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= R EREARNEE > TEEHENRENEERREETRIE
Al RT PR EARAZRERIFE TR ©
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R BRI LR 22% KBFREIETE o
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R MR AR AS M 2 ERiRES © 3% 50 & 74 SRS MEHitE—
Rz EmtE R R Al (E I B A F19804E 83,073 5t > BEMAM =T
EEE LR » AIEREZNE ©

RIE MISCAN BNEBI D45 R » BERIERE 85 i (F L&l »
HEEE /D EFRINE > AlEKIRIE MARZIRIEEEMNEBEREEIR > M
RAERAMGE " o fF » EREHABEREEXIN2HATERE
EFHEEE 5 SR » BRIRATE 45 RBRIEZER » BRINERESE
PREEREE 50 SRBRRIEZ MG ERARANE ' o At 0 REERE



EMEFTEFIRPIRZ R ELS - BNEZEEZHME D
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EBmMAERNBERERERATEERT -  REZEEEMEE > Wl
Z AP > AIFRAMRRE - Bl UG ED AR ES E R K
BREBEABRED > AR ARREGNERIEELAFNA
W MEERERSEEFERANARESIETA * - HEQ 2004
FREETMFEF - RERZEEENRENERAGEHES
E 2014 F 10 EMEHBER SN EEEME—REREZEEE
MBI ARSI - EUIL ¥ —AR A SRR A= e
BERUMF—RNERZEEBEMREFAEHRTIA o
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VbR 2 2 > BIRBR AR S GRS - MIE—fRERR%EE
RN AEZ AIFERERIEE (surveillance) » MATEZEZ AR

i 22-24
JEE Emtae o

SREZFEEENEENFAREE BN/ R

PR
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IR R AEEMERIEE * ; ATIREER S 2 1688 2 St IR IR
B HENXE > HRIEREE SRR ERZHE SR KE » B
IR RERESE CEEENEEY AR KRR -
EEFREM 30°C THERE 4 X » ZERBRSERIATRE
EH T RAOE 24% HEEEBMEARNY * - BEARENERE AR
REIGERERRER > EEMEENEREIEZEEBENEET 21858
EHERENENRME > BEFHEZHRERRBERIRLEHIER
gAE FF+ (adjust odds ratio= 1.31) * > BTRGASENREE
RREEFEBMEETNARREEIERAN - SEHFE 1981 & 2010
FiEBiR 30° C HE T4 160 X *° » BILFREIKE(CHBAPAR
Az RR R ZEERBREE RN A LEEELN 7 BRE
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ZfEREEHAARERRE R - EREEERGERZAES
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(Familial Adenomatous Polyposis, FAP) s> FE{ 10 & 12 BEi#E °

BERERABRERE

BRAZEHRUILETAEERZARBERS REBES
(adenomatous polyposis syndrome) Z £ &> SEXRKEM K
7 B W fE (familial adenomatous polyposis, FAP) ~ MUTYH-
associated polyposis * Attenuated polyposis > 18 #& 3£ B 2015
ACG APBREERRIs5| ' BEBENEASTES (10 E 125%) B
BIAR PR iR E TE R » ERiRfEfRAEE—R ;, RUXFEENES
AR ERRE A o BRT Kz I 0 BB SREREEZ
BENETEREZEE « Tin/ BRI R FAREREZIEE o

. FREEE S 10 B EZ R RS KRERE - A
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EFEARIEEMEE (American College of Physicians) E:&E
ETERAEENR 10 FRAIRFRZABEEE © o At 0 BE20RRE
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WEA3.1% ; PITMREFEEBMSEEMEPR—REEERAGEE
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ERiE:2 IR

