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W ILAIRRIE 2 — . IR AT LA WS WGE CRC B I TS R 06 5T

o CRC WA THAMEAE , AT AR BUEMER AL, i n] LUK SUE R/ AL WSS R, IR ARansT. ik
B IR 4 ELIA IR EREAR CRC ZO A FIBE TR I BT Bz —, AR H FTZS B O 00 S 1 3R BIARL, 3 SR 25
L R U H R B A IR B A R Tt A T Bl AR SCRE A BUATAS B IR ) O A 07 12 B L AL IR

KR - SSEHIRRE s B A s BURUE ; R

ZE B (colorectal cancer, CRC) 22 FRE
DR AR 2 —, i CRC AR FRAE T J5 Ko LE
I E R R, HEBE RGO R, H
%zfﬁzf LA X d il [ TF. 2020 4R [ CRC

SV R A C BRI 2RI RS 2 0, RRAE R
7;2{%&3_ 55 Jiff), CRC HYFET - HAALEE 5 i,
CRC R WL 1 5 A A A7 308 1K 90%, T g 39 A6
TS AR AR RORIE TR, #om a2 Ra e LU
FG CRC BE WIS FAAETE i, M ha B
BRJRE (colorectal adenoma, CRA ) & JEIM>EK CRC
i 80~90%. 20 fit 42 80 4FACHI BL 1 i) -CRC £
By B e R R SR ) AR A, B IE R R —

i—%%ﬁW—%@%W—ﬁmzm&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ
H AT — M ok MR & R B 75 22 5~15 4, XM
CRA [PASHET TUZIGR B 1 T 70 2 iy B[] Fi2s )

1 2019 At A TAHZE ( World Health Orga—
nization, WHO ) WJiHIL RSt 43251, CRA 7E
R EL Ay AR R . SRR . IR ER
CIRAPE ) TR AR 5 IR R0 S 280, ] [R] B
A P RRGO  Rz PR AR, H R IR AR
ZH (60%~T70% ). A7 R IE N A A5 IR I s A8 2R AE
49%~4.8% , 2% MR R IRE 9 AR R 3K 4.8%~29.8%, K
(4 CRA JA5 %K 1.4%~9.2%"" . H Z WAL 4E
A AIFFEARIE, 1E >50 % By ff & AREH CRA 1Y

0 © < ©

[23]  Voso MT, Larson RA, Jones D, et al. Midostaurin in pa—
tients with acute myeloid leukemia and FLT3-TKD muta—
tions: a subanalysis from the RATIFY trial [J]. Blood Ad,
2020, 4(19):4945.

[24]  Perl AE, Martinelli G, Cortes JE, et al. FLT3 gilteritinib or
chemotherapy for relapsed or refractory—mutated AML[J].
New Engl ] Med, 2019, 381(18):1728-1740.

[25] Usuki K, Sakura T, Kobayashi Y, et al. Clinical profile of
gilteritinib in Japanese patients with relapsed/refractory
acute myeloid leukemia: An open—label phase 1 study[J].
Cancer Sci, 2018, 109(10):3235-3244.

[26]  Perl AE, Daver NG, Pratz KW, et al. Venetoclax in com—
bination with gilteritinib in patients with relapsed/refrac—
tory acute myeloid leukemia: a phase 1b study[J]. Blood,
2019, 134(1_suppl):3910.

D < 0

[27] Lachowiez CA, Borthakur G, Loghavi S, et al. Phase
I'b/Tl study of the IDH1-mutant inhibitor Ivosidenib

with the BCL2 inhibitor Venetoclax +/— azacitidine in
IDH1-mutated hematologic malignancies[J]. J Clin On—
col, 2020, 38(15_suppl):7500.

[28] Pollyea DA, Bixby D, Perl A, et al. NCCN Guidelines
insights: acute myeloid leukemia, Version 2.2021: Fea—
tured updates to the NCCN Guidelines[J]. JNCCN, 2021,
19(1):16-27.

[29]  Dinardo CD , Pratz KW , Letai A , et al. Safety and pre—
liminary efficacy of venetoclax with decitabine or azacit—
idine in elderly patients with previously untreated acute
myeloid leukaemia: a non—randomised, open-label, phase
1b study [J]. Lancet Oncol, 2018, 19(2):216-228.

