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[(BR] £HRICHEIZLKBORIOFHIEERAET XU HATZhZh 154.7cm, 158.2cm, (p f& :
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Figure 1 KBV 7 ML BBENDEL 2 —F1 > DEEER.
KB5 3 RTEE CT enema (CKBERADE2—F1 L PED
BMTRRINTWVWB, 2Dt 42—51 L IRNREELEG % RR
TEIDICDEEL D0, KIBETY 7 ML BEITIER SN 3.

EEAL U720 72 51l & 5 v i 2 IRgTEHANS
HOL Y, BEMED HVINEE D T CIEEN D
o7z T4, KRG 3D-CT (RAEPIHEEE, CT colo-
nography) OEMGIZ XD, AFWIITWIBIKTK
GO S % 3RITO MM THESIZEMICEHIT 2
CENTELI NI,

RFFETIXHRAL T 2 ) I ANOKBOES %
KI5 3D-CT THBIWICFTIMI L, T+ 2Z &%
HEge L7z, KBRS IZ&EKBoES, BXIOD
SHKAE G L EEE AT LK SI2a T TR L
7o ThuE, SR O R S PREBENHER K
BT VRS THEE ) 25720 THAH. L
2L, SRS ICIRE L 72sHIE B EE R TIiE s
DENAECDLUREMED D L & HIWT L7720, AR
ZETIESKELGBLOERBORES & £ Lo TER
ThHZEE L.

I WRETFE

HARANBEZ, BEHAT ANV Y —FHET
2010 4E 5 H 25 2012 4F 3 H oMM I =R M2
& LTKIE3D-CT 7% L 72 50 e L TR A
AR L TIEII) 227 T B L 7254 650
Laxtgl Uiz, 7 A0 5 B, KET 2005 48
2 H 75 2006 4F 12 H oA 50 & DL TR A
ANHFT LS A 7 OB & G255 S 7z
% it ik (6] i R 3Bk ACRING664' C© TCIA (The

Cancer Image Archive) D7 — % X— 20 |25 5
825 170 & BEAMER] & B X e L 72 650 % & NHH
RSl L7z, WL b2, BEIRARZ &I
£ 0 KGO & SERIDSHEE 26, 7— % KIEL
T B IREGNIMET 2> H BRI L 72,

Wegg ik - CT g 2EE M & b2 165Dk
® Multidetector-row CT =fHH L 721920, HA
NEDOIFESATITETEE 120kV, volume EC @ SD
#7E SD20 F 7213 50 effective mAs, collimationid
Imm IR & L7z 7208 NEOHREEIIEE
B 120kV, 50 effective mAs, collimationid 1
mm PLT & L7z, 8RS, ks &I RERT
ARMHL, 7200 ABETIEREET A BEiEA
## (PROTOCO2L, E-Z-EM), HARABETIZREE
A ABEAR (HP-2, SiI3M, EHKKRM
DI DHHEBRERBE,SHH) &2 VIEFHE)
WRERIT ZEA Y A7 & (REHER) 12X D iTbh
7210202 EARIER O HZA X W & b HEE A
2O E I ENE 20-25mmHg 125Z L 72 Ff 5
EL, FEIRBTAFEAY AT LA L2546
Wi, RSN ENERT b B ENED
25mmHg 123 L 72 i x BRI 21T - 7222,

WEOESOFIAD KB 3D-CTIZX 5K
o & SEHINIE K@Y 7 b (AZE Virtual-
Place, #RA &4t AZE, W30) %A L7 AZE
T—=JAT—vavil&l), KpEREohRZ#E
LR, O F R 3WwIcH{§ (fly through) @
Yy =74 VREBESABNICER SN S (Fig-
ure 1). IENAL & JEEAZ O 2 A7 2 242kt
LTKEDOE Y 5 =54 VRBIER 1T 72, K
W 3 ICHI% (fly through) ICBITA L% —F
A ¥ ORI BT 2 5 B 5 £ T D
HENWICFREN L Z L EZFHL, &@ABOES
BLUSIKELEERZ G LES % 1EHNIC
DEXZNEN 28R L, TP R ERNL
720 KWIRIZBWT, @KEoR SN2 5 R
A E OB (Figure 2), & SR
B DF S 1ZHLF %S SD junction £ TOFEREES L
7z. SD junction & 7 % TAT#EM & SRR OB
B EBEEGEOES &Lz BEE RSN
iix, AZE 7 —2 A7 —3 a ZIZBW AR E
RSN D KNG 3 RITHEE & 2 RITHE{% (axial 14,
sagittal %, coronal %) 2SHESHIZHIEITL 2 &
MHHFETH Y, FHELZGEOMBEIZBIT HILM
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Figure 2 £XBEORS O REAOBPHRONFHFHURICKRS W TS, REHFEM

