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Abstract

Objective: To explore the theoretical basis and practical pathway of implementing an individualized
“dynamic margin” strategy during sublobar resection for early-stage lung cancer characterized by
ground-glass nodules (GGO). Methods: We reviewed the imaging-pathological characteristics of GGO,
analyzed the consensus and discrepancies in current international margin guidelines, and summa-
rized the latest advances in intraoperative navigation and margin assessment technologies. Results:
The traditional “one-size-fits-all” margin standard is not adaptable to the biological heterogeneity
of GGO subtypes (pure ground-glass nodules [pGGO] and mixed ground-glass nodules [mGGO]). Pre-
cision risk stratification based on the consolidation tumor ratio (CTR) can clarify the invasive poten-
tial and recurrence risk of different GGO subtypes. There are significant differences in margin dis-
tance recommendations among international guidelines, while intraoperative technologies such as
three-dimensional reconstruction, bronchoscopic localization, and indocyanine green (ICG) fluo-
rescence navigation, as well as margin verification methods including frozen section pathology and
molecular imaging, provide technical support for individualized margin decision-making. Discus-
sion: The “dynamic margin” strategy formulates an initial plan through preoperative imaging strat-
ification, dynamically adjusts the resection range by integrating real-time navigation and multi-di-
mensional verification technologies during surgery, and can maximize lung function preservation
while ensuring oncological radicality. Conclusion: The “dynamic margin” strategy, integrating cut-
ting-edge multidisciplinary technologies, is expected to optimize surgical decision-making for early-
stage GGO-type lung cancer, achieving the best balance between tumor control and functional preser-
vation.
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1. 5]

A EBRNE CT (LDCT)I £ 4 M 5 521G BRI 3k 20 B3 5w 1 il 85 B 35 25715 (ground-glass opacity,
GGO)RrtH =, HHEAE <2 cm ) GGO #4 R B 1 A4 1] 3X — S HES) Wil U] BRoR (B35 it
BB I D Re 32 BRAEE BT %, 188 MR E R RO 2 GGO A A8 1 B ik A
R[2]. FEE T WIWE 50T JCOGO802 [3]41 CALGB 140503 [4])iESE: KT EAE <2 cm BJE B AR /N0
Jil%E(NSCLC), MEffirt VIR AR AR S5 /AR S T IR A, BE5E 1 HAESMEHA T o i) HE AL,

SR, St DB AR 0 ey i BEAR IR T AR VIS (0 78 70 1 o A S0 BE B ARHE( “>2 om BB ELAR )
[5] [6]7E R0 A MEFEY) AT A GGO LAY [l R Phik . M4 = 73 #8% CT &I, GGO 7] 43 A4l
J5 35 35 45 15 (pure ground-glass opacity, pGGO, CTR = 0)5 & 4 B B 35 45 17 (mixed ground-glass opacity,

ik
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mGGO, CTR > 0), 3 7EREIEA A A7 2808 i P AFAEAR T Z (7] [8]. pGGO £ KILANTEMELEK[T] [9]
[10], 1 mGGO sEt a5 th 512 i e L5325 IEMIOC, HLEAG %0 FUH To ke X e L SR 28V
[L1][12]0 3Bk “—J1Y17 M € VIS ARAE S BUR R L B b (1) “XCEREL” - % pGGO i BE VIR it o
RETR R, XImi12 281 mGGO MR Re PRI A /& 3860 Ja) 35 52 8 AR o

HHIRT GGO WAl Y bR AR V) #E B br A G IE i R S50 R 5L A7 AE 23 40, ™ R T iz Ut
KOO H%, IHZRRARSGES pGGO/MGGO M H: CTR 2 E 5. EANKMK R, H
W R SHHEAMERT T2, KEUF . VIS Ko7 g sent &0y Z, A2
FERAMARA D) S SR TTIR v AR R G VPR

NRE BRI, REEREIRIRH “BIEUI%” RS 1RSSR EAR TR TS HE R = WA o
JZ(pGGO/mGGO + CTR 7 ) WIG il & MR Zk it FEAR S, FIFH LR SHBAR T AALILT, 256K
HHOKIR 431 4 2 30 TE R B R B D SRV e o ANZRR HIA% O BEARTE T9R & 2 R LIy, Atk 44
it i SO it Pr-B70 o AR P D7) 5 e SR AL R S ) SR B 5 SRR T, AR A S IMORI AR VA S5 T T e AR B I e A
A, A A S RHA T I AR S AR BT AR

