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M W I B2 Ak 4 (gastric intestinal metaplasia, GIM) A2
W 2 B T N B SR A AR A . SRS T N A 1
BIPE R 27 BEUR A A BRAE (RS 4 AHE P B W 0 IR 3 P
9 3EFE o Dinis-Ribeiro 25 Z 48 Ml i T 4Bk 1L 16 3 BLAT
GIM & 345 5, — BN A & KU 1) GIM R A 432
SE I PO I, AR RURS A B AT 22 BRI, 0000 5 51
GIM =i fe NBE, XTELA GIM A R A7 9 28 AU 1A L 2
B A W AT 55 o

— GIM HY PN As A iy T

1. 22 WL 25 X6 GIM B 5% R B i

(1) WA TSR AT TR U84 5 - 1 1] SR AT T (Helicobactor pylori,
HP) AR 1994 AR50 pk A AR ZUE A oy B T 2580%
B, H e R AR E R IR . Malfertheiner 2523 #r 22Fk HP
TR PR T8 Y, HP B T 201 B RS PR SRE R4 2
GIMKAEMEENE, 2022£|5Nguyen%mﬂ/ﬂ*Iﬁ*§%ﬁﬁﬂ
R, HP B FH BT B4, GIM & 2419 ORH 2
3.65(95%C1:2.79~4.55) .

()44 5 P51« A R —Fp Ak 2B AR GIM &2 — A
WA Ok B B 2 AR IS, R KU B AR R . 2023 4F
Wang 2547 [ I J 19— 30 22 HoD A AR R 80, e 50 % 11
NHEGIM RS 2.3 1T, 60 % LU L BB AR FHERA
B, & A& GIM 1 OR {H T & i ik 4.770 (95%CI: 2.699~
8.431), TEJE[E, Tan 5B BAF 5T R BEEDTIE T 4F % A 52
Wi, 5 40 % LU R 52 A HL#E, 40~60 2 19 AR N GIM % 4= 1Y
OR i} 2.13 (95%CI: 1.23~3.70) , 60 % Lk I A Bf hy
4.65(95%CI:2.65~8.19) , 5 EINMFR G50 M. J1—JF i,
Wang %4 ) 22 HpD 58 Bom B VE GIM & A 5 e My
OR {8 M 1.836 (95%CI: 1.259~2.677) . Nguyen 25 £ %
TR E AT R R B, BRI, GIM & A4 %1
OR{H %% 3.88(95%CI:1.36~11.11) .

(3) BT H AR b - BRI H A= Mt 252 ) GIM 1Y 722
% M FERE, RS E & GIM M & &b IX .
2022 4F 3¢ [ B — 35 BA BB 75 146 S [a) A Y figs 1 XU 2t
3T Gt A5 SR AR TS I gz (9 Rl B GIM XU 58
B, ORAE 23 51 2.05 (95%C1; 1.24~3.38) Hi1 3.76 (95%CI ;
1.79~7.89)", 2023 4F , Haghighat & (i 5% & W, 5 (1 i
NAHLE, FBACAY GIM RS B8, 3 P oS B 27 67 1 KU 45
A PGHE A T & T, 100 I Al A AU AT Ak T i 7K
OR1H 9 2.60(95%CI:1.20~5.60)

(4) WA - 2022 AT JI)Z 2 T 9 4317 T HH T 19
FEPFE P RO S5 7 B R AR R
FR T T AR IO B R A s i, R
B 43 WA Uk B S RE TR 3N 5 & T GIM &k A= EERY
WIS BASAIF 58 UESE T WA 1 GIM & 2 3 TR
OR 18} 1.60 (95%CI: 1.11~2.30) F1 1.38 (95%CI: 1.09~
1.75) ,FEHAXS T GIM A5 — B R o),

(5)MEJHE - HEJEAE GIM & 2B o it AT 2 68 1 A0F 5 UE 4% o
2023 4F Jove % LLER T 409 1] GIM SB35 B 1 748 filfa e A\ A
A4 1A T F5 20 (body mass index, BMI) , & B B {vi BMI 3 Jin %t

GIM i 2 A= G AR o 53— 5 1T, Aumpan 251 B [0 i 14
WFFE KB, MO GIM 1) Y v] REAT — 5 5 ) , 8 = AT e
U (BMI>23 kg/m?) 3 BMIIE 3 & % 42 R 524259 GIM (1 X
B 7, OR {E 0 3.25(95%C1:1.14~9.27) .

