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Abstract

Endoscopic submucosal dissection (ESD) is a minimally invasive technology for early colorectal can-
cer and precancerous lesions, offering multiple advantages such as high en bloc resection rates, or-
gan preservation, and excellent long-term prognosis. However, pathological upstaging after ESD,
such as adenomas being upgraded to cancer or deeper submucosal invasion than initially assessed,
significantly impacts clinical decision-making and patient outcomes. This review systematically
summarizes the definition, clinical significance, assessment criteria, risk factors, and management
strategies for pathological upstaging after ESD. It also explores potential directions for technical
optimization. Risk factors for pathological upstaging include insufficient sensitivity of preoperative
endoscopic assessment (34.9%), complex lesion morphology (220 mm), non-curative resection
(27.7%), and operator experience variability. Clinical management should be based on the depth of
invasion (SM1/SM2 stratification), margin status, and lymph node metastasis risk, with individual-
ized treatment plans formulated through multidisciplinary team discussions. This review empha-
sizes that precise assessment, standardized procedures, and a dynamic feedback system can sys-
tematically reduce the risk of pathological upstaging, providing evidence-based support for the in-
dividualized treatment of early colorectal tumors and precancerous lesions.
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1. 51§
1.1. XY

TGS B e . TS5 B 2 1 R PR T 4 B L W b T st T 2 R R, eIt LR 45 Bzt b e 7%

FERTIRAL : 8 F AL 38 7T e A RN B P bR (B 1 A8 AR R BRRS ,  n Ja k JE AL AT e AR A
X A Al A B A I RG 9T LA TR AR 1]

NERE N RIBIAR(ESD): AHELRIE T % B AR (ESD) & — Mt W 82T MBI FRER, BETS
DIER B B B R AR T 2 B R AR AL o HoAZ O H AR 9 5L 30) T8 i (e T A2 < IR e AN N
R SR BNIGEIRIT RN B KPR B2 M OR B 2 2 45 M A DI RE[2]

1.2. ESD B9i#s

BRI N R B AR(ESD) O RON IR IR E AL Bl b IR iz O RaIsAR, B2 4EMmes. \ik,
ESD 5l TGt N F R RBRYE, REB0 D) BR R ALH AR (>20 mm), J0IH AR AL AR ASFL I B 1527 19
A, REREY R T ABAITHERNAETEE . Hik, ESD REUsRUL B MbRA, T RSB VEAL R i IR
FERYIZOIRES . ESD HIREHRYIFR 2 1A 96%, KHATHE RUF, 5 FREAFEN 93.6%, Flihs M A A7 %
N 99.6%. It4l, ESD 7 88.6% MBI IR T B i g5, PR T kAL s DR, &% TARE
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AVER R . SEGTARMEL, ESD f/ME T I MATEGLE IR AOE, et 7 EETEIRES. FiRg5wIkT
H A 2 it RS RTIE VR BT FC K SUIBE D7 B, ¥ J 1740 188 i IBE D 88 - %W 50 ESD Y
PRISEFIFRBE T KV IBIE B2 22 SCHF[2] . 2, BT ESD fEW ARk . LA UG . % B O BE AR 1t g 2
PG RIRE T, ESD TR 545 L e AN A AR K B S B R T T

1.3. £5EB% ESD BREARHIGEKRE N

45 H i ESD Ja IR ERFE S, A5 G Be 4 T SRR e sl R LB IR (R RS IR, kel I PR Wk SR RN 99
HESCHEE, CHBEMWRIT R flin, EIRMEE FZE(T1b, >1000 wm)siootk BV i 2 0 7 ik
— B UPAR R A R KR[3] [4]. 47K FUIZR(HM) N BE P A7 7 5% BE IR iy, 2% 8t — 2B 1 s sl
ARYUIBR[E]. o BEF L3R B R B RS G T i, JUHR IR BE R MR IE(SM2/SM3),  H 5k 25 %
BEAA[3] [4]. ESD (s B H 1) % (>96%) [6] [7]FEAK 1 5% B B A R 10 AU [8] [9]. 24 7H4% M T1b
B, WS R AL 10%~15% [4], T B —DFRFM. AREPPAE I RS, KAFRA (>4 cm)
FHERFIR B RIA, W “REABILT DA AR D) ZOIR A AR IR FE VRS (R ME[10] . AEKIATIUS J7 T
S ESD VR8T R AR 2 SETCW AL A R AT 90% [9], (ER BE T 4% )5 7 B K N T T LA 4E a7 A 3
B2, MR ER > GOt TP VAT S A O E B, 3k S I XU A (1 a7 R e IRV 2 R YR T AN
FR[11] [12]. Mz, RBIFNEFE ESD J& A9 EE TH 2 T Ah 45 B g I AR Va7 I G B R 4%, iR
BEPRAE RIS

