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MRFCYRMEARNARGTEERRLE=YH
KEMPEENREREED B R, TUEMEREN
AR Ay el EEEFHAANRERFIR™
ERFEEN. BRERRRALRT LAEEMEZ —,
ERBEEZEEIRENERERE ARG S-ISFAH
REEH L 60%~85%), 41 20% ] # & A g i+ g3, B/
HEPERAER S ENLETRARTSEE, HATEM®E
HEGLHABEL T ERBRER. BRRRARERE,
MAENCHBERENSHRE AR AFHRE HRE
R EHRGE; GERNFRUERHE  BHUERERK, X 35%.
BHip, 3H—HERAE BREE BIEREULBIERE
IR B AR S E R A E AN EERRTORT, KL
BEUMATHEHRBITH,RET —LHTLRES. B
M, 7 SCRK B P9 51 7E PR A0 9 B i M A B I I OB O B OB R
HE R , BIVA B W55 I 928 40 0 4 DG 1 P 48 o i 40 0 R B b
AR ERMERICY R M — SR,

1 RABBREARAEXENERCY

RBBEREARER RO ERELRE
RIS 4 M b 5 B R A R A Y BRI . 1S K R R R
Rl B EREREER,

L1 S/ EEEERFEE S (minichromosome maintenance
proteins 5, MCM5) MCM R ¥ 2 3 6 4~ T 5 {7 41 e 48
RAWERHARBESY, EDNAEHREMEMME
ERF. MCM5 & MCM s/ 6 ME# {2 —, &34 8l
MCM5 A LA E#ER W MCM RIKF, HBPEEIRERER
B A MR R A B AR KR MCMS mRNA 7 1 it & £
RIS 7E 20 B PP 0 X K L R ROAE o B B A R AR iE )
BT A7 4%, R B MCM5 B K5 R 7 G1.G2.G3 A= 5H
Gt E L (P<0.01), B, MCM5 3£ FH1E K & 41 12057 . b
REERBREOFREYEE - EWIEKE LR EZRITR.
1.2 RS> BREABESEE 6 (cell division cycle 6, CDC6)
CDC6 & DNA Bl EHMEMMEERF, HREHRE -
HRAH P REH K. BEARETHEEAK, EXF

WK FREEFEE DNA B, BEERBARSIEER K
kK CDC6 BH . % 8% LABE B8 A Mk M ¥R A @ i RT-
PCR #7187 HA9 &M CDC6 mRNA WA Rix &, ERI%E
WMEERBHENY CDCO EHEFTAZIRMAB KB E
o

13 3717 5RE6KEBERKEMI SEHFMRE  Sandberg
71994 SEXWR A ERAEKHTRANY, BRES RE
PR EERE, 855 3.9.7.10.11.Y.1 817,15 5§
ik, RE Vysis 22 A4 7= # UroVysion™ R & AR LR
FRICH DNA R4, FI B 7% 6 JF £ 2% 32 B R (FISH) & 3 5% R
EARG 3TV SREENBERTEM ()9 SReakE
BBRR (9p21) A iR A3 1 40 B TN g 2R 0 5% e 4 A
BEFX S S RERMBEXGHEREL, AMURARTFH
A (804%) MR (853%) EEAHWMEZHPWHE K.
Skacel™%§ # i B bt 5% B 4 i FISH 2 R “BBEH#" TR —
A RBEREE, BAHG - EBEEEEH 3~12 18
WERERT BERE, EdR3.7.9.17 REKBKEL
BT 155 I A8 B 55 5 4 5 UG D00 DR A 7 A B 2, T BURE T
RERS KU TRBEEARYOAL BRELERAREE
BRI, KRR L85

14 HEA 7(mucin7) mucin 24LF & &AM R EH—%
BEAQ, AAHBRPREWER EATESREOERR
AW, ERAFRM EEEREPHARRNEARYNER
ik ,mucin MR EYH 5 HBIRESD FHHFH % mucin
7 £ mucin FK % #)— Fh, Okegawa 7] H £ & RT-PCR ¥
R 65 FIIEE LR (15 FIIE K BB #0 30 4 IE % Xf B A R4
AR BABURYE 68% K5 R 87%, FIMME MR K/
KB EREK, Retz F% A 789 mucin 7 RN EAFRE
BV 1o 42 2R M B R B AL T R o mucin 7 7]
1F 4l B4 T HE 5% 1L 80 2300 12 R0 M U 45 47

15 Lewis XHR LewisXHiEBT Lewis R%, ¥ F
0% bt T A AR AR A B E W L RN R A R AR R
RE,RTRE SR, 7878 09 B % o 2 4 R W
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Flo Friedrich" % B3¢ R Lewis X i) SURME F ik 94.4% , ¥