(ki B : 2021-05-22)



- 284 -

R HFAE 20%~40% 7, AE >50 2 B EARE Y
20%~53%, H.hubJErERyEE (advanced adenomas,
AA) 215 3.4%~7.6%" . AA F5E SURALIE LR AT
—FEAE . (1) KA2=10 mm BN 5 (2) BRURifEeEs
G b RN 5 (3) BRIBEAIRr =25%. H
B AA J2Im IR F5 CRC A i AR DG 1 IR s 22
HTREPEREAL IR LS FOWEPERF LRI, AA A% A8 X
R H Al CRA B ' — IR B RF S R, 2
gElnek A XS CRA K R A8 0 1%, CRC
KA T 3%, MPIBR=1 4~ EHAR >5 mm Y
CRA B 19 CRC i 3 15 18 A 85 [ A1 ke
80%, 5 CRC MISEHIBET I 53% " . 2455
KA e KB, AA NRES R & BLUIRIE 9 N HF L3,
CRC AR XU 3G, L 20 SR 3 3k A 2 96 97 438 53k
A5, H CRC A 3 M A R R REAIG . B DL AN SR aB RS “ S
RN LI CRA, FulzE AA, BFstae AR
S EARPENR CRC YR AR CAET 2, HAT,
Z 8 CRC i & PR bRl % CRC A CRA 2R,
B 1 JC KB X CRA B9 A 8500 & J7 %, CRA 1Y i
TR B E 2T CRC iy, 4G A5
. FEMERA . WA E. NERAESGURER
A4, H AT B WS IE B A T — ks A 7 TR AE R
ik CRC A AR BIET-H Iy 56 200 T o —Fh. A
SCRE NERAT i A5 773 th ik CRA JEHDZ AA 1Y
TOLHATERIR
1 BEERE

TEF [ 9 CRC 0 A 2ot 72 v o 3K ] 26 0 4
PE AL 272 5 (fecal immunochemical test, FIT) 5
25 B o Mo v fe 2R 1°) 5 98 A Chigh risk factor
questionnaire, HRFQ ) 155 — B By i £ Jr =,
HRFQ J2 3 [F i Hl 4% )iz 19 CRC Wi 7%, T
HAM AR AR, SOmiiz s 7e CRC it )y 2 B
R 2 AR 25 . HRFQ Rl b AEdR . 5 50 AN
G LA R AT BT s S N S A AR N
RN AR ER 1 55:( 1) EREEA CRC L ;
(2) RNAFEREL (AEADEPEMRRELE )5 (3) &
NABHIBER AL ; (4) [ AEWEEE . 2%k
RS . FRRONME . AN RAETERORL | 18 R e L
BREEDIBR S . MR I g s BUIH YIRS b = 2
W . SRR TS5 I Bk A i A = AP TESS
ELIRZE o BT R S 1) 4 PN 2 i SE A kit b 3
IR AL R AE 2T AR BT ek RS B AL
Frit s 4 AR, B i) s A 0 A 4 2R rhoi 2 B
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PESR R, X 0 e A 1 AR B R AR S B Y T IH
K. RS ZET, 2 2 FIT i 8 f] HRFQ #4795 2,
CRC. AA il CRA (9 K5 i 22 4% 43 5l B AR 71.8% .
56.9% F147.7%"", X F W HRFQ A3 JH T
A 5 AT FIT 4535 HRFQ,  DUJAS I 5] iy ik i
P (advanced neoplasm, AN ) FI CRA 43 51 vk
1>29.8% F1 41.2% . B IX 2 Fpiiie Jy X k— AT .

M7 K Hb X CRC i £ 91 70 & 4t ( Asia—Pacific
Colorectal Screening Scoring System, APCS) & 24
AR T I PRI 56 900 T A5 9 CRC W10 %8, £
FLFRAERY A AR SR B AR O T e s A (R
1) P %07 w07 1 Y 1 v A AR T 405 L B 9 A
R PR AE AER 4 18 7 ARG AR ]
APCS PF4r8F, 25 B g PH M BUAE ( 20.35% vs
15.07 %, P<0.05) K B1 1k {6 (95.24 % vs
82.35%, P<0.05) ¥ T HRFQ" ., 5 —IHF5E
fifi F APCS PF43 % 334 24 JoAE R B 2 17 KURS: 43
41, HA e, P a M m e =4l i BRI G 1 %R
I3 H 2.6%. 18.7% 1 48.4%, Hivh s 4l A\ BE
R 45 L v AU R R ) BRURR T N 0.81, RS
H0.60"" . 2016 4F — I if s P4 5F 52 6 APCS 3
O R A 2 Bt o e R 32 i T 2 Y
APCS V53 R Ge A2 1 i e NI ST B0 A 145 W e ke
A, I RS TR AIUA T 3 et A I LA G s AR X
W e NBE, PHPEE MATES Bk A . BFE oK,
Z I CRC Y BUBEE S 95.1%, X AA 11 BUE
R 67.5%.

