSRDIERL, HERDRTDRE

o CQICBILTIE, [HE3EST], TH] 2B L, HEIROM S IIMERZH AT Delphi 12 &
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1. TEFYRRE

HiRR (8 &M GIE (GERD) 37 A B F 4~ 2015) TITb N7z RMREIZ L - TH S
IR, AR 72U T O ZfTo T ET Y AR L 72

HA KT A v DR BRREEM (clinical question : CQ), 3 X U 5t5EM (background ques-
tion : BQ), CQ & LTHY RIFZIZIZT— AR LTS D05 HOEIHEEZ 2 bh
% future research question (FRQ) I3 L, ZTD9H CQ BLUFRQ DWW TIEF—7— N
LTSz U L7, 77— X— 213, 3E3GERCIE MEDLINE,  Cochrane Library & H
T, HARFEGSCOIESA MG w7z, CQB XU FRQIIZDOWTIE, 1% 1983 4£~2019
5 AR, MISCIE 1983 4 ~2019 4F 6 H K & CHMRBE ORI & L7z, T 72, Wk D
2021 2 HE COREDPOH LV I U T Y A0 TN Y FH—FIC X D EEBEML, W%
WML E LTHEL . &% —7— FB X OBRFEAT HARAHLERER R — A= 124
WILTPETHL. =B, BQIZOWTIETNTNY P —FI2L ) LHREZ1T- 72

PEEL72@X D) b, & M L TATb 2RI 2 R L, B SEBRIC B ¥ % S35
M LT LZ BBT =5 I2EDP LR EMRBAOTREISEIILLZY, TEFY AL
LT ZDo 72

2. TEFYARMFDFHESE

1) SFEXDOFHD - WS EPERDIER

Fam W LT, W7 A > V(R 1) 2&0, Mz 25 Lot babi e ek L 7.
S 51T RCT RBILFFEIIH LT, Cochrane Handbook ? ® Minds #7714 N7 A4 ERDOTF5]
EVDF v I VAMEBEZEIILONMTADOY) A7 ZHE L (R2). kL ToOTET>
A &HiilZ, GRADE (The Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evalua-
tion) 7 7H—F " OEZ & SHICLCGHIIL, CQHFHBIIHT 2k LTOIET A
DEZEPE LKL LIZ(FR ).
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70 A LDIEND
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* TDMDI AT X

3 IEFYADE

A :

B

BOEWIETVZ (High)
BEDWRENZONRHEEMBITE L TWVND EHEETED.

CPEEDBEDIET VX (Moderate)

MROHEEMBHHEEFECED.
BEOMRIE, WROVFEEBICHBLTEND, TNHRENICELEDIEMRDDD.

TEOERVWIETVZ (Low)

RHEEMBICH T DISHIFREN CTHD.
BEOMRIF, FROEEMEE, KRENICEEDDE ULIUEL.

IEBICEDEVWIET VX (Very Low)

DREEBENFEALEECTELEL.
BEDOMRIF, IROEEEERENICHEDBLEZEEDZSTHD.
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3. HEDBESDRE

DEDOIEEC L o TRONZRRZ b L1, RO LHEORE/ERSER L7z, RICHESE
DRI ZRDLTOINERERICZE 23 v £ A E N S 7.

HEROHS1E, QT A0 ENE GRE), QEFORE, BffLH, @3 X baHl, o
4HHZEHMEEE & L7z, 2>+t ¥ % 2 )5 8:13 Delphi 281, nominal group technique
(NGT) ICHE U THREEZ AV, 70% UL LR E b > T & L7z, 1 H CRig DG T &
Bk EE, KRRELARL, HAROEFRUZMKRL CThio ) 2, HEZHEVELL 5
BMEHRIZOEFHERERG LU GHEL, R4 IRTHEROME ZP0E L, KLHOHAN
IR AL L 72,

HEIEOM S [58 - MOHESR ], T899 89WHESR] 0 20 TH LAY, TRHERT 2] 2 15
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1) BARBEALEHARTA 74 Y RERTIE, MEERE - 74 N7 4 e - FHERE &
3 & OREFM L BRICO S, FLRED SFIZEHBCRI O B 2 1572 GEME [FIZRAH I (COD)
B B BHR ) IZEEY).

2) KAA N4 2 TiE, FERMHEA~OFIEE LT, BETSHIAROSIME > TERD
WY ZHE, SHREERRICEZHFICL o TAPEZHERT 2 L) 1280 72, HilETO
NTN w7 aAXy MR BRI 5 2 L TIREVERZELZ.

8. H1 RSAVERETHIBEDIZHDIX
1) 7u—F ¥ — b2RL T, FIHAZORENEZ H 7.
2) BHELLTHTAELEHIC, £ 7 —% vy MBEEIT) TETDH 5.
- HRMHALE RSP R R — A=
- HARBEHARRE AR EBM RHIEHRFE (Minds) v — A X—
3) WRITIAA K4 AAEHSRME LT, Dh TSz ek L, HAM LIRSS R —
LAR=VIZTRARTETH 5.

L EVEEy

D MR, INHEA (EE). Minds 874 74 YEROT51 & 2014, REEke, Hul, 2014

2) Higgins JPT, Thomas J, Chandler J, et al (eds). Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interven-
tions version 6.0 (updated July 2019). <https://training.cochrane.org/handbook/current> [i# 7 7 &
A 2020 4 3 J1 30 H]

3) MIEFK. BWAA N4 2 D72 GRADE ¥ A7 4, #30, hotEE R, #2018

4) The GRADE working group. Grading quality of evidence and strength of recommendations. BMJ 2004;
328: 1490-1494 (printed, abridged version)

5) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Vist G, et al; GRADE Working Group. Rating quality of evidence and strength of
recommendations GRADE: an emerging consensus on rating quality of evidence and strength of recom-
mendations. BMJ 2008; 336: 924-926

6) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al; GRADE Working Group. Rating quality of evidence and strength
of recommendations: What is "quality of evidence" and why is it important to clinicians? BMJ 2008; 336:
995-998

7)  Schiinemann HJ, Oxman AD, Brozek J, et al; GRADE Working Group. Grading quality of evidence and
strength of recommendations for diagnostic tests and strategies. BMJ 2008; 336: 1106-1110

8) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al; GRADE working group. Rating quality of evidence and strength of
recommendations: incorporating considerations of resources use into grading recommendations. BMJ
2008; 336: 1170-1173

9) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al; GRADE Working Group. Rating quality of evidence and strength
of recommendations: going from evidence to recommendations. BMJ 2008; 336: 1049-1051

10) Jaeschke R, Guyatt GH, Dellinger P, et al; GRADE working group. Use of GRADE grid to reach decisions
on clinical practice guidelines when consensus is elusive. BMJ 2008; 337: a744

11) Guyatt G, Oxman AD, Akl E, et al. GRADE guidelines 1. Introduction-GRADE evidence profiles and sum-
mary of findings tables. ] Clin Epidemiol 2011; 64: 383-394

12) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al. GRADE guidelines 2. Framing the question and deciding on impor-
tant outcomes.] Clin Epidemiol 2011; 64: 295-400

13) Balshem H, Helfand M, Schunemann HJ, et al. GRADE guidelines 3: rating the quality of evidence. J Clin
Epidemiol 2011; 64: 401-406

14) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Vist G, et al. GRADE guidelines 4: rating the quality of evidence - study limita-
tion (risk of bias). J Clin Epidemiol 2011; 64: 407-415

15) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Montori V, et al. GRADE guidelines 5: rating the quality of evidence - publication
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Guyatt G, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al. GRADE guidelines 6. Rating the quality of evidence - imprecision. |
Clin Epidemiol 2011; 64: 1283-1293

Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al; The GRADE Working Group. GRADE guidelines: 7. Rating the
quality of evidence - inconsistency. J Clin Epidemiol 2011; 64: 1294-1302

Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al; The GRADE Working Group. GRADE guidelines: 8. Rating the
quality of evidence - indirectness. ] Clin Epidemiol 2011; 64: 1303-1310

Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Sultan S, et al; The GRADE Working Group. GRADE guidelines: 9. Rating up the
quality of evidence. J Clin Epidemiol 2011; 64: 1311-1316
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BQ 1-1
H#&EAD GERD OEFRIFENL S5LH ?

@ &
O ERMERERDEREIL 10%EREHESND.

RSN

GERD ARZEZ F LDV ATITA v 7L a—V 2k b &, HRITRA 2 STk A
ROGRFIIEL DR OWMIET 6.5~264%, F3912.0%, HHRBEHENGOBIET 6.1~16.7%,
P39 108% ThH Y, #E4a GERD ZHEH A K54 > 20152 IZRE# ST 5B K 912 10% A2 L 3
EEND. —F, GERDIERDEFRERIZIOWTIZ7.7~241%, V¥ 17.7% & ¥tk %o
HIREL D EWY ZoZ &1k, ARHITBWT NERD 25 GERD OFELL ELEDLZ LY 251
EHIOFoN5. B 1A GERD AREOZLZ AT U 1990 4£0% L ) GERD A
ZUNCBEIIN L 7225 RIETIEBR 28I e o Twa Y 1970 4448 & Flk LT 1990 4E
RCTIIHARAND HERFWEEDTLHE L T 7228 Y, iRl 20 4R TIEEALAD w2 & >% H. pylori
JEPROET ") BRRFEDOE " GERD B EDRELR EDVENE VR 5.
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1

3)
4)
5)
6)

7)

5L, GERD #4— Rl OB)Ifl—.  HAM AL &R 58 2017; 114: 1781-1789 (£ %)

AR L2 (). H FOESE (GERD) 87 4 B 7 4 > 2015, BVLE, WH (A4 K54 )
Fujiwara Y, Arakawa T. Epidemiology and clinical characteristics of GERD in the Japanese population. J
Gastroenterol 2009; 44: 518-534 (X %)

Kinoshita Y, Kawanami C, Kishi K, et al. Helicobacter pylori independent chronological change in gastric
acid secretion in the Japanese. Gut 1997; 41: 452-458 (i#Uf)

lijima K, Koike T, Abe Y, et al. Time series analysis of gastric acid secretion over a 20-year period in nor-
mal Japanese men. ] Gastroenterol 2015; 50; 853-861 (37Kk— k)

Ishimura N, Owada Y, Aimi M, et al. No increase in gastric acid secretion in healthy Japanese over the
past two decades. ] Gastroenterol 2015; 50; 844-852 (3 7<— )

MERTCHE, APRAFI, [HEEH. Helicobacter pylori &He D%, HARNE -2 MERE 2017; 106; 10-15 (2
K—1)



BQ1-2

FERMEREXRTEIRERE, BNZSHTDH?
B %

O FMRER CIBEREPHMNIGHI DI NG, SRPEEERER
BRNURITEFTHS.

PRER

AFIZBWTY, WHREAERTIHMRHREZ G752 e ME I Tw5. 72751,
ETNTNOMIEZ BT B REERLWAT B, WAL, BRAAOEELZ P RL-TEHED,
INOEPHEDHEEIFHGICL ) R o Tz 70

ALAE, AFOD 106 DIl TIT o 722 Mid I [ Hi 1) S B JE A se R S, iR EE 28
L7490 5 B, & 9.0%, %L 34% I8 b7z SARMATTIE, ik, R0
OPFH, v ¥ 255% Grade B UL E DM B R GIHED ) 27 WFTh - 7.

X1 TRENTWD X H I, WRPEARBE RIS HIMZ X )itz & 72 U CRANBSERA
AT SN BREFNE—E B D 5 b 0D, BRIEMAMALEI % ZREFIIMDTEINTH D, i
BIFRE DA SN LHETH S, Yamaguchi 5O TIE, MHEAE RIS L 2 MM T 2
HHEE LT, ba vy ol & BROSWIIRIEE O G TTbICwiz L T, RERHALE
2RO, WHEMAZIT 572 1,515 Bl x4 & L7z Guntipalli 5O Ti&, 119 #1(7.9%) 1258
TR g & R 7S, FIHIMEmO TENRTH Y, MK DIEC LIFERIEA SN0 >
72% Odhaib 5%, WIPERAE I L 2 HMAVER THIERTH 2 b ODOFRZHAME & 72
FHEBIDOEIGIE 1% TH o7 W LTHBY 7 iRtk ARERIC X D EEOSKRZHENZET
BIEBIDOMEEIEZH T D &< & BN S, American Gastroenterological Association (AGA)
DA FT A4 TR, BRZUEEMOFRBE HISHAT L7z L UE N it
HERZEOTGE TS, MRS 2T ZE L, KENRGMAESIT)I RS L
TWw5 " 7720, i AEgEE COmIMY) A 7 W% BEt Lzl ¢k, SEEdimtk e
WY, NFREZ, performance status AR, PUEEEFHENIRA) 27 HF-& LThIFonTHB) ™

x 1 PREBERICGHI DEMEREDEEZ

W TR PAEEN Hmpl (%)  3Ef (%)
Yamaguchi 5" BE2NRETEG 1.621 19 (1.2%) 4 (0.2%)
IS 2 BT - bR < BE AR 81 37 (45.7%)

HEES © RIS S % B PREE e TAE R 818 43 (5.3%)
HES Y PiREEZ 11T Ufc GERD JEfA) 554 24 (4.3%) 1 (0.2%)
BEES © GERD EfgReEAl (10 £ L) 200 15 (7.5%)
=45 GERD RHBEREVES (F5 7.1 4F) 435 41 (9.4%) 16 (3.7%)
Sakaguchi 57 WRMEEENIEG] 1,749 157 (9.0%) 59 (3.4%)

(k1 ~ 7 KD1ERL)
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2)

3)

5)
6)
7)
8)

9)

10)

11)

Yamaguchi M, Iwakiri R, Yamagushi K, et al. Bleeding and stenosis caused by reflux esophagitis was not
common in emergency endoscopic examinations: a retrospective patient chart review at a single institu-
tion in Japan. ] Gastroenterol 2008; 43: 265-269 (%)

AR B, JFERRLIG, W2 RIER, 37r. EERHEICB U A MBI ZE OB EAEHALEN 2009; 21:
115-119 (H#7)

AR, WA, WA, 13, AL R TE L 2o Ml i B S O BRI, BAR
AL A 23k 2011; 13: 35-40 (&)

T, MBS, RS, (34 R EE ISR G O BRI RS & O HLE O
IR 2012; 17: 49-52 (4%

AR, &R, KB, (3. SRR SR AT OB B A P —af Sk AT 48 200 B1oD 10
AERINC BT 2 MR IR #7> & OMiET. Therapeutic Research 2009; 30: 470-473 (1&#f)

EREE, WM&, AR M 13 URPERE 4% 435 Bl o R M—PPL{GR L Sk E O RIRHALE
RilsA% & D F1#% %2 2 5. Therapeutic Research 2011; 32: 612-617 (&)

Sakaguchi M, Manabe N, Ueki N, et al. Factors associated with complicated erosive esophagitis: A Japan-
ese multicenter, prospective, cross-sectional study. World J Gastroenterol 2017; 23: 318-327 (€= 1:))
Guntipalli P, Chason R, Elliott A, et al. Upper gastrointestinal bleeding caused by severe esophagitis: A
unique clinical syndrome. Dig Dis Sci 2014; 59: 2997-3003 (s —2 3> O —JL)

Odhaib SA, Mohammed M], Hammadi S. Eddicacy of gastrointestinal endoscopy in 398 patients with
irondeficiency anemia who lack gastrointestinal symptoms: Basrah experience. Cureus 2020; 12: €9206 (&
#)

Ko CW, Siddique SM, Patel A, et al. AGA clinical practice guidelines on the gastrointestinal evaluation of
iron deficiency anemia. Gastroenterology 2020; 159: 1085-1094 (4 K354 )

Costa ND, Cadiot G, Merle C, et al. Bleeding reflux esophagitis: A prospective 1-year study in a university
hospital. Am ] Gastroenterol 2001; 96: 47-51 (i&Uf)
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BQ 2-1 (1) GERD D JiEE
BE2D GER & GERD ORIEIREEDERRERAD ?

