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. REZOHE
A, 22 —=v T OREDT
CHETEADRY ) —= v FREEVRET S o, BRERMEOM,
MEREEFATO. BRE - BEESPASHIcSh, BT RS TS
@HE@E@E(W%W)ﬁUT%%o%%\ﬁhﬁﬁ¥ﬁéhﬁﬁAWﬁﬁ
EFOERAENE T AHFEYFNAELE, HLVWR27 Y —=VIRED
MEFAhTWaY, BERNEARORENIZDEIZBVOMNEIKRTH B, &F
BMREORD KAESEICLZ 22 ) —= v IRk TERBEhTED, SR
SRR pEEREIC L 2RBOM (efficacy) BREEH, ROBREOFVH
e L TRAKEBAEERE (colonoscopy : TCS) ItkdR7 ) —=v 7 bk
BaxhTWwa, Lirl, Cho5DR2 ) —=v 7 0EHMS % HevidenceS+
STREL, FREBORLTOETIHRELRENA TV,

B. R o0HRK : :
25 —= v SEREIZLENCREEBIIRE 2 BETITbO TV,
RIVEE DZLHERIIS6HTATH -1, BHRERI. BBENRICLDKRED
BENA SN, 2ETEHEHERTI~T1I%EBFEIIFETD S, HIEZEEKD
Ty 2D 2% EHND EBV, BRZIDRIIUD SHMOMBARE X
N 20%3F ¢ 1K ¢ 60%E Tdh » 1= BERKIVEIZH8.5% & & SITET L. RIGHA
BRBOREESBELIOBAROBEERE N >TWS, BAFRRERII01%BERFT
BB, KEED (DAL D3ic0.06%H . T OEEGHPHEDLSTEV,
BRAEREEXSRE E SREBASSRE (SCS) DRk rEREERL &
hTWVW3H, TCSORBMHMIIBE ML THD.. Fkl0, 1EEOFEESR
HEHOFEE L SHE L THETE L RZOBRADTCSEM0AHTH » 1o
Chit. 10ERIOBHEDKINETH b, £HEIRTOZOTERORAMEIZHN
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BARE 3EK, BERECENOTOBRID A B LTS 120, RKE
ORIE YEEREEFA TTLRINER S MWV, FOEFOhDHBADERE
BREONELE3) 2BBTA R 22O END 2, H1b, 2FICEER
BT (AR . BPABFLEE2AVWTEREZEH L CERAILEERET
LIEMENPTH 5, REBATHEERERELE L TRTCSHR OBENE L,
2P TCS%1T 5 FRERIIEEcHETH », HEI/BD TRV, BARE
REERWIBHEIC L 2MEL DI EE S, LrL,. ThooHETR
bFekd L URFEEFOBTORE G+ L BRE. & > TRENTWV S, KB
WAL TIRTCSZ i3 U DBROWEBEEN SRZOFEORERFTHD . »
DEREOCRBOREIVI Lh SERE L RICHREMSFETCERETH %,

A, BE
BEE (1) BLUREME (F2)

BRETEIRHVWONTVWANEAN L F R b (LFEEDO—>T, b MK
PO TR BIMPAEN. BE, SRSt vy - EEREZE0ESR
i, BEBORREL L 20T, HERH» SEBHN, BAZHIELETRIERESR
Vo) DRE BRI & 5 E23~44%. BWETIROH~TIB LBES AT
%5, bHAETHV SN AREFEHMBE (& M ~ES o Vit 2RBEHUE
ZAVE0T, AR, REOFHIRILEL LKV, LrL, ENESESED
REICHEESN DI L ~er oy BEH L CREEEZERV. AEREDRRE L
5, BE2WHMERES O+ FOFEHENTVS,) IKD2WTIEEICRPHA
FiIcowTHEIN T, FEE, (566~89%). BHiE (67T~91%) &b~
EANFF R ML ODRBRESE, .

FIREIC K A|ED S b, 22OFEEBMBRELHE LI bDI>VWTHXS,
EHEAR YK v 7 ZRELHIC SKEBARERE L AEEAMNKRERPHA
B NEANVFFRPEFTV, BRELK LI, COBRE, SER. SIKRKEE
OWACHT ZRELEHETS5E, RPHA L, 2, 3 BEORER. 67%,
8%, 89% TV Ihb~EH NVt I HEDI3I% LD HH -7, Robinson b id
OB DIAER 72~ A ) R 7 BREKBHNEEREBELRPHAI HE, ~E AV
b3 HEEITV. BRERENTATI% 4B EHEL TV,