2. FRERFHREIE X AT R

45 H i ESD Ji R BT e SCAAR BT SR s 3R L5 AR5 BRI 2 Al 2 57, BRRIUN AR G
I EE P B (15 AR 8T B IR IR R o XS R E R L 1) RETIS WK GBI 8 ) R
T 75 [V BB LE R 5 BT G o B IR R IR I8 (SMIC) s 2) AR BT AL A 2 25 T2 (<1000 pm) 9% 28 7
ESD Ja 4 R B T IR 11321 (SMIC > 1000 um) sk i KSR AE (B W i SR A0 . AR/t 41 41%5%) [13] [14]. T
b BT OR S5 FRR AL R R BT 1000 pm R AR AR s XU, ATRE R B TR
[11]. BE4h, RSB IRR UG A K, T ELEAIRIT[12]. BIPETIZEE RO VIER)$E7R 5% 5 8 X
B, ATRETS EHE— B N BB T AR TH[13]. ok, RIEAELERREIRE, I slbk R AL A7 AE th T L
PR A E AR [12]. HARFEENE, ARATHEE SMIC FIBURMERAK(34.9%), HAKAL /AL 1 ™
HYE, FEURBITEN 8.0%~15.7% [11] [12], JLHETE KAV AL (>20 mm) BB A S 24 Ms A8 . R,
ARIGIRIA IR AW S brie, Xt AE76 Bk DB 51 (151 2 B 4 00 2l s AR RS AE) IR ARHE I P45 7 3
FPVPAS,  DARE & 15 T Bl — D I FARIARIT[13]

3. ESD BERBEALNEKRER

S5 H W ESD JE MR BT 2 Z MR Z e, 4G DL N2
3.1. RATAEITANBUERERE

P VAl TEAS I 7 )2 20 I I8 (SMIC) 7 T 1 USRI A B, R 5 RS W HERR R 34.9% [15],
XAEPR b — N ockphik, SR IXFS WA X BRI 20 mm (955 A8 B [ 37 g 74 Jiee (LS T) 8%
M) B o P 3K 2 1 95 A (R AN SRR HE AL B P A K 30, AR 8 B T A AR A TV ] S X 4l
228V T AU A A0 SR BRI T IRIE TS BOR B AN 0 U B35 . X RS W 2 R B S BUR T
e, ARJG LR ST 4 E AR T U SRR XU 1 975 A8 2 B s 5 ) S 78 48 A Bk 3 OF 1 8 S R R (1]
[12]. XFHZ I 2 S I IR RS IR RS 1), KA ARG IR K SMIC 7] 68 5 BB AN 56 42 I V) BN 3E 24 11
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TBIT RN, RAEM MR TIRIEFEE . BeAh, Fol B KA sl [ 9 e B iR (40 LST) Ak 4 14
WA R, 2 SECRIEREARA . Hk, A9b W AR 5% B2 W AR, 7 2 et g AR mR
AR VA v Af P
32. HETRIEARE

T N R IE R B B R YT U . B SR B, B ESD VIBRbR AT 15.7%/E4E SMIC, {H
WA 8.00%% 4 1% 2121 (SM1, <1000 pm) FIFRE[16]. 1R B 5 S0 o R BT IEAG R A T R &k . A
JEPRBETCIETTEE X 4 SML R IR I SM2 947, L& NB6EE 75 (EUS) X T IX 40 <T1b AR 4 et R
72%. —IZ OB RN, 2SRRI 1000 um I, KT S5 R RS KU I 2.19% 2 35 19 i F) 18.7%
[17]0 IXMERE T AT AR IR IR T B3 — D IARIA TR . [EAERE I, PRI (iR 21
B BE R AR R B D B, K ] B R S A 4 S RS 2R DR DG . R AT R R AR TP A IR
R BE (A 6 M BB B A A), ARJE nT e RILEIR IR, M 7% Z it — 0 FR[11] [12].