2. GGO MR % - RIBFEMS STAS Y15tk
2.1. GGO TFEMFR - RIBEXKSEMEFY

pGGO TEFUAGF R NI SI M RS BERAEBI R, ANHE S il V8 BS54, O BLA J5t DA 9K
T AR B BT W RE IR O o HTREPEWTT[9] (1313, X THKEAE <2cem ) pGGO, WM IERA
Ja B9 10 FF R AEAFR TR 98.5%, R E KRBT 1%, B HAEEREY 21T . (H2—TgAN 24 T
WEFLI Meta 20 BT 7R[7], pGGO AJEIiHLH 2 60% M JE A7 % (adenocarcinoma in situ, AIS)EXIR i AR
Ji(minimally invasive adenocarcinoma, MIA), =i [lifi (invasive adenocarcinoma, IAC) (5 H ik 27%, H.
HAp P HOREMG R M X — RIS S RT R R [ 141828 GGO —MEIA I G EE R 3 AL AR FE IR IR 0
B OETR  T Pk

FHEEZ T, mGGO M I3 5 it . CTR K/ 5 s i) 1l Jm S 3 ARG, S i DT 11 52 RS
CTR MG INFFLETm[15], 24 CTR > 0.5 i, SRFMMER VR, #lmRELE T #E L CTR = 0.5 AR,
¥ GGO 43 NEE B N ERY(CTR < 0.5) RISy ERI(CTR > 0.5). I LR, mGGO B3I X
BRI AE MG BERE . BRIRE T AL SR U CRAE RN 11.9%), 17 e A 3B S DX 3 e ol 7L S/ e AR 2 4 1y
1RZERS 5 LLATIE 28.5%, 1 5 #E R (spread through air spaces, STAS)Z VIAHIE[12]. H T Xty 7
JiPE, mGGO [MFAR 30 55 Me DAERf S i S PR 280 . s AR SE 1 oy BLAR 2/ T B AR 28 4
FEOL PR FE HIUEIR T 20 Al .

2.2. STAS: GGO YEftHIB&AR rh N4k H Bk &K

S FEH(STAS)E Nl i (1 — PR 28 VAR, WA YIBRAR G RSk M EEARE R, W)
GRS A O PRAR . LBV TP 51 . H—, STAS £ TSt plisy & L= (CTR > 0.5) i 28, iX
S B R 1 AE R S B B A R0 IR L SR RV [ 12] [16]: =, DUAUEHRY, X TMEER <
2 cm ] STAS PHIEREE, WA DIRA S R R AR 2 S TR DI AR[17]. B ™IRHE, KR
VKR D) %t STAS [ H R BUE A FR(2 56.4%) 18], BISEA A%t P11 25 55 B2 VE Al il = Cn DI &/ g LA Ll >
1), V3TCiEHERR STAS T AL LA B s R B R KU [19]0 2 7 BA SR T XS STAS il it i R U1
Gz W BRI XFP STAS AHRMYIG ARG 2 5, #E—5 308 TR#E GGO WAL K CTR 43 )= il >
IRA ) 25 SRS (1) 0 LA
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3. HarlGiE s E: KRS Y
3.1. HEERANS IR

I bR g g FE e S i - DB R b U] 2 E B AR v (R R WA A AE I S 22 S, G FLAE B ) B BB 45
(GGO)A[EIE AL [ Ab 3 5l F (2 1),

NCCN F675(2024 v4)$E7F WAl - P B AE F F<2 em FI 41 R HE /N i fifi 34 (non-small cell lung cancer,
NSCLC), ZERFARVIPET “>2 cm B> EHE” , HARIX 5 GGOs ] CTR % 7:[20].

KR i 40 R} T 2% 25 (ESTS) 2023 FREE[21 4% SHFALF g E 1/3 XIBRK pGGO, 1T HE
PIBRA s 0T T it o e X35 pGGO, MIHEFAT A B VIBR AR . XF T mGGO, —HHEFEMEIBR AR RS
WMELEA. TR IERTT R, MBI FARNMAE N EIEARN . ORISR BRI, 2R 2R
HRIEE R R L ME— A BEE > 1 om B/ MRS BL4% i (margin to tumor diameter ratio, M/T) > 1.