RICHIST 3 2 RcEf& (axial 1%, sagittal &, coronal 1&) 3 ABIIC 3EE THRRSINTHY,
ZhZhOERIICS WV THROKHNPRBEEBUROBRMABEE ZOABRERL TWS. [Ifr5H
FEAOIE COERISHRT (F@EAH) CEEBFTRRIND.

ICXIS T % 2 RcE% (axial 1%, sagittal 1§, coronal &) AP ZE@IIC 3EEFT RSN S, 3IFEHED
2RTEGESBTZ2ET, BEBLBAOSI0BEVNEOHERIRSICULAHERICRET
B3 ENRBETH B, AIPIA 5 SD junction £ TOMEEEISHRT (FEAMH) ICEEBRRESNS.

5 ORfEE A FlEk - #5F L7 (Figure 3).
FREHEAT @ M ROTRICBIT 2 FIHFERHmOZEIC
B3 2 #E11E Welch #05E, MBI 7223 5 #ET
T vz, HRANET 2 1 AOKE
DOE SOV O LIS 5 EHE t g2 v
7o, M OREO R & O REIZ—ICEE O 5
SR 7. P<005 CREMFIICEEZESD D
EHIE LTz, 72720, S RIOWZE TIEBERE KD

KREVTOERETRED T, Met¥mIi=
(effect size) AVNSWHREMEDH L. 22T, W
HOZEE R DBEHZIE p-value 721 TiE 7% <, ef
fect size b & b THES L 722 ~% Effect size D
H%213 0.80 TRIR=EAYK, 050 TRIR=EAH, 0.20
TROFE AN EHIWT L7225 SEHENT 121,
JMP®9.03, SAS®9.1.3 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary,
NC, USA) #fHH L 7-.

Gastroenterological Endoscopy



438 H A LEs NS A SRS

Table 1 HROE=.

Vol. 55 (3), Mar. 2013

HARNGE 7 AN A A p-value Effect Size
N 650 650
il (%)
] 59.6 589 0.1057 0.14
range 50-82 50-84
el 0437+ 0.01
B 329 315
s 321 335
"Welch #5E. # x 2 MGE.
Table 2 @KBORE (cm) OFHDLEE.
HARN T AN p-value Effect Size
N 650 650
ESOFY 1547 (£204) 1582 (*+21.7) 0.003 0.17
Lont g B NE 329 315
o BHoOES DT 1543 (£21.2) 1583 (+225) 0.019 0.18
LD N 321 335
THEOR S OFH 1552 (£195) 1581 (£21.0) 0.066 0.14
N 340 338
E30¥ 1532 (£195) 1556 (+20.7) 0.116 0.12
50 FEo N 181 158
BEORSOFH 1513 (+187) 1556 (+219) 0.049 0.22
DO NE 159 180
ZHEOR S OFH 1553 (£20.2) 1556 (+19.7) 0.898 0.02
N 256 224
EEDFY 1552 (£20.7) 159.3 (£21.0) 0.033 0.23
6021t ko N 131 120
BEOR S OFH 156.6 (*+22.8) 160.7 (£22.8) 0.155 0.18
D N 125 104
THORES DI 1538 (*+182) 1578 (+188) 0.112 0.22
N 54 88
ESOTY 1618 (£227) 165.2 (*+256) 0424 0.14
70801 BYEDO N 17 37
BHOE I DY 1680 (*£26.9) 1621 (*£238) 0417 0.23
D N 37 51
THEOR S OFH 1589 (+20.3) 1674 (*+268) 0.108 0.36

