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BRIE5EMHK 12000 AMWERRIBE - IS ERBINEF —WREILUE
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EEEREME - NOEEEER 2RI RHMERAETAER 22X
EMESTCRNREERMME -

BREAEARHMESAYNNTEREEEMEEMKETE (LDCT) - B
2011 FxE NLSTHRESR AT E - BRER LDCT ETHMEGRRHNE
MREEN - WEZWMENABNEF LH - BF—HELERNEZ EF -
MEERRELERIFE - Z 2015 FERE—HEEEBEB MK - RBECERA
B - EFBEAMMESTCRZH NE - oR - RTMAKRBENSESE
e - MMAMFIA LDCT DUBIM R HAEER - 2IFFEEZ/IRES -
BIAMMEUERRERBAR - LEHERH - ABSMIHEAREERE - U
ERX%F LDCT MEE MR MEERRERABHS - MEERE -
IHEEFAESEA - EE ARG LDCT 4 A EAEERtRAYITE
& ﬁﬂﬁﬁ*gﬂlﬁﬁﬁi fEsR LDCT ERtBRIM A =S AR IR EF R
Fr- BREERAREE  REBZS -

AEMESER 2015 FERARFLEGENHNERRESETETEAFR
RER LDCT fiEERREtE - MIKBREEZERTES IS HLEFM - U
ERBRASERRAE LDCT MEGENRAREBRURELER - BUR
—HEE - REBEGBRUREEN I IETHEERERA R - BURD
BEZESBELRE -

KAEZRQEMEBREIRIRA LDCT EEF g E/NEEEA - BhER
BERARERE  a2NEEEENEERE Q2SI NE2TE
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R - URBIAETT LDCT MEER BRI R AVRRBEZARNS ERE -
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1. MR  HRAEZENRELESREEZNGREF - BB RH
RE - REAMAZIENM 10 2 30 FrofmE bk - mas
BIER/)> 20 2 90% RO Ay f -

2. f#% (Abestos) : HRER KRBT ENBRIRE MR -
BEREBEEMERBREISE—BENE 22
2000 FEMWES - 2012 FEZELEILAGAREM
HET  ORE ANERSRE - -HEREAQMRIES
MAhR B M ECRIMmE - BRSS MM e
W EFH -

3. EMEME (Biomass fuel) : RERIBHOBHEY AR
REREZE - RIEEHRTRY) RAR AT REIS RS -

4. ZERITH  RKEIBRSIMSIZE R K B A0 G 7 Ik B2 m
BB AR -

5. MEUEE FEIR - BN ERE FUENRETAE -
OJREBHURKMMEEE - BIRSHRE RN - BB EEZE
PSS A -

6. FbEMEMEELER - Wib4E -~ MEZES - EIg0M
EBRVEAE -

7. |ARC 35 BU=M SR -
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=ik (E28) BHEM

&8 (Aluminum production)
i (Arsenic)

£ 4% (Asbestos)

% (Beryllium)

8 (Cadmium)

#& (Chromium)

#2 (Nickel compounds)

£ (Radon-222)

#5 (Plutonium)

R 7REfE (Hematite
mining)

388545 (Iron and steel
founding)

1R EIETE (Welding fumes)

BERAMTEY

A8 (Quitting smoking)
%S (Tobacco smoking)

— 37 (Secondhand
smoking)

Z=H4hZ255 (Outdoor air
pollution)

REOZ NI (Particulate matter
in outdoor air pollution)

_FPRERE
(Bischloromethylether)
—&{E® (Silica dust, crystalline)
AFESK (Sulfur mustard)
%12 (Rubber production
industry)

SR (Painting)

&« 2R LE (Coal, indoor
emissions from household
combustion)

&1kt (Coal gasification)

B MRS (Coal-tar pitch)

FE R E44E (Coke production)
SH5|1%2EE R (Engine exhaust,
diesel)

JEIE (Soot)

Hfth

X 5148 (X-radiation)

HNF5E8 5T (Gamma-radiation)
MOPP {EEE 75 (vincristine-
prednisone-nitrogenmustard-
procarbazine mixture)

Ref. https://monographs.iarc.fr/agents-classified-by-the-iarc/
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a. At &t 2011-2015 4 & fifi 22 8% £ & 25 - 53% B e s ==
TEARTHRE -

WD

52

EEI-

i

Smokers °
Unknown duration or amount

Current smokers
230 pack-year

Current smokers
<30 pack-year 4018 (7.8%)
Non-smokers

27236 (53.0%)

Quitted smokers
<15 year and =30 pack-year

Quitted smokers
215 year or <30 pack-year
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b. #&t 1995-2015 &£ 185,542 fulififzfm & - & 20 FK -
SHHF A 59.4% 3 29.9% - LHHARRIZ 3.2%
35.3% - 241 - BHEMMRERS 10 B ASFH #E 9.06
AIBINF) 23.25 A - ZEMRERE 10 BABFHEE
7.05 AIBNZE 2422 A -

50 B8 5% B 25 5

=
St

2%
®
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c. B1993FPUK - EREEREB 76 2EEMEI 115
LB (LE#BR)  mEZERENA 163 2EREE
42 RE (LERSAR ), ME 2007 F£/ta - dba &b
BREEFIEMES 0.3% (95% EBE/E® 1.9%-2.6%
NEHZBR)  MEaEMRESFRMNER 4.6% (95%
EHEERBS 3.3%-5.8% - NEWEER) -