HAEEE 22 2 it I R 29T R (2024 R [22)4EFE: X TIRIR 70 ¢T1a~bNO 1. & GGO sy H.
AT Mt AR JE I NSCLC, Rt de 25 i8N Mtk )RR, Jrp il Be U BR R RiAE v B e R % T [F AL T
cT1a~bNO HA(E i DI R it £ A5 & G  FoAth ™ B JORE S AN B AT It VI B 1) v f J8 2, AT BRI V) B
A, BN AR AT RRIE T 5. RN FE R SRR, TG IR Al - D 4 77 Qi B V) BR BRI VT %) »
BIda RIS R V)G BE RS > 2 om BEMIR EAR

o LR (2024) [23 17T Al DIBR AR I G AL B B3R T SERE Ak () F AR 3 4 7 b i ——3%
T CTR MALE#EATHESF: O pGGO: AME 1/3 XHEFHIEVIBRA: /4t 1/3 X elifiti Be N By 2 &
i B/ A BB . @ mGGO: CTR < 0.25 HAME 1/3 XIEFHEBILVIERAR; 0.25 < CTR < 0.5 #EFE B
PIBRA: CTR > 0.5 HEF Ml i 2 B DT B AR (126 46 M B U0 I IR 2008 DR R rh bk R 285 VP Al B4 s BT DTBR ik
TR AR R IEARY)G IR RN “>2 em BO>MRE RO B B, BRI DI R B R >5 mm; A AT
PEAEAE 5 mm, DAUEIE VK] A A UESE UG I . PPN, 7 P il B e I DI BRR

2 IR 5T 1t — 0 SCRE MR D) 2 580 o E-Sherif 2824 KL, V1% <1 com B JREE R F L2 ETHE(19%
vs 8%, P=0.003), il % /b>1cm. Mohiuddin Z5[25]3Z FFX<2 em 571K A 1.5~2.0cm V)%, it 1.5cm
A WAANRZE(P = 0.033). Sawabata Z5[26]42H M/T B > 1| 5EIF M. Moon 25271581, X
 GGO (Ml e, VI =IE R L > 1 vl 3 e s .

Table 1. Comparison of international guidelines for margin distance standards in GGO sub-lobar resection

= 1. EFrERIX GGO TR YIRAYIEE AR A RIXTEE

FaRI/HER pGGO (CTR=0) mGGO-CTR<0.25 mGGO0-025<CTR<0.5 mGGO-CTR> 0.5
NCCN 2024 2 cm B>MREESE >2 cm B>MEER >2 cm B> B2 >2 cm B>E B2
ESTS2 023 Vi 21 em 2k % 21 cm 5L PIZ% >1cm 5 PI% >1cm 5
>HEE A >HEE R >JiR B4R >JiR B4R
PERRGIEN 2 om sl 110 22 om MR 22om SRR 22 om S
R S . BVl +>2cm Jie P B8 it BB 1) o
REFEIH 2024 >0.5 cm (B2 DIER) B +>0.5 cm Sl £ (52 cm S EL %)

3.2. Bb SR REI

3.2.1. pGGO KV IEE R 21l
NCCN 59 E g h#EE pGGO VIR “>2 cm B> EA” o HHNHEE Rz isdEn] geid T
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. JCOG0804 W 7i 3R FH[28], pGGO H AL W ALE, STAS, *IF CTR <0.25 f4ME pGGO, #2
FEVIBR(VIEE > 5 mm)if) 5 4F OS (overall survival)5 RFS (recurrence-free survival) 7515 99.4%F1 99.7%,
10 4 OS 5 RFS th5i#id 98.5%. Li 5[ 10]4ki& R pGGO RJ52Wi 4 IAC, 10 4 RFS 1559 100%. Kim
2913 RS mm VIGEEE R E KAFRRENERE, HIRIEME S0 TS TASMEIEHR = 8.21, p =
0.063). IXULLERPLIR, MAT “>2cm” FRfEXT pGGO AT fEid T/ 4%, FHIRIEHARIZ BEM AT N EE S
b NORvIES SRR

