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VRIS L FROR A 28 B8 B 1 AR AR AR, TR VKA
JC, 1 P9 A TR ARSI s B AL e RE TR R 25
DNA #; ] 3% ( fecal immunochemical test and DNA,

FIT-DNA) , F& FR B8 I A FEEFR AN IR 2] )5 i
PRAF.5 d NTEA RGN e 1R 4 1 SR T 5 WU OR A 25 B3
BT ARFRAS 78 2 h Pk A 0 RIAG I ; 1 nge 4% SR B 3%
fHERAR,5 ~ 10 min PIAR 3 7~ 225 SR T B  BHAE
X 45 B R AR R CRC R I8 i 2% i
5 5143 (2014 AR TR R) A1 2016 4R 5[ (4
HI B VI ARG RET TR ) " 45 A IR i B
BT Sz — B HAE 3 AL R ER= 1
em; G5B R IRE B = 20 1 R DR AR o HEBR AR i

FRENERRIR L I s « S REPE 96 CRC 3 1« B BT
BNGAIE BN - R IE - A - TURERAR
R ZE A E KR A REVIBR 76 28 45

1.3 (U3 IR S R R IR SO AR W
PN S/ N I C O 1 P N oI S
(20152400061) EPEEAE M LT H . FUEALEE R
H AR ZE 1 28 7] B9 OC-5) A 4 [ 8l 8 1t 43 #7 4%
( OC-SENSOR o) B H:ie 253805 5 o i 21 46 1 , 4 8
MELHE H R EE = T 100 ng/ml Dy BHAE. [ A i
PSR 45 05 0% VR I A ) — PSS A5 ( A M 5 £k B B
A BRI 2R FH BB G 28 Ak 25 ALK I 0 5 2
PR 1l 21 28 (0 B , EREAS R B B 4 T CRC
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TRIHALTE H M ( BRln) A AHOC$E - FIT-DNA 3%
FHBUN VA B AT PR ) A 7 1 o T3 S — Tt
Xof v N RURRAE , A5 NS AR AS v fiz 18 5 v
B N 1 = 2 B (5 PR 9 72 R DR Y A R
1) B2 ML FIT-DNA B AR IR 55 HoR o iR
FIH PCR BECHTRETE — AR 4 ik s PEAG I SE 48
FEA ) KRAS BE[H 2875 . BMP3 #1 NDRG4 JL: A
BAl B M 212 AR 5 B A A DU (R o PO R
PRI BIE N 165 73, B 1 ~ 164 73 BIE, =
165 JyBAtE. 2% H i ] ABT 7500 S 9256
& PCR {( 22[F Applied Biosystems 7y #]) #4746
WMo 25 B kA R ] H A BUPR 2 3 L CV260)
B oy 2256 T R AL P B R U 7 R B R AT, T A R
H YR B TE L 2 LRI ACIE; 1 A R
FHRAEIE DI R KA A PR
A RIRTEZS, e A G R 2 LA BR A W Y
L L i SR H20020031) (ECH: B ALBLC
2 1/, [A) T 000 ml 7K R s i, BT B
2 000 ml, 5 YK FH 600 ~ 1 000 ml, LAJ5 43k 10 ~ 15
min iR 1 ¥R, &R 250 ml, 5 2 HEH KRG E) 5
IR B SR A ol T e JO A TR 19 b /R D A L
TES$( 120160089, Jb 5T 2% BRILHT K HLEE 25 A BR A
Hl) R 15 ~2.5 mg/ke PEATVE TR 4N
JE5 W 2L 30 min.