(6) 1L R FK B — 2 1Y 505 R A2 VLA 38 42 i )
Jin BN 10 254 5] 18 9 SR A SEAT SE PR A3, S AR 1L KU
NBEAR L, a3 1% RS A THE RE 98 7T 6 24 S A1 JRUISS: AT 1Y)
2.081f% . GIM A ALY AFAE | B J 28 5 Y 38 Ja 2 0 AU
1T 0 B S ABE . 2023 4F Tjandra 2" 7E 43 B GIM
FEHETT I, 5 1 — 2R m A B i s 3 8 CIM AR &y,
JRUR LR 4.5(95%C1:1.3~15.5) .

AT DL, b3 WL DK 2R 7 GIM A B s 1) s v 473
HEEMA G, ENEAYMNE, 2 ZEEM . 20224 Tan
ZEIVR FHAR A | B R R HP SR SR LR 2 AL T
GIM [¥) P BT TN ARE A 7 2 219 Bl F 58 BA I o, 32 380
TAEHRAE (receiver operator characteristic, ROC) £ T R
(area under the curve, AUC) A 0.73, .78 T B¢ 4 1) T0000 41y
B AR &30, 2280 — P KU R 35 5 GIM - JE i oG I
T AL AEAS [R5 rh 22 S ok . IR, AR & 75 WL IR R
NI GIM SR AL o A fE A BR

2. MUVBhR & T GIM

(D) U325 2SS B GIM

DL %5 B 2 MBI (pepsinogen, PG) : PG T A1 11 /& A [y
ZRE BRI A CIM MLV FR B , 12 ZE 40 1% H %2 (chronic
atrophic gastritis, CAG) f1 GIM £ PG T 1 I /K F3 T,
PG 1 /PG II FAE (serum PG [ /PG 1T ratio, sPGr )t AH i F#1E
2024 4F Sanchez-Lopez SENIG A 120 BITE AL AS B R UEATHIT
FE, R sPGr<3 J& H R HIR A (A1 CAG B GIM) ) 5 2 A5
2, ORTEH9.171 (95%CI:1.723~48.799) . Quach %[
BT Z IRV I 0T B W BT AE — TR RO
144E R IBEIE R, UL sPGr<5.6 NARES W B i Y U BE
FIRE S B2 R 65.0% F177.9% , IR i, BE45 AR 3. 22 [ 9 35 A 57)
WL R 2525 0 A R B, sPGr A 2 FHPE A 2 5 5 8 B
WU B2 53 0 3 A5 L E .

QHP Hifk 5 B W #E-17 (gastrin-17, G-17) : 2023 4F Song
U2 AR EAR T T GIM B3 M7 HP YA
K GIM A 11 1gG A1 2 Fl [gA 3241 GIM 4L T, LA Omp
PURFN CagA PiABUE Il .3 o IR 3 4545 sPGr 5
HP (75 2= 4558, TR ARE 23 A(HP~, sPGr—) \B(HP+,
sPGr—) .C( HP+,sPGr+) .D(HP-,sPGr+) U4 , Bl ABCD 43
JZ¥ . Banks 55 BFITKE CRID 415 SCR R e A, KB
D 2R KR 2 A ALY 1S A5 DA Lo G-17 )21 1 G 4hi il 43 i
9 — R, GIM 5 25 11 FEI 4™ R I, A d G 4 i e 7 b 44t
HAC, I3 G-17 7K - B 1 . Romanczy LB M 4
G-17 138546 B T S 2 0 GIM (8 b , A 312
W R BRI, T B4 5 A SR bRl B2