@ &
® SEED GER [C &K 3 RIENDBRIFBHRIRE I REMRISSDERRERATH Y,
Z DIEEFEERERIERERICTE D [CREVIEINT 5.

)

R, ARSI B 5 O pH B2 5 ) ¥ ZORBA D1, W AT
O AN OBRIEEIEI (pH 4 KO B IIH) HH H A BICERE LTV ) S,
S, TRV AE A E TOMB T, AUERBS A A \C 2 2 R BRI BRI 134
CHEE 2§52 ks, WP R ST 0 £ ORI 5 00 JEU B 1 £ A~ 00 3 7 R
BThs. 2510, WHHAHEESOBRSWRE R L 25, MRS EH T
BB & e~ T B R A LT 2 = AT LT Y, BRSO b it it
LB H S S AL TS5 b, MEHICBIT S 24 W BRI O 13 il
A% KM THS. T72 4 BHEE pH T= 5 U ¥ 7 OREN S, FHNO pH A% 4 il &
7 BRI < 72 5 1S DA CIRBRER DM 72 5 LB, Stk & BREFERERTIC & 1Y
s 2 EAHILTNS S —F, AEHEEE T 2 LwE R LT, Ay
T B AT LR e 2 15 5 O CIE 2 SR LI B M S B A b A A
YA LRI EDE L2 LV WA B2 o), B b Y Ty, iR b
FROHE LRI A IR 5 = 2T, RIFMEA T 1 T 5 WA R H A ¥ DR R D, B
B U U NEREHET S 2 LT, MBS S NI EAEA T 2 L LS B LV E RS
AMTETND ) S510, BCERS N2 UM ORI A 7 1 T— 2% WiEksEs
LG LTSS EAHBIL 7Y 20X 5 AR E LRI, RO R R
DORIB e < —ORIEE MR A LTV 2 THEIEASE ST\ 5.

LR

1) Hayashi Y, Iwakiri K, Kotoyori M, et al. Mechanisms of acid gastroesophageal reflux in the Japanese pop-
ulation. Dig Dis Sci 2008; 53: 1-6 (7 — 2> 1) —X)

2) Iwakiri K, Kawami N, Sano H, et al. Mechanisms of excessive esophageal acid exposure in patients with
reflux esophagitis. Dig Dis Sci 2009; 54: 1686-1692 (/7 —2 > 1) — X)

3) Lundell LR, Dent J, Bennett JR, et al. Endoscopic assessment of oesophagitis: clinical and functional corre-
lates and further validation of the Los Angeles classification. Gut 1999; 45: 172-180 (&)

4) Adachi K, Fujishiro H, Katsube T, et al. Predominant nocturnal acid reflux in patients with Los Angeles
grade C and D reflux esophagitis. ] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2001; 16: 1191-1196 (5 —2 > 1) —X)

5) AbeY, OharaS, Koike T, et al. The prevalence of Helicobacter pylori infection and the status of gastric acid
secretion in patients with Barrett's esophagus in Japan. Am J Gastroenterol 2004; 99: 1213-1221 (#&§f)

6) Joelsson B, Johnsson F. Heartburn --the acid test. Gut 1989; 30: 1523-1525 (#&Uf)

7) Souza RF, Huo X, Mittal V, et al. Gastroesophageal reflux might cause esophagitis through a cytokine-
mediated mechanism rather than caustic acid injury. Gastroenterology 2009; 137: 1776-1784 (&)

8) Smout AJ, Bredenoord AJ. GERD: A challenge to our view of reflux oesophagitis pathogenesis. Nat Rev
Gastroenterol Hepatol 2016; 13: 504-505 (5 —2 ¥ Y — X)

9) Miwa H, Kondo T, Oshima T, et al. Gastroesophageal reflux disease-related and functional heartburn:
pathophysiology and treatment. Curr Opin Gastroenterol 2016; 32: 344-352 (7 — 2 ¥ Y — X)
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(1) GERD Dy=#EE

BQ 2-2 (1) GERD ODfsHE
BEED GERDAXAHA=ZXLIE?
@ %

® BEED GER DX AZXAICIE, —@Et LES st EEE EF, {KLESED 3 D
DFEN'HS. Ffc, ZTOMICEFICHS LES sthERFIC GER HMERH SN T
kST TN

5

FHEHHEGHTIE LES L BRI (crural diaphragm @ CD) %%, £ X H OWNEIZHARTHT
WRBHEL, HBAEENICHERTAZEZBVWTWAS(E 1). GERDAHZAAIZIE, —B
P LES sz & BT B5, IKLESIED 30D Fr0sdh 5 70 F72, WETITPES LES iz RFIC
GERDVEL LI DD EBHMONTWS, —ilM LES itfz (B 2) 13ME T & B4R 7% { LES »°
WARTHHRTH Y, EERLEBELHILAIN =T A5 v GERD B#E Tld GER D) 90% 1 —i%
PELESHARIC L DAL, HPARBIOEME 1%L GER ® A H = X A 1d—8% LES #bfE TH
508 7, HERILANZTEDHLEHETIE, MOAHI=Z2IZEDGERDALNDS Y —
Yk LES itk O S 13l H % & GERD HUE TEWIZA SR WAY, GERD B Tld—i#tk LES
AR IO GER 2 0E9 2 & 03% \» 10

BEHANIV=TIEL

EGJ «—— LES+CD

f—

) b
{
s - - :

BIEBZFANILZ=7HD
&p_p- b= = S

H1 BEBEEE, LES BRUERRMOMIER MR

EGJ : esophago-gastric junction, LES : lower esophageal sphincter, CD : crural diaphragm
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O BERANIVZ7 DEFEE, BEBEGHERECKDBERDENSLUR
EBROBBFHETEZ XU, BEDERGEBREEDRRICIES.
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NIVET RS HIERITIE, KEE B HATEICEET 880 GER 25H B IS 525, %
®D GER O F 7% X 5 = AL TH 5H—#ilE LES iR OO GER IINNV =T OF I X - THED
WU LA LRAS, AV TENICERIFIET 5554, —#M LES iR B2 GER ik
HEIZHEMT % 2

NIV T ORFEIC X DO GER IS KIT T HEICH LTI, EMEENERTECRE L2~V
ST HE, BEA Y E—F VA - pH RIS X B3 & OB A MG Lz Ic kb, AL
ST ORENKREVITE, FEICERVTRNE, SRS Z 0725 72, ERHED 2em
Vb~V = 7 HEGITIESCE BRI & OBIEAVR SN Y, AV =T O WIEFNZHREEN O
PEHRIEASED ST 5 57

NVZTOFZWICE LTI, HESHETIINBEMAETIT) 2 L% 00, SREENTER
FIZEDBOLTHETZE, TO—FEIMETLIHENRH L Dol s, ~Av=
THWIREEIEDH D 500, WS RAIVZT OFAEZ BN OGO & BHkH R T %
E7-L, BEOBRZBRBEEDFFICR 5.
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@ &
* RIEEFFEEFREDERGBREEDREICES.

PRER

£ H 4 5 (esophago-gastric junction : EGJ) D FERE S H & £ AREE o 38 B 5 5% B 0 I
BB L) 5.

EG] #fiE & L T EG] I & EG] EREAHIi SN TH Y, EGI AR WIZ L ) GER 2L LT
{725, ERRERENERA (high-resolution manometry : HRM) TEE ARG B 5 % SFifli
§ %787 A —% T % distal contractile integral (DCI) D&M % EGJ 12& Tld$ 7z EGJ-CIL 2%
T LT B ERITlE EGJ-CI M7z N T AEFNC AT, SEBIERIFMAEZICR L, ¥
WVERERIL WY, F72, LES L ARRIEIHAY EG] O RIEM 2T L T 52, HEZRILANV
=7 TIF LES L RIEMW OMED TN A, WHEA 2em LLERERLTW 2 EH T, B Tuan
BHEICHRTHRICHERBEER RV 2

GERIZE ) EBEMNICHI L 7-HR 2 BEN»SHNICHRE T2 (2 )77 Y A) S AED
TRBR RGBS 5. WETICX DAL 2 —IGEEICE ), BROKITIEBNISHEL S 1,
DDA L7 BERISHET LIS L )RS hg ) 2ens, —RIBEIESBRO 2 )T
T VAEETH L. EHHEFE30mmHg YL ETIIEENON) T AT EA LTSNS
7%, 30mmHg Kiili T 60% (ZHATHED N 7 ABEHELE SN, 20mmHg Kl TIZZ OB
X DBEENC S Y R A CEEEE R EDS GO 2B, BYET 25%, EET 48%
&, BEIEGITREEHEEDO SIS < ° WHIEIZEREGNI 2 2 1V 2 ° Bl
DT LT B ERITIE, EEORBEERHA R " EHIEIC 5em DLEOKIEYD 5
D) T TV ADKTT S ®
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BQ 2-5 (1) GERD MJxHkE
SRS D GER (& GERD DFHAICTESH ?
B %

o SEELIS D GER ® GERD DIFEHRICTES.

mES5

HAENA Y ¥ =% Y Z - pH Bidk (MI-pH) DFZEIC & o T, BREFRUSIO GER % @V RET
BT 52 ENTEL LI ho7 TDHEEHVIFZEIC TERLIAL O GER 7% GERD D)5
KN&dZ e s, MEERICIZED GER PEETH L L, HUS O GER b5 L
TEY V2 BN, WEEEH I 2 & OEEYMERICIEE DA OIRGE G O B 5-A%58 < R S hTn
%Y

Vela 5 ¥ X124 GERD BHZ MR & LT, WERE PPIICL 5 1 BB NIRGEDORI#% T 2
B > MIL-pH MAE 24T - 72, fEKA PPI WARHT#2 T GER BIEUIEIZA N2 h o722, Pk
i & B TAMRICED SO GER #1412 45% 20 5 3% WA 3 % —) (p=0.02), BUID
GER #I4571& 55% 72> 5 97% \ZHMAR SN (p=0.03), ZOEELSLD GER HMR1) - ififisie ko
JFHREZRDZEIREINTWAS. F72, Mainie 5 O (X5 EOHERE PPLIERICH b 5§
W= 1) 7 & O FEREIR F 721X AESHEIR 2 725 72 GERD 3 168 4412 MII-pH Hidr % fif7 L 7z.
M HICHER 2 3280 72 144 % D 72 2> T, B GER 12X § % SI(symptom index) ¥ ™ Btk 1%
11% (16 4), EEDAL® GER 239 % SI Bt 1E 37% (53 N) TH o7z, 72, Iwakiri 5 7 13,
T DOUERT PPLIGHIZ S 2200 & FIR° 1T H33 % NERD B 13 A2 MII-pH #iA: %17 -
7oL 2 A, 916 MO & 171 MOFERE BD72. ZD 95, 4.7% (8 1) 25, 39.8% (68
) A ELISL D GER Th o7z it L7z, 512, P-CAB #Hw7=if5eTid, Kawami 5 ¥ 13,
P-CAB B 12519 % 43 A NERD O MIl-pH M % fifT L7z & 25, 41.9% (18 A) 25 LA
S GER I LTSIETH B Z L #m L7z, SIS OWFZEREED S, FRICHR G- WINHI 3N
MBI IZ BV TR LLYL D GER %° GERD FEIRDER & 72 5 Z LA L& ENTW 5.

—J, GER Z2#1Z2 % 2 12X DIERDEEL 2 2 F 7213 K T 24, GER IFERISIE D KA
EoTWVD I EZBLRIET S, Tutuian 5 2 1, T0EOKEKRE PPIIC X 5 EBICD HH
b O FTIFRERR BRI L e WIS E 20, 70D MI-pH AT S h7-EF% L b
AR T A4 TRz ZORR, BAERISH LT50 & 13823 SIBETHY, T 134
T NTEUALD GER 123§ 5 SIS TH o7z 2D 13 % 6 412 Nissen O Tl 2547
X, PBRICERIZEE L2, $72, Vela 5 0 3@ A & e 3 258 5 BEI2xh LT LES
SREEIHIE 2 A9 %37 0 7 = Y NIRBICHRE R % A L MIl-pH k21772, Nru7x
YHIRICE D, BB X OEELAEO GER O RIBUITE & DA BT L, FhUhE-> T GERJE
SINEE N AN % W R/ e (W

MBLALD GER 12X 5 GERD 1F, B AZME) 2 &2 <, FEHEIKRTIZNERD & L Cilkb
Na. LeLA2S, 2016 FICHET 172 Rome VIEHEIZ X > T W) JHEEGHN & L C MIT-pH #
BAHEAT SN, FERDEELSL O GER ISR T 2 & HB L 728541, wilsttadic s h
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NERD DfmREISERERERDFELF/UH ?
B %

© NERD D/RFEESERERBERDZNEIFHAT ULBE U TIFRL.

mES5

NERD (Xt BB 2 & WK L C, BIRIEAR R 2 LMo NTBY, ZrE <, Al
FIANV =T OEHPD %L, MEEDADBLVE VI B L Y ¥ HR— LV Tirbhi:
T VT % RIEEZR O T, SR EERIE NERD &I, wilh, B, B, kB
A, PPLICEL BT AL VIR A AL, AR, 7 3I—), H pylori BYEIIET RO
Tdrolz? Fiz, BEIMERD S WH OWRE R M L 724F7E TlX, NERD ik &E g & it
BLT, EIRAIT7THEEIANID 57225, WiFZ TR TE ZRd o729 NERD TOD GER
BLORE ROV TR HAROZETIE, NERDIZIZ > buo— L EHBLT, K
EBIIE O FHFIIAZIAETH Y, EMAEICE THRA LR & TRERASLE T 2 L s s
NTwa " F7z, PPI#PIME NERD Tld, FEEED GER 2MERIZHMCPE L TnbH I L, &

12, FEEE GER OEN BBENDBETROPEA Y HDSWFIEIRE BHE L TW b 2 EHARENT W5 9
ZMF TIZ NERD 30 EEROBIER TH 20 L T 2HEDHH—77 "% BRUSLD GER 7°
FERFBIICHG L TWAEZEPRHLNE Lo TWDS.