(] .
. B .
N 100% L4
— . P °
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a. FW/TI S5 - 74 - HREBBE 306/ F - BAEMD
M ARRE S ARBE 15 FNRR - FEERIU
A S B EE DIEF iR iR -

b.EEMERGEEMNER  IMUEIEHEEKEEBIER
firzEdie - AMENDEREEE - (51 BRIRBER
—SEMFABRRERNB—A EWMERER  HE4lhE
MEkEtRESR—i’A)

c BMEREE ERBERFEHAERENRR - IS
BEDE EET MRS -

d. 2ABREFHNRER - BADSBR B HEIEMEEE -

e. BAREERABEIEZRAMBEAENRR - F&2
& ENMERERIR -

f BEEEKEEMRGEMETERRESEKE EGHE
i WAZERMMER KB BERIEE

g EEMAERIEMR  EH=EMENEEF IR LBETR
FhhmEER s 4 -

h 8RB EZ R REREFET MR
7t - DL R = Bk ErE




2. HftESMEE RS -

BimtkE BEESEERRIREE

National
Comprehensive Cancer
Network, 2018

American Cancer
Society, 2013

American College of
Chest Physicians, 2018

American Association
of Thoracic Surgery,
2012

US Preventive Services
Task Force, 2013

55-74 5% - HFEAR 30 FEBRAMH
AR 15 &

50 mll £ - KR 20 FEEB—
I5R sk EF

55-74 5% - HHREAR 30 BIFEBRAMAR
AR 15 &

55-77 % - FEEAR 30 BFEERMHE
AR 15 F

55-79 % - HFEAR 30 FEERMHE
FAAR/NR 15 F

50 A EERFEAF AR 5% EREE

fea

55-80 7% - A AR 30 BFBRAMH
AR 15 &

AFREBR 15 FeERamAIRRIE LLE IR
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3. PLCO all 2014 model (Prostate, Lung, Colorectal and
Ovarian Cancer Screening Trial) : MIFEZE AR HRER G
EHEANEMMESR AR 2

a. FEHHE -

§ARE R GY (S )

Fi P62 mE®E +0.08
HERE* M4 mE#E -0.09
SRESRHMBMI) DL27 BE%E -0.21
EIUEESS =8 +1 +0.35
BABEERSE =8 +1 +0.48
EX R =8 +1 +0.59
Ed23 ZMA +1 -0.52

*BRUN Q) BRERE(2)  8PRINAEE 3) AEH
IRRE (4) - KEBEZE (5) - tHFRAEZE (6)

** o] F#851 % https://brocku.ca/lung-cancer-screening-

and-risk-prediction/risk-calculators/
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b. ##&E :

WAYE 58 (5 81 ()

T P75 B +0.08
HERE* W4 HE%E -0.09
SRESEH BMI) Dl26 nE%E -0.03
ETTEEE=S A +1 +0.35
BABREERE A +1 +0.49
E AR =8 +1 +0.59
(53 THMA +1 -0.52
[EEHRE EA +1 +2.80
FHEXM n R +n -0.18
HomE +m +0.03

*BHUN 1) SPREEX Q) STEIDBHEE (3)  ABH
IRRE (4) - KBEX (5) - HFMEE (6)

** O] FAIETE https://brocku.ca/lung-cancer-screening-

and-risk-prediction/risk-calculators/
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p -

1 \ o

7]

58 C.BHRE

% =25 B 62 mEE +0.08

» BT - b4 mEE 10.09

;ﬁ%’f SEEBEYBM) 26 AEE 0,03
= 27 11 +0.35
BABBERE 27 41 +0.49
ZHIERE £ +1 +0.59
1B A +1 0,52
B 1 +2.52
TG R n 1R n 018
Hm & +m +0.03
EH p & +p 0,03

*EHUT Q) SPEE Q) SPERINBEE 3) ABR
IRRE (4) - KEBEZ (5) - MFREE (6)

** o] F#851 8 https://brocku.ca/lung-cancer-screening-

and-risk-prediction/risk-calculators/
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E_8 - (KBS EMKENE (LDCT ) ERIREREIREE -

A BEMREBEMI X X - BERERAANEIERmE -
i SEhGEHETENSEMREERQERELTE &
FAREWERR SR EIZ NLST » NELSON - DANTE % -

B. National Lung Screening Trial (NLST)* :

1. alBR¥ % : 55-74 5% - #IFAAM 30 B2 B AR A AL /)
15 &F - EE 33 REED - 53454 =& -

2. 91884 . BEFEMER X =F -

3. T A . BEREISERKEE - =% -

4. 4ER
BHE 6.5 - G/ A 320 AT 1 AT - T 20%
FTE -

b. TAMET - 4% wEBMME - 48% KE—H -
5.5 M ER 24 mm IFIH{EAEET - 24.2% BEIEEMEEH -
6.9% MOEL X SeHABGMEERIR | 96.4% BHIEEMEEA -
94.5% R &l X XAEBRGHE -

6. mGMHD - B 904%  92.7% IR BB ER—RETEEE
EAUME  BRSEMETEAS 297 U (1.1%) - WaEL X
JHA 121 U (045%) R EBRRRAURE - RALR
B EL 1.4~1.6% -

