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AR, EEREZIC I T 5 M0 Mk F 2k o
VEMREE-TETHY, ZL0EE~—H—
PBESNZOHEKETOINHABEATHNS., BT
b Gold BV & WV KGR RIUR L LTHES
7z Carcino embryonic antigen (CEA) (X % D 1%,
EBRELSN 0% OFEEOE T L MP I BT 5
Tl EERBERPERACOEETSZ LN
RO L NWEHEIRO—> LE X bR, BEEE
v—m—DRIXHLE LD LERAT WS, i
CEA REOWEX, ¥ o RHIZWMEE I /£ v
BDIED R 7 ) —= v IIRE, ETECHE, 1HK
IR OBIER, BRO T E TOREKNE REH
Elambh Tw 32, L L CEA HEXSEEM
ERTevbh, ZoARKHEED FYE CEA §
HIBERLY, ¥ bRLZEVDATY
5%, &bic CEA & #iiJf ofsH @t L =33
EHIR (NCAY, NCA-29) 2 & b b W B EEFEH

* W< ) 7 U FERKEE=ZANR
** FKEE U RE
=4y 5T4E2 A8 H
B ZA 5T4ESA 12 H
BURIEERAE  JISHEMRESE 2095 (2213)
W< Y 7 FERKEE=ZNE
T+ B B T

ENTWAKREEZHIBEZALEZEZD TH
EBERTWBEEZLNS., ZhWXFREED
HERBROHEREELRL > T3,

fEkbhbhize vl v b (Z-gel )9,
A4 +Ry bEfF v b (Sandwich $)? i2 X D
CEA DI % #iiF T & 7z 4 [A] Phadebas CEA
PRIST % v b (Pharmacia t $i, 3 9F 3% I 3K
#) 2 EAT s HE % Bleo T2 0 KRR,
r 2l y b o RERAS X OFEREIC
BT 5MH CEA BE® JIELmRC>0THR
E¥35.

IIL. HREIVHE

BREoORGE Lo, EEE3F G 16
B, # 154)), B H 121 4], BHAREESE 113
B, GFt265HITHB. WREDI bLFE, &
104, B 18 4, KRS 19 4, FFHE 16 4,
B 16 47, i 20 5, SLE 124, = o 4t 7 B
ThY, BIERBISMEFR 104, BHEFR 10
B, FPREZE 1540, RE G E 114, B 1 10 4,
BEY =756, #EHRY—7 84, FER 84,
Fifige 7450, FRIRARBEAETUIERE 17 61, FOK AR HERE
ETERFATHS.

Hapktafkix EDTA fiigfiic X Y Bromigz A
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Phadebas CEA PRIST % v | i ifk % B4k
LieR—R—F 4 27 LiZHbik L ofichiR
X &t Sandwich Bz k2 b D TH 3. REHEIE
X% v b ofRICHE - 2 (Fig. 1). CEA Hifk~—
N=F4 27 2 RBREFICAh, BECEARKE -
FARRBRE 100 2l % 0 x =R T 3 BEEAFR
BET2E—K8). 7TAEL—¥— %AV
BERSIBRELLDSL 0.9% AR AK 2.5ml T
RSN —F 2 T 5. ZOBREE 3ET
>7zD b 1B1-CEA HifkVAyE S0 pl % M x|\ T
16~20 s BB 2 (BEZRID). F—KIS LR
RICEBEREAKTIEEEH LD bR—1=F
4 A 7 DN TE % (Bound, B) 35 X US# ik & AE
(Total, ) 2V = A B VFL—v avh o v &
— AV THET 5. izt "7 7 oz 0.5~
50 ng/m/ > CEA JREE, ftdhic BIT 4 2L viE
HEHREERL, Zhz AT k] CEA R
RO BEIFy VRN ShEFRMLES
FCBE I S ERFRIC TR E, 200 ng/m! LA Eo
BETSLICARLTAUEL .