B LIAL O GER AHEIRICE G- 3 2O EDl%, EEMEBBTH 5. EAMEIE T L0
ZE12C, NERD TIIABEICHEAEAT S L, SmMEEERE KL TX ) MVWEREZRZ S S
&% JFIZNERD TIREMAEBNOBIEACKH LTI VBETH L I LAVRINLY S512
COBGIIBO AT AEFAHKOEAT LTHBIZEINL Z i & % NERD T
(S ERIBL - ALFRER & THRIEAL & M2 B 52K TRPV (transient receptor potential vanil-
loid) 1 DFEBAHEML TV 5 Z DM SN T WD B4 NERD & ¥tk s o0 Eash % i
B L7 HARD S ot T, 485 X7 5V =)V 10mg $£5-T ORI JH11E NERD fi
B 35.8%, WM SAEB] 55.4% & NERD JiE BT ORI HATH B D - 72 P,

INSDEH S, NERD &t 4 Tl GER 12270 b B IRAED—EBiE, IHlORREDE
SEEDEE LTHZ A Z EDEMETH 5D DD, [NERD FHFMEAELOESER | TIZ3m
TERVWIETFT VY ADBERENTBYRBRFEIL LTV HRW. ZOX) eZhh, BEA
Y¥—=F YA - pH Btk (MI-pH) ORI T, SRR Tl Tk & PILEEAT L2 &5 NERD

TS NEDDITIE, MHELICHETRERBERTRD LMD GER &IIW 6028 % 2HRENE T
ﬂ% TEDBWHLNE R ST HRIZBWTS, MIl-pH O KI2HE- T, PPLHEHIME NERD (2
st LT, MI-pH %17 > THEFFT O ) MAHDITHIN S X 512k o7z 2016 4EICET S
172 Rome VIE#EIZBWTC, GERD #RE L T AWM T2 ETHHEEICOWT, AEMRIEE L &
BHED 2 O0BE2 S, Stk AE %, NERD, Mitdsl: s, Mgt o 40124
729 (E 1), 2o)b, ERoFEMERRTO NERD (21%, OFEEAELEFELE X ) I
LR 7 AETRGEFR I X 5 NERD, QRF R AEMRER L RO LW, BHEOBRZEAITLEL T
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® HARAND BB WEEE H. pylori BREEDETICLVIENULTETNS.

RS

GERD 13 B2 & AZZBNENDPEEIWRT 5720 RET HHEETH Y, HERIE GERD
DIREIET DIRDEELZNTOVEDTHSL. HRANIBIT S, St LiE R, Barrett £
W, Barrett iR BE O HBOWREX, FNEFN Iy Po— LV ERBRLARICEMEEZ RT I &
AL SN THD 7 —T, W7 V7 AOHMGFWLEER, WORANZHE LKW &AW ST
B ZHZED, GERD OARENFHARANCBOW T TH o7z —HEHER SN TV,
Kinoshita 513, 1970 4548 & 1990 4EARIZ BT 5 HAR AN O BB UARE & JEBEIR L & A )
YR X B KEE W R TR L2 & 25, Hil# - FEEidE, H. pylori BAeH - BHE#HL D
(2, 1970 440 & el L 1990 4540 CHBEWEAITIE L T A S 2 WS L0 C o B
HED EAIZ X D HARANIZBWT GERD DAFRBHEML 72 EZ LN TWAD. 51T, Ishimu-
ra 513 2010 RIS FIBD HEETHBRMWREZ MG L7z & 25, HilndE - JEEinE, H. pylori &
Yt - BB & B2 1990 AEAC B L BRSO ZLIZ 2w MG L2 —7, Ljima 5
ENBLEE 2 72 A Y R 550 R AR (endoscopic gastrin test)” & vy, B LM E
B3 % TR0 e VBB O W TAERBING 5 4F T & IS HER M WRE Z MET L, 1995 4E4 5 2014
SEOORANBED EWESWREIIR 20% M L7z e85 L7728 2B, ZOBEBSWIEORI H.
pylori IEHERASLAFET LTV 5 2 EIC X M 280 K & ., H. pylori S D % &0
7oA -2 AN CEBIFHHTT 5 & W & WSRO B BEIHET 52 L, H pylori
Bl O BRI ISR O PO RETH D 2 L, H. pylori FETEH O B BRI TEIIARER
CE S/ KB o722 L B WME LT A Y F72, Tjima S, 40 mAim CPE 4k 26 %)
O H. pylori BEAER B O B ER 5 WHE % FARO T CTHET L, 1995 47025 2014 45 C B 5058
PHIML TR ZEE2MELTNAL I END, FHFEFTIEHERSWREIZHEM L TV 2 T iEk2s
H5°
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1. GERD DjfEikE QOL

R, SVEHEIRIC A 23D 53, GERD JEIRD I ¥ b 1 — UsE5t S v QOL 13k
T LY JERITHELZGAICE T L2 QOL 3EEZED LNV ETHET L. HH0E
fEEHDO LNV EIZE TQOL OYENALNLZEH LIFLIED S Y. EROZEEHIITE
BTHY, 1HEMIC 1 P EOMEREBIZ, QOLICH L TEMEL L2 T\ Y HYkIc
BOTHERDHEENINR T OHS»RER OIS 23X ) EV QOL o SN 5 . PPI
13 HLRA R L BB RELEIE X 0 b QOL SERI LD % 20108, M OB D GER X, [
IRRE S, JEOIEVERD (NCCP) OB RN L 25 2 & 23H Y, Mo idRdKER
QOL KT DOENIZZ > TWDB W PPIIEGIC X - THMDOMED GER 2 TE 2054, MEIRE
S, MR X 5T QOL DEE/EAL 256 &b 510

2. GERD DjsEESHIED TR

BRI EOBE S L OB OMFHZ, GERD OE# L S ICAIHED FRICR O EET
H5. BB RORE L MR, EERO PPIHS5ICX ) 80~90% 25 HETH V, H.RA
BE5 Tl 40~70% TH 5 " GERD OAPHEE LT, &, Hil, B2, Barrett £
EHICIABERIEDOFENDIF NS 2 AEFSAREEEROMEL LT, £, i,
R AETSH. IO ITFESRELERICEDO SN EIETH L. SiRERERD
FREPE I BRME BRI ISR 3™ 2 720, X 1 50 Ze FRIE SR NI 25 & 0 3R s 2 i i P £2 0 22 D TR
WL AIEOMEZ D 725317 Lo T, AHEDD L BEHE T PPIEGARD LN,
KHEELZGIHER, BERFETHL. EERFRIIHATIIMO TENTH S25, BORTIE#
F20 M 2L R-TEY, WMPFEEELIDVZ o> T w5 2 GERD MDY A 7 [+
THY, WL FoMM, BERE, HEFREOM Y AZNTTHLE SN TS 2 20 4ED
LiCh 722 MEON R B, EEREE IR 435 oM ERENDH 5. HEkIE GERD
BERICL > TZOY A7 2T A LI TERWVE SNTW22S, EE, BHEPPI(ZY 2
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L CBIROF AR, F7 A8 YOBMIIMHNMIcH < 2 e 2iiESh, PPIR T A
YY) U2 X BBIEOLAE TR O REEAVRIZE T B B

BB, BEARIIICBWT, BHEPPI(ZY 275V~ 80mg/H)» GERD (233 2 fRbE
HE 7w,
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3 R/TSHYY 20mg/8 4 BEKRSESYY TS5Y—IL 30me/B 4 BRERS EOERE
BERIFEREOLE (BARS)

VPZ 20mg 8W LPZ 30mg 8W Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Ashida 2015 0 50 3 46 481% 0.13[0.01, 248] < =
Ashida 2016 0 75 9 72 519% 005[000 085 «—m=———
Total (95% CI) 125 118 100.0% 0.08[0.01, 061] -
Total events 0 12
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi’=0.22, df=1 (P=0.64); I’=0% [ | | |
Test for overall effect: Z=2.43 (P=0.02) a0l 01 W 10 100

Favours [VPZ 20mg 8W] Favours [LPZ 30mg 8W]

4 IR/TSYY 20mg/B 8 BEHRSESYY TS5V —)L 30mg/8 8 BREHRS DR
BERIFSREOLE (BARS)

LR T5H Y 20mg/ HOIEHERE ) A7 B LT 95%CIIE, 4 HH T 0.18(0.06~0.53) (I
3), 3 M TIZ0.08(0.01~0.61) (B4)THY, WIFhd KR/ 7IH¥ > 20mg/H¥EG5DIFH
A, TV T TV 30mg/ HIZHART, AEICEHEEMEr -7 B, TRHOMRET
DHEFRGORERER, K)TIFLES UV TFIV—VTEVIALN LIS 7.
R TFH Y 20mg/Ho 48RS L 8 AMBEG 2K LIAF T7TF) VAT, K275
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VPZ 20mg 4W VPZ 20mg 8W Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Ashida 2015 0 50 0 50 Not estimable
Ashida 2016 3 75 0 72 45%700[037 13322] >
XiaoY 2019 20 76 12 76 955% 167[088, 3.16] -
Total (95% ClI) 201 201 100.0% 1.78[0.95, 3.33] @
Total events 23 12
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi*=0.90, df=1 (P=0.34); ’=0% [ 1 : |
Test for overall effect; Z=1.80 (P=0.07) 001 01 I 10 100

Favours [VPZ 20mg 4W] Favours [VPZ 20mg 8W]

5 IN/TSHY 20mg/B 4 BEKRSER/ T5HY 20mg/B 8 BERS EDERIERE

HIBEMEDLLR
VPZ 20mg 4W VPZ 20mg 8W Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Ashida 2015 0 50 0 50 Not estimable
Ashida 2016 3 75 0 75 100.0% 7.00[0.37, 133.22] L >
Total (95% ClI) 125 125 100.0% 7.00[0.37, 133.22] ——e
Total events 3 0
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 1 1 ‘ |
Test for overall effect; Z=1.29 (P=0.20) 001 01 I 10 100

Favours [VPZ 20mg 4W] Favours [VPZ 20mg 8W]

6 IN/TSYY 20mg/B 4 BEKRSER/ TS5HYY 20mg/B 8 BEIRS EDERIERE
KIFSBEDHEE (BARS)

F> 20mg/ H O 8 BREBGAHT % 4 BTG OIERE ) A 2 B X O 95%CI i3 1.78(0.95~
333)(B5)Thh, HEZEIAON G-, 72, EIN2LOWEITHEL T 7.0000.37~
13322) (B 6)THh, AEERIALNGDPo 7.

K2 TIH Y 20mg/HO 4l G-£ 5 V75— 30mg/HD 8 MG % KL 7
AFTFY VAT, 7V T TV =)V 30mg/HD BT 5K TFH > 20mg/H
O 4 ARG OIEERE) A 7 B XU 95%CT 1E 0.56(0.14~2.21) (B 7) L A EEIZA LN Do
7o Ll EN2 S OMEICHET 2 &, 0.28(0.09~0.80) (K 8) &K/ 74> 20mg/H o
4 G- 013 ) A BRI - 7.

EHZELETRZWH D0, K 77 20mg/H % 8 MEHT L 7zB 0 itk 8 5 im0
RO PPL L L72A v DT —2 79 ¥ AQERES G FE R RE L 724 7 <1
R TIHY 20mg/HIZZ V75V —=V30mg/H, # X777V =V 20mg/H, TIATF
V=) 20mg/H, 777V =) 20mg/H(20mg % 1 H 1[0) ®\§1o PPIL & h btk
BRIGWEDS TR 720 —F, K759 20mg/ HOMiMELEREREILTRT TV —
WV 20mg/H(10mg % 1 H 2, X757V =) 40mg/H (20mg % 1 H 2 ) L 3% A LN
Loz, INOHOMES LOHEE, BETETIE [PPLIC X A2RRAT02EHE | H50R
Lo THY, MBI TE 2w,

MR E LTER ) 7% Y 20mg/H2 4 BRHESG T A NI TV —&, ML LT
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VPZ 20mg 4W LPZ 30mg 8W Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI

Ashida 2015 0 50 3 46 154% 0.13[001, 248] <

Ashida 2016 3 75 9 72 366% 032(009 1.13] —_—

Xiao Y 2019 20 76 13 68 480% 1.38[0.74, 2.55] ——

Total (95% CI) 201 186 100.0% 056[0.14, 221] -

Total events 23 25

Heterogeneity; Tau?=0.92; Chi*=6.22, df=2 (P=0.04); I’=68% [ 1 : 1
Test for overall effect: Z=0.82 (P=041) 001 0. W 10 100

Favours [VPZ 20mg 4W] Favours [LPZ 30mg 8W]

&7 KR/TSHYY20mg/8 4 BEHRESES VY TS5Y—)L 30mg/B 8 BEiRS EDERE
BIERIFCREDLEER

VPZ 20mg 4W LPZ 30mg 8W Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Ashida 2015 0 50 3 46 157% 0.13[001, 248] <
Ashida 2016 3 75 9 72 843% 032[009 1.13] —a—
Total (95% CI) 125 118 100.0% 0.28[0.09, 0.89] -
Total events 3 12
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi*=0.30, df=1 (P=0.58); I’=0% 1 1 1 |
Test for overall effect: Z=2.16 (P=0.03) a0l 01 W 10 100

Favours [VPZ 20mg 4W] Favours [LPZ 30mg 8W]

B8 KR/TSYY20mg/8 4 BEHREES VY TS5Y—)L 30mg/B 8 BEiRS EDERE
BERIFSREOLE (BARS)

VAT T =) 20mg/H%ESHEMIELGTL2ALT TV, MMEERLLTIRT IV -
10mg/H% 8 @M EGT5A bT 7V —DMT, HFERED GO BAMNNEE LKL -G
T, BEESEAE RS X O ERES R E IS, WENERE LTER S T IY Y 20mg/
HZ 4 W5 TH2A NI T I—D, TIVATSV = VIR TNTS S — Ve miiiiie L
TEGTHAN T T V= ICHRTEAMREPERL TV LI N TNS 2

BB, KI2TIHFET VT T =VPND PPl & EFEE L 2REHICOWTiE, =Y 4
TII=NER) T2 L7 RCT 3EHEHE SN TVE500 5% 7 M A%E
ReEE LTBY, BOESTME A% L BRESITEEE L2 50 Tl il R omEE % Ik
BLIZZMEIASN Doz, FT5V Y TITV— VR TSV EDORBICEL TS, H
A 5 O & D S O T RICESALNTE Y, ENE X A ORE % 3T
GOLERI)TIFLET Y TT = VTHREEEREERIIEIAS N o7z Ll
DAy bT—=7AFTF) I AREAMBROME T, ZOWAILOMENETETNTVE
W EIEBRVPLETH L. S 51T, EEMREREROIEIRGEERRE 7Y M A AT LM
FHEASN ol Lo T, TETF VALV LRV RT, BR5REPLELEN5.

DEXY, EA»SoHEZ2ERT S E, EESHRERE RIS 200HE#BE LT, K/
7T 20mg/ H D 4 BEFG T 7213 8 IR 5%, PPLIC X 2 IIGHIZ ATl P £
ROBEENRNEEZONDL. B, K TI¥ 2 20mg/Ho 4 BREES L 8 A5 T
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(2) BEFE

WHEABEROGEWFIESALNT, K 7ITH 2 20mg/HO 4 HEG 2 IRGEHFE T 5 A
FITY—IE, VAT TV 20mg/HE72ET T TV =) 10mg/ H O 8 M- % %)
WREHRET DA T 7 V= ICHRTEANRPEN TV L 2 D5, [ IS EE O]
WEEE LT, K790 20mg/Hu 4 BMESGT52 e %2i8%35. | L L7
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ment Pharmacol Ther 2015; 42: 685-695 (5 > %" L.)