1.4 Zeit=4bE R SPSS 24. 0 #4740 HT -
i FHEC X K56 HLAER 4 BRI 5 7% CRC Al
AR AL B WE J7 2248 5 I e I E S 80650
K HZ i TAERE 2 ( receiver operating charac—
teristic, ROC) L0 %500 Ji 117 % 722 /Y T 2L g P <

0.05 HESAGITFE L.
2 H#R

2.1 ZIREELRBER S 5URM 244 BlEE T,

5160 14( 65.6%) , % 84 f4il( 34.4%) AWK 50 ~

75(64 £6.5) &, [FWF AT 4 Fhfi £ 7k A 164
f); [Rl A7 FIT-DNA S BEREE DL FIEUE AL 12 0 A 1) A
217 .

2.2 AEENAENEERERROZHNE o
S BN [RIRS I 3 0ok &8 T B 9 9 1) PP SR AR 10

S5 WK FIT-DNA X CRC g 46 B9 14 952 6 1 P
PRI T A 3 ARSI ik, 22 A Gt S

XA ( 58 5 PR AR 4 MR W R W) FIE &K
o P B B A 23 Bl 2 AT T At 3 Al 7 i, 22 S
GitEE . Wik 1.

2.3 AEKNAENSBIRBHICHNMNE 555
T [R5 v X6 5 1 988 i 12 B 1 00, A 40 45
SR, FIT-DNA Kl v 7612 W i 16 Bt g A fU e
FFV P PO~ BEPEARLSR B34 v T At 3 Fefode il 7y s,

ZRAGIFEE L. K2,

2.4 FE&NMAEI CRC WiSETMESH FIT-
DNA #6092 76 % 5 CRC B () 8808 BE 5 T S 8 e A
i MEME AN I A B A e ik, 22 A St
2.5 H{ELEFN FIT-DNA sZEPE S B ALt
B PR T FARGIT RE R EUE AL R FIT-
DNA BB, 5 8 o3 02 A AE A DG . Bk
R ( 7 22AN55) W, AP ARG 75 3k v 1) 4R (7
Jigd #5 43 W i i) 25 AT et 2E s e PR R A7 2

R 1 RERNFEIT KRB PR R ER

e FIT-DNA BE bk I o PE LA 4 1t
FHPEBIRC FHPER( %) BHPEBIER PHPESR( %) BHVEGIE BHPESR( %) B A B =R (%)
S5 46 43 93.48" 38 82.61 35 76.09 36 30 83.33
7GR 36 20 55.56" 7 19. 44 10 27.78 31 8 25.81
B 72 3 4.17 6 8.33 2 2.78 60 5 8.33
HoAth 11 3 27.27° 5 45.45 4 36.36 11 4 36.36
IEH KW 52 3 5.77" 5 9.62 5 9.62 26 5 19.23

HHAM=4E: " P<0.05

£2 TEBMUAENSHSERBHESRILER

iy s n HIEME R B0 BEIE SURE(%) FERE(%) PHMEBINE( %) BIVEBINE( %) ARSI %)
LA 1 108 10 2 70 26 27.78 97.22 83.33 72.92 10.00
LICEREALS 108 7 6 66 29 19.44 91.67 53.85" 69.47 2.33
FIT-DNA 108 20 3 69 16 55.56" 95.83 86.96 81.18" 13.33"
IR A 91 8 5 55 23 25.81 91.67 61.54 70.51 3.10

HHAb =4 4 " P<0.05
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£3 TEBNTEISH CRC HZERLILR

LioRIIRES n ECHPE M BRI B BUREE( %) FRRBE( %) BHEEBUNE( %) BIPEBE( %) FHEERISRLL( %)
I 1 g 217 35 21 150 11 76.09 87.72 62.50 93.17 6.20
Btk 217 38 23 148 8 82.61 86.55 62.30 94.87 6.14
FIT-DNA 217 43 29 142 3 93.48" 83.04 59.72 97.93" 5.51
G PRI AR 4 1 164 30 22 106 6 83.33 82.81 57.69 94. 64 4.85
HHAM =4 H#: " P<0.05
F4 TESHMZEWLET FIT-DNA EHHNKI
Hdfk FIT-DNA
Dukes P O U PR VAR P1H
A 1830.71 =1 312.91 1 850.00 905.57 +86. 64 950.00 -5.833  0.000
B 2 645.02 £680. 13 2 477.00 879.30 £61.30 842.00 -8.262  0.000
C 2 443.23 £938.19 3000. 00 913.16 £73.17 963.00 -8.262  0.000
D 3193.92 £271.97 3120.00 842.70 +86.20 812.00 -6.159  0.000