Anti-CEA Paper Disc (Ab-Disc)
Standard or Diluted Sample 100 ul

1 st Reaction
Incubate 3 hrs. at room temperature

Aspiration
Washing (0. 9% saline 2.5ml)
Aspiration
v
Ab-Disc-CEA
+

'Z].anti-CEA Ab 50ul

2 nd Reaction
Incubate 16~ 20hrs. at room temperature
Aspiration
Washing (0. 9% saline 2. 5ml)
Aspiration

N
| Ab-Disc-CEA-'#1 Ab |

v

Count

Fig. 1 Assay Procedures.

19 % 6 5 (1982)

X v b DD 72 D I —EH O EBEHRET L ERIK
BENELZITo72. Elenv a2 8 CEA v |
THR—BERREZRAEL, BIEHEOEREITo k.

m. # ®

1. BEpoREt

(1) fEAEdhR

12 EORIE TH b i BRI O 4 E% CEA
BEEIC BT 3 L E £1 EHREE (m+1S.D)
% Fig. 2 iz 55 +. CEA ##p 0.5~50 ng/ml/ To
AR BIT % i3 2~25% Th Y FREICBITS
12 @ERIEDOLE B 2% (C. V) i3 10.1~15.5% ©
HBEIRE LR ERRAF O h .

Q) A vFar—y a3 KEoRE

BE—RIETOA v Fa— 3 VRO FE %
B+ 5720, REME 132.5 ng/m! OEEFKRIEZ
SEFRCTHY, 41 vFax—v 302304850
DS E C8BETITo 2. $L CEA R—,3—

B/T %

30+

251

0.5 1.5 5 15 50 ne/ml
CEA

Fig. 2 Standard curve.
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B/Y

1 2 3 S
Incubation Time (hrs.)

Fig. 3 Effect of Incubation Time on the 1st Reaction.

8/t

5 10 15 20 2
Incubation Time (hrs.)

Fig. 4 Effect of Incubation Time on the 2nd Reaction.

S04

Relative Concentration

Inelis  Va 2 1
Dilution

Fig. 5 Dilution Test.

T4 A7+ 5 CEA ofEEZRBIT %) O %1k
EHDEXy POIETRETH 3 IRMOAL v *
2=y 3V TRHEARIFS b—I2E L /- (Fig.
3).

IS T3 B E fE 230 ng/ml R RK %
I0fERRTAY, fvFar—y a VK22
REf] 15430 5 24 SRS T T BEREETRA L 7. #
BRI X v FOERRE T H 5 16~24 B Tt
x5 RbR s L AEAIZ R L7z (Fig. 4).

(3) BEHH

WESHEODIE, b, GEES3IEDa
b — A REEEERIL, 2ERE TIR2EREL
7. T DR X v Within assay variance » Be-
tween assay variance # Rodbard® o 5 gkic X v
B L7-. Within assay variance {3 g Es 5.28
ng/m/ ¢ C.V. iz 6.5%, 57.8 ng/ml < 5.1%,
135.6 ng/m/ < 5.9% &% h Between assay vari-
ance I, #h¥h 14.6%, 12.6%, 120%TH >
il .
4 MRABR
BEBREAFCOE Xy MNTRMFER TV BH
RinE 2 AV THRRARETo 2. Wil X2
HREMO 2HIFEE Y, KBEDO 1 Hhi 2.5/
R, B0 153 105HR L v 4 F/RLA
EETol. 4605 L 3 FlTRHARUEORER
FIREEMRMEE T L 2RI & D JIE L 7 fifiE o
1 Bl EMRE RS 725> - 7= (Fig. 5).

(5) EURER

CEA ##F 1.92 ng/ml o IE% %t B iuif iz 0.75~
25.0 ng/m!/ DOREE D F#E CEA 2iMx TRIEL 7=
BRI Y EEINERIT 79.6~96.0%, iy 87.9%
T -7z (Table 1).