Ashida K, Sakurai Y, Hori T, et al. Randomized clinical trial: vonoprazan, a novel potassium-cimpetitive
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240-251 (S5 v 5 L)

Xiao Y, Zhang S, Dai N, et al. Phase III, randomized, double-blind, multicentre study to evaluate the effica-
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2020; 69: 224-230 (5 v ¥ L) [A&FREAR I 3CEK]

Miyazaki H, Igarashi A, Takeuchi T, et al. Vonoprazan versus proton-pump inhibitors for healing gastroe-
sophageal reflux disease: A systematic review. ] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2019; 34: 1316-1328 (X %) [1&2%=HA
fe39+ k]

Yokoya Y, Igarashi A, Uda A, et al. Cost-utility analysis of a ‘vonoprazan-first' strategy versus ‘esomepura-
zole-' or ‘rabepurazole-first strategy in GERD. J Gastroenterol 2019; 54: 1083-1095 (X %) [#&FREARIFF3C
K]

LR Y X T T =V ER T T 2 OFREER R Hr B fE SR (GERD) A 2B 217
7. Therapeutic Research 2016; 37: 495-502 (5 ¥ %' L»)

AME— TV AT 5= 20mg &K T I ¥ 20mg O GERD FREGER RO — BV A LA TRE
i HEABR—. Therapeutic Research 2017; 38: 973-978 (S %' Ls)

SFMEET, PRETE, MR, 34 RTERSE SR T B U B BRI IIHIZE DR REE A R O BET
— R TITHW L ELY AT TV =V OMAELE Y 1T EGAER—. Therapeutic Research 2017; 38: 891-896
(3v5L)
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IV AT T = VOMAELE Y AFT LG ER—. Therapeutic Research 2017; 38: 635-642 (5 > %' L1)
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) 4- (2) SAEFEE
;.%"E)i%d) PPI TR A+ HRIZEICHESI NS GEERX(D
‘ H

OEFHEMPPIN 1 H 1 EKRSICHNMDDSTREMBEENMERELEL, B
UL [FRVERZERZ B5EICIE PPIOEE - 1 B 2 @RS, K/ FSYY
20mg/ENDEEZ{TD T EZHRT 3.

(B (58 (§=E : 93%), IEFVAULANIL: B )

o EFED PPl THIRHD AR +HRXEE, PPl DIEEDEE, EY U RDENME
5, 7aAF7 I RODENNRS, NEFZDEINKSZITD CEZIREET S.

[(HEEEDERS - 55 (BEE :86%), TEFVALANIL: C)

SR

PPI IX GERD iGHICEWARIMEZ R L, JASRRIZBWTHWSNS X9 127457225 GERD
D—ERIZ PPLIBHRICHINT 2 b 00 5 2 & 70 F72 PPIEHIBITIZ QOL 25K L, 7@z
PEVEDIRE LT 5 2 EDWE SR TWE 12

PPI #HTE GERD (2R3 AHIGI22WT, THETICUTOIFEMR RCT i SN Tw 5.
777V = 30mg WHMEGERD IZX LT, £ XTIV =V 40mg-1H 1S, 7>
V75— 30mg - 1 H 2 E$ES (63) D RCT 24rbh, fERkSEA a7, Hid X O
DR, FBOWTNOWMBE CTHEAEZRDTORWV L 275V~ 20mg I GERD
LT, AATF7V = 20mg -1 H20G-&4 277V =)V 20mg - 1 H 1 H$HS + Hik
(4 3H) © RCT 2347bi, HihB X CEMOMRT O+ X 77V =V 20mg - 1 H 1 [l
G+ BIREHES A RICENRTE Y, SF-36 O&FIERKIEA X 75— 20mg - 1 H 1 [#%
G+ SO A THEOYHEZ RO L SN TwE Y X7 TV —) 10mg #Hitk GERD
LT, IRXTIV =N 20mg- 1 H1ERELIXRTFY =)V 10mg - 1 H 1 [\l +AREFH
25¢g -1 H 3 m#5-0 RCT 24 1bh, FERA I 7IEWH L AR T (HMARER L) 2R
D723, YO NERD B#H Tix, ANH TR PPLATERE & R L TUHERTHEICEN
Tzl s Twa ¥ Lt AHC PP IGHLPE GERD 123} LC, PPI O °, PPI OFFHOE
B8 R TIHFVAOEEY), 7Y FOBNES V2, Nra7 OBy 2 12k
D, —EBOREGI TR H 2 B 72 L T ABEMELME ShTnb

B, BUEARIIZBWT, ABET, SEESGEE(E 7Y K, 7aF73IF), ~"rnw
7 x ¥ @ GERD (2% 3 % PRBEE AT I 2w,

PPI P R M A E RT BB IC oV Tid, I E TREEHRS XL ) Bl ED
BB L IEREEIEHONL LT 2HErALNE, HHEOPPIO 1 H 1 H#ES5 T4k
av bE= VRO REVWEAEOREN IS E L TR SN T &7, PPLEYUME SR &
RIKHLT, IXTFV =V 20mg -1 H2MEHEE, FX7F5V =) 10mg -1 H 2 WY,
N7FV—) 20mg - 1 H 1 [0#%45-(8 38) » RCT 2f7hbN, FX7 5V =) 20mg - 1 H 2 [nl#x

64
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., X7V =V 10mg -1 H 205137 X735V =) 20mg - 1 H 1 B#5 LKL TH
BICNBBIIAEESR, ERGERE L, oY Y BV A5 Grade C, DBITIX, IR 5V —
V20mg + 1 H 2525, XTIV =)V 10mg - 1 H 2 Blx5, X777V =) 20mg -1 H
1 |- & it U CH RICHNBEEIIR RS W EAVRENT WS ® ZORREZITT, 7
RT TG =IZDWTIE, 2010412 ALY, PPIIC X AUEBECRIREA T2 dim ik B RICH
WC, 10mg -1 H 2, EEOHBEEGELZ AT 25 TIE20mg - 1 H 2 MoZzhEh 8 HE O
PGB & 22 > T b, BB, BFETIRT IV = VPAMIRBETNCTH 5. T 7z,
PPI PV 5k B 921k % PPI RS R4 G- DAL o i#: e LT, PPILOMBEOEEIZLD,
—HBOFERB THEARD G 2 78O 72 &5 HBIGHTIE ®, WESES T CRE FH OB G2 LD,
—IBOIEBI TR GG & RO 72 & T ZBIGIITE ® 2Bl SN Twb. S HIEF, FHE
PPI CHEIBRIEEER GERD EROERFET A2 ik EB RIS LT, R 7I7F U ~OETH
ARSI LB X U° GERD FERSE IR D - 72 & T B IE B G S hTw b 197

PPI {338 CHERAT T 1283 L %2 W NERD ~OFHBIZOWTIE, T ¥V 7F V=) 15mg ik
HICHEPLT S NERD IS LT, L NI E R 100mg -1 H 3 E%L, 79 € K1 H 3 %L (4
) D RCT 27hh, EIRA I T, MEETHEEZROGro2eMESN TS . PPLR
PETHERAT 41283 L 72> NERD I2xF LC, PPI O, EH% 7Y Folhidks 2% S8
THOBMEEG 12X, — ORI TIEREGE % B 7 & T 2 BIEMEIHE ShTw 5.
¥ 7254E, PPI & 5\ & P-CAB 3t NERD (12 LT, 7257 3 FOBEIKSZX Y GERD
FERDUGERI R A SN/ E P HERMBHBTREINTWS ¥ E 512, ks (fike
FEBSIE) O PPLIGHEICHBLT 5 NERD T, RERBMRAEIC X 20BEORIRPAGN b0 L
PSR EET 25 008H 5 LT HBIEMELRESINTNE P Lz > T, a0
i HECHPIT 5 NERD SERITIE, A Y ¥ =% ¥ 2 - pH A% &1 X BIRRED I AT
F L.
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BESRERENDORISIEICDOWTIE, PPI £ P-CABDES
SZHEETEh?

o BEE M RIER D REFIHIFEAIC PPl ZH#3E7 3.
(eEmms (58 (88X 100%), TEFVAUARNIL: C]
o BEE M RIER DO RIFIIFEAIC P-CAB ZigXYI 5.
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PRER

RIS, KT I & BT8P fE 50 24 EOMEFHFRREN S 5 45 TARRER (&
R O DH B L R T G X0 B S Wz T B 4B 607 11
W U CHERRR A T, R 7992 10mg, 20mg $72135 vV 75V =) 15mg DWW
Nz 1 H 24 AEEOHRS L2 ZEEMRCT B¥Mrblz. ToMRE, K2 7I7¥F >
10mg HEONHEFT L COMRME LB ROTEIHEFIL51%, 20mg HTEX20%THY, TV
7V =)V 15mg #ED 16.8% ([ZHANFIEROE T 27872, £72 LA 57 Grade A £7213 B D
BB LFBELEEZRRTATH, TV 77V =) 15mg HTIE 11.0% DBEHICTHELA DS
N7zoIxt L, K 759 10mg B TiE 3.1%, 20mg #ETIE 1.3% & FHREFOKT 2380, B
FEDMFNEEIEJNTH LTS 5 2% 5 FEIHIRIRA R Sz, 28RO HIERERICE L T,
P65 24 HIZ BV IR LFIEAR ) 755 2 10mg BT 87.0%, 20mg BET 94.1% & 5\ i
REPFELNTWES. SHICHRMEREROMREICHEHT L0y b= X5 T F 1) VA
X AMBRBEORYE, K T2 10mg DTV A 75— 10mg, X7 5V =) 10mg,
IV T I =) 15mg, * AT TV = 10mg \IKT 5 BEHMEREIROA v Ak, Th2
M 13.92(95%CI 70~114.21), 5.75(95% CI0.59~51.57), 3.74(95% CI10.70~19.99), 9.23(95%
CI1.17~68.72) TH Y, EHIZTYATIV = 10mg &4+ A 7TV =) 10mg &KL T, K
77 IH Y 10mg BABICEVHRRIREZRLTWD 2 Ln6, K 7I% 2 10mg OffEFHE
HEORRIEPPL LR 723N ETH B EEZONL 2 Tz, BEMHTE I % 0 RWIHE
FRREICB L i3, BED [REIE T AT 216HETH L4 ¥ 7~ » FRREOH D
RIEENTVD Y PPIIC & ) RIFICHERE S QW 2B M AR REE ST AR 754
Y 20mgll kB F VTV Y FEEOHMIEICOWTOIET ¥ & 2 it — 7 ¥ 5~V IR E D
KIBH S OMED D 5. B HEERE L (24 2 ¥ 2 5% Grade A 7213 Grade B) 12X L
T, FEHER 0 PPI NIRIC CIHEEASHERE S, BICEE A A ANAHRICHE L T b 30 O BHIC
LT, #HAERE AT 5L EZOARKR TTH Y 20mg Ok (F ¥ 7~ ¥ Ptk 2475 72
EThH, 4BTOF YT FEEIC X 2 NSRRI 86.2% CTH ), ML & M
HAR) EICB LTS PP E B L THEE R VE VIR TH o720 S 512, FERIEJHR
WKL TIET vV 79V = 30mg L DK TIH Y 20mg DITH ARV E VI HENDH D o,
VEHR RO S ANEE Kbt 7~y FEEICEHLTIE, K2 75F VL Tns

68



(2) BEFE

WHeMED D 5.

Dotz b &, P-CABIZ X 5 RMHERFILIZ PPLIC X 2 RIMERL & bk 72
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M L. PPIOEMHGICHE L TIE, KRENHILEHY S (AGA) O L F Z8— L ¥ 2—2017°
WBWT, BEShIAEHRIEIDHLLOD, TOHBIDLTNTHLEIN, Bz Rt
Ty ALY [low] 7213 [verylow] TH 5 Z &5, PPLEUKRGOREEITE .
oL, B2 77 ORMEGICBIT2REMIIET 2EREBIEDO L ZARTHTHY,
EHS HIEER OGBSI EE 2D, Lz > T, BRERMEAE RO BIMEREEE L
Tl&, PPI ##E3%E, P-CAB %L L7

%8, BUEAIBIZBWT, P-CAB DF ¥ 7= o~ FIEEIIHT A IRH0E 1 7% .
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1) Ashida K, Iwakiri K, Hiramatsu N, et al. Maintenance for healed erosive esophagitis: Phase III comparison
of vonoprazan with lansoprazole. World ] Gastroenterol 2018; 14: 24: 1550-1561 (5 > %" L)
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reflux disease. ] Gastroenterol 2019; 54: 718-729 (X %) [ARFREARI /T 3Ci#EK)

3) Pace F, Tonini M, Pallotta S, et al. Systematic review: maintenance treatment of gastro-oesophageal reflux
disease with proton pump inhibitors taken ‘on-demand’. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2007; 26: 195-204 (X %)

4)  Umezawa M, Kawami N, Hoshino S, et al. Efficacy of On-Demand Therapy Using 20-mg Vonoprazan for
Mild Reflux Esophagitis. Digestion 2018; 97: 309-315 (1&#7)

5) Oshima T, Arai E, Taki M, et al. Randomised clinical trial: vonoprazan versus lansoprazole for the initial
relief of heartburn in patients with erosive oesophagitis. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2019; 49: 140-146 (5v
5 1)

6) Freedberg DE, Kim LS, Yang YX. The risks and benefits of long-term use of proton pump inhibitors:
expert review and best practice advice from the american gastroenterological association. Gastroenterolo-
gy 2017;152: 706-715 (r — 2 Y — X)
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SESRERERDORISIEICDOWTIE, PPI £ P-CABDES
SZHEETEh?

° HESRERERDORBEEICDOVTIE, RRENEBREDRINSK/ IS
Y2 10mg/BZEERT 5.
[HERDEE : 55 (§EZE : 93%), IEFVALRNIL: C]

PSR

PR EENY (B M A 213, R P A 8 & R L TRt s % e b HEFRHR
HEATDRTIUSHIG EO TR IITHE CTH S 2 F-EEdimtk B mim, waEos
PEAED ) A 7 53 £ (Grade C D F v A1 1538, 95%CI 8.62~28.37, Grade D D% v A1t
7149, 95%CI37.47~142.01)°, Z D7 REHE I IEMkGE L -BIHIALETH 5.

L L5 s, EHAEMMEEE ROMFHARIC B 2 NBENTREL, SRTIV -
10mg @ 104 HEH G- T 27% ©, TV X 75V =) 20mg O 24 #%5-T 24% °, PPI % I EK
PIVERBERIIKN T2 T XT TV — ) 20mg 474 52 HMH G- T 26% TH 5 ° F72, HEESRE
LB O PPLMEHFFAREPICB VT, #20% CHIMRHAER EOEESALNSE T BEDZ
Ern, EAREMFVEEE RO ENERICB VT, AIHEFHOBSA S b NS R
BWZ e EFENS.

