1650 HA R4 ¥ (§) H PE 6272 9 5
HDAREIREDESICITSH ?

Answer

1. SO BULEDLHITIFTVETS T4 BREEITD. (A)

2. A0 BRRDOLEICIFTVEIS T 1 1852%175. (B)

3. A0 BUEDOLZMDOEEEMRZ TIFBERICKDZZHTETHS. (C)

4, A0 MARBOLHEICIFBERRZECIIBER - YVEIT ST« HEAREZITD
(C)

5. &2 ﬁhm1~2¢&3%(m

>R B

1. 1987 5 2 REAREEEL U TN AR (B2 12 R D, ERICZOEMED R
Henfe. TORR, BMEREICIDERTERINICANARBETIE, JRRBEHICH URBIESD
Z<(OHA+ 1H1, 41.0% vs 28.8%), 5 FEFRICHARDEN RO HNIH(91.7% vs 85.6%,
p<0.01), 10FEEFETIE, EREF 80.5%, HKE 78.1% LABELFRDSNLEH ofc”. BUKT
(FIRME2 R EARERUDLEHRBRIFITONTULEWVD, YVEI ST 0 +HEMEZHAREZET VT
57 4 BIRIREZDRAED SIRMEZEMIREZ DB ZEDT U X I T T UV A TIE, 1RAEZEPRES
REF 40~69%(54.1%), ¥EEIF 86~99%(94.0%) EWEITNEDHDTIFELY, NSO
#mh5, BRIABEEROEZELA NS4 2/(2008 F) TlZ, FFERBRADPRIEEFECTETEVD, BEIR(C
RBEEZE FEDMREEVELT, #HEITLU— R D(EEZECIEREUEVLSHEETD)ELTWV
%. &1z U.S. Preventive Service Task Force (USPSTF) TH, #EJ L — RGBT B IcHDOIE
TURAFART7) ELTWVEY.

YUEIT ST 482ICDNTIE, 1963 FOXE(HIP trial) DS ENDZ DS F LMELEGHAR
(RCTHMTONTLD. ZOSBEREXNE 8 DO RCT (N EIZ T 8M8852 4 >S4 7))L, ¥E
TS50 4 +BMEHAREZ 4 bSA7I, 11 E~20 FED T+ 0O0—7 v D) ICDODVTEHRA ST HMTD
NTERD, &FIDAS7ZF IV ATHBEOm~74m C 22% tﬁ%‘tﬁ%t%ﬂ”‘ﬂ%b‘ BENT
W3?. ESIlC20FEUEDT4#0—7 v IRETONVEI ST A BRE2OEMEDRSSINTLD.
FHTEFIEI ST 482D RCT [atﬁbntmfc;ub\. S EBETITONIEYVEI ST 11852
DHFED S, ILDAFEEZE(0.28%, 0.31%)BLU 1cm LITOH/NELEEZR (3 1%, Miyagi trial) &
DUVE | FBIFZ TORRIELFE (95.3%. Tokushima tria) Ht, BUKDHEEBREEVC EDBRIROR
MHEDEIFTES”.

BEaFHEE (ZG8M) D [FlcIE D AAREZ T EDOBEMMEDFHE] TH, B0 R LTI, "Rits2E<VE
957 1« DHAICKDIBRZICITETERR D DRI D D THEARIMA DD EENTVSY.

CNOEDFMEZHEIC, FEEE (R FFR 12 F£(C [HAM&EZHER] DOk (Ef 65 5) Z{TL),
TERDBREEZICINA BO MULDLZEICI VET S T4 B2ZBA U, THICER 16 FIC(E, 40
B EDLHEICHRDAIF 5N, BETCIVEIS T HARZZET I EICHEOTVS. L LZED
BHOBELL S [DAREICEET SRR DhERE (Fa 16 £ 3 A) TR, RAIGYVEI ST«
M52 THD, RAEZEFOREEHTI DHDEMBIIFTOHNTLSD. 2002 F£0 USPSTF M recom-

&
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mendation TH, #HBETEIT ST &2 T. HHE2(E, "with or without clinical breast exami-
nation” T&Hb, HABHEESINTULEL. BEABZRDEEIA K542/ (2008 F)TH, 60
RUALEDLZEICHUTITOND YV EIT S T4 ICLDFEREZITE<EHOSNDEEIT LV —FA) &
BEoOTHD, REEZOHBIFRED TLIEL.

2009 £ 11 AIC USPSTF @ recommendation bt EIcN®, YV EIT S T4 R R (T —
RB)ENBDE, EFD 40 mllEDLHED S, 50 H~74 mESH e, 75 mELEOZEMIFFEN
feDld, BHAICKB U TRHRITHEET D CENFEEERFRDDRICIEDEN ST, TELEEZENMAT
U DBREZMDT AU v hELRICHBRTHD, FHPTIEZFMDDDECDTHD.