@I 7% =M K F 3 (tefoil factor 3, TFF3) : L) TFF3 H1L
FIF AR W) O I IR #E A IR 7EFR 43 IF 98 th RCR AN i
TAEGAREY o 2022 4F SRR 2 0 [ PR 2= o L 30
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I B 5T BT I SE T 57 1) 3 Y I YE TFF3 /K, 34.1% 1)
TFF3 A% 32 3 & 7 B T 8% 12 B 8 GIM B CAG, T
TFF3 BAPE 3% H JC A A GIM Bk CAG™™ . ZE35 A1 BA
FY AT 58 L UESE T TFF3 X GIM B T0 41 {6, 540 1] 32 3K
P R R AR R I LS TFEF3 K F ik 27.41(95%C1 -
19.54~32.21) ng/mL, ¥ & £ B £ 3 AL N 17.43 (95%CI:
12.43~22.8 ) ng/ml., ZRA G125 ™,

(2) I 2 21 4 I A A AL T GIM

ML 22 41 2 hm a5 0 7E GIM T v o 5 25 ) Wl O i %
Huang %525 400 1] 40 5 18 B & L GIM | 5 i S8 5 19 I ¥k
R HEAT AL 2209, B 3R IR I IR 5 8 26 s 28 aft
JBE A, 43 BN o-3F BR B8 (OR=0.53, 95%CI: 0.36~
0.78) . V.3 R (OR=0.56,95%CI: 0.38~0.81) K £ i2 (OR=
0.56,95%CI:0.38~0.82) o TEAL A4 PRI HP B 55 —
T DAL BRI 2R B GIME T8 00 5% 50 o 348 i 43 400 BF 43 F A AR
AUC M 0.69 48 5 5 0.86, TN AE /1 48 T+, Gong % F
FHWA IS RIS S0 1 30 B F518 1 % .GIM . & i ik
F B MR 1 TR AT, 2 BT B R O A SR I
APOA4 F1 COMP & A FF 7 , C3 25 &0 M 56 & (A s b,
APOAA AT HE RN BT B GIM A b i o b ml WL, A 3L
FH 2 20 255 AR BERS 240 T GIMAH A5 5, 7 B 4 Fi)
AREHY | SICH T 4 T RIS VR A

L3 27 K 0 JE GIME P B i T B9 2 B 9 SRR T
fRIE , W S W 1% (L H R oE & B, S — A9 100 YR b 7
YT GIM (A5 SRAT PR, 2 22 W 22 T il i 22 4 2 T30
BRRIHE ST, , BRI A ARSI GIVEAR o T 1) 37 7 18 o

T GIM AR ARG 1) A B AR T VA

1. NBE S LG A DA GIM A2 KU

(1)GIM %) 2 R 15 [l : 2022 4F Laszkowska 252 [m] Jifi T 26
[ ] A2 BEE R 27 BRSC B 27 oty 1990—2019 4F /) GIM i
{518, LB 12 A GIM FR 35 98 28 1) JRUBS A2 Ry BR #8 GIM 2R 3
9.4 4% . FUEBE A 40 ISk 20 M (1) 98 A8 KUK PE R 1%
Toyoshima 55 EH % 22 YUK P 454 e £ 3 14 Tl Bt miE 5 o, LA
R E RABIEES 01 0 E NS, B4 H HRE N
6.23(95%CI:1.93~20.13) , 5~8 43 #& 4 16.45(95%CI : 6.29~
43.03), Fujimoto 2540 A B i 5 B R B E 4 506, i A 5
HBE Je oy PE A, BUAS T R, B 4L 5 X B4 GIM
P2 RAE G X, ORE 9 1.62(95%CI:0.94~2.86) .

(2) GIM (1439

© T H5AE 5 B 9 KU #R 5% 09 i 16 A PEAG (operative
link on gastric intestinal metaplasia assessment, OLGIM) 431 -
[ PR L 2T 158 OLGIM 2R G AT GIM Y 7™ B 72 B A7 VEA o
2022 4F Lee 5751 2 980 il 1 Jiz A3 A2 £8 & 1A T XU 43-#T
ZERIR,GIM T OLGIM T 39 TN I ~ IV 37 ' 9 A A 2R
435124 21.5/100 000 A .108.8/100 000 A FI 543.8/100 000 A,
OLGIM I ~IV 37 H 2 % Lt OLGIM 0~ 1 1583 978 HRAE K
9.92(95%CI:3.55~27.7) . [alfT,OLGIM I~ 1V ¥ g & & A4
S 78 B RS IS ] 9 22.7(95%CT: 12.7~44.8)4 A, B3R T
1L #1114 50.7(95%C1:28.5~73.3) 1 A o 4% OLGIM 433 %