R 7FH 2 10mg OF5-7 HHOBEN pH 4 DL EREHIZRIL 63% TH D 5, ZIUIHEROFEE
W PPL & D v, EESR PR R A W RICEHER PP &R 774 Y 10mg (2 & 2 NBLEENY
FHREZ I L 725 1E R w2s, vV 7 IV = 15mg(Chm) LR 759~ 10mg - 20mg
& T 24 BBHEONBBENFFREZ K L 72 RCT I2BWTC, BEIESREAE RO THITICL 5
&, 9V T5 = 15mg i3 39.0% K LA 7FIH Y 10mg 1& 132% (p=0.0114), K/ 7
FH ¥ 20mg 1& 4.7% (p=0.0001) TH-72% K/ 759> 10mg & 20mg & TIXPIFSIHIFA
BIZENRL, BELAEFGEIALN TV AW, ML), BEESKEEERORERIC
1, B FHREEATPPL & DIKWER Y 79 Y 10mg 24T 525, BHERPPIE R 75
¥ 10mg & DERILBIC X M DPLETH Y, 72K 7% Y 10mg ORMIKGIZL 5
WEBLANTH L 7-0MELGBBEIEEN5.
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grade C and D reflux esophagitis.] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2001; 16: 1191-1196 (7 —2 > 1) —X)

2) Carlsson R, Galmiche JP, Dent J, et al. Prognostic factors influencing relapse of oesophagitis during main-
tenance therapy with antisecretory drugs: a meta-analysis of long-term omeprazole trials. Aliment Phar-
macol Ther 1997; 11: 473-482 (X %)

3) Sakaguchi M, Manabe N, Ueki N, et al. Factors associated with complicated erosive esophagitis: A Japan-
ese multicenter, prospective, cross-sectional study. World ] Gastroenterol 2017; 23: 318-327 (1&b7)

4)  Fujimoto K, Hongo M, The Maintenance Study Group. Risk factors for relapse of erosive GERD during
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Ashida K, Iwakiri K, Hiramatsu N, et al. Maintenance for healed erosive esophagitis: Phase Il comparison
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O PP| [C LK DHEFEEDZEMEFE VY, REHRSICEU TIEEERVERI N
EBTHD. BUGERESICHBWNTIE, BESHRIIC DOV TCHHERHRIEEEL
VD, KBTS UERIBRORETHERYT 2 EZIREKT 3.

(2D : 55 (BEE 1 93%), IEFYVAULANIL: B

PSR

PPI i3 GERD %3 L& &9 2 B Ea Ein BN 2R 2R L, mCEHli ST & 7228
ZORMERIZBEL T O OBRQFHSREINTE/2(FR 1)) Ly LEASHEE, Amer-
ican Gastroenterological Association (AGA) ?® Clinical Practice Guideline 2017 {24\ T, PPI
BEOA EHGIIT 5 NS OBIEIIZE, 7 10 A+ —/N—W%E 7213 RCT 1213, FRAFHN
TORBEOWHEYE, —BEEOME, B E RCT OMOMEOMES EA2HFEHEL, T
ADHEIX [ow] F7213 [verylow] TH2 LIRS TWS 2 252, BUETIIFIE T O
BTl & 4 A 77V — )b D GERD {GHE 6§ 2 B R RDH O LGSR (SOPRAN study) <2 JE1E
BN ORI & T AT T = VAT B BRIRAD R O GRS (LOTUS study) 12 & ), PPI
DOEWMEFHRE D) RS2SR TS Y B EDOZ 205, GERD ® PPL 2 w7z
BRI LTRENATZ A Y PEYRAZDNT Y AD) R TRESNIRETEH D, £

=1 PPIICKBDIEUESHIECHRSNDRERS

fBizs BAE HRAISNDFHIER
=) EietES REMSEEEMERX
b SOANAE a) BOWENCRDEY=ZIY B, RZ
b) B7=0+A M&E
= B a) BOMMERICRDNILYDTLABRIUET =Y B, IRIET
b) &AX ~U VIMAEIC K& EIFRIRERIERETTE
D DEEE a) CYP2C19 Z/ LIc o O R L)LiE M L

b) JE#R dimethylrginine I kDM NO K SO MR A
Kbz C. difficile %&: a) BABEDEFCLDBEATO—>DZ1L

IR b) AR hU VIMEIC K& ABHHBAEEEMR
i R a) BERRER T BNEIEE
b) PPl D¥rRERIEHIER
fh =AINF— CYP3A4 =1
MK &l BRIME NICRBDHABLUEY=Y B o RZ
i BT IR a) BEIHIC LD ENHEEDZL

b) BOMMENICRDETY=ZV B RZ
= BERRU—7T  BOWMINHIIC K2 EEHIEIE
(Vaezi MF, et al. Gastroenterology 2017; 153: 35-48 " #&Z(T(ER)
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DNRAT 4y MIKEW., L7225 T, GERD KT 5 PPLIERICE L CTIX, LEIDS U2k
RO - B2 02 A2 RETEH 525, BIERICBWTIIEET 5 2 &4  BRIHER:
WEe —EDOFEEE LD OITIRETH L. LTI, PPIORUMEHEICB I 28 5T
DIFEBREEGNET 5.

1. DILF /A REEBHEE

PPI BRI 5\ L 2 A VT 7 4 FIEERAEZWMISOR LG IALNT, SFTHE I3,
R EOKE RREE 3% > TR 0 R T TR WINHISE O BRI ASH VT 4 Vil
BRI A B T REVE IR & 2 A%, MR IIHIEE O BB AL E 2 41213,
B -EOFERILEL EbNS.

2. HLERRELE - BAMEN\DOZE

BWEH OB 2 HEWOMHNC XV, HILEERGSREDT NS 2 W REMELE 2 b, PPL#X
5 B BRYEIC DWW T D 6 MDIEEMIED Y AF< T4 v 7 L a—" 2k 5 &, MMk
B ROFIEICE T 5 PPI G- 4 v X (OR) 1& 3.33, 95%CI & 1.84~6.02, 7z H,RA Tl
OR 2.03(95%CI 1.05~3.92) & 72 > 7z. PP1#£5-& Clostridioides difficile B3 \2 DT D 30 Dy
WWFZED Y AT T4 v 7 L¥a—Y12k % &, Clostridioides difficile B 9 DFHEZEI LT, PPI
#5143 OR 2.15(95%CI 1.81~2.55) T - 7=. PPI O LU & IERGD) 2 71220V TD
GHTE RV OO, PPLOMAIZL Y, BERIED ) R 7 25D § 28RS 2 W hEtkE 25 7R %
SNTW5, F7E4ETIE, PPHIRAIE T NEGNHITR R E O, 7 ABEREIRR NSAIDs
FHIHIEREEDEK & 72 5 Dysbiosis DV A7 25 8T 9 FEEFHRICHLTIE, Hk
LHEAET 2500, 5% —EDERILELEbNS.

3. EYIBEIER

PPI & flE#] & OMEAEFIZ B OEEFLETH ), HiE TEEZHEH oM H %
TeORFICERPLETH L. —RIICERSWHIH T, vRFaxyy, yhary—,
A bFaFy—), THFHFFEL, L7EFFTVL, T)FHTr, YEYFE— L EDIIL
PRI ENDL, —FT, =72V Y, YIFRT Y, 7Ly Fax— AR EOTIPUIEE S L
5. FECOMICACHEEE B L7 E R 2R3 2 L F 2 5N, ZOEKRIRIARIE CYP
BETFLR, AFZE WFNE LR ETRRLIEDAONTWS, FHZ, JIT7ERL, TLVT7
Vo, 7= ¥, A b bMLEFH— 1 EOMEERZERMIGEESLEE wWbILTW5 9
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5) Haga Y, Nakatsura T, Shibata Y, et al. Human gastric carcinoid detected during long-term antiulcer thera-
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QE‘)RD DMEEEE LT, PPIEP-CABDESSZEHET S
\ =

@ %
®NERD [&, OBRIGERE WE’&EE&E%F?’E’%@“% NERD, Q@RiENEERERE
(FEREHEANTH SN, BEDORZMUTTEICK U EFERNHIR T 5155788
MRE, OFRE(FERRICERDLIRT SHEEMERWIID 3 DOI A FICH
FSN3N, BRIGCRENKEEEZHE I % NERD [CHUTIF, PPl &EHE

([CP-CAB HEMTHBUREMEN G S.

RS

GERD A4 K54 (88 2 W) TIX NERD {GHOE—FJEE L LT, BEIHIZETH 5 PPI AT
HEFR I N TS Y NERD IS % PPL OAEIIK I CTH 275, 2 DRIA % Hiat L7z 2
TlE, BAIC L AHR0F b A 5N 525, PPLERNF ORI DAL O SIS X 2R, ik
e TdH Y, PPIKPUE NERD BH OHEIRD T 2 B INZEEREE TR w2 E2%hh 5. 2015
AEIZ PPL & 0 3R HER %2 WH§ 5 P-CAB 29835 L7278, LUK T P-CAB @ NERD 123§
LARMERRT ZET Y AL\ ST

NERD (&, O 7 AENMEZ R 2 43 % NERD, @£ MR Z R IZIEH#PEN T
HHD, FBOKZENITHEL TBY, LEOBIT F 72 1XIEME (55H8) W12 £ - T HAERA
tﬂfﬂ LT\ 2 i i £, Q@i & 3 MBRIIER A B L T 2 et F 0 35 %

WS NG Y AENO BRI EREFIER 2 R E &3 585k B KI5 5 P-CAB DX

ﬁ'% ifvilfaﬁ THH ¥ AENOBE L FREERM % HE 3 % NERD I8 L TiZ P-CAB b AT
HHURMED D B, Sk, B % AENEREEFZRH % 49 5 NERD X3 % PPl & P-CAB @
ARAMEZHE T2 LICED, RFRQICLZMEDHZEONLETHAI.

%8B, BAEARIBIZB VT, P-CAB ® NERD 3§ 2 BEBREH 1 2 v,
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1) Iwakiri K, Kinoshita Y, Habu Y, et al. Evidence-based clinical practice guidelines for gastroesophageal
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@ %X

® P-CAB #E#i1% GERD [CXIT 2B AISAIHTH S.

mES5

KT T 20mg O MG SR T B IRERIE O Rk (8 HF5-8) 1%, BEER 99.2%,
FREB] 98.7% OWHGIHEEAE SN TE Y, REIEONRVIENIZENTH S " FEHIKT
O PPLETES R EAE RIS T 2K 759 20mg OARMEE Mt L2 2 <, 2461
W21 BlOERAYE S, PPLHRPUE SR EE R TH > TD, B2 NESENIER L S
NTWB. BRI S NG 7ZEFIIEIZFED 2 B, 8cm DEKEILAN =T 24T B AER
THY, WEREREKZELAV = TIER % B { & PPLEPUIES G A8 & EE T D 280 EE
PEONIZ L% 5. REPEFON L7 3N LTIE, BB - BNpHE=Y) ¥ 728
b Tw 5%, 360 2 BITIEE N pH 4 L EORIEIE 40% % EOMETH Y, K2 7IH
v 20mg $5-TH T RERIHI»E SN TV dh o7z, RETTO PPLIRPUAE MG £ 8 5125
5K/ 7 TH Y 20mg, 40mg DHMER B L7z ¥ T, K/ 774 20mg #ETIE
1537 BRI SN TR VIEFIDS F AT 2 D ODOEKRTOHEN pH 4 LL ORI
TP 6% THo72. —FH, K2 TITH L 40mg BETIX, BN pH4 DL EOREREEIE 100% 123%
LTw/z. R 779 20mg &5 b HEGEOHEI G LN WEEIZIE, B - £ pH £
V&Y TRV, HEOMERE, SENOBBEEIRERRLRETH L. BIH»AT
SRGEE, K2 T I A0mg BT XD, B B ERWANEI DS S LD W EEEATE N DS,
R T 7H Y 40mg 5 IRBEEHANTH D, BIEN LIS E LTIE, GERD %74 K74 ~
(%5 2 B TR E N7z PPLIEPUES SR ME AL RAORIE & FERIS, 7V V8, HLE SRR e
YRS, ANETFHOBGSIThNS. WEZEBIRIZE T S P-CAB Uit 8 £ o5
30 7% <, SRITERKRICBIT 5 P-CAB ISk Ll S B ORERME, 24 KEHE - BN
pHE=S Y Y 7OF—=F BIOBRRICHT 27— % 2 UET LB D 5.

P-CAB & NERD BA A A RBOB L 228, 3072 HREEGIEH S Th Y, Baitic
L D IERZA T 5 PPIIEYIME GERD o3k LCid, HENRIINE LTP-CABAH S
HZlyhbLEbNA, WEZHEIZD VA P-CAB #HLPE NERD, GERD (3212 NERD)
BEOFENEZRE LME 712X 58, SEIRDIT & A SRS O (GYERT) PGt
R EBbDTHo7z. TOMPIIR 7ITH Y 20mg ONIRICE Y, BRETIEIRTH %
TREMEIXIZIIHE S NS Z & 233 5. P-CAB IZ3#PT9 4 NERD BH T, BMMEZICHB W
THRBRMAE (R4 v ¥ — % VA - pH #iAE, EENERTE) 217\, EROEREZFEL, €0
JERNZIED KB ZAT) LDV EETH 5.
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BEIRERTH S, B EROBZOEROERENE LT, BUA 0N G518, JEme%
W), FEEB)REAE, IFERERME AR, BRRETEI R0 T (U R £ B S E & REIR o B S HH
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AR5

M AEROFMHEEL LT, OEMEEMN O X 5 23857 BG LT85, @OmEETFm, O+ 1%
Wi D 55 (biliary diversion) 23% % 25, + 38 Y 5T O BY G- A3 i 2 £ 2 O Tl &
L Tid Roux-en-Y D & 9 TR OGEEFHRAHSNE Z 2% 1?2 (B 1). Roux
HoOEXIZEH LTI, 70cm EWIEVWLDLH L0 40em BiEIL V. —J7, FFHTH
L0 ZDFMOGHRED B F Z 2 NER S22, HERFAECSLESL 5. Roux-
en-Y i3 B AT R A M B YIBEAT C D R O FEMICH VW SN TWw 528, < F U Roux
stasis SEMERE, 72D H Roux WOPHLREESHME L 2562 L2 s, 20 L) e, B -+
ZAREW A (B-1) ~NOZEHE LARIAE - 22 AT I X B Roux-en-Y 5T, T IR O HEE X
AFHLMESINTVD Y 72, ZERMED(20~30cm DZER; % HiE  Henley F1f7) & Roux-
en-Y BEEHEOREERTI L IME SN TWS Y AEYEREHEHEZOAERIINT S
Ttk e L CoME I RS, Bk - BERREZOEBERITH L, WMTHYERE Roux-

a b
TG
Wil
&R
Treitz
qE
Roux

Y B

1 MREERICHT D Roux-en-Y i&
a : Billroth I &
b EEE+TIEEAESE. Roux-enY A& DER
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(4) MERERDEE

en-Y % (Roux W 60 cm) OF A% /R SREBIH 25 % ©.

Xk
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2)
3)
4)

5)

6)
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iary diversion. Br ] Surg 1990; 77: 551-554 (7 — 2> 1) — X)

Gotley DC, Ball DE, Owen RW, et al. Evaluation and surgical correction of esophagitis after partial gas-
trectomy. Surgery 1992; 111: 29-36 (7 —2X > 1) — X)

Capussotti L, Marucci MM, Arico S, et al. Long-term results of surgical treatment for alkaline reflux gastri-
tis in gastrectomized patients. Am J Gastroenterol 1984; 79: 924-926 (5 — 2> V) —X)

Madura JA, Grosfeld JL. Biliary diversion: a new method to prevent enterogastric reflux and reverse the
Roux stasis syndrome. Arch Surg 1997; 132: 245-249 (5 —2> 1) — X)

Sousa JES, Troncon LEA, Anrade ]I, et al. Comparison between Henley jejunal interposition and Roux-en-
Y anastomosis as concerns enterogastric biliary reflux levels. Ann Surg 1988; 208: 597-600 (7 —2 23> b
o—JL)

DJourno XB, Martin J, Gaboury L, et al. Roux-en-Y diversion for intractable reflux after esophagectomy.
Ann Thorac Surg 2008; 86: 1646-1652 (7 — X > 1) — X)
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BQ 6-8 (5) it R4 O RIHED & ABHE
iiEREXROBEARBBEIESEEDH ?