H A ) — IR ST 26 APCS BYFERE 1 38 hin e e isc

R 1 APCS REHINES Ll g KU bF o

e B R 2 IrfE (43)

Ei

<50 % 0

50~69 % 2

=70 % 3
PE

Bk 0

Pk 1
FIEd

HFREE TS Him 0

HAREEAS Hm S 2
WA

TE AR 0

RS 1

E N3 NERAIZ  0~1 0 A IRSEH, 2-3 73 P fad,
4~7 I3 W a4
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—fE R %, BEUUS B APCS X TCHER A B A Ffi A
N BA MBI X A8 . ALK
AT LR TS Jre SOA DR 3 T) FsE &9 A 45 L i A % B P 43
Frh, FEDFENSEEER . . ALTHER
FJE CRC s | AT L | R BT84 (body
mass index, BMI) FIA5 JCHH R S0, F5 500 BH 4 45
Fil 14, BIEZRIC 04y, WAL R 0~200
X, 3~6 43 e MU 2H - ik i T %43 2
Zi2Wr CRC Al AA B9 AUC i 0.677, 2 Wi & K
W R B CRC B BURE AL R 31.5%" . A ¢35
APCS X R4 F 6 N R I PFor 2R AT i & 3L,
T T 1 NTRE TH T 235 L ek e vz s 5 R D 2k SR
HI24, 1 APCS HIXFE A TR 1

HRFQ Fl APCS iX 2 Fhi & # e A 50& B AN,
PIE A . HRFQ 900U P A8 E LA
KGR, RS EEAEXTEGE, BRSUE X CRC Y BU®
FEMAR. APCS WP S2RTCIE X T CRC iR J& AA 1Y
RIS RE =T S PPNt i sl L e SO = D INTTE 53
SEEERAL. EARZ B L APCS Ml N
Dy, X2 B R g A At I T A R UL IR 4
7] 35 95 38 B AN & CRC 0 27 19 7 36k ol e — 3k 2%,
W20 U EEH]

2 ETEEREANFERE
2.1 ZEFERAMmMIRIE ( fecal occult blood test, FOBT )

FOBT BH P J& CRC =98 /i A2 9 AiF JK 2 —,
PR HC 8 1 7 BRI A0 L A0 A% G R A I R v 8z
Iz, HEIFOBT 43 AWK o @AIA IR 1k 1k
FOBT ( guaiac—based FOBT, gFOBT ) £l FIT, gFOBT
I FH A0 A I BE % A6 I i1 85 1 e L 41 2 B4
W2 A L, FZ RS S R B
RBEPE RN, (AnZrid . AEBR . 8 N RPE LRSS ),
AT 25 07 0 B B A K SE ) S 259 . FIT 3l ik
FREEPUA BN R BE L M, O R
AR WK — T T o3 AR BT 5E BoR,
FIT 7E £ 11 CRC 5 AA [t gFOBT B i gk ',
FIT A] UK B8 22 1 45 B Mg o DRI FIT )
2 RHT CRC 4, 1 gFOBT DHAERE FkE S i
I HETASHEREAE A B0 A B

ANTE T A 72 A [m] i L) FIT ) AA B A
BB, BURFEZ R 25%~56%, FESFELH
68%~96%"" . A WFITIN T, FIT BB R 5 15800
e 58 OB ARAH G, FIT A 24 F 5% 55 it
g Y ARSI TR, HEAT FIT ffid 5
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B 10 4FAT 1 IR Z5 W B o 4w ARAS JEAS AR W] 9 25 47
AERR . — 00 PG BE O B B AL X R R 5 L 5 43 3 A2
S5 R A AN FIT KA 19 95 2 JCRE R AE N B
P2 CRC K A0l 48 0.1%, HE5 5k A
X AA F19E 3 J M B8 (non-advanced adenoma,
NAA ) B 28 T FIT (1.9% vs 0.9%, 4.2% vs
0.4%, P<0.01) "™, JL4§ FIT 0] £ N CRC i [
FEEFB, HHX} CRA R RE— . T/
A B AN Sy I, T CRC 8548 R e 1 L P )
I AR A AT RE R [R] B Y, M DL R 7E PR SR
REACHRAGIN B, BT LRL FOBT XA H 1M () iR
FER R BURERAL, It AW EZWRFE%EL. H
i CRC (1 R0 0 A 447 B AR HEAT 2 Y FOBT A,
151 40 3% [ 1) K i i A 7 SR MR RE AR AT 2 CFIT,
B 1 JE . AR W /R B4F 2 IR FIT AT
FEAE 1R FIT K BLAY CRC FI AN AT B N2 18% Fil
38%[20]O

FE T 2 B 9 07 A 7 AR L RO
I HALTCR], A NS E FBE Tz . Xf
TR AFE CRC i dr, Jeif4T FIT ¥4 H
FRTAEE v A, L X i A2 ) RSB R A R
2.2 #E{EDNA