7.5 FREAREEEE IR TRIBERBE -

19




C. The NELSON trial®
LB S 5575 5 - MAEX 15 8238 25 £ 10 18
BB 30 & - BAF/K 10 5% - 8 - LhRIE - 15822
B -

i
B
£
[
2
=
B
B
B
B
&%
B

a. B+ TP 25% JETK -

b. MEER 3% Btk - 66% m5E—H -

c. 04% aXRmERY - BRENMBRERENE  SERE
MR AR - S R/)0AnihE  ROSRE - &
HENEREER 1 FERS 2.5 F - BB ES M&E -
M AR EE = Y 6.8% 1EN% 17.3%

5.27 mm’ LI N EB 0.5% BfifE - 27~206 mm’ LI N EA

3.1% BiE - >206 mm’ LITER 17% BitfE ; :17E 27

mm’ M &G - o] 95% SUE ® -
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D. The DANTE trial®
1.:3BE2 : 60-745 - AR - 2472 BHHFAEBIB 20
BIEE -

2. HRA  BERNERMmE X e KR RRER - ZRIEBH -
3.MAM  BEREEEREE XA F -
4. #BER
a. {57 = B i A 4H 3438 8.2% My - 47.1% B —H ;
AR 6% M - 22.2% BE—H
b.E—HiMEREHESKEEAER37% HRAES
13% - SECXR\EEE - BAIBEZELRHKD -

E. The Danish Randomized Lung Cancer CT Screening Trial

(DLCST)™

1. &alBR¥ % 0 50-70 5% - & - 4104 BUHHFA AR 20 B14F -

2. ¥1884H . =B -

3.MTAM  BEREESSENETE - HAhF -

4. %R BEISEKEEAES 4.8% ik - 550% KE—H ;
HERMHAE 2.6% MifE - B 15% "5 —H - BRIAENHmA
SRR ARG ER R E R AR -

5. 83 NLST #8LE - DLCST(1) B FE - A ERD - BERE
REUR ; (2)BBMERS Smm - BAER ; (3) B -
(Kl T O] BE 45 Al B i A S A R -
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F. The UK Lung Cancer Screening (UKLS) pilot trial**

1. FEERE % : 50-75 5% - 52F - 4055 U=HE -

2. 7T A BEAMRAR 5% E - BRXEFRESEKEE
HAF - Liverpool Lung ProjectV2 (LLPV2) & g 7& A& Y
BIRHRE - MhElER - MESE - RIEME 60 U TREE
e  BEARRES -

3R 199 N EREHEEKEE - 2.1% BB AN
- 86% ME—RETH -

i
B
£
[
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G. Genetic epidemiological study of lung cancer in Taiwan
and clinical application- Focusing on female lung adeno-
carcinoma (GEFLAC)*

1 AEBRE%R B DIRITE - ¥ 55 L E - —FHRE—
iz (simplex family) St _E (multiplex family) 7 fii 2 %
SEETEBF-RMEVER S EKEEETR - H=F -

2. 2007 # 2009 FE+ 1125 iz &R E 559 X% - K
24.9% (280/1125) e EAIFFEG1L4AE >5 2k - HpA 19
WmBZnaimeE - 5 12 ufsE—48 -

3. 19 fukEZitErmEBE P - 12 fi1 (12/315; 3.8%) RE —
ESHAEMMLLE (multiplex family) BiERSE - 7 1%k 8
(7/810; 0.9%) —& A —1I (simplex family) B ER S -
et LAEBEERS (p =0.001) - EXR"EASFEBERET
MENZREERENER -

22




H. Taiwan Lung Cancer Screening in Never Smoker Trial

(TALENT)"

1. HReEZE@EME - X 2015F 2 %) 2019 =7 AE&
¥ 55-75 3 - RBMAEA NI ZKGREAFEETRIRE
MR T £ B Hk i fE ER iR
a. family history of lung cancer within third-degree

relatives
b. passive smoke exposure
c. history of pulmonary tuberculosis or COPD,
d. cooking index =110
e. not using ventilator during cooking.

2. F—REBHE 12,011 IREE - 26.2% K5EH - FIRE

BRI R

Characteristic Number(%)
All participants 12,011(100)
Sex

Male 3,143(26.2)
Female 8,868(73.8)
Risk factor®

Family history of lung cancer 6,012(50.1)
Environmental smoking exposure 9,923(82.6)

TB/COPD 1,142(9.5)
Cooking index = 110 4,395(36.6)
Cooking without ventilator 211(1.8)
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3. A 329 B ERIAME - ARW MR .

Characteristic Number(%)

Invasive procedure 392(3.3)

Histologic diagnosis

Adenocarcinoma in situ 57 (14.5)
Minimally invasive adenocarcinoma 71(18.1)
Invasive adenocarcinoma 182 (62.6)

Adenosquamous cell carcinoma
Benign
Others

~

4. 72 311 UZERMENRESS - BRIoHITE -
311(2.6)

Lung cancer detection rate

Stage

Stage 0 7
Stage IA

Stage IB
Stage IIA 0]
Stage IIB
Stage IIIA
Stage 1B
Stage IV

5. 85— REVBAIFMERZE RS 2.6% - MEXRGENMEZE RS
30% EPLIBE-SHIRBKEERS  3.3% _FHA=FHD

A7 1.6% 8 1.7% -
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G. BMRHBES - TATZEERIER :