BE. KBNREREIBUNIBA DK bElEEL oo, BRETREYFE
BHCB &I LWNSWREEISACBEZEOBA SERACEEhLOT, #
MREOKE 3B/NHEshsEEL 5N, BROETEEBEET 5,
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%1 FOBTORYU—= U HEICHTIRE—BWELLZ D

BistOER

WEE CUK) FOBT ZPER RBRE BREE
i PRHA 1 B& 40,267 1 97.7 BRI 2 &
PRHA 2 H&E 43,465 85 96.6 (BRREFIcm
PRHA 3 B 15,767 91 96.6 BAEESBII)
Nakamura IFOBTs (& ./ ~Afth) 3365 o1 95.6 1B BRR 14
1 H&+ 2 B ’ ) (fEEL A)
Tomas ~EAAF 3AE 27,328 65 98.3 BB 24
~EHAL 6B 10,890 74 98.2 (hRAfADIA)
Allison ‘PRHA 3 H#& 7,493 67 944 .
' ~EANEF I HE 8,065 37 97.7 @%ﬂmaﬁ
~EHNLEYY IEE 7,904 79 86.7 (BRADA)
Launoy ~ ~EAA 3 EE 69,810 58 SRR 3 5

M3 (hmmpA)

£2 FOBTORIVU—z=UJICBT3RE-REEICELEIHOD

WwEE FOBT xR O B JREE
Bang ~NEHNFF R EERE (1,473) Sigmoidoscopy  25%
Jahn ~NEANDFR L KIBHBARE (%) (1,571  colonoscopy 23%

~NEANFFRE HYRJPI-BE
Ahlquist ~®H#NLFF X b KBERE ) (1,260 26%
Iwase ~EHNEFFRE EIERE (5,715) Sigmoidoscopy  33%
~eANPFREF  (CEHYR2)
PRHA 1 H& 67%
PRHA 2 H& 8%
PRHA 3 Bi% 89%
Robinson ~EANFF X b HEAERE (808) colonoscopy 44%
PRHA 3 H&: (N4 27) 70%
Nakama €/~41H# - SERE 4,611 - colonoscopy 56%
T/ ~L2BE 83%
£/ ~A3JHE 89%

B. HREE

EEBEMT LB BEER (RCT) %23 CHKRKDOILFEEDHEREI39T~98
BEMEIN TV S, REEREELVEBEEIARSV I EBRELTY
Bh5, LHUEOKBETIHIZ~3% ERKDILFEEDOREL VK. LDREEE
EBNBELEEZ NS, XA RE L /- EFNBHE OIS T 3597% & &K

KOWMELREIETDH 5,
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DEWV2, JOHRICHVWTE TSNS,

A. BITEOHE

ZL OMEBRELERPBATE VstageDBADEIEBHV I LZRLTY
B0, ROHS LB ORRCTTWHW bstage shift B RENTWSHEILTH
%5, Dukes AD%|A ZNottingham, Funen, Minessota® 3 B3R Q2 HX
KHBE T2%%119%, 20%%3119%, 30%x120% & RZE TS5 <+ #icDukes D
BENENLVTHOIREEHTEN -,

B. AFROE

FRRCTTREZH TCOLEADEERMHRBE L DS BREBATE X
BB L D EERNF ViSRS Funen, NottinghamMIR T—H L THEI N
TW5, '
bSEORZICBIL TR, BESARIEZAVEESERBITICKL S 2PFRT
BLL S CBRZETELEDY X7 EMBEVI EHRENTV S,
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V. FECRBDHROFF

A. RCT (%3) .

CNETHRTONEAN L 7R MITXBHRBIBAL T 4 DORCTHITH
hTHH, RCRBFPVPDRBZHODI L I OOMBTRENTWS,

MinnesotalfR Tid. BREZGESDIMKNEHI NV 7 R MKk 5 RERDE
T RBEICHNIBBFHTCENED, - 7o, BUIRERZHLIMBEHOBICHEE
BRCHROZRLE D> 1H, RIEBERLHTHABORTRE T RESN
too TOMETRMANES VTR b OREEBEW LD, BERZBOK
BARERE (TCS) MITRERETRULFEFTICEL. CO EHBHERE
ETx ﬁf:_ﬂﬁgﬁbiﬁo 2o

FunenffZ£ ik, ~® AV b 3 HER X 3RERZSE THBE X 0 21% KB
BAEERNBEL . KIFHA DEBERITZ DABHETET L% HECEYD
ThH, 18BIHTCERIBEDN - /2o & S5icNottinghamBFFE T~ AN+ 3 HEE
T3 6 BEK X ABRFERLH CHRE LV 5B KBV AFECRMET LS
EDRENTI,

Funen, Nottingham® 2 B¥%% (3 Minesotalfze TOTCSHEITEMSE WRIRE b
B, FREVIRISERS—BLTEBY, o SHEEHEEZ L~V
P TR MCKBBRETRURMSET T ERMNET - LSO i,