EESHEHAREBRABET R 1997 ERZHBGHIERBS
ﬁﬂﬁﬁ% (Multi-Society Gastroenterology Consortium) #13= El & i
&2 (American Cancer Society) #AA B KIFERIEREFEZ— ©
E%lkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ ERIER » 45T 2001 E 2013 FERIESEH LR
EBABREEEENEFERERZFIRR 5.36% "
BHRIBZAR B BRI IEFIEM R » st —REREBERERE
ENLLREER ARG B EARRERE 0 ST EHME IR K
FEH B AR RIETE o Winawer F72 2000 8K > #iztEEH
ELIREIER ARIREEH RN AR ERIRE 39% NHR4E K 86% HIE
—M 5 Kung %52 2006 FE8K > (RAESHLBERERARER
BN 1 29 KNEEERENGZENRAA 5.1% » HitERIK/N
HIBERARE TR M R 2RV 2 B R A4 % 6.2% - MBI E R E R EthEE
T FREENREFERAGRTERABENRR > 2B8EE
ABBERLES > ARGERTERARERRIN 246 £ 0
BEEAGREEUREKEECGREENED > I LEEHLIL
HEERARBEEREAEGERE « TR~ KAIRIEE 5 ERESK
BERE > ERBHEENGER  FEEHLERARERARIEC TR
PREVE AR R o
BREEHILREERAGRTNEBRERSHREE > BA
EfEEAAEEREEFE 22 TH -
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—. RYF 25 RRARAEE Bh i 8 hi B 7 16330 22 306 ik /L Pl PR
2HE

ERGEREAED > anENKGRRERBN L EEF
AIERENEERURIETE o A » GEENEERRELE > BK
PR iR I (REMREERITIN - ARHBRENREEN KR
HomEEEAERARENRGEREAREL > E2EAHEHESHRE
REERERERENARBRNREEEREISE (quality indicators,
Q) BEAFE o

FEENEEREFEDNAEFEREE » FEENER
AR S R E M PREZ AR TR AR % o REMLL > BREAE
B EMBRIENERIER SY) UREBSHETLMIGERN
ERAER® MEABRNAZDEER  REFHNERIRERE
ZIEMNARERERIE » FEERRE A LR FHT IR A B S B AE R

(advanced neoplasm) H9ERIZ © o

BMRE > FBNRRFEERE (incomplete study) Mirin
KEEHERMAIE (missing lesion) BEMARZEMFENEERE °
Fit » RFHAIZBEIBIRRERBBIF R ERREEE o

Z AR REGEEE (splitdose) TY BRI KLGEEE (same-day dose)
ﬁ&/ﬁﬂ’/ﬁﬁﬁ

DRGEE | BRIBENEEN —IR B —FBREK
EXFRLBIEFIN—FRIBHREKZIKEL -

EREEE  RBENREEXRE LRATABREK—RIGT
ZIREEE o

DRGSR FREREZER > HRZERAILRARREAGER

R*
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Al 5-8 /\EFARFE o
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SEFINZREFEREEREREZ ° c Huffman EAHEBES S
RIGEENZHE  HR AN S REEENBEEHEI—XIRE
BRENFRTEEZR " o FILLUURMEEAERR IR > LD REGESE
RAGA G EFEZA BT MR ARG RN R R AR o

R BAIEBREKNIEEHERE L —RIBEHNREIKXLA
B ES—REATHNAR - HERERASHRETESARER
15 E 8\ RABBE KA UA RIFHERME 7
EIEm ERBREEEERI S5 £ 8 /N\EFRRIRE > WNiEER] 3 /&
IH5EEEK » HiIBENMR R L2 E A AFREE ©

Mt B B E RN R KA AT ER M 2 RAEEERNXK
B Mo HE—RENE > RENHAERER > TREFNIEE T B
EHERHEEIREERIRABREKY » ERTERGEE LN ATIYL
FERE EFHIEENZIRE ~ o

Hit > BRI LEZRSIEERB I RGELER > E8Ea
5F 8 /RGBT N IRER 2 E 3 /N E —REHREIKIRE -
MENRETFALZRHRENZNE » AIEX EFRBRREELR
R REREE > WERER] 5 E 8/ \BSRIRHRARAZEY " -

= . ERERENZ A Z B

BYEERE BREN LEZEEER BRIEEETHE LR
TRNEREMBUTRE  2A%25EE PEG- EREERL
B (PEG electrolyte lavage solution > f§#% PEG-ELS) - 1E#&
E&#xX48 (Magnesium citrate) ~ UK OARBEEEINEE (oral sodium
phosphate - f&#% OSP) o
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IMERHRELAITRIE OSP AT EEREREBRERRT
W B HEEE ®” o AL > European Society of Gastrointestinal
Endoscopy (ESGE) & AGA 55| E:=Z&AF1EZE ~ Kim 18 5% ~ BFEZ
BINFERIE « EMERNFEUKR O ERKREETIBER OSP Mg
B UABEERHTIAERBREEY 7 o