1 st [vason] owwre | ouesr | aienr

Bt 55-74 55-75 60-74 50-70 55-75

MR BEoMmR BB B BN B KRB
AR30 #®XK15 MWMREE HWRAR MH¥ER
BFEEKX REBE25 B208 208F HitEk

MEEA £ 10 & A+
F/R 15 AR#E8 30
& &F
SEEE EHEE SEEN SEEE SEEE
SEKE IKEE X S=EiKE =SiE S SiKE
[E F1E- B HE E HA E . H=
E2F - & &F &
E25F
>4 mm3E 27 mm? 8T 5mm 5mm

§hibaEEn DlE ETER

SLCHEE BEmE BOA . BRWE EEW JERCT
X BN Rt X

TR
BEB
A=l 20% 25% mER  EEE FRCA
=
Fili 722 52 4% 3% 8.2% 4.8% 2.6%
SE—HALL 48% 66% 47% 50% 96.5%
5l (Z20H)
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F =80 - {57 = B i 12 B Em d S ES R A

NLST (National Lung Screening Trial) B 45 R % 7~ LDCT &f 1
PRIEATEEIE TR E 20% - IR AEM=FEHR - HWIRA R M
XXmeE  MEFFEHFERE  HWRARRWE X6 - Bk
BECENREEEES - 590 - BH+F/ NELSON (Dutch
Belgium randomized lung cancer screening trial) 2 3% 55 4
TR T RAFRIRE 24% - LHAMREFETRNEEINES - 11
L &3 MILD (Multicenter Italian Lung Detection) st & R HAiE
MER’  HHERASERKEEER LDCT MESBNTED
ABRER - A MTWRZEGEONRERRE - BEFEEARUR
(cost-effectiveness) W8 - &2 M H AT EFFRFAZ M LDCT
fhEEsigatig BAlREEREARHE TR ERRER
RYRFEHERRAEMS -
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A. LDCT Bl = 4z p9 F1) 25 B2 J3 B
LDCT MfEEs &A% (benefits) BAE M (risks) BB T :
ZR— LDCT fijE= s pOFI %S B fE g

PR EmERISE TR BE 2R
3l Bk 1 it 722 9 £E 61 HEE
FHRZEHEER * 1=4k
ELERRAE FETEmE
Ea%%a?%sa

"o RFE AR
1. Mz
a. BRAEMENITT =R .
MR E T ENRERE DA - B8 £ LDCT fEEhis
SERBRI N HERHRESE - F IR 775 EE Rt HA b
BERS , EREHRMERARZHRBEMLERFE &
RADB T REER Z= (lead-time bias) AU E - HITH
BfRESL : e RHRREA - AN EERE -
A—HONREIRESEZE ° - THESHRMIELES
RIRBIVEIEETE  BENRE—TEEWRIE -

b. 8 /) it BR bR AV EE A
MHAlREREERASHNESE - SITEHENRIE
(morbidities) - FEIE4EmE - LDCT A 2= &5 1808 /) iR
HAmEAIELAI - EHREARANEERE -

c. RHIRZEREH BN
LDCT it ol IR REHZEBE B %R - I &
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A B Ak /0 B s - B BT AV BT 98 3R 7R @ coronary artery
calcium (CAC) 7 &1 - Z 2l B Ak S5 AR 18 (B 1R i BB A
" ERERPZHEAERTLE BARRHZERD
B AR (futile) JABR AV ZERNHERE - RME
EzMmIFR &= -
d. ELTERAR ¢
LDCT fh/Z et @ BEEIBMAAR R ? IF - RKMEMNES
B - B2 HEEMNZF 2@ EEEE (health literacy)
RENGEE  MRERAEEARSEHEZEES - BaGH
FrERBEAZNME  HAMRMRE ; BEEFmEY -
RimERHAEBEAEBMRE - KNS 2 - FHOMEEIRE
BIRMAMRESE  ERTARNEYHIMAEZEE -
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2. [F=R -
a. #BE 2R (over-diagnosis) :
3 LDCT fh st - 22 K2 B4R 12/ (indolent) b

B ERLELERAEEEGMEE—LHATLIR
fEAR ~ BRI - R2Z2MH - ZDTEEMS - FBEEY
(nonsolid) By 4% &1 # 22 T 4 AIS  (adenocarcinoma in
situ) 8% MIA (minimally invasive adenocarcinoma)
BOREEERIEN - 5—RBRIONRRIE  SAEHRRE
RZ - IEELEREFLIREAMEEEBHEMIET -
TEBRELHALHBERNNRELRBEZE -
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BEZENEEHEHTE - AR/AIEE —ESHIRE
BRERZEMENSE BEERRELHERILS -
BRI& S R 77 A 215 5 B A A BN B IR A S LR BD
BEZFBEZE  EEIEMNBEZEHNSME - AL
A NLST 1B E 2l 2 11.0%° -
b. BEMRER

ARZHLDCT M= RGN GE R RN - &RIEFEE
FERAMNREMBEZE - AGUNERIVTEREE
He - RAMRZE - AMEBRGEE - BINTEE - NLST
BHBMNERS LDCT BB 5 M 96.4%" - BR1E L
NLST A& B2 ¥ 1,000 U Rl B MRS - 25 117 uUKG
HR#ER 1 - 1B351% NELSON B E RSN - Al
ZRMABEMRER - &S LDCT SRR 59.4%" -
ENLSTRBUHEERRAMZERNEZRS - 8975 8.5-
9.8% HILLBI B A= 80 1 - FEBRON B AR BIERIEL BRI