28 CRC W R A MU P A 3G LR AR 5, i)
un K-Ras, APC Fl p53 3t [H %€ 4% DL} BMP3 FlI
SDC2 WAL % . DNA 255 A 45 151 e 20 i e B
BRAR I 0 R PO B b E A B i, B AR
i HEH RSN, 2 DNA KGN 3 1o g 42 24l o
Ji7 T8 8 7% A0 B G DNA T RS I DNA 28 28 Fil 5 %
FH i A5 R T 485 1 0 g 1 & 2B . 5 FIT He,
SRR T () sl AR R S e p B e, &
BEWCER 1 URFEAH, 38 Ao AR PR O A 0 A 4t v AR DA
ZE0H DNA Rl HA7 7 e p i s, XAy =Lhe
fig 3hE e AT 25 B B 10 TR R O O K 0 1Y
B IR R A R i A HE DL R AT Bl AN B A
T CRC i BIMERE o (& DNA K )04 FH X 5
Sk TR v AR R B A 2R

2 W 5 25 DNA K& B w2
B —Fp, Horp “Kigp T+ (Cologuard ) J& [# 4k
R EEE M E PR (Food and Drug
Administration, FDA ) Ht#EF T CRC i £ (1) £ #U
JE(E DNA K T H., Cologuard #%5% T FIT £ 45
W CRC AU ATHEAS (B AN SR B ) T B
U ARG 22 80 g 25 FIT-DNA S iseit e 3
B TG S P e S R A A 2 R A
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Jry Mo B R L L HAT T S S A
19%ﬁ,%?&$ﬁéwumm?kﬂﬁkﬁﬁ

o “KZZ0” (Colosafe ) & —Fp 2% H SDC2 H:[H
@ﬁQMMEUA mimEE Mo 1288 o, [FIRE
HA ORI . R, JCEge A g FL XU LA K
R R S G AL ATPRAENTTL AL 839 £ 21#H
AT 280 5 260 FIT-DNA Fl FIT #4, Hrh &
S22 FIT-DNA #:00 CRC Fl AA BYBURE 3501
97.5% M1 53.1%, AT FITY . 3 5 0 R I g
FEASARAS A Th RE H RARAG,  IT ZHT 2 E DNA
( multi—target stool DNA, mt-sDNA ) MG AA F
TCH 4 VR B R AR . — 07 92 RN i 22 K R
TFETREMEIRIG IR 5L 9 989 AR NS 5, 45
7R mi—sDNA Xt AA IG5 4 14 TR 5L DA A
& T FIT (42.4% vs 23.8%, P<0.01), JoHS2HXF
>1 em PTG A 45 15 R BRI AS H R T ) (42.4% vs
5.1%, P<0.01) ™. R4 H §#F 58 #2 /8, mi-
sDNA #illl CRC AYBUSEE B, (BT AA (4G S
RO (CARPEA I N 22 A B B E A i AR ik ) Bk
AR, —ANf SDC2 F1 SFRP2 W 54k . K-Ras
28 7 R IML 2T 26 4 2H A A9 mi—sDNA K 0 455 74 Xif
CRC MY FEREE Ky 91.4%, 1 X JiR 96 1) 50 JB%8 8 3y
60.0% ", Bl H RTHERE mi—sDNA FIF CRC B 5
A 1 A G A8 (IR AJC 5 IR B ) B RS

g Lk, R ZE0E DNA K AHE: T FIT 78
Rzl AN HEE SRRk, HRFELRSAS L FIT S5t A
5, HECAARBC R ERIGE T RZ—.
2.3 ZE{E RNA RE4EY

/N RNA (microRNA, miRNA ) 2 —Z5E 1Y
et RNA, R 30k 5 i & A= fiUk e D)4
&, AR AR RS W AR YR B Z —. CRC
BE RN ZA TN R TR A EOL, XL AT
VENEAE MR AR S o 2508 b miRNA £
DA, AR R LR R M AR, AR R B
Bk 45 B e AR (R B MR B R S . H
HIXTZEME miRNA AUAFFEEEZ, miR-21. miR-92a.
miR-20a. miR-106a. miR-135b Fl miR-223 %
HRIRHEAH WL R 4, Horh 25 miR-92a K
W AA (BUREE T ik 84.6% ™, Xt L A 1 U E o,
A 47.7%, 0 H TG 0 B R A I R
 WE 5% U £E 104 5] CRC. 169 5] CRA Il 42 fi] 4
i 1 P o R 1) 2 A A AR S 500 4 109 51 £t
JEZAE 1 424 (p FEEREARTEATXT LG, 76 14 M5
Ul /ng RNA [ 1 {6 F, miR-135b X} CRC, AA
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AR <1 cm BRIE B BUSEE 5358 78% . 73% Fil
619, HH X UL A0 4 0 1 B 9 1% A B Sk
Duran—Sanchon £ 2] B9 £ B, 58 FOBT
PbAr, fEZEMRIN RN 2 4> miRNA (miR421 il
miR27a-3p ) il 4545 B Ae i Hh iR ) AA 5% CRC
B, ZEE miRNA B A R 09 R M A e Bk
FHHAG I CRC I 1 28 HA AT H2 52 10 SR A
AT PR PRt L2 A Sy BE A ) miRNA 7] LRy
CRC FIRUE 2 W I e SR A s B