3.2.2.mGGO I CTR 4 B4 EE S

T AR AR NE” (<2 cm, CTR < 0.25), A HEF[2815AE, £ 0 1% R & B A il e
PO BR AR (R ZBIEVIRA, FEAEBLIE DIk 1) 2 4= V) 25 85 55 B 8 15 8 9>5 mm) ] 5 4 RFS ik 99.7%
(90% E 5 X [A][CI]: 98.3%~99.9%), 5 £E OS N 99.4% (95% CI: 97.5%~99.8%), 7t /il 1% A 31 il 8
FAHBYE. X BA—ERIEFFHER mGGO (WM <3 cm H CTR<0.5), JCOGI1211 [30]% =Bk
5 4F RFS 1X 98.0%; Ma %£[31]7EHERR AIS/MIA Ja KB, IiBUIBRAR S5l PIBR A 5 45 OS Al RFS &
Giit 2R . Zhang ZE[3213RIEX T<2 cm H. 0.25 < CTR < 0.5 i, BRI 5BV 5 4 RFS 16
Gi it 25 5(97.87% vs 97.73%, P=0.987), {H%} 2~3 cm H. CTR<0.5 &, #JE VI RFS & 3% 51£(90.61%
vs 100%, P = 0.043), &Rl BEUIBR R B PE B2 B 1) mGGO AT /bl 3 . (S E=Em
&, KIARE U EonBIE AIS/MIA B3, 5 5 R Ml K AERTE 10 R ATE 5.6%~7.7% [33] [34], 4L
RAMTAIZ) 87~97 AN H o PRI E YT AR v die KRR B £ B it S5 S5 (lroks HE R TR DD B ) 0f B — I FRHL 2
HAEER .

%o B AR 281 1) mGGO (<2 em, CTR > 0.5), JCOG0802/WIOG4607L [3 ]3I S Ml & U1 B2 A B i - 47) [
BATHEE 54 08 (94.3% vs 91.1%), HEKJGHSZHIGEIGIT BB 51(93% vs 80%), AL 1 il
FRTE MR B Az, R4 Hattori Z5[351AN CTR > 0.5 J5 L7 404y, 12 Xi Z[36] & CTR > 0.75
I AL Sk /AR 2 LA Rk B 4 e A R B T Jing 25 [37]1HAAA CTR > 0.75 5 TA 3 il e s A
RMST R R 2R . Rk, VIFRAPRIE R R R R G E AR B 28 S0 [38 1315 2% S ik
i, V% < M BEAE. BHEERERES - X3 E K (locoregional recurrence, LRR)J G A 2. —Ti[A]
EPERE 7T 39146 R WS 4E 1 (<3 em, GGO > 10%), V1% <0.5 cm A1 CTR X} RFS 5 #AER M, 82
H M/T > 1.0 7] G & 5 0] 58 1) Js 0 B2 R T FE A5 o

SR SRS HE TR IS B A DI BRI 42 28 M GGO 3, — TIVEFE 19 AN ORI RTHEME T 1R [40]1E7E
BT, HUL“BER <3 em HEERSY <2 om” AAFREGERALS CTR), LA S 4F RFS f1 OS 3%
A, BUERTBLIIBRIIAE B RN . T T I RIEE B TT[41], AASEPER AR RN AR R R
/INBE, CTR) A THIN 4 2154 57 BRI P30 (1 S AR Fa e, DR et SEPE Ry <2 om BROM B8 45 38 1) TP R 01 B2 R 18

Zi b, A CTR 73)/2 8 mGGO FAR M i€ #R4t 1 H AR, HIFEmE—KZ . HaiiEdERm: 1)
VIS N BRI TR (AN CTR BUSEPE R SY KN BIASTHEE ;s 2) SEVE RSN 45X K /IN AT REAE 79U 4 W7 Hh 5
CTR FEBIEE Ay o 3) 28 JE it U™ i i X PR TR it R AP I 2 . BRIk, “BhB T4 MUK
T AMRRAR - RERE R E V12, BT A BIAR o SE i S-S PR B R SERURE A D) B S5 VD 2N,
NTITTE i3 42 1) 45 T i A B 2 100k 31 B AL~ F- 4 o