3.3. MBEXR IS

B W AE R VR R EE R BUS fahR, R ER, WEBERAS BABERINGE, BE>
20 mm F9p5 A8 EE BE /N R AR AR JE R T IR e (SMIC) A XU v 3.2 5[4 XA XU 70 J2 2R 58 T
S OIS, JUHGR BRI [ FE R OB (LST-G), B4R 30 mm FJ5 A2 o HY I 25 5 i Y
SMIC KAH, 53] 15.4% [17]. tLAh, 456 EEDPRRGXTEEAT AT SR 2 Wi, BV ERA
TR T A RFE 10995 22 (19 4 (R I HLAT B RS AN TR B 70 ) N + e 28) BE B Al iR B3 AR 1) SMIC XU 5 5.8
W, T omiE 5 R VTR A D v AU P B AFAE AR TS 5 L [18]. IXLe RS AR S AR R & 1 E N Bk
HBEAT A T S UL 2 AT A B, e RO B AR KRR T A R F) 706, AR XU 73 )2
XA EEE VR AT LR SIRIT RS, BT DS S IE M VIR BRI £, Rl 24275 B R AZ .
R LST SV 013 02 25 s 2 AF DG PR B8 i B P08 it o BRI, FEIR PR SEBR T, RGTIC SRR L8 2 W S H0nt
T I 7 TR LN 2 4 R LA S it 7 2 R SR S AN T Bk Y

3.4. BRI

A6 AL VIRRAE B B VI b R AR R 20N 27.7%, S5 FE K K RS UM 5%, g BH 4 (36 B A0
D) IR BV AR AC R R R B IR, L Hh AR A B (I L2 LW e ) AR 3 2 00 B e
DRI 2o 3 LU BH 138 8 Y8 T ) 2 o Bk F2 v (AR i ), L RTEIRFER IR AR, . 2
JECR R ANILZ A BRI K 23 A & T R BB e ke B e o KU 552 B UL i 5 R T BROR A %
A PR PG O, IR R T i GG A AR R AN JE B B A 1 5 B A PO U . L AR B B
D143 02 w5 T 45 I s (34.1% vs. 12.6%), X Y5 B 1At 2= SR ) B [ 2 M P sl ek PR o 7 5
PEZSIA], 5 2 s 38 B (0w 270 i 9 3 B AN IR AT 5 M5) AR 25 DIAREI O &R, DARC e 72 B A 28 0 38 MR 1 1) PR
i, FrAIX LRI R AR G N T RO VIR HEEE[19] [20].

35. BEFZRMPLFRE

BB RN IT L B TR RS BRI T R 2R (ESD)R YT 18 Wi Jag i PR 45 SR (14 5% B D g TR 3K
BT RERTIENE T AR & PR ORI Sl A PE e, HREEUIBRREIL 72.3%, MiRfEE
L9 AN L B TARBEAS L AT RE P EDIRRAN 58 42 IR IR EE PG ANERf, MOS0 B4 1) XUz . ESD
FIBOAR S 25 1 S WA L BE U 1) 2% ST 26 B2 SE R T 50 1 R IR 5 58 i 200 91 AR 84 2
FEG, )RR B EBK(72.3% vs. 90.7%), AFAE 18.4 AN 73 s LR ZE8E . UM FARE R — B HCR
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TIX—45 R, FHAESHTEIE 100 ] ESD FARMTL, H RO DIBRFIAFH] 89.7%, [FmdE AL B AL
2 R 3RE, K RRE R LERFIENR/K T (3.2%) [21] 2250 2 I ERAEE LA S E SRR i AR F T 55
SPTTA E BA ZE  IXAPEAR JAR S G WLZ Y B YA I A U o XA A 5 AN 2 BB LR 22 PP A
W] e SR IBR VIS, AT 3 068 5 B o Btk 2 I AR JU RO IR 12 — — TR 4B [ 3R B i Jis 48
(e B R SR PR 27 B 7 SR [22] o