VT AELA B 58RI AG D A 5 2 i RNA
FEWEIR RNA R0 AR W 45 R DAk s 1) & 26
KRB SR a2 L D 4 il 43 A CRC R
MRS FOE R N AR AEA, RIX 3
5 NFAE P A 41 B DNA HE %8 41 il DNA B Jin =
& 7 W T RN CRC IS WL 112 Wi R
a&THnMF,ﬁﬁﬁﬁo

3 ETMiEiRANIGEET X

TE CRC K AEFR Rt fer, 4 B R BRI i v
2 H B0 DI 200 L O 8 B v B B L AT SR
E RN DN =€ 71N N ) 087 T A RN = 4
FAOCH BT 3X 26 A Al bR 75 A mT A S 9 A 1) 30
K A8 F TR B
3.1 ZHEMERREY

95 Pt (Carcinoembryonic antigen, CEA) #
BEZEPTE 19-9 (carbohydrate antigen 19-9, CA19-9 )
SEEAR AR YITE CRC IAYT W) AT LR T 728
R g K T, ABJEAE S bris FH T A RE AT
7Y A I K07 R EE AN v R S AN iR A5 )
M, CRC R IR A th AR B R AL . H A IEAE
S A 1K Bz 22 M M R AR 7S ) L B v O A Y
B . — TSR FIT, rpodobs 406 / ke am
HEEEAEAT CA19-9 BRI 25 B AL, Wi e HLAg
205 1] AA Fi1 448 f5] NAA B, Hrp AA AU

W 52.9% , F RN 82.8% , HAT— o Mras L P8,
WA CEA, L pS3. FHREM . MLF g

JiL 3 Th B AR 2R VR N BB R 61T CRC T
2 P H O A PR RE R 40 FIT, U5 gFOBT A
. Emﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ WA FZANFE NS I,
HXF CRC K98 (2 Wik RE AN A ], (HIfE
JIT A 1 G 0 S R 2 i v 12 W 1) I A CEA\
CA19-9 FI CA12-5 S5 il Jed Ao 72 0 X0 98 i 9 72

198 AE ﬂ&ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂ%m@mfﬁﬁﬁf T
45 B e (v i T IR HERR A
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3.2 TEINPMEBHEAE ( circulating tumor cell, CTC )
K AEERBHIE DNA ( circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA )
CTC 3 # fEAE T AR MG, & —Fp AT
o8 e S P e i i PR AR AR ) RS BB . 1T ctDNA
JE— PP oA MRS AN DNA, & T 25 DNA (1)
— R4y, F B UE T bR A0 B A IR B T
R kb B CTC 1Y 24 % B ik, CTC F1 ctDNA ] DA
X AR 1 A2 W e A T T HEA TR B2 K, Bk
FRBARTERE . BEE 4> TI2Wi AR M &g, Eid
K6 A0 1 CTC A1 ctDNA FY 56 PR 58 728 01 26 W
1545 A8 5 0 DNA 640 A m RE A A6 CRC 1Y
TRk, CTC 76 M /8 A1 8 i v 3 5 AR
6 B, AR RS A u R R H A .
B 1 Hh X — T B 5% {6 R R R A8 CellMax ( CMx )
CTC B it 7K #2 A F & X CRC F1 CRA & & 4 JE
I CTC #4743 8 KA 50Uk B0, 16 107 9 s 3
o7 B I HY CTC, BURE K 79.2% (95%CI -
70.8%~86.0% ), ROC AUC Jy 0.868 ; %f T-H 1 22
Bl AA T 5, CMx G0 %) B0 B8 RN RE S5 15 43 301 oy
71.4% (95%CI.47.8%~88.7% ) 1 84.7% (95%ClI :
79.4%~89.0% ) . — I it B M BT 5% A A ol 2K 4
J Ui B DNA B 7 T — A 4 U5 7 R4 A5 0
AW FL ] CRC AT AARY, BIUBE 43 51 98.0%
(95%CI : 94.29~99.6% ) F195.7% (95%CI : 85.2%~
99.5% ), 2T EEME M FIYEF CEA 85 1EH
1y I CRC B8 5 U AT 3k 100% F1 97.6%. H
A RTE [ g R U2 W A0 o T — A Y
TRABFE AN K FAEAE A S 1 B S RE -