4. RAPFEARBFT: MNEERKESCH FM

P P53 3 AN ) S A vt PEE MR RSO R i D 5 67 S5 DD K S I o GEAE R, R 3. Rk
R THMABARN KR RZRTE T PR, #15 “sh&U%” 6 7 EEE MR DH.
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4.1. R EMFHAREH

4.1.1. ZHER

4 A I AR EOR AT CT 5048, Biish ik Ihdghk. SO M Z4e UG AON S W 5 0RE
W = SR, REHER MR 50 . il BRI 3 B H BRI BEIEAT OC R o ZHEAR S AR BT @A, FAM
R ARFOAL A o SR HEAME[42], JCH A MEALE SR BT [T e V) bRl 2 nT kAT 78 53 (1 F AR A5
L, REEAMENTFAR T RIS HAKYE . TR, AR R A8 S i R AR 2T 30% [43], =
O L T K AR ) R PR A 85% [44], AR AR 2 UK e ) AR R Re A A AMRHER AR AL F R
P, KIRZEMFARB A BOR b H MR S FARRI)ZH[45]. BV DI, —BO it 7t SR,
TEFARIK P A = HE A I B (n = 36)38L T 100% 1 R FARLGR . MAESH 4 CT x4 (n=
32, A 4 BIEEGB)FRLGEARFEMEIIG——EZFBEAGITEE L, MR T =4EEmh
46, {H =45 2 AR TR R AT S SRR CT B, 380 i & S0 S48 S evk e, L
O AR A AL T KR ES FLA T IR AR AL B, R R R S B M2 2 AR, W] RE R
BSIEH AR E, AT 5200 A ] 2544 (9 IR 1R A [47] o

4.1.2. XSEFRBIENR

TAREG I E N ARG BT SN RE RSS2 BT, B ICE N Hir
Pk S W DI BRVE . BN HIFR G 33 BB (48] G if[49] [50] SAURBIARIC[S1]55. 1M FH X SE
B30 N e AL 3 i 3 AU B (virtual bronchoscopy navigation, VBN) 5 H i 5 i 37 /< B 4% (electromagnetic navi-
gation bronchoscopy, ENB). £ VBN #fi By i€ fr B AR SR i 004 B it Bl (virtual-assisted lung mapping, VAL-
MAP)H A, Jilik T S AR G BRI CBH 2 1CG B F R VRS B H bR B BT SO FIE T B8
TR SRS RE RN Z IR, P I8 v LR A A 2 ) AT ) I 25T S R 22 4 ) Y B S LA
ATHEYE 2 AT AL (5218 98.0% M BRIN VIR K 87.7% 78 2 VIRE . A HFFLERII[53], VAL-MAP
At Bl A S DD B AR B 97 R4 N . 1 ENB 7b 3 B TR, A AR AR Sk SEt s A S
EBTTAL, PRSI E, N5 S SCE HERIE BARm AT B[54, B AEA ENB BN
AR AR ICPI(RFID), ARG 7 RSB N 4517, 8 U0 SHA0E 5 o B R e B R VI PR 2k, 3/48 T2
WSV [55]. —TUE A3 HT[56] 47~ , ENB FRICHIIZIE 96%, VBN Arid iM% N 94%. AT ENB/VBN
FR FEMAARTT CT 215, MARPIHERGAL  FlA 5K S W E 5 T 3508 45 15 AL 2 52 0 b 2 8]
BRAMWARN “CT-HhZR" ) [57]. AWF[581KY, #IER CT (Cone-Beam CT, CBCT) A {E AR H =
YEFAR B SE SRR, B SEI MR 4% SOV 5L R MU AR T4 T e A RS i 1, {2 CBCT Fq EAERFE 1)
ML FARZENAT S BB E AL & ROE M A B, E0 T IRE TR A2 4577, Suzuki 55([59]3F
AT EAE <10mm. RE >5mm FIg5 T TARFTFRIS, Tamura Z5[60] U2 H HE <15mm HIRE > 10
mm S5 AR ERE BN AE, PRI T3S & SR S B e AL