== 12

=
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c.iBREMRER
R EER O sE2EPRE (interval cancer) - iS5/ E
WEAGRER - BEENREEFEERMZRZE (detection
error) S FFEM R Z (interpretation error) - BLEXEE
4 (subsolid) WAEEARBSER - BLEASHRNME
BEE MENZEREAURE - BV EZHAEEME
% MEiE - M RIS ERHAEERE - HFEEE
ABRBERHE AR Z¥B0E R IF PR A A2 &R of L
FERmEEIR R P2 - DURRBEAS -
REETEME
it S AREREER - BRELEEFMRE - & NLST
EEREBUENEEmERE  BERGaBEMETE—
BEMAESBNEETREEEAKAY - NELSON 5
ERte 2Bt MER BB EEIR | LDCT MiEEf eI AR &
EERENE T HRGRBUEEFEAREE " -

IR RE
M LDCT fiEEiis - FIE—RWEFZEERELNR 15
mSv (millisievert) - Z MBEBHENREERBEMS - B
B8 NLST ROU =R 41 55 m At E F F LDCT Eite £
90 3L T - 100,000 12 B E AR BREEAR & 34 24 i1
TR T AR SR BRI IE T 10 -
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B. LDCT Mfi 2 ERtRAY AL AN RURFE 4 -
1. 5K (cost) BAR4R (effectiveness) :

Bt AT EBEIRE (healthcare) FIER RS (perspective) 2K E :
AmetiaEt2 Ry LDCT - SiEfaimaE TN B ES
Bt~ RAMEZE - R EE - BEIENIEE - BEZE
52 i B E M AR R th SR A N ERIEE - ffE
ERig s Ak I B Rl 2 & A 75 i B R O EE AR D T BB H
AENEE ; BAIEREHMEOLLAIEN - Smigf -
HRETTEREIEN - ERE—FTUHHEM (societal) BiRh
RE : BimAE2ERREENEELE  BEENIES
BILE (W FEREE - EREEE ) BEANBEREX
(human capital loss) EEGEEEA - Enta e FEANERN
EEAIEND - EEBEREEDEN - MEANE

LDCT MiEEp R MR EEEER A ~ EfenEE e Em
B - DIAF (life year) 2R A (QALY, quality-adjusted
life year) BEfl - EPREENEZF /AWM IE LY
FRGERERBEZE -

2. @EEIE

BEBAVMRERABNGE - FEANREEE - £ABR
Bl R ¥4 LDCT e i AR - H B 1R EE (target
population) + K& (time horizon) BB R th AEAEE -
ZHMRE LS ARZLEECERAEMNCE - HIEER
HEE - nFEEIMRAEFERANREEE  SENARTRK
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BES EM AR HEE - WmEf LDCT e ar s Ay
Al ZEMENHEERE  IRESEREEENK
LDCT FiREF s AR A ET = - REMARUR ; IEIMNER
ERIRAIREIZ S INTE 60 £ 75 B2 - UREMAYR -

MER_BIIFRERNOATIYRME - IKBREEE 5
B - B2 - 7305 - MR IE BTG BLE S 52 R = 2K 1
b & - 3 A QHES (Quality of Health Economic Studies)

AHERHRAOmE -

A
“hm

CTHEXRESES—REREAFIEE 13 @ASGDP A - X
ZHRFRFRNE KRR S EREEENR LDCT R T S
HAYR - EEEHEEERSERGEELMARMRETS
oLUm D AR ERERKEE - T UESRZHUR - B
A fim ye2 B9 o 9% 08 ORI BB 2R AR LDCT ERRAY AL AR - A
B HWRIFRRER LDCT BN S E— DM - REF
FLENERNEREENEE - DUBERGS -
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55 & - LDCT t2#1E protocol :
M LDCT Bt 2 118 - EIRAHBER 2 protocol £1TiE
BARRE

CT FHZRBEEKRRITELCZEERE

« Z18 018 CT(MDCT, multi-detector CT) : £/ 16 @158 28
(detectors) °

U E—REARTHRBEISMNER - WEHKE (<3mm)
K& (<1.25mm) Zz#mtEs % -

« CT Z1=RI38 hiedE 360 -5 <0.5 7 -

«CT 52 #& & £ 15 12 (Volume CT dose index, CTDIvol) /)\ 5%
3.0mGy (£ 195818 E 170cm/70kg, BMI 24kg/m2) -

s JFEISHE - AFESBEL]R - LURDIRFHRERSE -

« AEEICTH BT -

Hithi2=

1. oIBNEAR (coronal) &R (sagittal) IEIS % -

2. o[1ENNEHE (axial) ZEREMERFEFEZ (MIP maximum in-
tensity projection) 5mm ZEZEF % -

3. Ol fE BB R E TR (AEC, automatic exposure control) 5%
ZM/EH (IR, Iterative reconstruction) U EIEST RENRIE -

44




W
ut
<t

1. Kalra MK. Low-Dose CT for Lung Cancer Screening. J Am
College Radiol 2017; 14(5): 719-720.

e Lee JW, Kim HY, Goo JM, et al. Radiological Report of Pilot
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SE=E - BRSNS :