(6) MK & MiERE o A

BEkL LTl oz mFEx A 2580 RIE
EOELRFT 2D EFRMNBBELI8L LIV
RRICERIM L T4 fuiE & EDTA fnitif i & % i
EEFERICHEL, TORRE L LB L 2. Wi
2.63 4+ 1.62 ng/m/ (m+1S. D.), Ifi#f 2.644+1.45
ng/m/ T& Y EE OB FRE 1E r=0.967 LIEH
CRWHBEERL .
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() BEORERRIC & 28

RIEEDFRERERE < VRS Z Lic X 3 [EHE~
DB E WAt 3 o Rl— ik % O SRR 2
O~11EFETL VIRLAIE L. REMHEHERE
WEEREMZEES —EOo BB O HimR RS §
CV. 12 82% Thol-.

®) myvattflxy b L ofEE

A¥xy bX) uyvakillxy b (Y) OFET
F—BRE&EZRET S 2 & 25T & 72 BAEEE 100 4,
HBPIF 19 TZzOREMELE L. vy
2%y Mz B v T 200 ng/ml L EFRT R
FiconTixxy FORIEE R R 2 5 72 200
ng/m! AT 2 [ET 25 HA O EERRIC X 555
R EAT O B THIE T EREICOVWTR
MEfTolz.

AZxy bervatfllxy M 3RERBRED
FHBMREE r=0.921 LBWHEEZ R L, EIFE
i Y=0.54X+0.25 TH YV, E*v bOJIERE
Biyevadflxy Mzl LEEZ R L 72 (Fig
6).

2. ERERRRRS

1) ExFxEo CEA {E

EFXR3LE (B 164, £ 154, 422~
47 5%, V3145 oMz *y b OIETREY
SEFRRCRAE LI L Z5 KL NR* v bORE
FR5: (2.5 ng/ml) AT 2R L 72 72 DIEHEZ KD

19 % 6 5 (1982)

Table 1 Recovery Test

Added Measured Recovery

(ng/ml) (ng/ml) (%)
0 1.92 —
0.75 2.64 96.0
2.5 391 79.6
7.5 8.25 84.4
25.0 24.8 91.5
m=387.99%

BIDITRELT 2R LcRKic o TR 2 454
RelEL 722

kB3 Bk 2.9641.73 ng/ml (m+1S.D.), &
# 1.684-0.70 ng/ml, £k 2.3241.34 ng/m/ T
bolc. EWEREL L TEESRBOFHE £2
B ML2S.D) 2L 5L 5.0ng/ml L7235,
(2) Cut off point D&t

Axy hiryatflxy bOEE TH—RE
RRET S 2 LT EAEE 121 4, RUEKE
84 flic > & CEA JIEED M & At L 7.
BEHRHCELFAERTH S r 2 ]lF
v b OEHF ERER v v 2 KFEFESD T 5.0 ng/
ml L REEShEBEELORBO T Zhic—%
LT3, LEOFA—EFTr 2t RE Y b T
5.0 ng/m/ # Cut off point & 4 % L sensitivity
33.1%, specificity 82.1% L 7:15. —J5 Phadebas
CEA % v } it 5.0 ng/m/ % Cut off point &+

ng/ml
304

Y =0.54X+0.25
r =0.921
n =199

= 204 .

= L] L]

< L]

w

o o

o .