SIREBICEL TR I % Vv ¥ TIEH50-80i%. D 2 BFFI345-T48 5 W75
BTHD, 5-30RICBAL TOFMEMNRE N, & D HIFAB-TERKICTOVT DR
BTN TH S LHIF SN B, |

EHoKHt, (1RXAVIHATER. REBTREVPADBBRRMET LA E
PEEIN, REVPRTCRLELCBBREETIEZb0LEELGN S,

%3 (LFREFOBTOHMEICET ZMIES(LAR (RCT)

B gy YEEIE powm smm vy 7rz EumRE
Minnesota (1993) Z&F  50-80 15,570 15,394 5% 0.67 (0.50-0.87)
(1999) B4 15,587 15,394 8% 0.79 (0.62-0.97)
(20000 Z&F (BER) 0.80 (0.70-0.90)
- R 0.83 (0.73-0.94)
Nottingham (1996) FR&E  45-T4 74,2563 74,998 60% 0.85 (0.74-0.98)
Funen (1996) BB 45-75 30,967 30,996 67% 0.82 (0.68-0.99)
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B. EEALI O BT RAR
SERDSBELSH L Hick > T 2 Bicgly 1, {LFEFOBTOZ)R
2H5FFA VORES—2H 5, RLE ({LEHKEFOBT+SCS) THREH
(SCSD#) D26% KIEMAFTCRIEMN - 12 (0.36540.63/1,000A « ) HC
DERFEFMICR—F =54 VIt EFDEETRE» T -

C. o&— IR LEFBHE (R4)

{L2EEFOBT (2 BFE). S HEFOBT &L FOBTOHAKREE (5B !
(B, Myicd 3. EEEFOBTHEM (1H%) <B¥ 2 EFIRII%E
2H 3, O TOHEH—F L TFOBTIK &L 3 KBMAFECRDY X7 E
TaREL TV, A

(b3ETR 5 ELROZBHN% ) 27 2 T3 LRBINTW S, RiEE
LALREET A » X HI20.20~0.54 & 46~80% DIE T ARBE N TV 5, Rl
ERmICET AT TR A v XH0.40 BERD) LILFEL D EVefficacy
BT E Wi (UL FES AV LE— O TREE LMMFEDA v X
WABH L R TIRPR D REESLEEL D 4 » THAMELS (0.20%40.36)-
GBFEICE B3R ) — = v TOMAMMEFEEL D REV I EBERRE NI,

DLE 5 s kFOBTO B M 12T L, L& 0 IRIBAIWEERS
Nns,

ERBICE L TR, EAMBHERVWTh GARUEERRE LI SDTHY,
F1A S TFY VR THOELUETOA v XEHBA0EARIHENTELS (0.32~
0.38%40.72). FiBTHOAHBBEVT EMRREN TV 3, {LFEICEAT SRCT
&%éﬁé&%ﬁﬂi@ﬁ%E%K%LTE%E®EMMF+%J£D\wﬁ
PlEwcBLTiE T ] 5 LHENh 5,

%£4 HREKEFOBTICRAT SEFINRBIR

e 2y —=vrEk MREH KR EH pofic] v X

1. A8 . b3+ REE C240 57 171 0.36 (0.19-0.68)
9. Hiwatashi {bt&F i+ GiEE 28 84 0.24 (0.08-0.76)
3. Saito Rk 193 577 0.40 (0.17-0.92)
4. Zappa b4k + sefeik 40-70 206 1,030 0.54 (0.30-0.90)
5. Saito {3k + sofeik =40 51 152F4E  0.20 (0.08-0.49)
FBE  0.17 (0.04-0.75)

6. IFEF Q2&302x 5T+ Y vR)  40-49 0.72 (0.07-7.36)
50-59 0.32 (0.10-1.00)

60-69 0.38 (0.16-0.94)

ERERE 3 125%, 4 :3.0% 5:2.7% (REEK)
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HT0.0075% ThH . ERBRESERELSR SN > - (BHEEWRIE. FEk
BEEHE), TOWRES B L, 2RBAREKREIS,MATHTIZEF I Fi
Wi 2 #l. SIREEBHMRERE + EB X Er65,4804 ik, EA1A . /¥
DADRFEA2H. Ya v 7 1HL EBXEREREL,2654 T OEHEE
1Hl. & 486,541 T3 5 FlicBiihs Shi,