& g g fatt, RS RBETE A RIARI . R LR S5 2 2R X, JF Ha b 1 %
PG RSN g, MR, AR IR . (B A RS SR B e AL A BB
SERLIN T — 2 B F R [61]. 1ZIT VLSS AE T F 2 — M AR BRI B FAREOR #H F ARG LR
AEBIAEH, FIRNZER IR BRIER R Ik E G SRR RS
4.1.3.1CG A S

W5| Wk 3% 2k (indocyanine green, ICG)K M FHIF AR ZRA T FARBUEE . ICG 1ERIELLIM R LG k],
ghe NS V5 ATG R PO . AR ST 21412 % B4 (near-infrared fluorescence imaging, NIRF)4%
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AR, ARG A NI BLD SR D2 SRR RE 11, ICG 42085 £ B AR F KN 53 EHE
e AT ERAE AR R B R RE(Z 30~180 D),  HLZEMH S M B £ 4E Ak 5 b i1 ST e i Jeidid
HEEA SRR, TEXAUERFNRHBIEA[62]. 2T FTUESE ICG-NIRF N T+ 16 fia 45 it Bt
DIBRAR 22 04T, e PRIs 0 5 B 1B~ T - 45 4 T AR I 11 [63]-[65] o 1245 A IE ik SI2 B T WRAK il B3 &5 A RS
HOIE, FRARDIGEETE RS, I BRI 75 Hh A DIBR IO W EAR L) 2% . Wada Z5[S0]HOBFFE BoR, 1CG 51 S
BUI B AR BV 2 B 2R B B T An e i 8 R « ICG-NIRF (87 P Ji B AR 3T 40 il B A 30 1) e e, 9t
53 JRE BB BB S v 5 1ICG 5 5E B s Rk BHLT J5 735 1CG P S . B R 3R B, WP ICG-NIRF J7i2: %
BRI o 3 S50 RIEIK - P s EY A, FEHATE T SRR [66] [67]. IT#] Zhao Z5[68]54AA
H I S SEL BB 608 3 80/ ik i 9 B 1CG SE I VIR AR, RIS UI4EE B N(16.5 + 3.9) mm, FTA Y1435 9]
P, KT A B BT IR L. BALR ICG W50 BB T SR A D%, R BRIR T3
WA, B2 AV 2R FHIE[69]. ICG [k A TR /RSB R U R, PR i) 2
AR ICG. ™ H COPD. i< i Bl R UURA 8 35 B (8] ~F- R ) 22 ] REFRAIK[70], A FRARE 5ARH =
o LU A BRI R B & . HIT LU B IR FEA PR, 0 TR S, 1 ml fe st ASRASE 4 1Y)
FE[71]. MEARERENE, BEEBAMRIEINAL AR, ICG-NIRF A% 5L A BRI PR 1 25 2508 7] REa T

I5[72].
HAGE fi e R
WAz, FETA (BERE CT R WAWE B I bIgme, TLGE
SRR MRS AR GEFA  ESREAMER, 7 R ERI S 4, A
WG, B L “CT B %R ABhSE 035
e r i et e g AR TR, FifE <15 mm. B > 10 mm
TR PRI ST g m, BESA B TR R
it BRI WL 2 1

