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PSA 30% G
. 50% ~60% o,
PSA . 20% PSA 5%
Hybritech Tandem-R PSA ( Hybritech ~ PSA 50% (P<0.05) ™,
) FDA . NACB 10: PSA —
1990  Graves PSA 1.42 mL/mg/cm
., Hybritech LOE iSOR A o
4.0 pg/L PSA
e ( Ab- o
bott IMx ) Hybritech PSA
S 1995
Stamey 22220
PSA 1.84 +0.04 mL/mg/cm *” . NACB 11: PSA —
o Hybritech PSA -
WHO PSA ( IRR 96/670) 20% *° . LOE ;SOR A o
1999 PSA
( TRR 96 /670) PSA( IRR 96/688) .
PSA . IRR96/670 PSA  ACT
90: 10 PSA IRR 96/688
PSA( ) o (WHO ( CTCs)
» FDA
“ ” PSA =,
PSA R o
PSA CTCs o
218 ( RTPCR)
PSA ( CTCs)
PSA . ( EpCAM)
218220 . ( : )
PSA o
. PSA ( EpCAM
) PSA 5 2, CTCs
21 7.5 mL >5 CTCs
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PSA =, CTC PSA
. mRNAs N
(CV) 20% ®
PSA o
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NACB 9: PSA — LOE IV;SOR C
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PSA
PSA PSA 0 °
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PSA 0.1~20 pg/L 50 PSA : . . . . )
20% ** . PSA 2.0 pg/L
PSA 14%
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40% ~50%
> > ° 238
) I m
’ : ( X . .CT
)\ .
CRC ( CEA)
Dukes
NACB
S CEA CRC
( UICC)
233 CRC
TNM T
( )iN ( °
CRC
)iu ( )
. NACB
/ ( )
. 1990 (NIH) D
mm 235 mm
CRC 5
5 e, 9
I ( Dukes’B)
. 2004 ( ASCO) LOE o
9
LOE"
CEA ik 239241
1 251255
I 239241
CA199 ik 264269
v 262263
CA242 ik 270271
TIMP / 1 274275
TS TS - I 276279 564
TS 5- 1 276280 564
(5- ) (i
MSI 15% I 282284 565
25 .
I 284285 565566
DCC/18q I 286288
uPA/PAIH jii| 289291
Ras Dukes C ( Dukes'B ) ras I 292
EGFR jii| 294297
53 P53 I 203
FOBT FOBT I 300 302-306
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9
LOE*
DNA DNA 313317
FOBT m/v;
28
I 317
APC 322323 326
( FAP) 567568
MSI m 322323 567569
( HNPCC)
MLH1/MSH2 / m/IV 322323 326
MSH6 /PMS2 ( HNPCC) 567-569
: TIMP- 1; TS : uPA : MSI : PAI
1;5FU 5- : DCC ; FOBT : FAP ; HNPCC : CRC .
* (LOE) 120 Ao
:DCC/18q (DCC) 18
NACB CRC NACB o 10
10 ’
10
ASCO 242 244 257 324325 * EGTM 245246 570 NACB 2002 15 ESMO 571574 NCCN 575
CEA 257 _ _
257
257 NR NR
APC FAP ASCO - -
324 325
MSI HNPCC - - - _
MMR HNPCC - - B
MLHI MSH2
MSH6 PMS2
FOBT =50 - _ _
ACS 311 USPSTF 311 NACB 2008 wx
CEA - - A
- - C
- - A
APC FAP - - B
MSI HNPCC - - B
MMR HNPCC - -
MLHI MSH2
MSH6 PMS2
FOBT =50 =50 =50 A
1 ASCO : EGTM : NACB : ESMO i AGA T ACS
: NCCN ; USPSTF :NR ; FOBT MMR .
- L 325 ASCO | Kk (SOR) A= ;C= ;D= ( A) .
CEA CEA
CEA CEA CRC o
CRC CEA CRC CEA
239241 . ASCO 242244 EGTM NACB 239241 247 .
CEA CRC W26, w2 NACB CEA
NACB CEA o CEA
CEA CRC LOE IV/V; ASCO  EGTM
SOR A 242 244246
o
o G . .
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( CAP) CEA s 5- .
TNNM . . . ) CEA o,
I =, CAP CRC
I “ NACB CEA . ASCO
228 CEA ( :>30%)
. CEA
NACB 2: CEA CEA
CEA . .
CEA ( :>5 pg/l) NACB 4: CEA
LOE II; SOR C . CEA CRC
LOE 1II;SOR C . CEA . CEA ( :>30%)
CEA CRC LOE II; SOR B .
6
CA199
B CA 199 Lewis
CEA ( Lewis-a pentasacharide epitope fucopentaose 1II)
=, ® ., CEA CA199 CRC
ASCO I m 026 CA199 CEA
CRC w4268
3 3 1 CEA CRC CA199 .
BT NACB o CA242
CEA CA242 . CEA
CEA CA242  CRC CRC
. EGTM CEA CA242 CEA 203269
30% . CA242 CRC o
1 2 . 2 CRC CA242 o
246 . 1
30% o 1( TIMP-) 25 kD
CEA ( 3 15% .
~20%) o, CEA . ( ELISA)
. TIMP- ( TIMPH TIMP4
CEA CT X ) o CRC TIMP4
246 R . 272273 .
NACB 3; CEA Dukes A B TIMP-
oI 1 CEA( 95%  TIMP-4  CEA
3 58%  40%; 98%
3 1 CEA LOE [;SOR A . 56%  30%) . TIMP4  CEA
CEA CRC 7 TIMP-4 CRC
N ( ( Dukes
“ ") ( “ ") HARD IS TIMP (
CRC W 70% I
CRC 10 .
1 258260 . TIMP—I
. TIMP CRC
2006  ASCO CEA CRC .
M NACB 5:CA199.CA242 TIMP4 CRC
CEA 1~3 1 CA199.CA242  TIMP- CRC
CEA LOEII/IV; SOP B/C .
#28.2003  EGTM
2-~3 CEA * ., ASCO  EGFM
CEA CRC
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. . 52% 98% ( 64%)
(T9) 76250 ( MSI) 281285 93% 97% ( 95%) ,
( DCC) 286288 DNA CRC
(uPA) / 1( PAIA) ' ras DNA CRC
292 P53 / 293 . 37 o
31 CRC DNA 16
foras ( EGFR) FOBT 4 51.6% 12.9% P=
201297 0.003) , 171 DNA
’ ° 29 FOBT 10 (P<0.001) .,
LAt 6: DNA FOBT
TS.MSI.DCC-uPA.PAT -1  p33 317 DNA
LOE ]]I, SOR B o k—l’(lS FOBT CRC FOBT
EGFR o . DNA FOBT
. DNA
231
( FOBT) . DNA FOBT
FOBT 18319 . 2004
( FIT) 230, Song " DNA
. CRC . :
DNA 10
4 560 4.77 :
302306 FOBT/
° 10 6 190
FIT 6270 1.701
° 1.7 . DNA
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