BifEERE  REHSEREERRERER  B2EERTEH

SEEE  CHBEIRN®E  ERES_FER - MYRER

BGHMAEE  BRMEEHEELBETEEEMNEESE -
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%EE Ebak s FiRam L E th R &

—&f ~ £ FIREE ¢
H1E8H F1E5 (biomarkers) (& F M TE 75 = o4 = B S ETE =
Eit - H—  EAILEERA] (pretest) W ES BRI ER ;
H”  HBEEE®E (posttest) AR Mb 45 &5 (indeterminate
pulmonary nodule) 2R K - BAEE MBI E (B2 F12
Ao RN EEREBAEBE MY - REMIEMINEESNIEE ; T
ER BB A EE D FARs EE BN BNl A BN R M AR A
RE - AEEBMUEEEIRAE - Mt EEE D
FIEFHEEL - BRADET—ERFEZERER - MTEIIL
REBANWE LD FIERMUESE .

EBNIME :
1. MicroRNAs - miRNAs :
Mm% miRNA 458 898 58 7 & A A Multicenter Italian Lung
Detection (MILD)? + Continuous Observation of Smoking
Subjects (COSMOS)* i 1l fif 72 £ %2 B PR =2 8 452 [0 3 #FF 3%
¥ 52 939 fu MILD &l 58 £ B2 & - £ B3 miRNA signature
classifier (MSC) = RIM FEEIMEBISURK SR 87% - HEME
81% - P2 FERIMEE 99% - GUTRRIERIZ 25% - NREF
15 F MSC EAEEHKENE = E5 1% - S LURIKIE 5 EMBEHT 2
EMmEEmEENFRNEEMENESHE - 5—E miRNA
signature test (miR-Test) BT @A K L ES BRI IE
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OHBRMUST78%  HEMEB T75% - ROCHIAZ NHE
#EHAI% 0.853 -

2. Blood protein profiling :
—fEfE A Mm®=%E 18 (CEA, CA-125, CYFRA 21-1) ~ —Hi 52
(NY-ESO-1) A &R RAIE BRI FT - E 5% | 2 1| HAfb &2 A9 BUK
MR 71%  FHEMS 83% - ROCHIZR N AHWEER 0.82
AUBEETERRAIKEESERNEE - 35— BB
FRfEAMNER (CEA, CA-125, CYFRA 21-1, Pro-SFTPB) iz 4
BEMEaERIIR  SEAIVER S MM EAREIRA - E8UK
M 73%  FHEMS 83% ROCHMAZ N HWEIER 0.83 -
B &M B USPSTF A MERBRAIGTNS ° - BB —ERIE
ROER 22 M ST UL EE 178 i1 8-30 mm A 45 BN RV 9T 38 3R pCA
(calculated pretest risk of malignancy) < 50% K& B4
AR MBS 97%  HEUR 44% - BRHTEREE
98% - MR EHERNRBERE - FAIR /> 40% BHREY
HEHANENRAMRE® -

3. Autoantibodies - AAbs :
[M& autoantibodies WITKRZE - —RHEHAEHBHRERT
¥ NE B (p53, NY-ESO-1, CAGE, GBU4-5, Annexin 1
SOX2) MMBEHBZEM A 89-91% - SRR AE 36-39% -
B 55 — R iR R I Fe t 23R EarlyCDT®-Lung 14 E5 182 BT A9
FEHD FIBe - FEURS (91%) - BUEHARIE (37%) -
BB TERIERR 16%° -
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4. Complement fragments :
— &7 B ¥ BR AT 5 15 HH MR CAd HRER IR AT = E RV ik
HRAREE  BIFERERE 8-30 mm ARRMAAEIRIELEL
nFIFw - BE 89% WREM - AMESK LRI (44%) -
B TERIER 54% - RMTERIER 84% -

5. Circulating tumor DNA - ctDNA :
[M& ctDNA 1E R EAT A £ BB D FIZR R BEER - 281
EHRERMENZEDALEE - EFREUD RN MLR
g - BEIIRHEING | BHROMMIRESURES 15% - MY
FREE 11~ 111 B A0 B 8 AR L 57 40 P 2 BURK E 0] 3 100%'° - &Rl
RIS & # E R E R (next-generation sequencing) B9
EEEEY -

6. DNA Methylation :
—{[E1 %5 7% BB ik il i P 45 T P RO s B Y BR AT 95 3838 - WIREB |
A BRROfmfE - SRR =ERHHEST - E8UKM 98% - FEM
71% ~ B2 FRAIE 89% - BB FRAIE 93% ~ ROC Bi#AR N 77RY
HE 089 ; AEHMR=—EREHAS - H&EM 93% HEMH
62% ~ 2HIRAIE 78% - B 14 FRAIME 86% ~ ROC AR N 77RY
B 0.777 - B—EEMNHERIZEIREAMEERASH
7 A BARORRE - BURNMER 72% - EMR 71%° -

7. RNA airway signature :
ICE R s YR RN RR B M RERRSE - AHAXRE
RRITESEREENEZRE ERABMOIT - HSRHES
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88-89% - HEMAK 48% - MMEH AR P EERE RIS
FRERS (95%) - A IEHEEAMRRE - U ZII
FZEBH Y - ISR BRI T ARRNEREE -