@ &

o izl - UIRREEREICK Y, MRREXDEEIXIENNT DIHELELNT 355
3.

fRsst

Mt EERO FREBICELT, Bonfds kv, SEYE, BHEBRERICALDNS.
MHREERICEL T, Ble & HITERY BLOWHREFTR Y OBMIE, $FFICHEELBER
DB ? R ENTWE, T2, EIEREICBVWTY, B S IS+ B0
WENOIFIRGA L & HIZWIMNT 2 2 LS hTws s —F, BUKRBOMBEERE,
Witk VAELINICA SN S Z A%< 0 HAeRliE T, MEoEERIIEEE LIS LT
W5 EDOHENHRONL T P B UIBREZO B XD BRI T 2 S 3 o 7208, B
BNNOB SR OREOHER I L TIELs v e oG58 b8 Lk - §
HEHEO XS, BEBR(O—E) %5 MM 25% 5 & 9 ZitlomgaEsr s, #rs
YIBRAts, BAaRWMTo X912, MM E (M % &) 23U ST, TR OB RATEA
L bR L TIHRBR SR 202D 5. YIBRHEHFASL AR MY vk E{HLE &
WVEYDFBERZZITITCOWLIREDEZONLD, TOMBIEHLITIERL, ZOEKER
WKHLTOIZEF Y ADER/RDPUETH .

3CRR

1) Derogar M, Orsini N, Sadr-Azodi O, et al. Influence of major postoperative complications on health-relat-
ed quality of life among long-term survivors of esophageal cancer surgery. ] Clin Oncol 2012; 30: 1615-
1619 (2R — )

2) Nishimura K, Tanaka T, Tanaka Y, et al. Reflux esophagitis and columnar-lined esophagus after cervical
esophagogastrostomy (following esophagectomy). Dis Esophagus 2010; 23: 94-99 (5 —2 1) —X)

3) Yajima K, Kosugi S, Kanda T, et al. Risk factors of reflux esophagitis in the cervical remnant following
esophagectomy with gastric tube reconstruction. World J Surg 2009; 33: 284-289 (5 —2 > 1) —X)

4)  Yamamoto S, Makuuchi H, Shimada H, et al. Clinical analysis of reflux esophagitis following esophagecto-
my with gastric tube reconstruction. ] Gastroenterol 2007; 42: 342-345 (7 — 22 1) —X)

5) ORiordan JM, Tucker ON, Byrne PJ, et al. Factors influencing the development of Barrett's epithelium
inthe esophageal remnant postesophagectomy. Am J Gastroenterol 2004; 99: 205-211 (5 —2X ¥ Y —X)

6) Domjan L, Simon L. Alkaline reflux esophagitis in gastroresected patients: objective detection with a sim-
pleisotope method. Scand ] Gastroenterol 1984; 92 (Suppl): 245-249 (—2X 3> O —)JL)

7) Wei HB, Wei B, Zheng ZH, et al. Comparative study on three types of alimentary reconstruction after
totalgastrectomy. ] Gastrointest Surg 2008; 12: 1376-1382 (¥ —2 3~ FO—)JL)

8) Jung HJ, Lee JH, Ryu KW, et al. The influence of reconstruction methods on food retention phenomenon
in the remnant stomach after a subtotal gastrectomy. J Surg Oncol 2008; 98: 11-14 (2 7R — )
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(5) MERERDRIIEEE SHIE

) 6-1 (5) itk AE % O RARB & AHHE

BB YIIREDORERSHIEICH T D BRI fRRE
ROFBHICERD?

o EFIAIBYIRINTERDOREXRBYG TlE, ERbILEFRZEMINT 2 I EZRET
2.
[HEEDmES - §5 (§EF : 100%), TEFVALARNIL: C]

PRER

WP B BRI, IS BRI B0 AR IRAE T & L TIE ST SR Tw s, F
7= JERESE NI BBk (laparoscopy-assisted proximal gastrectomy : LAPG) & 2014 4: & 1) 1%
BR S, B  Ofi TERASNTWS. Lo LIPS YRR % Tl H afmmsic
BTt M E KA E LR T W2 e NTE Y Y hiikhikz By & Lf‘ﬁi.(f?b‘
KENTVD. TORNTREEHEREORBERIEARIL 1.7% LK<, RY O R 2 800 Hs
ENTWw5 2 —J, EREWA TIRABEROFEHELE < QOL DT 2L 20, fifs
D OMGFBG I TF-H 2 NS 2 LK 5 5.

P B & fEI2% 21T % Toupet SR OB MIZBUZ double tract ¥ R ZE W HIfE ¥ & OB
W BB R OFEARIEIRO T, WlbiIERE AT EERZONLH, KREIVNS W
BEERETHY Y FEMIER D wrap %8 (180°) LLEBEL L 2 v & it B IE R R A
EHEINTRD Y

double flap FIBIE B & T (L) L bwvbh, Zox 7 =AaL L&, BHHETE
DA T NZEE T B NED AL W EHOE LMD 7 5 v 7Pk T ik
ELTHEETA2IDEEZONTVS, BEETRINEBEEFTRITL TV 2HELH Y,
%12 » H CORBERIEERIL 2.3~5.3% Li/ETE 2 HHERL TS " 72 LAPG THE
FBEYEIZBT HEMIER L double flap #:% L7z & Z A double flap D13 9 254 BT
BilkR R m < iitg o PPLEH b Ao lzb vy b 5 7 b\‘ﬁiﬂO)iﬁﬂ:?{)Aﬁ?r;’\"éE?ﬁ
FEIZRFAHPHNT® %75, double flap BHIFHTIENES T CT17 9 E IS FH OB S, &
HIZ% L OREFITEA S NS B TIERED TR S .

MRS double flap #:LAMZIE His AR OMRICHE T 2GR LD H 255 wiho
FHAZBIT B8, 207 A » OFPHEEIA 5 THREFAE D 2 7% <, RCT 2Bl R TI3AE
FELRWCEEERDbE, RCQEMERT HICFILTARIET Y AR VEEZOND.

TR

1) Wen L, Chen XZ, Wu B, et al. Total vs. proximal gastrectomy for proximal gastric cancer: a systematic
Review and meta-analysis. Hepatogastroenterology 2012; 59: 633-640 (X %)

2) Katai H, Morita S, Saka M, et al. Long-term outcome after proximal gastrectomy with jejunal interposition
for suspected early cancer in the upper third of the stomach. Br J Surg 2010; 97: 558-562 (77 — 2 1) — X)

3) Sakuramoto S, Yamashita K, Kikuchi S, et al. Clinical experience of laparoscopy-assisted proximal gastrec-
tomy with Toupet-like partial fundoplication in early gastric cancer for preventing reflux esophagitis. J
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Am Coll Surg 2009; 209: 344-351 (k5 > ¥ L)
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(r—223vt0-)

Hayami M, Hiki N, Nunobe S, et al. Clinical Outcomes and Evaluation of Laparoscopic Proximal Gastrec-
tomy with Double-Flap Technique for Early Gastric Cancer in the Upper Third of the Stomach. Ann Surg
Oncol. 2017; 24: 1635-1642 (r —2 23> bO—JL)

HiH vk, BGERES, BRHESCEZ, 30 H RETUEEIC B80T B P E SR R O Bl B & RO N
74 v b BAMALERIVE A RS 2019; 52: 494-503 (U — 2R DY O —JL) [RRFREARISISCHK]

Hosoda K, Washio M, Mieno H, et al. Comparison of double-flap and OrVil techniques of laparoscopy-
assisted proximal gastrectomy in preventing gastroesophageal reflux: a retrospective cohort study. Lan-
genbeck’s Archives of Surgery 2019; 404: 81-91 (27K — )

Tomita R. Surgical techniques to prevent reflux esophagitis in proximal gastrectomy reconstructed by
esophagogastrostomy with preservation of the lower esophageal sphincter, pyloric and celiac branches of
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2016; 46: 827-834 GES v 5 Ln)
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BQ 7-1 (1) 36 LMEEKTE
GER [CKX W EMEVEERERBITOODBEVRHIECSH ?

@ %
O GER [CKWIRDEEBRESNBWENIEC 215EHHS. GER [CXBHfE(C
Xf U TIE PPI B BRNE T EDS L.

RSk

GER 2SRME 72 & O R Il O JB & DX 2SR e 7l D IR & 70 2 B 20 d bk 4 72 )7 T
HENTETVD., —BERENRE LEAMEE LT, IO (NCCP) (& GERD
Hﬂ:tifﬁﬁaﬁ%%né EOMEDNDH Y Y, BA B HARANENRE LAF5ETIE, NCCP 40 FH
GERD HJEIK &% 2 SN MiEid 1 61 (25%) LIKETH -2 L |ESINTW5 2 ZOFERIE
WL OWMELHEOENBAONL ZENDL, SHOHARNENG L LIBRPEENS. K
KROWETIE, EEREZICTREND Y, RIVEXETAHICEEpH E=5) v 7 LLHE
MR % R RS BBATH LS & S 72 i DR 50E ST 2 b % b v GER & —3 L Twiz b ®
WS D 5 % WA D 5 EBIREERER & IERHFICRYE pH =% ) ¥ 7 2 HifT L7285,
% TH 30%, $HE TR 50% DA GER & —3 LTz oG H 5 Y 72, EEIRE
%ﬁféﬁﬁénfﬁ D, BSERREFIZO 2D S TS AONLBITIIAEPH E=S ) ¥

\2& % GER & —3 L72MfE 38 23% CTH o 72 L OENH 5 0 —F T, MiEREHF2 T
xu/Lf 6,215 B, g O B2 BRAE L 72 NCCP & 14.5% (903/6,215) 124 57z & o
HHsY T, ak— MEE T LD T, BEIREED W NCCP % H3 5 % 517
B, GER A3& b5 B 1% 230 B (44+£7%, 104F%8) T, 2D H b 9WF%E 212 Flofig = ¥
YV — R 137 61 (67 =20%) T GER 25BE L TWz L G2 H 5 7. F72, NCCP BHIIBIT
AN pH I & 2 BAETE 21~53% 124 S, BRAER & o BIEME L 12~50% 127850 &5
N3P 7272, ¥R L GER THR 25| X THE L, ML SEITIHE1H 5002
BT 2BHEIAHTH S5, GERPIHF 27 ST A H = X418, EEMEEEOMS - )
WIEDIFAZPE) TV — FEDEMENDH 5 L OHENH B

GERD L Jigfii & OB M2 Migd L72 2N F TOMFETIX, Wi o B % ERICHET L 721F%E
LD, PPLIC & ZEHEELITVZ DM R TR AT E T 5 21 2> % Beat L 3RS T % o By 8
AT LMD S ASND. §DODIIED A 5 7 F 1) ¥ ZADFER, PPIIC X % i b
MFEHE 9 A risk ratio (& 0.54(95% CI0.41~0.71) & PPI D A#MEATRENTWE Y, F2M 2 ¥
7 F ) VAT, PPIAHERESEIRDH 5 NCCP BE DB Y — L & LTHRILDH &) »IC
WTDAFTTFY AL D E, PPIT A b DRKIE 80% (#iPH 0~95%), 4 5L 74%(%&1%! 60
~91%), B+ v X 13.83(95%CI5.48~34.91) TH 1), PPI 7 A b A EERYH NCCP & D
HHBZBHY =V THDEIEIRENTVE Y F2,F0BDYATFIT 4 v 27 L E2L—T%
PPI 7 A s OF BRI NTEY 2 Blox 5 7)Y AT, &HED PPIO 4&3@&
H23NCCP BEZ D %775 GERD & % RHT LDICHEHNTH 5 & wa % B EERKT
NCCP & GERD DO#ERIZ PPI 7 A MEfifECHATH A Z 25, P-CABIC ﬁ?f%m\
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(1) e

DFER TG ET 2 E0 2B+ 5 P-CAB 7 A oA ML SHFI 5.
%8B, BUEAFRIZB VT, P-CAB 7 A N D25t 2 4RkwE 1 7 v,

Xk
D

2)
3)

4)

5)

6)

7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)

13)

Ford AC, Suares NC, Talley NJ. Meta-analysis: the epidemiology of noncardiac chest pain in the commu-
nity. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2011; 34: 172-180 (37K — b)

AR, R, AT, 13 FRCIEIENNE S THRESEZZ AN B 5 A AE OIS
DV T oM. HAH LRSS 2008; 105: 54-59 (H&HF)
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1995; 7: 23-30 (2 7R — K)
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oesophageal reflux disease: an analysis based on the ProGERD Study. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2003; 17:
1515-1520 (2 7R — )
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Fass R, Achem SR. Noncardiac chest pain: diagnostic evaluation. Dis Esophagus 2012; 25: 89-101 (5 —2Z %
) —2)
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chest pain. Lancet 2000; 356: 1154-1159 (4&[#f1)

Smith JL, Opekun AR, Larkai E, et al. Sensitivity of the esophageal mucosa to pH in gastroesophageal
reflux disease. Gastroenterology 1989; 96: 683-689 (1&kf)

Cremonini F, Wise ], Moayyedi P, et al. Diagnostic and therapeutic use of proton pump inhibitors in non-
cardiac chest pain: a metaanalysis. Am ] Gastroenterol 2005; 100: 1226-1232 (X %)

Wertli MM, Ruchti KB, Steurer ], et al. Diagnostic indicators of non-cardiovascular chest pain: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. BMC Med 2013; 11: 239 (X %)

Wang WH, Huang JQ, Zheng GF, et al. Is Proton Pump Inhibitor Testing an Effective Approach to Diag-
nose Gastroesophageal Reflux Disease in Patients With Noncardiac Chest Pain? A Meta-analysis, Arch
Intern Med 2005; 165: 1222-1228 (X %)
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BQ 7-2 (2) 1M - E
GER [C& W IEMXR - [RENELCSH?

@ &

O RIE « IREENDERIC K VBRI EL S ENH 31, GER Zf# SRR
READIE RIS T B PPl DB IRIFERENTHS. —7, WAL GERD
[FEHT BRENEL, PPl DRELHBZHNET HENHS.

AR5

FENNDOEED GER B B 72 & OW & 2272 RN 252 WIBVEE KO N & 7 2 5555
LENICE LTI, EBNANOERRRIC & 2 EHEN R HE, BRI GERD WA S BES
BHED S OMGET e EAfThNTE 72, RIRAH OB AE 4G LAY pH £=% 1) » 7T GER
AREHENTWBHlE a2y ba— WPl EENBAR Z1T-72L 25, BiE THREICEORE,
REL WML LOWENDH LY BUHEEBROEREEICET M2 {Irbh s,
GERD (ZFEHDO O EDIIHIFHNDA, ZORBEIX 2~86% L MifxlC L W 274 ) B4 % ** GER
2 & BB ICBI LT, FIZERMERL (reflux theory) & U (reflex theory) TR S LT
&7:25, FEEROMIR FLHEEEREA 2O b EEM I N TS 2

GERD % {1 9 12 PEE kI3 % PPI ORI RITHEIC L DRI —FHLTB LT, ThH O
ZEDRA YT F ) Y ATHFEARHOEEZKIZR T 5 PPIOEIZZ L b, HoTHIREM
ThbEHEmITINTBY **, American College of Chest Physicians (ACCP) D474 K7 £ ~
T, SERERZ S B T PPLORRIEIIREL 9 245, b EBEI21 PPI O HAlgGH
BTIRETHRVE LTS Y 58, ERBRHRBRTYA v 2f— L7 2 2 RE%ETH
LLEZLNS.