AR AU A B R S S H 0 E (B2 S SR S
A AHFEBEYT BEUR 2, o £ 1 B 00 B R, A S PR
P 38 TOIE AR R AT . R, W58 AR A5 1k %
oAty GIM 43 5 I AR R <

Q7% 1 X B ZE 45 F g I K Ak 2E (topography, atrophy
and intestinal metaplasia, TAIM) /315 N8 T 5 M R fb/E
4 9% (endoscopic grading of gastric intestinal metaplasia,
EGGIM) : Nieminen %5 22388 OLGIM /3 1 5 vl #4E 10 5
H g XU AR DG 1Y E 4 T 4l (operative link for gastritis
assessment , OLGA ) RGE M &5 &, fE 57 1 3 T ) o7 B 1)
TAIM 431, B 377 & B, TAIM I JXURS: 28 (0~ T HA) F1 s XU
B dl (T ~IV ) B 98 & 9% 2 45 51 24 0.87/1 000 A 4% Al
2.37/1 000 NAE , 9728 KUK 5 TAIM 433 52 TEAROC, 1T ~ 1V 34
B0~ 1T, HRE M 2.70(95%CI : 1.09~6.69) . EGGIM iz H]
1 43 R 5 5 16 L% (high-definition narrow band imaging,
HR-NBD) Xf OLGIM 43 #9119 5 0% A iR A i A7 58 ¥4, 2
UL ATSE R B, EGGIM 34325 435 OLGIM I~ IV 381 1145 725
FEEE XTI, AT 89.4% , 45 5% BE 94.6%% . PRI A T A
A EGGIM PEAFBEAG T B y7 AR k> T R 1 e —
TR A 8 T ) PP T B, 4 i A1 H v AR i A I O )
Vawiin F N Y

(3)GIM 43 1Y

MG GIM [ 2245 5, n] LUK 43 58 4 BRI R 58
&R, Piazuelo % JF J& T — IR 20 4R BASIBF5T , %
BLTE 361 B4 4G B2 Wi R GIM (g 3 | 58 250 GIM iR
H B R RN 0.028(95%CI:0.026~0.082)/100 A4E, R5¢E
S GIM SR B AR 8 9 0.37(95%C1:0.15~0.59)/100 A
AN GE AT GIM i 728 1) AU 2 58 e T Y 1345 DA b il
FEER A Y 055, S8 ADRE GIM 4100 3 AR, T R s 4 il
GIM, I1 A % A A 5E 4 GIM, 2021 4F Du 2120 %} 12 37
ARG HEAT T L4007, & BUAHES T 58 &AL GIM, K584
A% B HR{E M 5.16 (95%C1:3.28~8.12) . TEATE4:
FGIM A, I B HR (B o

2. N T Re il B BEPTEAl GIM i 28 XU

IAER, N TR B ARG T I AR 2R A iE R A 12
Ja24 R, 2022 4F Messmann 257235 N T8 BEXT B 0 BTG
Ax HLE I i S Wi 6, AR FIARR R B2 43501 R 1009% K
87.5%, 2023ﬁzIwaya%[zziﬁﬁT@ﬁ{/“ResNetSO”E/‘]}\T%’
ARG, G2 W CIM RE ) , K ILIL2 Wi GIM i R U
9 98.5% , i 5 A 94.9% , I BEMS IR Sl R XE L5 52 19 3L
NS o FREAT UL, N TR BRI GIM I RE I B &R 8] T
Lk o, T Bh N BE BE T2 T GIM DAl HLg A8 KU

BRI, OLGIM 43 W E bR iZ AT i PE R 4,
of 98 A8 AU PEAR A A0 1B T Bk R = R 98 3IE S8 . 1T TAIM,
EGGIM %537 #1431 7 v F SR R BE R B AH XS F OLGIM 43
Wi R AR S HZER AR LAMNE T OLGIM A 2 , 8
A GIM VARG 7 W e dE $2 it T 4856 . SEF A 2141
OLGIM 431 5 41 215 Je P9 B2 0 19 40802 H i GIM s ™
TR T 0 Tk (RS W T T O AR
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