3.6. WEME

AN BIRRASE VIR IfER R 22—, NS TS A A A Pkl . iAok, A
RIS AT LA B B AR sk Z ORGP PR SR IR, X7 B BR A 1 2 AR Y14, IR AR R R R &
AR A R o AL RS o L (A ] 5 MR S o7 B PR ) T e EE I A Tk AT 25 b R R B, 2 AR
MR R, 5 AR (WA S i R 2 BB BB B s DR G SRR T “ Tedhzd” Xak, FH
TS 7 R AR Ry . IX AR 4 12 8] PR 18 3 BORIE P i 32 4 [21] [22]

4. TRIBFR B IE R E TR RS

45 Ll ESD Jm AR BT G BB TR ARIRIIR L . VIGORZS AN LA e b8 s, SR 20 )2 T3
I

4.1. FRIBZFEFTTMG

P ESD Je il )R H OGP B X B D) A BEAT AP 4RI ELRTITAS . DA A2 W il e e o 3K —
ARG BN W B 22 SO AT S AT, SR I 2 S BRI I R 2 R, FIADIER
PRARIA AR E. RS H -

4.1.1. FETRERE

SM1 ((REFE TIRIE): & XCONMRRIER R TR T RN E =02 —, BAEAFEREVE <1000
UM o 33X AR A R bk B 2 B 88 KU (K2 1%~3%) M ¢, An SRV s AR AE, I AT REARS 7 Bt — 2B
FARTFT[23]-

SM2 (IR Z I FIZIE):  FFAE AR %7 35>1000 um HEANBHIE T2 . X IR 5 il L aE 5688 UG 2 %
FHIR(10%~15%), 7 B2 FEAR VA T TF AR LLSRII 56 4= 1) i 22 3%l [24]

4.1.2. R EELERIBFFHER IR

AR : S Af P A e Ak e e (B D2-40 Tk L4, CD34 - M) A7 40 Ffili 4k B2 (L V) RN e ik
(VRIC. LVI AL A5 R ARG 0 4.7 £, 10 VI 45 fLAT 37 HIOFH 9% [25] -

MRSy ARYE WHO 4325, RN R 0 (G3) B 70 1k (GA) H S R B 12 2 M B W4T A
X BB R b5 o e ) B R R A A R R AR R N A D[ 25] .

4.1.3. YIGR7STEME
AKEAEE B G0 A0 ATREE, AN RO DIBR(VIZ ok B IIR) o PHME R EL D)2 (VM+) R B IRE )
BRATEA:, PRI T At IR ENUZBE AR . BFFRIE, W VMERBIRLIRTT, JRiE RSN
28%~35%, [l 75 B K B EAT T AR Bk (9] 4n 285 i 5 BBk B D)) A SR B 5 4 (1 Jev e 175 %«
AKFDNZ(HM)Z R HM+ERIMIRIE N B DIBR A 2 AME Ry & . BUARSE I HM+ 784G i rT L@
I HE S ESD EH (I 68%~75%), {H T 5 B i A S i () B2 R R (Eik 40%), B HM+5 ]
W REREETF AR
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S R R R S S e R 2 I, T SRR SMIL 5578 T LAz 3
MU RSP AP, T SM2 R ASERAETE LVINVI (AT H 75 B WA 77 3 TR DI DA R A .
SYIRTR T 55 R 22 4 VR S A B 2R — SO A A 377 [23]-[25)

4.2. YIERE

SR KON BAPE(E RO DIRR), SRUGHATAMASMRFFEAR T, DLRRAR R B e 1 XU
BIE DI MBI, (BXF A7 SM2 323 M RIEBUR o LA SR A, BN %5 kT FAR T, DA
HERR M S5 5 R 1 7] 5E[26]-[28]

FHEIZ (A RO DIER):

FEVIZ(VM)Z R BV E V)% (VM) R R BB A 56 4, o 4 i m] e CORE = LS BOE IR
2o WHRERY, R VMHRGIREIRIT, JRE KRN 28%~35%, [t 7 & i T F AU BR (1 dn
S5 171 B UIBR B VIRR) DA SE I 56 4 1 IR 1S B -

KDL (HM)Z 2. HM+ERMIRE N BV BR L 2 AME o & . BARSE I HM+ 784G i rT LLE
I H S ESD #HATE B (T H: 68%~75%), {H HY T+ 2 B il R 5 i ) 52 K R (mik 40%), B HM+5
511388 55 75 EEARVA TR

RO 17153 973 722 Hh 1) v IRV ARRAE -

SM2 #211(>1000 pm): IREERIE FRIE S E AL (LNM) RS ZDIAHSS, A SML 1) 2.1%38 in 3]
SM2/SM3 J§ 35 ] 10%~18%. 41145 (171 41 JSCCR I ESGE) 7%t SM2 i A8 AT G PE A, BIAE)
ZRIVE[26].