RN 36.9%, BKFIRMBLE MM, AT REFEE R 0 MUkt B -

B Rt
1.6 T2 (microsatellite) MIERI EFETFHRERK
BARERATESHELEBEKK DNA EEFS (B3
K24 ML), HREFEHWEIREATHRIERH,
AREREHHRR (IO MM DERBEH (KA RM D EA
ANY ¥ EXRMEK). EBERETEE LREEESUER
IS RBEEMASHERR, AT 4p.8p.9p.11p F 17p,
Frigerid"4 X A& S ARFERE ST RMER KL R
M & EEURE, R, ERZH G1.G2 B BRIER
72%,G3 w5 96%, SEAARERE ML, M T EKMA
ZHREFRASEMSPOER, BEARERERERT B
EER AR BEHHREBRERELNR,
17 SREIES (telomerase) WERBREEKRMMERFH,
kiR DNA B P ERNBEE, ARNE—KSD
NEBLHWMEMRRATEIBLEENTEENARAT,
EBRENARERAA WA, P DNA ZH IR+
B R S L A, AT RE A R T F T 0 o b R £
FHEREFPCREANRKNELFFIV ¥ (TRAP) %,
Lokeshwarl™%5 Ky ) 3% % B () BUR M 2y 70%~100% , 15 74 4
60%~70%, Melissourgos\%5 5@ i 4 W 146 B % Be s B & i
S A A 4k T B0 - A OB 35 4% R R (WTERT) i 1 134
1 Pt (RO 92% ) , T 40 M 2 (TS ) 64 ) (SBURAE 44% ) 5
ot EK HE Sk B T RO ) 1) 2 180 5 93% (X HL 28% ) Glas!"“% 72
—HARGHERBRY SR MMEFIEDHELL, REBA R
BB (75%) , B4 FER, B R RIE FRMRBITFE
HIR W,
1.8 % B4 Jf (carcinoembryonic antigen, CEA) CEA 2 E
FETHR. #BB4E0ERHEBE LN —-FEEOR
K, Hei2 FDA #tE R FlRRR I EER AR AMK AL
B, FASATEHA 194211 M344 1 LQD10 8 51 /R it % A
AR RENTEYR . Toma %5 126 AIEEHRREFRR
WA KL R SBURYER 78.3%, RN 73.8%, Hp
G1~G3 %% 7 M BUR 4 9 % 85.7% .73.9% 83.3%, &
BBERBA KRB, HFEEKP G EH M
SR 2RFEENREE,
2 [RiEBERBEE AR M IRICY
RGBT BRI YR T R R AT W
B A4 30 R SR EXT R B EYR BT A A
RAEMYE ., WK ARG E W R EREER.
21 BHERHEZETEEA (BLCA4 f1 BLCA-1)
Konety" 1% 4 i M 155 Bt 8 40 B3 5 7T 4> B iy 9 b NMP, H b 6
FMREBRENREERES MABRSNE BLCA4, TEX

KB BLCA-4 B3 75 40 Ml i A 4 B, AT 5 2 40 A sk it
B X EY, A A ELISA %4 #7 BLCA—4 BUREE
89%~96% , ¥ R YE7E 95%~100% ,BLCA-1 £ 5 5t —F B R
BA, E—-H 25 MR 6 P MBROER S HLEREN
80% % R¥ER 8797, R EAMEN ERYIERA—F R
TEH 8 A FO AR R

22 JEREA B R (bladder tumor antigen, BTA) X /EERE
B 1F 595 40 B AR AT 4RI AE L A R B, 24 B R R B R
50 24 L 5 000 TR 1 K AR S R PO R A, E A DR VRS T R T A
WELIKEE S, B0 BTA, BTA {10 2 A1 F 3L e i 4 R pi K
#®® BTA. EHi% F# BTA-stat 1 BTA-TRAK £ BTA ##i
R TECHE T ik L 3F 6 00 B0 T R 7 AR ) R WP A KM R T H
#3£% A . von Rhijn"% A i i BTA-stat 71 BTA-TRAK &+
o BURAE S 5 07 T0%F0 69%, LAMFEME, HRER.
Mahnert B'"f] Khaled HM™% A 3% i BTA-stat % { BE Bt 49
65 Jt Fip v WUR AR AR, 44 13%~55%, *F G2.G3 H Ry v BE
B, 5 9% 36%~67%F1 63%~90%, BTA-TRAK Ry BBt H
B M REHBRER SRR EL, BTA M 2B RES
P EH BRSO ESREBRRARRERB AL,
23 4HIBEA (cytokerating, CK) CK £ b RMA TR L
MARBRSY, REKFERBT EEXY MMUREHRE. b
BALHEE 20 AN CK, LEHE L EBRETERL
HRPHEFARER, BR b R F b 40 5 80— Fh s
fEHE A Mk . 5 bt 9% 46 % B9 CK8.CK18.CK19 #1 CK20,
UBC 3% (urinary bladder cancer test) F§F 4l /R # - CK8
M CKI8 iy A Bt , BURHEE 53 IR0 R R F M 35%F] 19%
A%, CYFRA21-1 & CK19 8y rI %4 7 B, @ R 9 2 k&
FERETL R BM19-21 F1 KS19-1 By Wik e .0 sk A7 W 58 , %4
Cl BB BRERRARERENIMFE, HE 7120
STERARFRERRNTMEMERBETRA CKI9 R
HE2 SRR RS EE R EMEE L. CK20 #F
R—AHENEHGEY, ERENRERRETLE,—
;%A RT—PCR,ﬁ@]E;?f\Eﬁyﬁﬁgﬂlﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
RABFHEHEH,