£

é ° L * ° L4

104 ot .
. .. .
- %o .
[} ¥ ‘2 ] c.
o :..‘s > : .
% 3 e
X3
o LAY N
0 10 20 30 40 50
Phadebas CEA PRIST kit ng/ml

Fig. 6 Correlation of CEA Levels between two different RIA Kits.
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% L sensitivity 45.59%, specificity 57.19% & 7= EEIVEXy PoRIEREZBERAICHETS
7.5 ng/ml/ % Cut off point ¥ 3 % & sensitivity 1Y 5> TidA X v b Tix Cut off point 2 7.5 ng/
33.1%, specificity 72.6% & 71 % (Table 2), Z o ml 300N EYEEbhi. LT 0EEDL
L% CEARRE LRI L.
Table 2 Assessment of cut off point (3) #fEEIcB 5 CEAH
e 43R0 121 filic > % e CEA & RIE L.
Disease JRFEEERIC» 5 &, M CEA BRI &E
121 cases 84 cases 3 10 R 1 451, (10%), B 18 #)r 445 (22.2%),

Carcinoma

Roche kit >5.0 ng/ml 40 15 < B9 19 451 R 9 45 (47.4%), FT 9% 16 4] 4 451
Phadebaskit () =29 >0 (25.0%), B4 16 Btk 5 41 (1.3 %), B 4 20 41
=7,
= , W9 4] (45.0%), $LEE 12 fih 2 ) (16.770), =D
Roche kit <5.0 81 69 . X -
Phadebas kit (1) <S5.0 66 48 7 I S B (71.45) TH Y, BWEETORBRER
2 <75 81 61 X 33.1% Thotz. F7- 20.0 ng/ml PL E DEHH
Sensitivity 7z CEA BE %R LIcERNZ, K 6 6, BEE
Roche kit e x100=33.1% 4051, BT I E R 224 182% 1o B b R Te
Phadebas kit (1) 1%51— % 100=45.5% (Fig. 7).
40 4) BHEBIzEIT5 CEAH
@) 1prx100=33.1% Bk 113 flico Sl CEA fEzRIEL
Specificity 7. 2R TCOBRERIT26.5% Thotz. LarL
Roche kit & x100=82.1% CEA Wit 257 L IS b SEIERIIC o L 2 0 8 B
Phadebas kit (1) g 100=57.1% AR b 0 BE <, FFE, WAERER, FRIR
6l BERTES 16Fo5 361 27% 2B & T
Q) 54 x100=72.6% 20.0 ng/ml P F G o7c. KEMICHS &, Bk
CEA(ng/ml)
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40¢
Esophageal Ca. o qooge o .
Gastric Ca. g‘.: . c o o o o
Colorectal Ca. ooezey o o . . . i
Hepatoma colhy g o . . .
Pancreas Ca. oggloe oo . . . :
Pulmonary Ca. 0 oo ... . . p- E
Breast Ca. g8 w° | . .
Others - s $eo .

Fig. 7 Plasma CEA Levels in Various Carcinomas.
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15

20 25 30 CEA(ng/ml)

Acute hepatitis

Chr. hepatitis

Liver cirrhosis

Cholelithiasis | *}% o .

Gastric ulcer e . o

Gastric polyp oo o

Colon polyp Socm .

Chr. pancreatitis o0 o .:{ . .

Pneumonia 00 0 ©cow
:

HyperthyroidismF

Hypothyroidismp ° ..éoo LS

Fig. 8 Plasma CEA Levels in Benign Diseases.

ROFCEH 3 R IR RE K T E 12 61 7 41
(58.3%), FFREZE 15 ik 8 4] (53.3%), 1@HEBER
8 fth 4 7] (50.0%) T - 7. FARIRBERETTHESE
32 2.5 ng/ml AT L EHALEMEZ R L, BR
RS REIE T RE & B & 2 et e & A8 7z (Fig. 8).

Iv. # s

CEA o fil'g # ¢ L T X Radioimmunoassay
(RIA) BEL AV BT WS, b E T Z-gell®
ErHAVwEe 2Rl % v b, Sandwich!D %
AnleFd 4Ry v % v b, ZHifkE? 2
AW CIS 2y v ¥R+ TIREKRTLELFIA
EhTw3. JEE RIA 8 DA i BRI
(Enzymeimmunoassay) Iz X 3 7 A v bRl o
CEA-EIA v FbambhT v 5. SERE L
Phadebas CEA PRIST * v kX Sandwich gD R
HIZE5b0THY, MERIBERTTE
FAEhTwa s 4Ry pEfllxy FLZERT
Ths. FA4FFy bMEfxy b TRmBLHEIC
X VREORRY vy BT ) B3R vk TRERY
VAT TEERRIET 5.