BB, 1EHOFBEXRRETHRENMBUIEHRER2~3 3 Y ¥y—~<n
FbTHY, Thid 1 EFOBARBHEE L ZIFRILTH %,

NEEFH UBE) HOMRRIE L. BEEAMANE (ER3FEE) 07— T
3. 47,978F1ch, ABEZ\W idEIM A SHE S LA HIMm0.179%. FFL0.036% & 3E
MBEICH~NEERSHD, FhFh138. 52.6BOEHABRAHEEL
o BRBLUBELZENE LEARERECIEEBLRERECTRTC TS L
bbb HBM, COEHTRIM AL -1, BERHILBHREELT
D7 v — rRETCRERECHERIALD BPPEVWLEETH D, ik
AALE « AIRERIC X 2ETHINSCRES N TR D, RAERIRIC T THE
BUHETH B,

PLEDE SRy Y —= v S ORETIRBRIERT VIS, BREIR L B3FF
BTDAET 24BN H 5, BREIBREICHAILTEZ DT, B 7o
75 AR TINEDELTRCRRAI ) —= Vv FOBEEEZSL THLEN
bb,
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ERAMBRE I & 5RLIME—Z OBEPEHTEL L T\ 5, BITORER?2 B
HRIC & 5 KIBBABRIZRCTIC X Bevidenceld 15\ A3, FiROMEKEL S,
BYTLORRBEATITOA TV B LEEERIRE (LFHE) <k 2R2
IO REWEEZI LN B,

D LKL EBAT )~ = 7 OHRH 3 > OWAEBEI LB BHR

- (RCT) THEIxhTW3, |
@ REEMFELORBIEY SBESEC. 1 BT bLEHE 3 Ak

FAEULETH 3,

S & LR OHHIC & 2 REOPELSEHOEFIRBIIRI & v —%

LTRBEhTWw3,

RfEH: | HEOHRIEROEMNMBHR CRBRS . 2 OHR B(LFE

LDKREW,

Sk 2 Bk DB RHTEIHBBIE TRE S h T L 5,

BRI L ABROBAMDRLIMOR 7 ) —= v 7EEDF CATOS

lEMREThTV S,

T S—HOFBFROEROMICE., BAKLSH D, RRSNEHERE
HBEbDEEAOND, EHIHBHRETIRELT « HL 7 v a /N1 T ZX%EF]
B, BAFEMIE R ONESBTETE B VD, &S IHEOEs TR
HBETHHILRBIETNETHIb0D, BITO S0 75 A ORFEEEIT
FECB O, BRATAY/TESLEEI OGN D,

HR%E LS B L TRERAORESIIERZLRI60% LBIRICBENT LT
55, COERE L TRREOTHRTRL P HRICET 2 MO R BT
BENTVEHTFRSLTEIEL . ZOMP L, HEHEOBEREHSBEETH
50

BRIDRERELL LT, R2 7075 L0MPBicAL T, SENK Y X
7 LOBESBETH 5, 29, BYEZLEBOURERT, PRAAZ
DPOMBOLVRI ) —= v I Y25 ADBEDEHICEE RS OKRITES
BERINTV D, HRERIREOH N Devidence PEAMRN» 513, Th
E TOLL LD S4A5%F 72350 LLEE T 2 DS ENTH 5, BITD 2 Bk
WKBAL T, ERBNCONTE 31 OBREOEFNBHESSLETH 5, %
LHREEERLOYROM, 3 >ORCTTRERBOYENEES LTL
5o REOE, b RBEERLHT CNTBY. THET-> TITCNELELS
N5, DT SHRLEEN PBRILEOELPE 2L, RBHARS Y
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P EDSZHRERIc o WT bKRE L. evidence®Rd & &ick - TEIRBEDO—>
LT B ENEENS, |

FROBEIEL TR, ThElgEERT TRELSL] »5 1 280
NicrahicKEE S L, 2BREA22EG T (BEZHE b - THB
Hed3) LTl ChETORBELDIERICEFET 5&, TCSICH~BE® %
WIESCS+BED RS & IS EAFEBERICH L TH20%E< . TCSEBKRE:
EFTRELEIOND (5, 6),

®5 REABIIHTIZERREORE

B | F BRI 2 6
BE 83.3% (n=138) 80.0% (n=145)
SCS+BE 92.2% (n=551) 90.1% (n=>564)
TCS 98.6% (n=351) 96.9% (n=35T7)

BE=@IBXHKRE. SCS=SREBNRHERE
TCS=2RBANRBERE
n: HREBER G 1 £5 5\ i1 2 ELNO BB

6 ERALR. ZREERICAHT-SCS+BEDREE

SERRIIRS 2 48 |
2FEE EEE HITH
o rerrm 94.7% 94.1% 96.7%
85 - SRER (n=641) (n=302) (n=183)
e 16.8% 14.8% 11.9%
REAKIE (n=242) (n=131) (n=95)

n=HREBHK+FERBEHEK
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