R4S

fmim= 2 - LEZE(ES D FIRe R KK —E - EZRUIT

mINERREZE SRS - 2Aim - BRrhEE—£1b
DFIRHREAR BRI ERR -  BPEEMNE - BLEREHE

fhEET e LEENTEMANMR  BE2AEAARRBREHEEL -

E_8 -~ HitRges
EiNEERRREMEERERRBENMEREIT - ZEFEE
5% XRER  MENEREEREoIIT

1. flPRUIEFEREES (PET) :
B M & K # 42 79 NELSON (Dutch-Belgium randomized
lung cancer screening trial) 152 2 ¥ B EfE iR 142
HEMEFEHRBETNMR  BEESEARERERMRBIKW
IR ? Bz @ Fire2 e e mE RN IRMmEMRE
TENESTRREIZE - HSURMA 84%  HEMUS 75%
[EMIRAER 81% - GHTRAESR 79% - BERMKEICAIL]
PR 23% - AEREEESRERREZSEHYTHE
RMRZEES RS HAERYE (n=92) BEEVTHER

49
~»




% (n=137) M4 - JHTHAERGAERMAIEFEESE
O RERMRICHTIREE 78% - EiR 3% Wi EEXR ; 48
it - EEYILHIERMA SRR EFE B ST RERMR
JERITIBRZE 11-15% - A& 12-18% = EZE -

2. XREHEME .
[ th 2 NELSON & B2 f0 A 25 ¥ - 2004 & 4 B & 2008 &
12 AERKEIEBER RS MmN SEERMAESNT - EREIEE
SFMNER - 308 IXFERZANEN 318 EEMRLE
REHB 1527 ZREHR= TBNA - TBB (transbronchial
biopsy) * EBB (endobronchial biopsy) 81z s & Rl F1&E% -
ERBFZREHRBENGRMES 13.5% - HFEMS 100% -
[EMFRRIER 47.6% - BBHFERIMESR 100% - AMEEHMADZ
ETROMED - RA 1% B mE iR -

3. BT RSB fEIERA (volume doubling time) :
PURSTE 1B Z IS B MBI IR 5TAY NELSON &iBa 3838 - Ehkkn
BERR LRI AL BN B2AE < 100 mm’® (EEE < 5 mm) fffE
M E R (0.6%) ; ATMEREHE> 300 mm®  (SHER>10 mm)
MEHESE 16.9% - R UZEZZEMRE ; BEILER
A2 i 45 & B2 100-300 mm® (S E & 5-10 mm) &
R - EEETEIBER 400-600 X AtEMEE Z 4.0% - <400
RIDENHZAIR 09%" - BHMEB—IZWE : BTHAIX
BRI R B BIRFT B b 45 60 3E 95% FOUBIRLFE - BE7E 27 mm’ (K
B 3.7 mm) 2EME ARZEERERIEL Y- TR
BB AR R A KAEBRE fMEE -
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T AEEREEERE

500 mm? 9.8 (10)** mm
300 mm? 8.3 mm
250 mm? 7.8 (8)*
100 mm? 5.8 (6)° mm
50 mm? 4.6 (5)* mm
27 mm? 3.7 mm

TREAEEIRERES - L V=(11/6) D’ HURE -

5w
EiuEEE Gt  AEREEAXKRERBERIVILHER

RiZE  WaEFéESEEARERIERE A2FFEH ;
BEHRIVTHAERMEE  FRMAEFEABEXUURER
MRBINTIERE - TRERAZERBREHETEREESR RS
MRS EE - BETE1 AR A B2FE 100-300 mm’® S EE 5-10
mm BRI S EEER - BEREAR 27 mm® (KEX 3.7 mm)
AR 88 i 45 BN 22 RF Al VOB Bk
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4R ﬂﬂinﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ,\iﬁﬁ
¥£—% - BIOMEE (Solid) ' WEMEESES
m FEIAR/N <4 mm  BE—REE S EKETE -
HETAR/N 4-6mm : 6 B AARNLHHEEIEEKEE -
#HETK/N 6-8mm 3 ERRNZHHEE EEIKETE - & RmE
Al 6 ERAZHHER EEIKEE - NIBTAN—F - BERER
Mt ( =1ER ) BEERIFT - REEEMBESERIEN AW
PrE R B EMETT AL -
m BB/ >8mm : ZHFIE FERKETE IR -
s HhAEREE - 8 3 BRALEHEE = EMKEE
o« BEERIZHEFl
s EEE(H 6 EARNLEEEZEEKEE - NIBERIX
—IF - BEBHEIRAE(L  BEN LGSR EaETT
APl -
s Bt mERERE - BIZHRE ISR -
R XREANREL | LHZRERNE -

+

o

XU EstHE - S AU MR REERA—FE
e - MNEERIBEEFEE - JIERE 2 FULE
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81

& ( Part-solid ) * B93E 3

&

I/

m B REGR
* EEIA/N S5 mm - BE—REE S ERKEE
* ZLEIAR/)N 26mm
o E0ERS <5 mm : 6 B AL HHERE £ SR
EOESD 6-7 mm : 3 BBRLHHEE =S KENE st 211
AZBEFEREERE BEFEKEEILRER
b - R 3 ERALHHEE SSEEEEBN - & 1E 7 EIKE
EBFhmssRkk  AZBR ISR - BEFMSIRESR
HERY - ABENAESFE—RNVEKEZEN -
EOE D >8 mm : OEBLEFNEEE 2 EikE B
B aHEFEKEERE EREERTIEHERR -
A3 BRAALHHEE SEKEE BN - ERELERTER
SEK - RIZER ISR - EFMSIRERBEM
EJfﬁ%WElE R B R B 2B Bt
m ERiB1E 236