MAERIL(LVIVI: i EE IERICLVIE LNM R 5.2 £5(OR = 5.2, 95% CI 2.8~9.6), M
ARV G b R A 5% o A Ak Y (19 n D2-40 Tk L) TR s kG vt 1k, PR SR A FRE A
GuiayT BT RYIBRTEH[27].

KA Z%: WHO 7348 G3/GA KR IR R BT N, 4 FRERAEMFERFS)H
62%, i GL/G2 & A 92% (p < 0.001). X L5544l 75 B A BT By R F AR DLAL BE A% #2[28] -

4.3. ZFEMEAMDT)iTi

MDT i /& il & MR T T7 R DAL KR 7> . MDT Fi 458 BB RHEEERE . IR RN E)
55 R A U (BRI S VIR, e ML T 5 Sh i AR e 1T B VIR, B A2 w] 3 Jo) B AR
VIR, =R BA RS 0 T AR BT [29]-[31]. BHXT 45 B2 ESD AT MDT ¥
Fo AT EE © BEAai RN Sl S NN G G EdE, i =248 B BRI IR AR
RIS @ SiaBrrn ELE B (I SM2 2 IR HESI AL L A ALIISY), BKA ctDNA
HEEALhR S SEPTORLI, PHAliitk 45 e A2 MU [32] [33]: O X H &Mk RILBUR >t 7> »
PAAT IR B LR RGP B IBR[34]-[36]: TS ks e XU 8, TR 4 8 JIBFA 1) ctDNA )
SMEIIE S 3D B N EERETI[37] [38], EAREIZITAR . T 35 W R R AE 0 38 57 B (CTA H) [
B IFRER 3 L (0o I s 711 2 Fa 4 CPET PFA%), 118 WAk, 701 B KRR FE P A [R] i SR
e

B RETR N E BN TR HEVEAY, S 2R EAMA T DO BRI TR IR T 5
ARad 2 A H R

5. PR ESD ERREBFARHBARMAL
WEAR 45 EL Y ESD JE BT A S 75 B 4 P R AR, 1207 T G4
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5.1. REARFIHERERY

B R PR B RAR ——WsOC B 1 AR (NBI) RS BOE R (BL)——5 N T & GE(ANFBIZ
W RGEA LS G, TS R AR B R IR R (SMIC) RS I BE F1, AR A% 48 110 P RO R e PR ol
R TR PR 55 3 3 2 AL 280 I et 0 (1) B A ORI Al I 57 45 40) R RS ET 456 NIBIL FRRR S U K38
MAEXTECEE, REBERJI SMIC FIRHEME “URHEIR 7 Fo M BURE 45 380, Mg m 2 Wrigusd. BLI
FE AT 56 0 KO ik 2 SR Z G TR Rt LR, A AP R A IR 51 “ (e X i ok
SR, BRI . ERIERE b, 51N AL B R 2 S i KRN B RGO, AT ser 4y
MR B R AE H TR R B o XA Bl T HR A  DUBUE 7 AT BE X35, 90 NONRH . X 2 B R AL
BRI T U228, I RS HEIRTT IURIBR B 1 AR —— 151 s G 0 e S92 Vi (SML) o A8 103 BE VR 9T, BN
IREEIRIE(SM2)J B AR A VDI BR o JRTM, IR L4 R 1) 72 BT 75 A PR bm HEAG B S R = T AL BT
e fig JIAS R EEBRAR[39] [40]