I 2% SEPT9 5 A W A& 4k ( methylated SEPT9
DNA, mSEPT9) Y CRC )% 4 Flk JE 25 V1 AH 5%,
A UL AT LS o K I mSEPTO 5 5 i 3 F X 38 1
DNA F L AL Bk i 2 CRC R RS . mSEPT9
J& CRC 3 A 7l & bR E W Z —, Epi proColon &
AR ME—— AN 3K FDA #E Ui ] T CRC Il & 57
VERORE I =5, FEENEE B (HR— T RAE
AWFFE (n=1 544 ) F£W, mSEPTI %F CRC /%
N 68.2%, Tkt AA SR 21.6%" . i H:
5T H Epi proColon X AA AYRUEME AL, N
11.2%"Y . H L% mSEPTY ) %+ H. 11 CRC F1
AA RS NI R E
3.3 I#& miRNA

AE 4% RNA K2 5403858 . e s rag
A A BT A2 B 6, AR i Rk
538 CRC 76 IR 45 BEHIE 19 & A2 F1 R T % V) A
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S, Horp B P A miRNA J2 300 B4R R g it )
ARE LA miR-21, miR=592, miR-29a Hl miR-92a
X455 AN A B 2 WM . Toiyama 25 B¢
P75 miR-21 VE MAnii ¥, 78 AA v A B0 B
TR RE L FH A T R B T A 2 53 R 76.8%
81.1% ., 76.7% F1 81.1%, A miRNA 7£ CRC A
[l FE Y BL i 3RIA A 22 5k, HABEH T X 8
5 B A . miRNA 20 CRA BV EEDbn iy,
TEASAE R AHRE A 4758 . 5 FOBT s N
BEAS A P, LRGN AT LA SR A () 07 A AR A
{BALA /D% CRC AHIE miRNA BVE AL 4 175 0 el
B, I R 75 2 — 2D 5R

4 HREE

4.1 HBa%R

S5 BRSO CRC 5 A 1Y & bR, AT
At 075 4G T 3 B s BH P A B 5 AT 45 B e A A b
Wi, 505 nT UTE BLAL T A A 40 45 i Al B
W, O30 4 16 A sUE R DI BR AR 12 45 L B A R
ST, kRO KR AT L 81T HE R RS 2 A B AF
KRN, HZEEHERARN AR CRCIET R A
FE 2 5 T B i A AR 68%~88% , 47 VIR AR 1]
DL 7 80% 9 CRCM™ . 78 26 & JF & CRC #Y i £
Ji, CRC PYEIGR—H 5 TR, M 2000 4
2010 4F, 7ESEE 50~75 2 B NFE, T Bei %
M 19% I F+ % 55%, IR CRC R R N T
30%. TMFEE K CRC K FAMRKIHE BT #E, X
SRR A i R B DA G . th TR Ak
RAMERRAE, A — R MR A XU Qg i . 2L
DA K 55 45 i A A e e R v e R 591 100 R S AU
PN O ERY 7R R e e R NS L O 0 N
R R Rt S o | e S 7L e iR
B RS, WiBHER AL 2 CRA A1 AA BT
BRI KGR Z fEE R, 455 A GE
SEAFRT I CRC & 2845 Bk A e 1)
CRC #IA A2 f st I oA 58 2 VIBR 1 CRA 51,
Horh g B AR 2 B E 2 R R R B .
FICR R VRIR B R IE 5 2 P SR R AR 1, 31X
et HE LA B N S o 2 A A R . IR
R R A A B A A i A4, P E CRC
i 5 55 2 RG4S K 1 R >20%
HAPBVER >25%, otk >15%., A% H4E Bk A
XU R AR R L, AT RAS S T T
<5 mm. 5~10 mm 1 >10 mm (% BRI8 (4 I 2643 )
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H257% . 12.9% F12.1%"°7, —I5 2004 4E L
S gE R AR R, KRR (=10 mm)
14 285 i B A A TR A Rl 6%~12%"Y . B %5 25 1
R F AR AR HE AL | RER O TR RS L A A
B A FR S W ke 0 R T8 B B R4 T B
45 H Bk A R I AN /NR AR R B A, IR
e (10 U K62 6 0 O SR 1 XU, IE 7 [ AIG. Br— 104
FLNBERG A T LI 25 3300 R TG AT, A
i 45 W B LU 55 R A% a2 IR IR T 12 S T e G A s
(B, 7E 45 B I e o 4 A0 W iy T AT e B 2L AR
L

FIT R4 e A N i e g e B, (02
B A A 12 I U R P e v R O T T FIT. 5
JO iR 1) 435 B i G A R PR IE CRA i A 3005 1 S e
[l anff it — AR A S i A 2 SR A RS K
W BT B 0 P I AR 5 i e 1 S )
4.2 ZREBE