IRERGSIT R R 2, e /B (™ 5
JASM S LT SEA . BRARDURR) BL (A
PR RFA IR

LG LR, ATHETAR
IS T R S I 5 B )P 1

it BEDTBRA B[R] [ AR 51

ICG 763 HMA ST AL

SN, BORIX LT A S BT O R A E R B DIBRTE L, EEA TG B T RIE T R I
WE, B, U575 ZUL R HOR SEI P W U150 15 B s DT B A 75 A2 5

4.2. Rep{IEHISCRTFIHT

4.2.1. R¥KZEK (Frozen Section Pathology, FSP)

TERPPA D) 0T i ORI R AR ¥ 22 00 EL T o SR 25 R0 AT 73] /s FSP 5 B 20 BRIV A — 0314 88%.,
AR BAR A A SR E R UIBR A A, DI R SRR, H—B R4, HEErnER
MAAFRMRE . B # FSP SR UGN, AMRHER A 2 — 0 U1 DGRBS M DI 2. JCOG0802 1%
SR G Al ) B AR FEAT FSP #¥4l, CALGBI140503 ' 84%M & T FSP iFEYIZoRE&. 7
CALGB140503 36 H AT A U1 B AR [ S AR DI 2 FHPE R 12/281 (4.27%), FSP IERIRA T 12 D)
ZEE I 10 44(83.3%). [FIFE, Ortiz Z5[74] W 7RI, 75 642 FlvHRIAT M )RR B R, Rk
HRARH T SR WA 8 il 3 TR i) 7 1(87.7%). $27R T R UKIELEL Wi R ih I i B . (415
HEAAE, 5 FSP 4R “Z/ORURIEMERE” , HMEES > 15 mm. CTH > 450 HU, W& ERR
B i R AR R PR e, S AT W D) BR PTREAS SR [75]0 BbAh, — TR RIS F A 14 A 72
[18]iIAN, FSP BEA mfe A S —3tk, (HXF STAS Ml Uk tEA 2. Brbl, FSPIFIEsEE, Pk
DIGARAE— & BIPRM], WHURE R 22 . R IR i A itk R0 M ER A . 4 SR A R R A AR 55 (76],
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DR AT 5 O S I A 7 9%

4.2.2. RPYIGHBFERE

AR DI A A BB AN R TS VI ZOIR A 0 2 F B 77]. Miyoshi Z5 A\ [78][EIEIMERF 7T 289 41
R BT A TE W4 I S A 2 B P A AN 7 0(2%) B T VI E R gL, B 6 BB <
1 em. Bk, SR PSS G 4T O HEBE 40 520 2 1A RO FAR VI G M4 Z2RAs, BT 24540)
PE o<1 om MRAE, BD(ELNHRSEE FONBAYE R s bW, mIREE T K HARE S« Kurihara 25 A\ [79]3—2
FER T BT 22 H3(AC)TR A I PG E] 6 #E kS AN ML A8, wITE 20 70 Bh N s2 D Al HLIR%
4t HE Ge UK. %0 50 RS A i UK R UL B1e Wil 91k, (R ERIE 1CC 2 W DI BAER) 4
Bl B EHH 2 B IURE/ G, P ARA B2 R it T - ) B AR J5 PR 4 2 D) 40 IR 2 1 I
IRTHR. (MG ERET RS, 77 E 2 K070 DU S e i = .

4.2.3. RhsrFrki%

AR5+ B4 (intraoperative molecular imaging, IMI)»& 45 715 5€ A A TIZ VPAl T VR BOR o Hod i i
DNCIRE 5 R R e AE AR BN R 21K o CEA. HZUE ARG )45 &, SEi TR IR At K s
Bt HUGAETES, WIIRATREAEARIRE . —IgIAN 92 L EBFE 12 F0 1T HIG R R,
IR 52 AR BE 138 275 OTL38 BEENL 12% AR RAER DA, FEEH 9%BHRHNBIER I EDIZ, 4
26% M) EF IR . ZBE A IMI U PR R /NT 2 BRI E 251 U, 0T 75 2l B s it
DIBR I BERSETTIE 24801, HETAHSE T G AR IRIG(NCT04241315) IEFESE T . FoAhE M) 555740 EGFR
PUARIA JE Byt (Panitumumab) [81]1A1ZH 28 (A EFAE 9 B 527 VGT-309 [S21BAEHRZE . #HiA pH #uS Yy
KOREF 22 A AT, H AT IEE AN SRR H RN FH (83

4.2.4. RPIRA K

ARIPFRA RGBT TR B SR MR PR VIR A 2 SO UE 8 Us 1T CT Hi, [
AR MR R KR SIS K. SR ER, CT & 1R SR AR5 K AMhR A B8 i B2 & (r=0.971,
P <0.0001), KU FEEIERMARA, R CT HoRAEAT FEM IR EAAAE IR HEE DI, 3
B A 0 RN 2 B S AT AR T R B S I R AR [84] o (EASVE RN, INE KW FUR IR
CT & V)2 EE B BOR J5 i PN 2 40 0 10.6%, $RARHMRHEE AT iR B I 22 57, JUH T L stk
AL B IR [85] -

5. g

ARLER R G HI 7T A DIER AR T GGO AR VIS AR RIAZ OB UL S RTHTHERE, H e
FFRIE T “ B V) 2k (dynamic margin) ” HEE FRFHA R 510 R S REBRAT . X HIE IO E T RUE S« —
TIV1” g aShaE, M N IETARATRE D Z . RS ST S AR MA LTI Gk SR &