Axy bOREREIMETH VREIN L B
ETIRTT 3., ¥y hORBHRFTOBER T
Within assay variance (% 5.1~6.5% (C. V.) T &
1y Between assay variance 3 12.0~14.6% & H#k
MR WHEEE, BEitEERLTC.

AvFa—y 3 VM OREEEL Z IR
Bound o F 3 R 12 F—KIETX ¥ v b OETREE
Blchs3RMTTI b—IELL., FEXIET
By POTFREM TR ERERIGEEREL TV
Mo e NE ORI X 3 HEROE T b TA
<bh Y, MEBECLIBMOFEIDEVn LR
bhi.

A% v FORIERE Cbh 5 Sandwich #TIXE
#pE < high dose hook effect!® L v b 2 BI4A
HohBEDBERBBEREIFRNET . 4
EIAERERER & 1T - T BRI 4 PIThHR &V JE
Lizitigo | floRRRERE L RS Frh Y il
Wit R L. JRE L LTH—ICRIEPICFE
+2% CEAMEL *v Mo iER CEA DENRE X
b3, Zhit CEA 20 b 00 ZEMESZERXK
%+ CEA BEHR O FES OO F v b
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THRIED Z L Bambh T3, FEoickxy

P CRERZ V37 TRV ORBEME ¥
Y R7IC X B IR ROTURILE RS OIRERE 2
bh3. ¥y b TREFORELEX, REIX
v Ml Eh T s HRmMFEL AV S EFHRT
HEL, 200 ng/m/ YLD BFEIHFRT 2L O
RLTW3.

REEO ME & MFOEFRIBEICEET 0%
BRI LENEX L bR, BiEE LTIEA
HLLEATE, WEELFEKRICHETE? LE
bhlz. ICREDFERRIAR LT 2hRIE
fEICHL D EEEALNL - Tz,

PUEDXHicA*xy Mz X3 i CEA #BEHI
EOEBHRMOBREIIFERREL LTHE
T30 LEDbIS.

Axy bruwvafilxy b oRIEESFHEE
% I HSHEEREGE y=0921 LR ¥ v s DE
|, HUR, Uk, WEELBOIO R 5EHIE
HEELTIRBWHEELTRLE.

¥y b OIEF ERMEZ SRS LI IER 3R
DREFER L Y 5.0ng/ml L Uiz, Ui LA
CEA KfEZFT & Wb h 319 LEE 31.4 3%
DEEFTH SO THRERFMICESERAShT
Wrrya ey b (EFME S0 ng/ml) ko
PR ERIEME O ik X b 4 [E1d Cut off point %
7.5ng/ml L L, Z h DLtk % CEA fEEM L R
LR 21T o 2.

FRAAES DI EFER B ORBEGHR, £
ETOBRMERLMOF v M TOHEND L3 iER
BTh-otz. BHERETOBBER DS WERE,
FFHRE®, BYERERD, FURIGBERTE™® &
ChoMiELFEETH - 72,

FRAR B RETCHERE D3 221 2.5 ng/ml BATF KA
ThY, FRBEREETED £ 5 CEA Bfiz
RLTeZ bidfnd CEA BE ER o JRR L LTHF
FESLEARE2OHE L Ak CEA o REQLEE 1
KFemsdz LEHUNIEH/EL R LE
s>hiz.

V. 8bVIc
Phadebas CEA PRIST % v & 3 L 72 £ R,

WEE, RREE, BEMALYBETHY, HEBEERR
HELLTHETRERER 2 B 7. CEA AIEE
LLTELBEKRCRIATEY b0 LEXDNS.
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