CRC FE R ATrmmas i ( B ARG ).
R A R TR N EE T, RS
1 5% ) HIE 38 A TG 8 Aok [ R X e e, X R R
ik, i RG]y R A s . ARG R4S
W o AREE i 0 4 1 R A 1R gl s, XA
PTG A o i RN e de k. A A K 2 B I
Ui AR B Z 4 B AR AT R, 3 AR BERRIR,
AN RS Al . — 01 LA &% i A Al o R
IR, AR BXT CRC T AA 1Y 85U 43
W4 79.3% F1 65.4% " . T [E H—TRT 5L & B 2.
REEIHBERT AN BB FVRR S B2 430 R 77.8% F1
83.9%, H FOBT 5 ZAR%E IBi Bk A4 i ok
CARGE BB I T A R Y 2R B B AR A 1 i
SRR 255 30 ity 45 g T S0 980 7 DR B2 R AT oG . A
WL, FIT 5 ZRGE I Bk A 156 A ol FH T 42 5
i 5 4 I ) BRI — TR R LA A HE A
96, 7B 2 AEUEAT 1R FIT, Z B3 YR FIT X AA
HCRC AR H R4 T [ Be A 1 IR 2R &5 i B
ey . TR AT Ak s, e
W12 22 245 B e, 3840 L IX AN P LA S
T
43 KENE

SN FiRi 2 (colon capsule endoscopy,
CCE) R—FFriydr iz AR A ik, B it
SWsmmERA N R fEmIE R A E
A ESIIRE R /N, A LA I 0 2 5K IR
FE N T IR Z 45 s . NEEEZ 45
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A o 45 B B G A R A9 AR, CCE fifi F 2Z /iy
T AT W W A, 5 D 2 i A AT T R
. 2010 4F 39— i 55 fdi FH PillCam colon 7F JC4E
PRAFE AT A, 459 R X T =6 mm AU BRI,
CCE Ui g 44.0% (95%CI : 33.0%~55.0% ), 4
SR N 87.0% (95%CI ; 84.0%~90.0% ), PBHIEFN
{0 BH 4 39000 A 43 51 A 37.0% (95%CI + 27.0%~
47.0% ) F190.0% (95%CI : 87.0%~93.0% ) “*'. Tfi
2020 FHFFEHE S 2 18 CCE (CCE-2) ¥} F =6 mm
BB CRA AYRUBEE R 90% , F¢5JEH 66.1%),
BAPEBTIAE ] 57.4%, FAPEBIE A 92.9% ", &
PN BEHE AR TR & T i b, AR
HHl CCE TEBURE ik, {HA51E CCE K r
W e BRAT BN AE, R SR T AR AT 45 i A A O Xt
HZWiFAYY . CCE T3] bt fi/f 2 AN i B 45

JaBek A . CCE AR MESH TR, HAM A AT
Jie % P9 BE H RTEE I R _E B9 A% 2498 3 000~6 000 I,
THE A AE B 5, FHEASTE TR

5 ®HEERE

THE AL Z 33 45 B8 (computed tomog—
raphy colonography, CTC ) J&—FhX} 4 4k i il i
W AT I B A B2 AR 2 K A . CTC ] CT 3R ER A
%, IR =g E R, TSRS
W e o B AR A, W KON, EE R
5% 1) fizp B A1 e g 322 i R 50 FH B I 45 4% . CTC 2
— R A B () EL O RRE B 1 TC AR A, kA
T E kA 1iE 2 KUK, EE = AT LAk B A
WAL, HJE CTC FAE T E i e, I
FETESI &G 3 . 7R CTC BF9Erh, B TR IR
il &5 5 R A SRR 22 K. Bl BER
ARt , B 3D B AT LU AER A TR K/
XA >10 mm (YRR, HEAOLES 7 BE o 2 1Y) Sk
JE4 93.8%, >8 mm HYEAIN 93.9%, >6 mm 15
DA 88.7%, 1M RF I G745 i Bk A a1k 6 1N FY)
TR 43 5 87.5% . 91.5% F192.3% ™, CTC Xt
6 mm S 5 1) e ) R RN R S S 2 T R A
A FH Y [46]0 5 mt-sDNA 3, CTC %} =10 mm A9
TG B VR 28 BoA ARG YT T TOPAZ
F 58 75— M LB A #F h #E 47 CCE 5 CTC 1 1L
e, CCE Xf=6 mm & P& 1) U8R FVRE 5 B2 43 o
79.2% F1 96.3%, T CTC FY 8L BE F4: 5 5 0 5l
} 26.8% 1 98.9%, CCE %f=10 mm &, P Y 5 J&
JEE R S B 43 ) 85.7% F1 98.2%, i CTC 14
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R R S B 43 R 50% A1 99.19%Y . i BFSTIA
H, CCE Xt=6 mm B AWML T CTC, CTC X}
=6 mm [ PRI A9 R ORI fE — A
A 1047 A RpiE etk (AR > ek As . 8 i A0
M AE ) MBS LRSS kA, 533 fil#
BLE) CTC 5 2 Fh5 3 A9 CRC 5K B A B K H Ry
N 1%, {8 CTC HIIFIZ T 29 ] CRC iy 1 i .
VAT CTC & — o6 JEAE PR — e AU B A 25
J g ( JC R =10 mm AORRZAE ) B WERR I 2 77k,
B H BT HAR A S B 5, AR E RIS & FE M
By, H IG5 A 2 R b (4 4 e B
AT 4N B R B8, TRl CT R () 4
TRV I R R NS TR fe AR R, 2R
LE CTC HAs i 20 75 B2 16 K sk VI BR i A2, 38 5 8
T BRI TS R A