T

o L
o EEIAR/N S5 mm : BE—REE S EKENE
o #EEI A/ 26mm

|
L_/

|
T EE
c

@rx

[ <5 mm : BF—REEEEEE

ﬁ

2 LWED 6-7 mm : BE—REEI=ERKETE
INERS >8 mm : A/B E#E—

&

&

BRANZHE—RELESBIERE - EERS(CRIZH
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BFE—REESENKEZ
B. ZHF EFEsEE R - AN EAEER - Rl6 BRARN%
HHMEE EEKEE ; ahsEME - AILBRSUR - &R
JNR&RBRM - ABENRSF —RWEKEEEN
s DLBIR/BE—RNEMBEEL(LL : ERA/) - @5
BFE—REE SEMKEE
* HIRFTASENSAS BN K
o FEHEENA/N <5 mm : 6 BB RNLHHEE S Bk E
e FEHEI A/ 26mm (HELESD <3 mm) : 3EARAZE
HHE T = SRk fE
o TEHEA/N N 26mm (BENERD 24 mm) : O] EELHE
Bl Ens (SBETH ) a6 EFEKEfE R
m AHEREERR - B 3 8B AT HHEE = EhkErfE B -
w G5 ERERAR - AIZBERISIR - BERJSUIR&E
RORMY - AREIASF —RNWEMEZEEH -

XU EstHBE—MEEnES AU MR REERA—FE
e - MMEERIBEEFEE - IERE 2 F LB

E£=% JEENMMEEES ( Non-solid ) 2 BB it i
EEEE
m B REGE
o ZEI AN <19mm - BE—RBEE S EKE=E

AEEIA/N 220mm : 6 BB AZHHEE S Sk 2
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n B REFIRE T EEEH
o BEmE(k

o AREIAVN <19mm : BF —REH EEMET=Z
o AEIA/N 220mm : 6 BRALZHF—REHEENEE -

B2 CAINABFE—RELESERKEE -
* FTHIRMAEED
o XEHEE <19mm : BFE—REL S E k=
o FZEHET 220mm : A A/BE—
A BE—REHSEHKETE
B.ZBER Ik - EERABRM  BRENASFE—
R E R ER B BHE -
* BEIBK
o HEETA/N <19mm : 6 AR AL HHEE S Bk
#EETAVN 220mm ;3 A/B E—
BB R HHE T S EhKEE

BRI R - EERBEM - MIRENASF—
REEBILERE BN -

ﬁ} o

X BEEMMBRIEE D (non-solid ) AENRZENFEIRBAT 2
& (<1.5 mm) SRETHBEUBBREQE L ZalBEM - ﬁﬁ:ﬁ
BOZEDRIZAMUEI D E L (part-solid ) Z4EERAIEE

XU EsHHE -G ES SnhEH R REERS —FE
- MEEREMAER - oJiERE 2 £ EEHE -
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BB B Nm4SED ( Part-solid ) BISEE /O\Hi45ET ( Non-solid )

BB /O\f4sED Part-solid

size <Smm >6mm >6mm
- (BB <5 mm) B0 6-7mm)
3 B A HHEE B B E e 2 7 B0
0 sE—= e EERE - ZEEHEER 83 RN
£ emms CORDEAENR yemsenes - snmam amm
i T NHE - BERHEM  AEENESE
— R B ETERY -
. >6mm —
size <5mm (BLES <5 mm) >6mm ( B/LE% 6-7mm)
5
%
kE — .
Z ﬁﬂf——"ﬂ A== <<
B ommmm O0 onen S RIEMEBIE
fit e e
£
EHEh4EER Part-solid
. -5 >6mm
>1ze =>mm (EOES <3mm)
%
i 6@5@%%&@% e
&
. >6mm
size <5mm (EDES <3mm)
i o
= 6 A EHHERIS 3 EERZH G S B E
= E B

X ZRMMAEE - IKRARBEAE - USRABRNFERAHRRNEMAEEHHE -
X OZHREE—RNBABLOMEEH 2 RIEH - BFEREE - HEWA/)  BEESS
F-REHSBEE
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BB B4 El Part-solid JFE L\t 45 8 Non-solid

>6mm

(BAES >8mm ) <19mm >20mm

BFE-—REHEE 6 ERAZIHEE S SEHE
Pl = =

>6mm ( EOED >8mm ) <19mm >20mm

_ 6 ERAZH—REEEE
Mg - EREMCRIZ G
BE—REE S EHEE

B3 B0\ A4S En Part-solid FEE L\ bAE T Non-solid
>6mm ( BES >4mm ) <19mm >20mm

SE—RENES

Pk
>6mm ( ELOED >4mm ) <19mm >20mm
6 18 B AL HHEH
=EKETE

XFTARIIEE L (non-solid ) & ENZEIRRIBATI ZE & (<1.5mm) ZRETH BT RE
ELZOEEN - EEEMELZEDRIAMEAE D (part-solid ) Z#EEHRAEE -
X st B — MG AL R ME 2R e RERS —FEH - TR EMAERE -

ORERE 2 FL LB -
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