Wil & GERD 2340 LR T WA EICE L TR ORI 2 i5e 25 1hhTB 0, hkE
HIZBUF D GERD DA HEHRIZFIH592% T—MA LD DEVI EARENTWES O Tz,
GERDJERZ AT HBIE A L2 WBIONBOEHRFELE LK L7/ V7 = — R B8O KBUSEHTZE
TlE, GERDJERD D 5 BIE R NI T 1.6~1.97 i BOETREH W E SN TnW5DH 78
B L i B & b R D GERD DAL B L72oREE 2 7 ¥ A OB TIE, WIhd i
BBIZ GERD DAFRRA TV EHiE X Tnd 910 JR2, BEZEEZ A LR £ 7 (exac-
erbation-prone asthma) T GERD 2 &4 ) A7 T LB SN TWwE Y ZRH6DIE TV R
A OhE E GERD 236405V A7 IIAREICEVWEEZONL. 7272L, —HA M DOEKN &
o TWABDPHENIZOVTIE T HIE TV A0\,

PPI % Huls & U 72 B - B e i i A IR R i B FE A 2 3% 9 B B IcB L T %
BOWMEIITHbINTWED, —E LRI O TR, 2011 FICE SNz AT~
T4 v 27 L¥a—"TIE PPIOHSIZX ) GERD % &0k L 7-Wi B8 H OBl b A AE O 3 H338
O OHNIA, WMEIERICE L CIIFELEN R, ENTWAE Y Ld - T, GERDJE
K3 Wi EBITIEPPLICE 5 THh T TIED 2 0B OUWHERNRLAONL LG5 H 5 &%
Z5N5. GERBHIEFMORFICE L TIE, MIESREDIZIEAEDIET v ¥ 2R TH  IiE
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(2) 1BMIZW - W2

BIED o3 Tz, Wi B B R & FE AR &) P L TR e T Y
AN TR,
B, BHEAFIZEB VT, PPL OSSN - Wil 2 MREGE T S 7 .

Xk
D
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6)

7)

8)

9)
10)
11)

12)
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reflux. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 1994; 149: 160-167 (5> %" )

HARIRIR 2, W - WMKORBHEA A 74 2 2019, AT 4 VL Ea—4k, 2019 (4 F54)
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¢-1:)

Tsai MC, Lin HL, Lin CC, et al. Increased risk of concurrent asthma among patients with gastroesophageal
reflux disease: a nationwide population-based study. Eur ] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2010; 22: 1169-1173 (&
#)
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Severe Asthma and Frequent Exacerbations. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2017; 195: 302-313 (27K — k)
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BQ7-3 (3) MAMEERSEIR

gE_B [C &V IBHEIRREEN (BRIERDHBDEDEZE)HELS
‘ H

@ &
® GER [XIHKREER, RIREEERDRRERD ENBBD, RIRERCERE
RISxT B PPl PRI GER BLLEFTDFNRISHEE U TLRL.

AR5

GER (2 ) WAMEBR S8 e TR R S AT b ISR S ¥ E (laryngopharyngeal reflux disease
LPR) & L THbN TV 575, #i— L7 Wi e L 5HAl k3. ST e v U GER AR
SHARRCIHMERER DRI & 22 5 2 &5 5 hEHICB L TIE, GERD BlZB ) 2 IHHEIH LD &
PEA3E GERD Bl & 1) s\ & OB OGS 2 HREHZ - AIEIREICBT 5 2 F v AV ASE pH £
=5 Y TRV ZHET TR L NV F TOEEO GER % i 728 ) MR BT
ENTABVEMETERAT R & Bl pH €=4 1) ¥ 712X A GER I L T 7z ¥ %2 EOH W
LHERALNL, FERF IS L CIEHBERC R T Y v AN % 559 2 B
BB VIZEBENFTEAEREMREE A U HEREZ G SR TRRFHTHH I TV 5.

PPI {2 & % {63 CIRMESE 2 0 MHIE SRR IR O CL A3 S % 212§ 2 MET T, B2 H %
ETBHME LRVETIHETY B, —EDRMEIFLN TV, PPLOHEHBRIRIC
BMLTIBORCTZF LA T7TFHY AT, MIRICEHLTPPIO 1 H 2 ¥k (3~6 »
A7 RICH L THEREREGENALN Y, —FT, IHEREOYEEICE LTI PPI &7
T RTENRALNEWE T LHEDIL WY

JEIEGE W PR 72 & DOAVEHA R OWAMETERER IS5 3 2 %) 0E, Sk 2 0k ) flcidh
WEDWFIEIRZ D 2 WEITIZRI RS D v e B I Tw 5 28 X 5T, B TRt
MRS R4 2 PPL W I B HidT 2 & DOEED GER (26 2 BHEORI I L CTldREE L T
WhEWEEZ ED R0,

WA, MEERONRT Y VRO Y R TINEAEE A Y ¥ =5 Y A - pH A 255
FEEN, LPR OFHMICAH & OHt52H 525, LPR Oli=e PPIERE FMoA RS LT,
T BRI TH S,

B, BEARIRITB T, PPIRAVEHY GER Bl ik T4 O 12 PRI SE 280203 2 PrBRd A 72
W,

TR
1) Lechien JR, Schindler A, De Marrez LG, et al. Instruments evaluating the clinical findings of laryngopha-
ryngeal reflux: A systematic review. Laryngoscope. 2019; 129: 720-736 (X %)
2) El-Serag HB, Sonnenberg A. Comorbid occurrence of laryngeal or pulmonary disease with esophagitis in
United States military veterans. Gastroenterology 1997; 113: 755-760 (4 —2 3> O —JL)
3) Issing WJ, Tauber S, Folwaczny C, et al. Impact of 24-hour intraesophageal pH monitoring with 2 channels

in the diagnosis of reflux-induced otolaryngologic disorders. Laryngorhinootologie 2003; 82: 347-352 (4%
#f)
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15)
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TN 5 A DAFAER BB RO FIESE & MEIRFEEDOMIITAE R ERI RV & Y R, Witk as
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IRDLEAE, R B O FEIR & FEIREE E O BIRD RN L 2R L TWB EEZ SRS,

GERD #1112 PPI Z #3395 & EIRBEEAET 20 EPICH LTI T IR Vw800
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BWEND RN LD TH 5727 2008 HEICFER SN 300 IERE NG & Lizr—Aa Yy
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REEIED PP XIS O T F A VEBMOMETEESE DL I EPHEINTWD Y &b, 2011
ST 2018 IR ENI VAT T 4 v 7 L2 —TlE, MWW EB L r—2a >
b o — VA28 10~15 Wf%EA3F & 6 5, GERD & i OBRAIE 113 W AHIBRIR 2SS 5 & LTw»
% 00 R E UTHBEBBAD R IEDE , GHRA YT T ¥ R EORNT O EIz % 28
# U C GERD & By OERlIE & O i\ B 2 593 2 M5 2%\ 2 & 205, GERD OB DAl
ISR T 2 M I EETH L EEZ NS,

N R R R B ASTREAL U 72354, TIREPN 4RI B SR S 72 s RHA R B & O RS FL A3
LBz, WEHEEZEO L OPEMECEMLYT 26105 5. GERD O fEIMER & LT
BT SN 5 EOmRMIEIX, EREERT 25 OBFENISSLETH ), &5 7% 5 ER R

128



(5) ERARAE

1 GERD [CK2DEDEREAEDARIES!

IFXI)VENED, RFELBEL, IDEO> TV, EHLHTEFLKRSHEL.

@BLUclE, BE— BUBE. HDZDNNTDRME I/ VT vEVARR, R/R, 2017 KDFFHEE

S CinE)

BoOmMENE IS,
B, BAEARIIBWT, Y A7F V=) 20mgx2 ® GERD (253 2 fREREH X 2.

0k

D

2)

3)
4)
5)
6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

Kitasako Y, Sasaki Y, Takagaki T, et al. Age-specific prevalence of erosive tooth wear by acidic diet and
gastroesophageal reflux in Japan. ] Dent 2015; 43: 418-423 (1&#¥7)

Kitasako Y, Sasaki Y, Takagaki T, et al. Multifactorial logistic regression analysis of factors associated with
the incidence of erosive tooth wear among adults at different ages in Tokyo. Clin Oral Investig 2017; 21:
2637-2644 ()

Gregory-Head BL, Curtis DA, Kim L, et al. Evaluation of dental erosion in patients with gastroesophageal
reflux disease. ] Prosthet Dent 2000; 83: 675-680 (+&#f)

Bartlett DW, Evans DF, Anggiansah A, et al. A study of the association between gastro-oesophageal reflux
and palatal dental erosion. Br Dent ] 1996; 181: 125-131 (¥ —2X 3~ kO —JL)

Pace F, Pallotta S, Tonini M, et al. Systematic review: gastro-oesophageal reflux disease and dental lesions.
Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2008; 27: 1179-1186 (X %)

Fede OD, Liberto CD, Occhipinti G, et al. Oral manifestations in patients with gastro-oesophageal reflux
disease: a single-center case control study. ] Oral Pathol Med 2008; 37: 336-340 (s —2 2> O —JL)
Yoshikawa H, Furuta K, Ueno M, et al. Oral symptoms including dental erosion in gastroesophageal
reflux disease are associated with decreased salivary flow volume and swallowing function. ] Gastroen-
terol 2012; 47: 412-420 (57— 23 ¥ fO—)L)

Ramachandran A, Raja Khan SI, Vaitheeswaran N. Incidence and pattern of dental erosion in gastroe-
sophageal reflux disease patients. ] Pharm Bioallied Sci 2017; 9: S138-S141 (s —X 3 ¥ FO—JL)
Wilder-Smith CH, Wilder-Smith P, Kawakami-Wong H, et al. Quantification of dental erosions in patients
with GERD using optical coherence tomography before and after double-blind, randomized treatment
with esomeprazole or placebo. Am J Gastroenterol 2009; 104: 2788-2795 (5 >/ %' 1)

Firouzei MS, Khazaei S, Afghari P, et al. Gastroesophageal reflux disease and tooth erosion: SEPAHAN
systematic review no. 10. Dent Res J (Isfahan) 2011; 8: S9-514 (X %)

Picos A, Badea ME, Dumitrascu DL. Dental erosion in gastro-esophageal reflux disease. A systematic
review. Clujul Med 2018; 91: 387-390 (X %)

129



BQ 7-6 (6) % DD RESER
GER [C&K Y ZDDOBEAERNELC S D ?

@ &

© GERD & PRZEMEEIRIFEITIREIREE (OSAS) BNEH I ZOTREMN G D. B4R
SER, BURARMMERRREOMEKER, PEREDGHOTEEEDIRETIN
TWha.

AR5

) 2 P4 B IR R 2 P % 7 (obstructive sleep apnea syndorme @ OSAS) & GERD O BifRIZD
W, OSAS BEIZBIFTAH GERD OAPHE T Y PO — VICHRTEHWI LGS TEB) Y
7TOOMK, r—Aa v b= VIffEE T LD/ AF T F ) AT, OSAS & GERD 213 A
7B (OR 1.75,1.18~259) 23 A Z EAVRENTW A 2 F72, OSAS BE IR # 12 HHRT
KM GERD JEikA% <, CPAP (continuous positive airway pressure) {G# 23K [ © GERD i
WRELETHELTWD Y AICEE O GERD fERZ A5 % BE 1L OSASIERZ H3 51 A
IHENZ EDMESN TS Y —T, OSAS #HRIZ PPLOREEMIFH LIz2200F v 7 4
1LiffsE L 4 oD aFx— MERE 2 T LD/ 2 % 7 F Y ¥ A TIX PPI 052 & ) HEIFOE
BICRKEBRENAON R o b SN2 % &K% A5 L GERD & OSAS ORIZIEBEFRDS
HDHEIHNICEDLNDH, MR AIRZ EHPBICIE L) A7 N T2 -THB Y, BEEMER
D3 B EIH S TIE R,

BRI EPES & GERD OBRIZOWTIE, 420D 7 — A2y ha—Vifa2 T DAY T
1) ¥ AT GERD #%* OR 1.69(1.60~1.79) TEMREI BIELZ G LTV ERESINTED,
B VBRI e S 12 BV C OR 1.61(1.50~1.73) © GERD OHHERFH VI & H RSN TW»
%9 LaL, PPLOWBHAIRICETAHENIIZEA LT TV RN

NP U LCd GERD B, NhifHEE% OR 1.36(95%CI 1.25~1.48), A& XILIRIEZE OR
1.26(1.09~1.47), Miz% OR1.15(1.12~1.18) ®) A 7 THRIEL TV E T B S %, Sxhic
T VERZEPERIZE BBIIE OR 1.46(1.19~1.78) T GERD ZFE LR T W T2 MENDH S 2. —h,
GERD & 4FRMEMIHEEOBEICOWT, 18D —RAa ¥ ha—Lilix L2277 5
VAT BINCAE S 2B 5 SN 00, WHKHEFE L TR EZ BRIV 5 &
WA 2 B3R S e dr o 72 10

INEHHRTHALNETHOBHBEHIIRT Y V2805 4 rHEBEICRIRY
GERD & OBHIZ DWW TI/NEBITORFVBEIA TONRTHEA 2, ABNZBWTL P H %
BlEIEHE 46l & IR LT GERD JERDZ W ETEMEN R ENTWE B EiRICHITF-2h
SOHEBICEH L TdHE» PR, 7Ty A5 E < %L, WRABRICE L TOARHZL S 0N
i, SHROMBPEING.
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—fREAARAB LUBEA GERD BEDIHT Barrett REDS
HEERX, ZhZEnEh<sun?

@ %

® LSBE D#EEIF 1 %A T E T BHRENE LK, SSBE [CHENTIEETARL.

PR

#F 1 ICHARIZBIT % Barrett B O # Hiit L 7- #4561 % GERD

BIITA BT 4 201512

EMLTEEDE 7 RERLHRER L > THEY, F72E I HAAND population-based
study 237728, —fHAANDB L U GERD #1281 % Barrett REOHEIIAYTH 5.

SSBE OHHIEIIHIEHICL D KRE (R 5.

x1
HEE

Azuma 5
ERS

KHEHS

A5
Hongo 5
OS5
Fujiwara ©
—K5

JEFS
Amano 5
Yamagishi 5 "
Okita 5
Akiyama 5
Akiyama 5
Matsuzaki 5
Mori 5
EARS 2
Watari 5 @
Matsuzaki 5 @
Masuda 5 ©
Total

HEF (HRF)
1981~ 1983
1 CEEl= 1 Elels
18eE~ 1 ElekE
(1999)
188
1888
1999~2000
2000
2000 ~ 2001
2002~2003
2003
2003~2004
2003
2005~2007
2005~2006
2005~2006
2007~2008
2007~2008
2011~2012
2011~2012
2012~2013
2013~2014

AFICH (T D Barrett BE8DSEE

# LSBE
1,000 14 (1.4%)
657 2 (0.3%)
650 4 (0.6%)
9,018 39 (0.4%)
232 2 (0.9%)
539 5 (0.9%)
18,400 7 (0.04%)
1496 17 (1.1%)
548 1 (0.2%)
1.852 3 (0.2%)
2577 5 (0.2%)
1.668 4 (0.2%)
6.504 32 (0.5%)
5338 10 (0.2%)
463 2 (0.4%)
869 4 (0.5%)
4,945 64 (1.3%)
1,680 10 (0.6%)
4,396 13 (0.3%)
1.581 7 (0.4%)
2,608 0 (0%)
8.031 17 (0.2%)

74,952 262 (0.3%)

SSBE
47 (4.7%)
38 (5.8%)
102 (15.7%)

2,881 (31.9%)

16 (6.9%)
318 (59.0%)
216 (1.2%)
532 (35.6%)
66 (12.0%)
664 (35.9%)
531 (20.6%)
329 (19.7%)
637 (9.8%)

1,997 (37.4%)

209 (45.1%)
370 (42.6%)
464 (9.4%)
502 (31.8%)

1,149 (26.1%)

478 (30.2%)
139 (5.3%)
157 (2.0%)

11,842 (15.8%)

Yamagishi SR ClEWBEDHDIREDTED, RADIEGFIFIS%ER DHE.