B R N T K R R
F 2 ASTRGH A VX e o A P B B Ay S B B

o A Ji R WL (%) RERBE (%) SCEMER
APCS mfEdl 810 60.0 s (1)
FIT AA 18.0~43.5  85.7~97.7 Gies 4 ¥
mi-sDNA  AA 424 89.8 Imperiale 2§ 22
KN =6mm  90.0 66.1 Pecere 4
CREWEE AA 77.8 83.9 Sung %5 41
e 775 5~7mm  86.7 98.0 Martin—Lépez % "
8~10mm 88.5 99.2
>10mm 929 913
cre =6mm 887 79.6 Pickhardt % ¥
=10mm 93.8 96.0
MK miR-21 AA 76.8 81.1 Toiyama % ¢

o APCS : WK Hb X 45 B 9 i £ 9F 53 R 40 ( Asia—Pacific
Colorectal Screening Scoring System ) ; FIT : Z{F LA 50 (fecal
immunochemical test ) ; AA = JF f& P it 4 (advanced adenomas ) ;
mt—sDNA : Z ! 5 28(# DNA ( multi-target stool DNA ) ; CTC ; 45
ML Z 451 1% ( computed tomography colonography )

6 4 &

T CRC R B IET A 2 T B,
FERE PR TR, SRR P X | PR RIAE R Y 22 57
i 3 7E AT VA A B B A PR 30 98 4 R R R O
KB IBR AT ARG CRC B9 &0 R FIET- R . HET
1 i A - B BB AL AE CRC IR B, H—E
TR B2 20 1 AR AR HTR A2 1Y CRA JEHJE AA 1Y
A UM FIRIFSY . FOBT J2 d5 Bt #0114
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ErEmg, Horb FIT & HFidk 2 S48 M 1Y CRC
e BT, M AA PO AR AR, R
FEAIK CRC 1 &R IC B L. Mi-sDNA 23
U CRC THAT IR, X AA AOBUR B AR 8
AR ABAG, E A I Rl A B 28 i T4 A e A A
A XS mt—sDNA FiH A 7 A T Be i BUAS L 55 i
TTRA BT LA, by i 2 5 s 1 AR AL 4t S 4K
o dilpBir A MRS 22, (HE WML T
mt-sDNA HiERMEE . B TFREA D REE R,
S5 ln st A A A B AR i A pn i, R AE
YT I AN E A R E ST AR 4. CTC 5
2 3 P B R R AR ) MRt e R AR, (L A
B, B & AR A DL ER
WA AR, W IFASE T R e, 23R
FFR AT 2, MK S FEER DNA, RNA 5
bR . 2SR RE S A 0 A 7 1k v b Tt
YR B, HOGT O A 98 1) SRR R S i S 5
ZAFR AT A R B h, XFREAR CRC & M
FET- R R M AN, BT IZ AR H
A BN ZE N A= WA ) 5 4 W e A
SEA T, SRR PR M R AR 25 i PR BE A T
R AR AN AR, BT RES AT
BRAVE 2S5, 2548 10N AR I BT 76 3 DX S50 B 1
DT L DAES = & T S S N RN VA o s A 200 234
25 B A R, R SR R S B = I O A
X, FFEUIR LA 30 BAF A R E 1 CRC
FICRA BTfidr , FEAKTR E CRC B9 LR R FBET %

HATXT CRA i 25 500 B AR08, 41 % Ho i 25
PRIt > i T He AT R EL A B Y O A
Peo AR RIINEE X CRC R 28 I8 (14 07 25 AF 52,
SCHLCRC BRI HETR, B AFHbTiBE CRC FIFE
ik CRC WA R FIFET-H
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