5.2. AL ARPRE

AR BV EOR, oK) o0 #r, AT ARSE BT R G SAEH . EREAET Rid i
SERF R AT EER RS, AT A AMRHEE AR AR A B I 2 21 % I i sh A R DD Brin 5, 3 4wy S I MR 52 )
B B2 PIPE(RO VIBR) AT REME:, IX — fCFE 2 BB ¢ TR A4S BIE 92 [41] [42]« AMFRIX LGS W 7 L) 2, L
FH I F 5 S5 80 T G € 70 ] £ ) B el R b G i M s o B B2, RIS, BB A B o R RRSe it 7 2 4k
B, e TRIER FEVEAS B M . IX S R VAL TR s, A hnsE 1 R A SR A 2R
il R, 22 I B 7 W T AL AT oW 8 BREGIE , R SE AN MEAL B TFF AR 0URI 503 i e 242 il il o
T DTHR[41] [42].

5.3. FRENRERARH R P EIERH]

AT ARE T RIEIRZE F AR TACTF R ENI, HEER Y FRAE ATk 92.4%, i VIR %R 72.3%.
X —ZE PRI T MU T SRR B RO A R 7 i ) SRR R MR [43] 0 X e 8 TR 55 FR v Ak 15 DI B L1 S
Jiti 22 2R A BN DA KA o3 B R bR e 2 DDA DG, BT i S R R AL A B2 T AR R e 5 — 3
PEo R T HE— PR ERIT RO, IR ARE MAUEEAT 70 2 B R BB ——Fan, fEJek ESD HTRIER
& <1000 pm (R ¥ 2 B8 R IR (SMIC), 1% TR BE R AR WME T AT B & FARVEAS, DR
IEFEFF AN Y T[44] [45]. [RIERF, #ESLREKAOA G RG], 8 2 4 B2l 230 2 22 2 -5 R A2 Wior
iz M ZES, ned 7 iREEsl. X—&REBEAMUTEE T SMIC 7KK, @HES) T i2Bieafi /G
777 MR AR dt, FAORE T IR PR T S50 BRI IE 2 [ f 22 0, 4R 1 RS VR IT SRS ) R FE[46]. @it
BEUTFRENSRM LA EIR JE TR 15 2 F0E R 22 S I, XA BB R R T — 4
HIRLMAES RS, BT TR R, SR T KR 2245 1

B, FARMAKIZ O T EL—A “REHEVEA - AR AE - Zhas Bt A R4t . 8id 2
REGFARFHAR, FERPRBIEAT 5 EEEE, 7] DL R GuE B AR AR S5 o B 24 1) AR [47]-[49] -
6. HiLSRRRE

ESD Ji5 M B FF 2 167 3 25 BV e R BT 28 o ) — S GBI PR A, FOARVRTE T AR AT VA 1
JRBRYE A AR DA SRR 22 5 o AR FE AR, o8 BT H 0 B RE AR T U S (1) bR ) F F3
Je (A R R [3] [4]. 20 )28 FLSEmE (Bl SM1/SM2 4335, Z2¢RMME) C R E ek E TR, 2 4T
o HEAFZEAT15290% [29] [30]. BEARMAL, 473 e N BEARR A BRAEROR, 040 R Ab 1 AR FT T AL )&
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RIEAN L o RT, BE— RS N TR RE R B 43 #7 2 4R i R e P A b D IR

AR TR TR A LR 5 il

o FHUORHIPPA: TFAREETIREE S IR TN, TR T IRIEIIZ W, a5 2B g (1
REFOCN B RMET), LA SMIC 12 W I HURE .

o PR IR AL ARG ESD HHllfA R, IR RIEE R A S VIER R IR [21]

o FIENEETE: FET 07 hRED(BIIE R DNAYK A 5 5 R AR FRINEAY,  DAE S ML
IR D7 SR 1]

o BAZERME: WRBCE NS - SMRRET (B B VIBR S G LS T), DU ERIG Tk

19T B AR5 4 IR [30] -

JS2FH FCS A R - P U I S A4 A S B T B8 AE A IS A SR PR U7 28

W LTI, AP R BT AR, S ESD MR 1 B RS HEE AR, RS

4 Ly - PO RO 19T [ AR A
S5

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

[7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

Luo, H., Zhao, Q., Wei, W., Zheng, L., Yi, S., Li, G., et al. (2020) Circulating Tumor DNA Methylation Profiles Enable
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