(45T 2 MK D ERR)

138

ZOHEIZOWTIE, Barrett iK% EORERH

Total
61 (6.1%)
40 (6.1%)
106 (16.3%)
2,920 (32.4%)
18 (7.8%)
323 (59.9%)
223 (1.2%)
549 (36.7%)
67 (12.2%)
667 (36.0%)
536 (20.8%)
333 (20.0%)
669 (10.3%)
2,007 (37.6%)
211 (45.6%)
374 (43.0%)
528 (10.7%)
512 (32.4%)
1,162 (26.4%)
485 (30.7%)
139 (5.3%)
174 (2.2%)
12,104 (16.1%)



WHDETED LD, ZFORE, FHTIRD Barrett #5IE % &6 5 7 S0 4 ONHREIE O BT
DENNI LD LEZ LN, ILSBEIZOWTWEBWONA 7RI PhwEEZ LN, ZOHEIX
1% LT &3 28550% v, 4xfke LT LSBE O IE T 0.3% (95%CI10.3~0.7) TH V), SSBE
BRI 15.8% (95%CI 15.0~29.5) & K L CTHH S 22w & v 2 4. GERD % R4 & L7z
3D %A%, Matsuzaki H DB HE Z x5 & LIS E W T, Witk &8 48 T & SSBE 2%
15.7% (34/216) & FEMilk B SHE (4.4%, 105/2,392) 1B L TRV LA SN Tnwb v
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@ %
O HAAD LSBE 'S DFEEEEIFFER 1.2% EHESNS. SSBE i S DFEfE
SR I(FIRGRTIITHETSE 3.

RSk

Rk o BER I OB S L, K 55 & SNEERMEORIMTRIIMD THE LW
EHEENTWE Y HAOEEROZ L IMFLERETH Y, BRI nwas, Barrett £iE
5 DPRREFIE % & 6 THEFICHIBEM & 2 > TWw b 2 BROHEE Tld, Barrett A5 O
FERETAER 0.3~0.6% & SN b *° SSBE & LSBE OFHMEZ I L2 X ¥ 7F VU L AI2L D
& high grade dysplasia (HGD) % & & 72 583 (3458 LSBE 0.76% & SSBE 0.24% (2 B L T\
eI TS O

AICHEITHO [Ny VEBEOFRE) A7 #WS0ICT 57200L GRS MOH & I F—
MMIFZE—1LSBE #AHIZE | OH SIS VT, YIRS BB 7 52D 72 6 Bl 2 Bk < 209
Bl LSBE (251 #l£E AN4F) D 7% 72T 3 PIO BEBIE O S EZRBD -2 L6, FEFFBE LR
12% EHEREIND LB EINTWAE Y KRIFICBIT S SSBE H 5 OFFEMHEICHT AT v X
LAV OECERE 17 <, BN TOREREIIAHTH 5.
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® FKICH(F D Barrett BEICH T B FEEDRSHFERETF(E, Bit, EER
8, Barrett &EED&KT, low grade dysplasia DEETHS.

mES5
ZP@KT‘ %, Barrett M2 S EEHEANRORIE) A7 KT LT, M, Zil~rv=
. B PP SN TWA D OD Y, Barrett 2 5 OBETEA Y A 7 AT % Hila] & 12
*ﬁﬁﬂLLf:T—y X FE R, Barrett BB OB IZWCR TR 2 KRENCBI 2 AHZEOR
T, A=y FRAATEL, TYVTRTRVEW) AFENDH L Y £z, BUETR
FEU A7 DE L, RETRBLESHO 1 EMEIh TS 29,

SSBE & LSBE DFEMAMEE & L L 72X & 7 ) ¥ A2 X % & high grade dysplasia(HGD) &
LD 723891343 LSBE 0.76 % & SSBE 0.24% (2 HHE L TEW Y & 512, Barrett 2% lem &
(BB TEBIE) A7 054 vy AW LI $2 LA T2 L bFHESINTVS Y F72, Barrett
BN D low grade dysplasia (LGD) DFEDFERE ) A7 & D5 T LSS R>Tw 5 W

JniG D Barrett BHIEOFEAEY A7 HF L LTHESINTWS ¥ F7-, i & Barrett 78
i & DRRBRIZONTIZE K DA D 5537, BMI & Barrett BIEOFEHEIZIZBHD 5
EWVIIRFTTFY VADRERLH DL *75 R A RRE D Y A 2 T THh D L) X
¥ 7)Y ADFERPWEEN TS

Barrett £LiEHEIZ BV CBUEIZES LTl ilﬂ%ﬁ@%’i’ 20 5 Wi h % < 12 W | I M 2

W LA 2 503 A 7 235 0 9% B BAGFS X OS2 X 5 5898 FRIRhE b s X
nTwb 9 7B, KIEICE L TIX, Barrett ERED ) A 712 iﬁg ﬁ‘&b‘kb")iﬁﬂ:i)‘y
)

FWE) A2 B A A TAL L2 O TIE, B2 9 0, BEHIEIC 5 4, Barrett EOE
SlemiZ2X 1 5, LGD OfEFET 1L MiEfL L, A5F20 S EZ2 5o R A 7 (FER5EH
#21%), 10 HLUT 2L 27 GEMZEHEE 0.13%) L LTwab 2
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@ 3cm LI LD Barrett 88 (LSBE) ICEL TI&, AREIC KD BBEHRNINET
HD. TDMDLUEEL Barrett BEBICKH T DHNEMEITREATH S.
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BB DS WEICKFRAHENIC BT, ORI R O7-®, Barrett EEH 15 L T,
2~5 I OWNHGIT L AR (- TV 2) BRI N TWB Y 72720, »wiD
POBAMEMETH =L TV ZAOEHEICH L THE SN TV LY, 25 Of7ETIE,
A DNATAPRIEENTBY, =1 7 2OEDOHE I (Barrett £3EEH D46 P14
ZMIZT ) ZR LRI E T~ & AL RBIE £ 725 7%0n» 2

ARIBIZBWTIE, Barrett FIEDZWIHEHEDTRE R A>T, Barrett FiE O ZWNI ERERINASLET
7, NHENICEBE WISV AR 2EIOMNELEPBE SN DA TLI WD, FEFIC
ZRNBRBERAEZZED 6~7T N1 N, KFA4 FF4 X D)D Barrett LB BRI ST
5. —HT, EHEEROBEEL, WEEZDRL, KIFTEM NS TXTO Barrett % —
NA S AT HDIL, FBENTH 5.

Barrett fEDOFHE Y A 7 1%, Barrett HBORE S LM BEET L 2 EFMONTVS ) R Hh
5 DL ik ai I & BIL3E T, 3em LL Lo Barrett £ (LSBE) O5HE R, FHR 12%TH Y ¥
T, BROFEHEFRE LR L %, AIBICBWTH LSBEIE, =4 5V ADOHRIIED 9 B
LEz26N5. 72721, LSBE &, A Barrett REDOES—t ¥ b2 HDLDHRT(AAA F
T4 ED), RV OKFGD XY E Barrett DR A7 IIAHTHY, h—x1f 5
ZADLEWL AR TH L. BREKOWL DODhDT A F54 2 Tid, lem LUF DO Barrett 78
(USSBE) I, Barrett fLiEDZW, F721%, =S4 7V 2OHEPLHNENTVES

TR

1) Clermont M, Falk GW. Clinical Guidelines Update on the Diagnosis and Management of Barrett's Esopha-
gus.Dig Dis Sci 2018; 63: 2122-2128 (A4 K54 V)

2) Codipilly DC, Chandar AK, Singh S, et al. The Effect of Endoscopic Surveillance in Patients With Barrett's
Esophagus: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. Gastroenterology 2018; 154: 2068-2086 (X %)

3) Desai TK, Krishnan K, Samala N, et al. The incidence of oesophageal adenocarcinoma in non-dysplastic
Barrett's oesophagus: a meta-analysis. Gut 2012; 61: 970-976 (X %)

4) Matsuhashi N, Sakai E, Ohata K, et al. Surveillance of patients with long-segment Barrett's esophagus: A
multicenter prospective cohort study in Japan. ] Gastroenterol Hepatol 2017; 32: 409-414 (37R— b)

5) Sikkema M, de Jonge PJ, Steyerberg EW, et al. Risk of esophageal adenocarcinoma and mortality in
patients with Barrett's esophagus: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2010;

8:235-244 (X %)

143



) 8-1
Barrett REEDFEETFIICEMSFIBRAN ?

® SHEO PPl #%5h' Barrett BiEDFREFHICHERGOIREEEH DD, HEFR
TIFAFFICH T Barrett ®iBICH U TEEBFHENICEYEGEZITHIEVWT
EERERTD.
(=g | §5 (§=FE : 100%), IEFVALANIL: B ]

PR
Barrett F5z % 1 5R & 3 A FEEIIE 05 5 WIHEHRIC X BT THIRIRICO VT, JEBIR
HRFZE S L OV — MIFEORA LR A5 PPIY, 7 AE Y 2 % COX S, 25 F ¥
(HMG-CoA HHIE) Y 2 Td 2 WHEMEA W STz, L Lad S HRHERE T 01X
LOENREVI LR, TLLAIMLDOEOMENS, TAYY) ¥ 2EE COXHEEL XY F
YICHLTRINETarv ey FRELTHEERTETIET Y APA T THH L EINT
W2 % =5 PPLICB L CIZ IR BIB 22 T 5k — MIFZEAIED V) Singh HIZX 525D R
7+ YAV O (adjusted OR 0.29, 95%CI0.12~0.79) 2 ##LIZ, PPI %% Barrett Fi#E 25
high grade dysplasia (HGD) %> £ 8 I J8 24 & #0113~ 2 Wl Be P4 A% i i @ 2015 4F BOB CAT 2 ~
T AUTRRE A% RCT 12 X BaHlia b E EWRL S M7z % 7272, PPLIZOWT b Hiblam
LEEMTZERHRPEETLEVEVI AT T F) YAPRZOGRMESI NG ©, 7 EBIZHRIC
o TiHmd 52 EIZBRADDH ), KB RCT 12 X 2 M HHIN RO A E T Tz
FE CQ IZHf L T [Barrett's esophageal adenocarcinoma | [ chemoprevention| [aspirin]
[ Proton pump inhibitor (PPI) | [non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drug(NSAID) | [statin] ,
[Ny MBERE] TP [7a s R THEE] [7AEY ] [FERATaA M
PggEdk] Ay F v ] 2F L LeF—7— FTHRREMICHRE L2 L 25 PubMed 110 7, EErp
A2y PLZZ. YATRTA v LEa—F—ANIZ2 AOB Lz E 27— (KN,
TK) ZiE & §XTOWGFREMER LN FH—FIC X DMFEBML 29 KD FEEF = v 7 L7
A, RCT A% 1 MR SN2 1 MOADZZOMEAD A 5 T F1) Y AZEMTE Hd o7z DT
\ZME—@ RCT T % AspECT study ODBE R ZHW§ 5. ZOMETIZEREE A F 5D 84 >
y — MR E L7z 2,557 4D Barrett EEEFICH LTV 2T IV — VM= @0mg/H, 4
2) LA E (20mg/H, 40 1) B L7 AEY) ¥ (300mg/ H or 325mg/ H) DA T 72 4 B
BAEREI DT 24To72. 74 v —7 v T 8.9 4F (IQR 8.2~9.8) T 313 {0 - BERTAifi 3
HA XY M (ERT, fEREE 721X HGD) 2% o 72, K5 REHT 1213 accelerated failure time
(AFT) &) EF VA S M, time ratio (TR) & IV CIRERIIG 72 4 X > 1 FEAESIHRIZD R % 5l
LTwa. TRI ZMR 5 EARITANY MEELZESE LHMTT 5. & PPLAE (139 events
in 1,270 patients) |3 H] & PPI £ (174 events in 1265 patients) (2t L CTAH R A EZEHTE H
ARV PEIHIL7(TR1.27, 95%CI1.01~1.58, p=0.038). —F, TAYY »& EHIMLUEE
R LA E 21 205 72 (TR 1.24, 95%CI0-98~1.57, p=0.068) 2%, & PPI+ 7 A ik
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BHEDPDO T AEY) Y LR LI L THEICEAE A XY PEEZIIH L T2 (TR 1.59, 95%CI
1.14~2.23, p<0.01). L2L, CTORCTIZBV T Z SR TH Y, ABHHE/HGD
FENOIPIR > THRD L, PPIEARECRANTIEN LSS 2 b OOFEE I LD 72.
F7:, AspECT WFZE TR SNz HE PPLIZT Y X 75 V' —)b 80mg/ H & ARIBTOREHE &
DAERTH DT &, KHD L IZFROBEFROMED RN A5, HEIELIE [Barrett &
HEIH L TR P HICEWER AT eI L2 IR_-ET 5] L L7
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BRSL L

laparoscopic anti-reflux surgery (LARS) 86

laparoscopy-assisted proximal gastrectomy (LAPG)

A 117
acid pocket 51 laryngopharyngeal reflux disease (LPR) 124
autofluorescence imaging (AFI) 37 LESHE 9
linked color imaging (LCI) 37
B LSBE 134
Barrett £  xvi, 134
Barrett fUEHE 141 M
Barrett #il{  xvi minimal change 36
Billroth I % 102
Billroth 1% 102 N
blue laser imaging (BLI) 37 narrow band imaging (NBI) 37
Nissen % 90
C nocturnal acid breakthrough (NAB) 39
Clostridioides difficile 595 73,81 non-cardiac chest pain (NCCP) 25
crural diaphragm (CD) 9 non-erosive reflux disease (NERD) ~ xvi
D o
distal contractile integral (DCI) 12 obstructive sleep apnea syndorme (OSAS) 130
double flap % 117
P
E P-CAB 55,59, 68,70, 75,77
endoscopic gastrin test 18 P-CAB Rl 81
esophago-gastric junction (EG]) 12 P-CAB ##11% GERD  xvi, 77
P-CAB 4/ NERD 96
F P-CAB B vE il 2 95
flexible spectral imaging color enhancement (FICE) P-CAB7A b 33
37 patient-reported outcome (PRO) 26
PPI 55,59, 64, 68, 70, 75
G PP RMIHERRE: 72
gastroesophageal reflux (GER) xvi PPI#t#itk GERD  xvi
GER Bl F+fi 86,89 PPI7Z 31
H Q
Henley Tl 114 QOL 44
high grade dysplasia (HGD) 140, 141, 144
high-resolution manometry (HRM) 12 R

Rome IVAE#E 13
| Roux-en-Y # 102, 114
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