H5E, ALEIEERY]: pGGO BEATIEVEEM AT N, =5 mm PIZEI AT 2 ARG #5K; mGGO MR K
KB CTR FHE MG, CTR > 0.5 W7 5™ M IV GARHE(>2 om BRMIRT ELAT) . [ B i o 0 D0 25 44
FANAFAE L 2 72 5. NCCN 5 b [HIE T KR “>2 om B> EAZ” , ESTS ¥ B{EME>1 cm 8 M/T>1,
1M AP RN S OB CTR 70 2 9 Z AL R . SRR, KRR =4 dE . SUE S
SERL ICG 2IEFALARAR T UK. dIE2E 500 7 RS, VIS M0 Seif vHAli 5 R B R0t 1 OB S8,
SEHLT N “RIGPEYIZ T W RS UIG” BB AR . FEBLIERE b, ARSRIREE— DR “EhE VI KK
SCEAE, TEEASELI AN -
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—RARMEFTE PR CT WH GGO A (pGGO/mGGO) b 52tk il sy b7 EL(CTR), #HlEWILE I Z it
R——pGGO [ CTR < 0.25 ) mGGO KHBIEVIFR + =5 mm PIZRIA] 2 iRiG % K: 0.25~0.5 CTR [
mGGO 7 R4 I B AR BRI sl i Be IRk (DIEE > MR EAE); CTR > 0.5 1) mGGO HEFEMT BB (V)
P >2 cm B EAT), CTR>0.75 FHIHE WM. EAERERLS, EFERAUTREY, Lty
LT R /INAT REEE CTR SEREAERA TN ZH A 2 WAL 515 [41]. BRIk, ARSRAERIE 77 )= SRS I, R % e
S “CTR + SEVERGSY KN BN VAl ARE,  DAE— D3 s RS 23 2 I R 251 2 R FBAE R RE HEE

TRAPKIEZRESHE RIS RET =4 =@ MR AR, AN 0T il S 25745 R SO B A B
SENL(ENB/VBN)EL ICG R FMT, VISVl LAUKIR o B9 LA, 06 ST B A A0 i 27 50 OB BRE, R
HbR A AR RS E I D) BE . TR BRI A, AR UKRPE XS STAS R I U MEA IR, RITE
FSP 45 S AR I PR v FE PR 55¢ STAS FEAE(IN CTR > 0.5, A8 2 S il B ) S B0 R, ANRHEE A2 B R
E TR 1k I SR, B 36 AR D) b e () S ity 335 24 3 K ) e 90 B 2 B I D),
FERMAUK IR B A, DABRAC PR e A% 4 5 BR 3 B0 Je 8 52 R AL

ZRE O ELE TS50 “HRvaTE” 5 “Thaetk” BI-Fdr: 8 ARHT 2 28 % pGGO i FEVIBR (1)
Z M 2 cm 4HIE A 0.5 cm), [FIFFEAK R CTR mGGO ISR B XK AR rp SRIBAR MR T BREE 451 2
LA, SEBTEEF BT T I AW e tE, LA Z E RO e B T T IR FAR A

ARSI RBRE EEARB N o, O EfaFs CTR BIEER = 2 dO KFEA SO SLBAE, H AW
SR R 2606 K/ CTR MRS, 22 EREMEMEA FHR T =, Rp o7 g & B H RIEIE
GRAE, FRPREERR W B BTG/ 7 kR H=, R ZE T RIEAR, £K GGO. £
EEERREEESRAL, TEZi; HW, R & T BURIR AT AR, B AR AR R
HmEshk R, HA, KRR PHEKBIIGIhEE. A6 E &k DAL, AE WA BER AR
PR

6. &g

“ENAVIG” KIS GGO WA K CTR IR HEDZ, e =i, JOUSM. Rk
VR ZRSTOR, SEBL T - DI R DD 2 R SRR AN AL AR AL o N T AE W CRAT BT AR VA O [R]I, oe
KRR CR B Bl SE BT RE, JCHOERC 31 GGO LMk i) AE W2 e itk , NI IR S S it 1 mT R AU B B
e, HES RIS RHA ST R ARG HEAL - MR TT AR

SE
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