K%z Dukes 53-301: DL IR 3520 A4 g TR B IR 41 k20 b 2 8 Dby (A0 11 7 B4 Dukees Jifvg 43407 o

*£5 AEKRNFETIZSE CRC MEIREMNERILE
Ao DU 77 7% g B BB B RN SRR %) FERE( %) PAMETINE( %) BIPEBINEC %) BIHERSR (%)
L A 217 45 11 124 37 54.88 91.85 80.36 77.02 6.74
LU ALS 217 45 16 119 37 54.88 88.15 73.77 76.28 4.63
FIT-DNA 217 63 9 126 19 76.83" 93.33 87.50" 86.90" 11.52"
GEEA A 164 38 14 83 29 56.72 85.57 73.08 74.11 3.93

HHAM=4 AT P<0.05

25 5L WT , FIT-DNA 32 b () (8 B S8 AR T 50 fi fb vk
AR, T U B0 A5 100 i, 5 U P 5, BV )Xo Jiob 9 43
SUVA H A A O, ) 22 2 W AE KB A v o, DNA
RO A I A i T B Ak R SR . RS Rk
o B S R o3 1 2 B A AE B S TE AR OGP, Jed
WA B AR R {H 2 FIT-DNA b, 508 5 b g
S Z RN ARG . AR 4.

2.6 AE®RMAET CRC BREBHEITICHMNE
EeB A3 M T AN [ R I i X 12 W i R AR A
CRC 225, 45 ¢ B, FIT-DNA 7612 Wi s w48
K CRC (AU  BHE 00008« B 004+ PH A
SRELI R T oA 3 FpAGIN ik L 22 F A Gt X
WS,

2.7 AREKNTT %X R R R RS BT 3
BELb B #E—M T ROC 237, W 1,35
AR T AT LA 12 W T HXHE AT A2 i 12 W
RAE. TTE 1 ROC T FUAES5 5, W3 6, AR PE 45
JEA] IL: FIT-DNA 3 12 Wit i S K, S A e ie 1
R, WERE AT 2 7 ik i T A% R de 22 i — 25
BT FIT-DNA A8 0 2 X &% 1 g 8 17 9 728 1) T %%
REARA -

3 itig
A B YRR A T 3 Fh 28 (0 78 1 5296 0 FIT-

DNA JETEIS Wi CRC % 799 78 5 6 JR R LA J% i 9
SR 2 S L AH R CRC RUBIRTA T4 i
A T HECF R ALK . MR E B 3] CRC K
T 10 4RI ), X TR AR, S AR AR AR R ] A
$95% LA I, (ELAE e AL 5 RS I, 5 4F A 77 R K T
10% , 50X J52 988 0 7 B A Y0012 4 D0 642 T AR CRC
fFET- %"

1.0
— FIT+DNA
g v§i=hidtes
0.8 ] mEmEEZ
— R G
e 0.6
f#a
®
0.4 4
02{ '/
0.0 ¥ . - T T
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
1R
E1 FE#RNAER ROC #£&E
%*6 ROC ik THEFR
LioRIUWIRES M frfEzE P{E 95% CI
e AR 4 0.632 0.044 0.005 0.609 ~0.769
ISE 3 45 0.602 0.044 0.030 0.515 ~0.688
Btk 0.638 0.044 0.003 0.552 ~0.724
FIT-DNA 0.689 0.041 0.000 0.609 ~0.769
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B G, QST 45 58 LA 1 AT 3% 5 i,
fitige B T REME CRC FET IR MK 60% ' o 8K
11 A P A R T ORBR I 52 45 Y CRC K
SR TGS A A 7 58 T 4 b v 65 1 I B A A B AR
MPE R A 38% M 2 b — R A R
BRI T B o 1 T ] P T T s A AT
B—J7 ARG T %8 5Tk, AU TLA CRC e H &
A (1) 5 £ 2 V5 0L S 36 SRy A s L 00 97 45 S
BEPE 3 — A T I A A, (E VLI — Se X, EL 48
AR T AR/ SR B AR T CRC 5 & X CRC
) &R RIS T %