HHET OSP > PEG-ELS SRR E N A SR ERAERRNER
BEREEUKRBIEE - 7 BMEREREEAEEKRA » ZELXS
A GIEMZERKARRY » Rt EEH EERNKRIEEE64E
EHENZEE (LLUNBEGEHEENHORIB) hE—ELZEW
1 * o Cesaro E AR 2013 FE B PEG-ELS BE &RV EEK

(2L) dpn_E Bisacodyl BYEHIEFES A (low volume PEG-ELS
with adjuvants) > TERERPLERNSEIZ (high volume)
PEG-ELS » fEFH{E%EI&Z (low volume) PEG-ELS + Bisacodyl AJ 14
RIFFNERYR  BRRENAERNRE ™ o 15 > BEFZ
PEG-ELS BB A~ E %%l (Ascorbate -~ Citrate ~ Bisacodyl) Y&
HEME—WERLR - TEFZMAERHEEIR > FmiEiAIEE
| > {R%E|E PEG-ELS hZFAIUR RN SH| £ PEG HEIN BB X R
o FILEZERAFERERE PEG-ELS B EBEBREEY)

MKRENEENREBHE AL RE S mE AR H
2%, ZEXREFHEYNERFEURBEHERRR « BIEE
RIGRENMARGER - EERFF2ERRERY PEG-ELS BIREY)
BRERAZRENEE  BRZLEETBERRESNERERENE
YEFR "% o KB BE AIRRATH R EERKREEN SRR
R MR B R VEE A% ™ o
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- RERAACKBREERS
HAGHRBEME

LETRELADmENKBRES » FERDZIEETUR
B—ZYIBEEARNREISE (quality indicators, QI) ® > bR
ERFERUEREEIEXSE - AT > ERMAEHABREEERE
SR HPRENHEE RIS ENNRREENEERRG
FRAVER S (colonoscopy report) o MFLEER , EEREFEEE
IRFRE Ql » BRI EMNMEE (quality assessment) A IE
BERZEZmBKE o

BAEME  —(IRREREBANE—EARRREEEURED
FEMMENE (continuous quality improvement, CQl) > F—
TESIEEMZEHE CHNMERNR » THRIRAIEBNIDEELE
MR BGE - FIt » —BAEESENARGERSSEIAHERE
CQIHIEHE—F o

— BEEARERIVEXRRHRSAZR (co-rADS)

FEBENMZEPERER » FENREEMNE N EEFEE] »
HABGRBTRENAREZEERES o Li A ¥ 115 2005-2006
EEEFOH 110 4 KFHRIGERSEDTERIR Q NALRBHEE
LR > LEINR A 73% HIRSEBIRRBRIZE » METRERSER
RAECENHRER (withdraw time) o

MERARIENAGREETREHIEE R Lieberman 1RIEEER
COR| BRI EMAIFAZE o Lieberman S IE T 2004-2006 F£ &
EiBif 50 B AFZIRKRE » ZMEZRRAEERENARERE
BREWREES > BEEN QU tIBEHEERENER - NARTER

18



RZ A — BN ARRR S BEREMARBERIGRR
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s O RE
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m E 5 ERY

BRI > Lieberman 2 2007 EH A BRI ERSRBEM
THHHIFREE > 1EBI4 CO-RADS (colonoscopy reporting and

data system) HABZREEREANBHH o CO-RADS ¥ K5 iRt
BRENABRERIR2 ©

& 2 + CO-RADS EiiR R (CARBRERS AT EEIINE

vV Procedure date and time Vv Bowel preparation adequacies
V Patient description Vv Documentation of cecal intubation
Risk factors V Colonoscopy withdrawal time
ASA class V Colonoscopic findings
V Indications Vv Management
Consent signed V Impression

vV Sedation medication

v Complication/Unplanned event
Previous colonoscopy time

Pathology
Previous colonoscopy findings
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