71y ARt BOE.

m # =R

& DR (Table 1) @ ARG Tl HAR AR
6504 & 7 A1) 71 ANEE650 %4 DA 1,300 4 % w5
& L7z R -SRI HARARE T 329 44,
Ltk 321 %, FI4ENG 596 %, 7 A A ABETIR
Bk 315 %4, #3354, FIHHEE 58I TH -

7o, MR SEEOTPIEEH S L ORI ORI 21T
RO o7z,

ERBOESOFHOHE (Table 2) : HA
NBEE T 20 1 NBED RGO S OFIg13 400
RTENZFN 1547cm, 1582cm, 50 1L TZ
Z 1 1532cm, 1556em, 60 % 1t T & I &
155.2cm, 159.3cm, 70 & LA T & 241 161.8cm,
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Table 3 SWIEISLEBEASLAES (cm) OFHOMLS
HARN TAYHN p-value Effect Size
AEL 650 650
Ex0TY 633 (+122) 625 (+122) 0230 007
P B N 329 315
BHOE S O 635 (+130) 628 (+126) 0453 005
LD NEL 321 335
LHOE S DT 631 (+114) 623 (+119) 0351 007
N 340 338
EXOTY 630 (+114) 614 (+116) 0059 0.14
50t B0 N 181 158
. BHOE S OT 621 (+112) 613 (+122) 0511 007
D N 159 180
HHOE S DT 641 (+114) 615 (+112) 0033 023
N 256 224
EXO¥ 634 (+128) 632 (+124) 0852 002
60t Bk AR 131 120
& BYEDE 2 O 648 (+145) 640 (+128) 0641 006
LMD NEL 125 104
KRR S OFY 619 (+106) 622 (+120) 0831 003
A 54 88
Ex0¥y 649 (+142) 653 (+135) 0880 003
. BP0 NE 17 37
TORELE BHOE X OT Y 688 (+156) 652 (+131) 0.380 025
D N 37 51
KBRS DTy 631 (+133) 653 (+140) 0459 016
H1 v IR, € R
Table 4 BAADHKROABOE & D&
ERR Wk 7k
50iAC 60t 70RELL L S0 L 60mAC 7oL 50t 605 At 70mELL L
} T (em) 1532 1552 1618 1513 1566 1680 1553 1538 1589
ERBORS e 00136 00020 03778
SHEIB Ll P (cm) 630 634 649 621 648 688 641 69 631
At LS povalue 05723 00407 02755
—ICHCIE D5 BT

165.2cm Th o7z, 50 e 70 Pl BT, HA
NBEE T A ) I NBEO K OR S OFE kKT
FREIA SN o 72, 5B LUV 60
ROERKGOREOFHIZBNTE, LHITT A
DA ANEDRHRABI R THEEICE 272, &
HEB L0 RRDOERGOESDFIHDEIC
MEIFIEEE RO 0D, 7 X AHD
FHRARELY &5 THT D 35cm, 60 %
T 4lem BWZIFICHEE V. 20720, &

%5 LV 60 ADOERBOE S DOTPHDED ef-
fect size (T ZNZ1 017 B L UN023 &+ &
WETH Y, S FaIcs B g1/ v I S
ns.

SRkl L ER % AT LR S OTFHO LK
(Table 3): HARAEL 7 2 57 NBED S IR
LEGE AL RSO ITeEdRTEREN
63.3cm, 625cm, 50 % 18 T % 42 4 630cm,
614cm, 60 A TE L1 634cm, 632cm, 70
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Table 5 7 X ) AADOHKEDOKBNOR S DLLE.
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EOE Bk Ly
50i 60mkM 7oL S0 60meft 7OmELLL 50mkft 60t 70mELLL
. Fiy (em) 1556 1593 1652 1556 1607 1621 1556 1577 1674
ERBORS e 0.0007 00984 00017
Stk L gy P (em) 614 632 653 613 64.0 65.2 615 62.2 65.3
P43 L-ES pvalue 0.017 0.0874 0.1263
—JThLE D5 HTHT.