3 P P 200 95 L 0 955 928 Je 1 4 1
B A S B8 1 ERE A 1 A1 FIT-DNA 317 S i
T 4 2 TR g ELA 0 DR 2000 TG W e i O TR 2 0 I
PN T PO R R s A L
4 FPRS I 7 12 0 N T RS A s BRG R A
65 vp ik iz AO(E AL v, FH M B 152 2 A 100 ng/
ml " AR GE G AR B R B AR T FIT-
DNA ¥, EMEAT 1 A8 SR 0 000 0, (EX6F 445 5 56 41
WA R . m Y BT R
T A B s T

FEAE DNA G 1 AR S 18 4o 6 00 288 8 v ff 3
R ALY DNA M5 A 0 R 28 58 e 87 £ 225
i/t\,“ﬂ » Fearon et al'™® FEAHL AR T CRC 1y & A 2
H T BIRE5  JE A 2 11~ JEUIRE i DR kras s J01 96
HEP p53 S g BAIGE . AW FIT-DNA
e SRR I FE R 52 AR IR AR B S —1R , BIE N
165 , FCABURE A S B FEL Ak T 7] P o 0 1 B
PERLSK LA T BAEIR ZS . T A 251 3 1 X %8
5 000 fFIIAEATF ST, 15 1 26 {0 185 0L 6 2 1ML 375 5 2k
T TR E 0 R, X CRC 7 e LA 1 7% 3L
LT -

SIEPNEES SN 3" S0l N i 18/ O N
T R I B RO B 285 U VR A
Ji T e~ AN B R S5 BRI i S o 0 2 AL
RIS, 265 PR 25 BRI D, 5 850 140 5 e B A I 3
ARG Z R . T L SR R 5 AT, bk
PR T B R A FR R T R R 2 U A i
HA AT G R IR -

AT F I, FIT-DNA i+ AR A0 A BEHE 2
CRCJi B 6 725 « 105 5 H g 07 5 vpr L LA I B A 4
g FIT-DNA VL7545 1 1 fifr 983 75 25 w9 187 1 7 474
PR T B IR . ABFSE T REZREA R L X B PR

E A9 2 S5 B2 WD 10 7 A Al ey, 80 7 22 v RO 3
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Comparison of the effectiveness of three
fecal occult blood tests and digital immunoassay

combined fecal DNA test on screening of colorectal cancer
Jin Shui'?, Wang Yalei', Heng Miao', et al
(' Dept of Gastroenterology , The First Affiliated Hospital of Anhui Medical University, Hefei 230022;
*Dept of Gastroenterology, Chaohu Affiliated Hospital of Anhui Medical University, Chaohu 238000)

Abstract To compare the differences of fecal immunocolloidal gold test, poop-poop tube test, digital immunoassay
and fecal immunochemical test combined with DNA test( FIT-DNA) for screening of colorectal cancer diseases. A
total of 244 patients were enrolled. The sensitivity and positive values of FIT-DNA test in the identification of color—
ectal cancer, precancerous lesions and high-risk adenomas were significantly higher than those of the other three
tests; The false positive value of normal intestine and other lesions was significantly lower than those of the other
three tests. FIT-DNA can be used as the first choice for screening of colorectal diseases.

Key words FIT-DNA; colorectal cancer; high—risk adenomas