24 HFF#E (survivin)  survivin R E M F 17925, BiEE
REAH ST AVATHEARKBRAZ — ERILHRE
ABRRERE BARRARTBRMRE, HESHERFE
BRI, survivin EEBEMRBR BT RME, F5HER .S
B, BEAETHEMEX @, FA RT-PCR 4 AR W 5K +
survivin i mRNA, R4 45 542 518 63%~94%F1 93%
~100%, RIEH L BB FRAL ALHNBEETERY
BARRIE,

25 B & EA 22 (nuclear matrix protein 22, NMP22)
NMP22 REH4ARNKEEAN N EBN, AHTRARA
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UNRERERGAR, ERRE LS RIER, HREDE
AR A AR SR IEHRE LR 25 G
Lo Lotan™ A 88 T 50 4 3 3¢ F WA 10400 669 SRR 3 3t 2L
BRI MG R AT LR, 50 NMP22 09 By UM
T3%, ¢ 450 80%., B B R o NMP22 /K -3 B 55 Bk
BRHAR HBTEX REBRAKARHGWIKERESR
ENMPR2 h A frife HA B FRMBMEE. SHREMR
HEERMEREAEUNSTRE BETEEHL KR
FHEM,
26 FEHY KM (hyaluronic acid, HA) ME YW R M &
(hyaluronidase, HAase) HA H—HEEHBEELRE EEZ
HRBESAERREBRNERRS . EEHAR, AEHHA
ABAERAEMNBETP, HAase B—HFEE HA A
BEER BRANBER. BiLKAE =/ HAase £H BT
BEBE R B0 X AR HYAL] 8, Lokeshwar™%5 % B 10 i % bt 5
ML RE HYALL, RS BUARAEKEE T 4 65, BREHM
M5 HEE HYALL, 5048 th HYALD 742 ik b3 40 e 42
ABFEEEER, ERESEMEPERSE KK HYALL &
&, E—LLBEP R HA # HAase LS T (HA-
HAase) /& ¥k 7E 83%~94% , ¥ B ¥ £ 77%~93% , th F H b
MR ARICY (LSBT, fy kel B, HA-HAase 2—1
RAEMRAEMABREARERMERCY, MEELSE K
43 35 B S S Y B R S R LR
3 Hit
31 £KkBEF FEEKETFTEXRESHRE WREE
KEFZE 0F EEERKEF WERLHF AEGHKR
4 K B F %k 3(FGFR3)% , van Oers M™% A ZE—15i 280 A
K % 51 B 75 0 & 3L FGFR3 #971E 57 38 76 J§ ok % A b PR 18 B o
BRAZEMY, I B SRETEREMX,
32 Eod¥ BEOARA¥EHRECOEHWAINE, EH
RMERCHPEEEER. EANRBETRERIFEEH
BOBESSTRREASKN S BERGUE, 2P HNE
B8 . A HE R R HBURYE R 80%, 45 R4k % 909%~97%, 10
BRZREBEERHE,
33 DNAREA MEHXEEESHTFCpC HHEELR
BREZRLTWE, ABMEAWEKWE 288G TR,
Eun®& 7 118 BBt ie A R B T 84 4l RUNX3 J58)F
R SRHERTI2%, H5WERMEER BEBELRE
HIEFREEX,
4 Ihg

ERBERWRRGERTE ROBEMBZ— HRHFERA
REREGE BB HERMENHRTRAET4E
., ARIKREABRERERSHTEET—ENRAR
. B, FR-BERAYLE FREE BEBHUREE

AR RIS Bt AR G E R A NS EE BRI
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