LA TENZEI 649cm, 65.3cm TH o7z W
THOERBIZBWTO HRAREEL 7 X ) 7 AR
D SRk & E s % A5 L 72K & Ok
BY72 #5013 S N 2o 72 50 AR DI R - ¢
WEHARAFEDT AV B AFEIZIHRTHEEIZED >
7o, F DL 26cm 129 X effect size b 0.23
ETHITNENETH B 720, AR R E
NSV EHIRT S LS.

HARANOMAMoOKEOE S0 (Table
4): & ROERGOR S 1350 M T 153.2cm,
60 A C 155.2cm, 70 AT 161.8cm TdH 1, it
RBEVBIZONTERICELS o/, —H, &
RO SIREER & ER A5 L 72K S350 %t
T 630cm, 60 #fLT 63.4cm, 70 AT 64.9cm T
Sy, WRMICEERETROR»o72. HEHIT
Aol BUTIERGEORI B IO SIKEE L
HEEAFT LS LB ITHAR LD I2ONT
BREICELS oy, WETRREBEORS
IR RTEE Z2 72 XFRD T Ao 72,

7A) A ANOMREOKREOK SO (Ta-
ble 5): &g o RKEoE 1350 %MK T
155.6cm, 60 i# T 159.3cm, 70 /% T 165.2cm,
—h, SIKHF L BB % AT L 72K S 50 AT
61.4cm, 60 %A T 63.2cm, 70 AT 65.3cm TH
D, EHE50RI SRS LN DIZTONTHEIS
Fl otz WHITARL E, BEETIIIAR L BE
DE SN L ETRRO o 7208, T
BERBOES IR ENDICONTHEEICE
Koz,

v Z £

KBFEOEEIZOWTIE, ERPrSSTET L)
ECTHE SN T & 72, Bryant 138 A 160 %4 0 #rfE
HRENZBWTER TR RBOES ZFHIIL,

FOEEO¥HIZ 152cm THh oz &y L Tw
59—, HRANOWF & LTI, Sadahiro 5
R X SR CHARN 920 % (14 434 4,
P 486 %4, I 576 %, LY 56.1 %)
DRBOESEFHIL, &@KBOESOFYIE
1295cm (B 1259cm, 4 132.8cm), EGE S
WG DR & OFIIE 526em (B 523cm, &
P 528cm) EHUELTWAD, F72, LGS L [E
U< XA THARAN232% (B 1120
%, V112 %, B 551 5%, LT 581
) OKRBOESZFHILEE L, @KBoRS
DT 1749cm (J314% 170.7cm, %1% 179.4cm),
B & SR O K & 0 FH13 662cm (5%
66.0cm, & 66.3cm) E#HELTWBEY, (LS
OIETHRRE VO, KIFOE S &L gE FE,
JEGEE & 13O AHBIRIARD A H N W R T
Hol:. Ubo2o08HE i, (ZIZFEEYIZHA
ANDOREGOE S %3G X A THE L TWwb
DL T, KEORSOFHHEIZKE 2E:
DB D, THULER X BBREICL D2 KEOE
XOFHINZZFDOBEEEIC L 5T, KREZEIAEL
LUReMEDHH L ERLTCWE. ZOHBEE L
T, KBE 3RO IRE L2 TH %
A3, W X SR TR D 7 1+ v & L oK
Z2WILLETHRZoTCEIM - BHL TS0
2, FHEBE IS 2 & B LAz EEZ LN
5.

MNER O e oS & LT, Saunders 5 2%}
BT BRNE IRE L2 K o0 [ 52 358 & J i oo (g % 1
LT7Y 7 AN114 4 CFIg 61 %) TN 1154
(P 63m%) OREGORS % igahkis L7220, 7
DT NEWENDERGOR S ORItz e
M 11lem, 1l4em, SIREER EEIGZ &5 L2
SOHFRMEIZZFINZFI 33cm, 34cm & LT 5.
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COWME TRIEEORE S 2 EANIZH S IZER
LCWa7:0, MomE &) maEhilfEs - <
W5, bItbNOMETER LTI T ANETEAN
DERGOESBLIOSIREERG EEGZ &5 L7
ESICEITVEVIHRTH- T2 —H,
Madiba & 1373 X #iiRd 2 AT, B A%
5770 AN39% (CF¥48i%), 4~ FA49 4
CFH56 %), BLUHAN21 % (C(FH6LE) TK
o & & IbEHE L2, 779 0 AOTF4E
(SR SUE SRR NPIPR F ee N e i =
3ozl LTS, EREOESET 77
ATHEICEL, SIREEBLERZAFTLCES
DOFHL 7 7 A 6lem THALDIZHF LA~
FA, BAZZENZN 41cm, 44cm THY T 7Y
ANPEEIZE» o2 HE LTS, Dl 2
SOmERFTLEOLE, TUTAN, HA, £LT
A Y FADNEH TIIRBOESITEVDYA LN
HTWRERTH 72, bNUONOBFHETH S,
HANET X)) 1 NEDHIZKREOE S OEITH
FHEAMICEERIR /NS W E W) s & —F L
TWh,

L Wik Tdh 5 KM 3D-CT 1, Bk TKR
G528 Akiis & L C DAGEERRREASHE ALY 2030 R[]
TIEKIEDRAMRE A NI 4 VIH B s
Fe LTHRESN TS, KIETH, Fekick
RENTE 2D OO, FIAEWIZEIC X DKM
AEDYFENE S LT\ %5239 K 3D-CT & w7z
KD & OFFTIERICK T TICHEPHUL S
TV B AT O H B9 ARLEE A R EE R
WO, HRAIC L 25EOBE), WG
B 2HEROIEERMVERRO T ETHS.
PubMed T [ (colon OR colorectal) AND length
AND anatomy AND measurement AND human |
% keywords |ZMZR, & A WIXEHRFE Web T [ K
D E & 1% keyword [2MiZR L 72 80PHIC B\ C,
RWFFED £ 5 12 ANFEH 02D TR 3D-
CT # FW T - MG L 7235 13580 o 72,

AIFFETIE, HERANE T XU ANOESHRIZE
5 EREOR SO IgIEZ NN 15647cm,
1582cm &7 AV A ANDFH 35ecm 1FEFEICE
Mo 72 (p-value - 0003), effect size 1£ 0.17 C
HY, ThL Teffect size #3020 LLET/HhE V%)
RHY EHE] IZbW Vw0, FEENRIRIZ
BEAERVHIBIE NS, HEANET A1) B AD

EXRIIBITLSKER L ER T AFIL-ESD
L ZENFN 633cm, 625cm TH Y, HiEsE
(p-value : 0.23) B L UIFERRIE (effect size :
007) b %ol KEFFRD LI TN
1,300 &L K& WA, MEHNICEETH S &\ ) i
BIZRDRTVEWIELZE L AT REMEDSD
L8%  SF ) Ay IIVEERE TIUIHRE
TNEEE B 05, I, E IS EH5E121,
FHEMIIEEEN R TYH, FRAELBRINT
LUREMEDSH D, 22T, TNV K o TE
1t42Z LD, FELINIIRETH LHR
& (effect size) b &H b THMN L CTHE L.
Xt E MR ATIGE, ERBOR IO
WII AR MRS EXDICONTHEICEL &
ofz. LhL, TONEEHADLEHRABMETIE
ERGOESBLIUSKER LER T 65T LK
KEDITHRY ENBIZONTHEEICELL o7
5, HARNZ TR L B8 O R S ISHET#H
LEGRO Lo —F, TA)AABMETIE
LB E DR SITHEI AN 22 TRO Lo 72
B, T AYHANLETIEERGOE S 13 AL
MBIZONTERICEL o/, 2o X9,
R OZALIZH KRR TR L > TBY, AL
DAL EERBENHRTPEBRL THBL00, HbH
WIIINE IS & B2 L T2 DD, RED
HHAE 2 5N BRI TIIHL 2T A L
WCTE o7z WS S EKRIGORE SIENk &
HIZRL BB EHMEL TV AEAHY, — T Kha-
shab 513 61 ARG & 61 @ Lo 2 B Ll Tl
EREOESICEEZRO o728 HE L TV
B0 I L VRPN THLEZ R, &
FOARANEEE 7 2 I ANBEO T — 7 IERH I
SAEBORHEDH DL b, Stk F—REHO
B ZIZL ) S SR DBNMPLETH L.
RIFFEORAF L LT, 3ODOENEITON
L. 2, TA)AANEONENE—TRVWE
EDRZEIT SN L. ACRING66A Z N D NFHE
EEAN 826%, BN 132%, Zofiit 72> THD,
NEER D — Tl w2 & THEY, Lo
T, RWFERHEPELICHANEAAD AER O
Lz vy ZidTaEnw. LeLADS, 7 X
DA NBED SEMAFTANTHL L, HERALT
AN A NE RN OB THEB L 723
HBHGER o722 e, AFEOERITEW
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LbOEEbNS. BT, KR TIIAGOES colon. Am J Roentgenol Radium Ther 1924 : 12 :
414-30.

DOFHIIIAT > TW A D, BE QIR ESTOE W
ZOWVWTOMFHIZ SN TW vy, K 7k
NHEED 7N 7 1) YR (588 O R HSERIN A2 H
NRTCHEAANTE L ALNLEAHHDH T LIZDON
T, HRTARBOESICEEI R LD, KB
HiAZEE, R0, &5 VIdETNY — v R e
B D LMD 5705, RWFFEClakaf s h
Tww, HZIZ, 7T A AETIZHEES BMI
% EDOBHBREL TV 0, SEOM%
TR T ARAATHE 2452 LI13TE
Lirolz, TNHLOMAEHDLHOD, L2
1,300 % & KB TH B 2 &, AT WIRIRT
IEHEZFHIIC & K05 3D-CT 12 & BT CTH 5
ZEnL, HRAET AU I ANORBEOESD—
e B RD T T BRI 2 23ETH D L
E2D.

Ve &

HRNET AN A ANDODERGOES, BXUS
Wk L EIG 2 AR LR S 2, ABNISEWE
RCIEMICEHIITE 52 K1 3D-CT # W Clb
B MR L72. RO KRB Z2BE TR, HARA
LT AN I NOEKREGOR S ISHEHFENICE EE
ZRODLHDOOREEIFTTINE VWD, HAR
NET AT ANOERGORES, BXUS REE
CEBEAFLAZESRIBERNSETHL LV
L. =), BHRANET XY AR LD S
KON TERBOESIZREL 25,

W
ARIFFEIR LC, BRHBIT O THE &2 Wiz 72w
7o R RS LER L O B AR IR G A, SE BT
EITo TWiz/2Wi-BlHA T4 hvt v 7 — 5k
BT OB ER e A R H 2 L E T

ARG XA BT 5 EHEOFIGEAHL © % L
X #k
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COLORECTAL LENGTH IN JAPANESE AND AMERICAN ASYMPTOMATIC
ADULTS BASED ON CT COLONOGRAPHY
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Objective : CT colonography (CTC) is an accurate examination for evaluating the colorectal length.
The purpose of this study was to compare possible differences in colorectal length between Japa-
nese and American asymptomatic adults with CTC. Methods: CTC studies in 1300 adults (650
Japanese and 650 American adults over 50 years of age) with technically adequate distension were
analyzed using a colon imaging workstation. The total colorectal length and rectosigmoid length
measurements were recorded for all patients. Results : Although the total colorectal length was
significantly shorter (p—value = 0.003) in the Japanese group (average = 154.7 cm) compared to the
American group (average = 158.2 cm), the effect size (0.17) was very small. There was no signifi-
cant difference (p-value = 0.23, effect size = 0.07) in rectosigmoid length comparing the Japanese
group (average = 62.5 cm) to the American group (average = 63.3 cm). The total colorectal
lengths of the Japanese and American groups in the 50-59 years age group were 153.2 cm and
155.6 cm respectively, in the 60-69 years age group they were 155.2 cm and 159.3 cm respective-
ly, and 161.8 cm and 165.2 cm, respectively, in the over-70 group. The total colorectal length sig-
nificantly increased with age. Conclusion : In conclusion, we found that there was no overall differ-
ence in the total colorectal length or rectosigmoid length between Japanese and American adults.
The total colorectal length increased with age in both the Japanese and American groups.
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