2. A0mMRICBNTH, YVEI T T BREICLDERLTRTCERFLURNE t’SDE)TL'Cb\%J
(15%)?. 40 mOLZMDH%Z 10 F- 7+ 0— U RCT BITOHNTSED, HEENETBEREFED
NED21cDD(P=0.11), ZNETODRSEIFF—HTD 1 7% @%Eiﬁ”‘xﬂ%b‘j‘lﬁ*ﬂf’s’
CNESOREN S, [FIHDARSEEDEWEOTE] T BRI WRNDIETTRIN D
%" ETNY, HRHAEERDZEHA RS54 /(2008 ) TH 40 mXDOLEICH L TITHhNSN Y
TISTAICKDIERZIETEDOSNDHRITL—RB) EF>TVD.

B\REZOHBICDVTIEF, BORULDBEEEKRTHS.

ETE NIz USPSTF D recommendation Tl&, 50 mkmD#ERJ L — KD CUL—F U#&EE U
Tl3#hh e, ELICHET )TN, ZOEAK, FEERFPBIRDEBESNICICHTIFEL, F
RALBEBEDEENMEVNC &, BOUICERMENASVCEDS, FRZH CESCEEPE®RN
EREVOBED, HBANEHIRE EO2 EHMSNET EICKD. KRFBTIE, REKICHEXTERZRIE
BOEENEL, USPSTF DR UET—F—REHTEFEEHEVNEEZSNDD, SEFERCNTLLKT
EICIED.

3. NUEIST 4 DIRHRBRERFIRBEICKIFELTCVS. Kolb SDRFITIE, BEFIESKUFLERE
ECORRE 98% BLU 83% [CHL, AM—SEEBKIUBERETIE 64% LU 48% SREHE
W=7, BERTIELTND 80% FiEDEHERZRL, MEDHAICKD, ILREESITIE 100%,
SEEIETH 94% EB8LRERERUTUVDY. ZOM, wmEBEODKEWVC E, BHDEWNCE. FET
AQTCEREEEDIREDCE, YUVEIS T4 BERBICHAERNZMTHE T ELEDFRDE
L), BAREILENZVREKERILD, BATIEEAZIEENS L, ARBEDFL 40 mL, 30 mAN
DN EBETEHD , TOR CTRERIFSZOERAUNEEINTVD. EEBERIEZTY VYEIS T«
EREN EDORE, BHBRERNRINTED, T8ICRVEI ST 4 CTIIBETEEWVWNESTLRHE
BOREEARESFEINTVEERBBRLBXRICRETED L TZELDHENDD Y. BERRZD
MERELT, BESENHELLTE, BIEREEXRNEVCE, ADRADEELTMED—DOTHAMMEG
[RALDARHEEN NS D T &, BEREIFSND. UK UER 16 FICIF [HRIIRFRRES RS
Bl OHA RS+ (Frk 20 F£2E]) ITA> T, BREFEPEIEENMEE(LIN, BRICEERES
B(ICROIBRBEBDIE - FiiDE EHHSNDEE, YVEITST 1« EEKROBEEENEH SNTU
%, FIRERBORMEITOEY, KICHITCRIERIFFEESNDDDD.

Pl B Te R S ICBERZRVCILEREIE, VIS 74 ICE5BVEMMENGHLEEZ 5N,
ERAREZECTRIN /BT S T4 ICBDDEIUTA—ELTHWVWSIENTEDEEAD. UL, |’
EFETRERFOVRZR I ARBERSRZICET D RCT fElFHRESNTH ST, RBIHES"™H
AABFEEDZESA RS54 (2008 F)TH, MBEKICKRDABKREZZEND SNDTHTFRILISIIRE
BRTIFERZL EENTUVD. THEHBIEFVANKRD SNHHEIRZICEVLWCFBERZENX
B9 5 EBZEECEHONEL. IRE [ADABRZICHIIDIIFBEROBIMZRIT T HfcHD
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trE B | (Japan Strategic anti-Cancer randomized trial, J-START) hESH SNTH D, FDHEE
BEFeNs.

4. FICEREILRES® YUEIS T4 DIEFTYABEW 40 BRBDEFEEClE, BERICK
DIREZIFENTHDHEEZEASNSD" . Uh UHIARIEDIEHEEND S D E VWS BERDEMEER
9bHE, BENICETYVIEIS T« EOHAREENDS.

5. HEZERICDOVT, & TIE, 40 mMUEBERZELOTUD. INF, ERERSZR Y ND—
2 (International Cancer Screening netwaork : ICSN) [CHIEET 2 EDL K B RERZTH DT
& BRUOBRBROMICLD”. IRE USPSTF DRI 2 £THDY. 2 FTEDBREICKD, BF
DAREZ(CLEN, BBMEICLDEFEFHERTDDICH L, FURFEDPDRE 81% EHRCEDELTLD.
—7H 40 mRICDOVTIF, BEOIEFVREHEVLY, 2 ECEORETIIEEISETEDD AI7hE
FOLLDOHEDBHD (28% vs 21%, oddsratio=1.35)", 50 mULOTHICHKRTIVETS
T4 DBENMEVC L, BEBDEBRENRVNCED SRR 1 ETEFHBUTERD, HETICkD
40 mADIREZZDODIMERNOSHEINTUD. KEDELMS (American Medical Association) #
KU EF & (American Cancer Society) (& 1 £ &, KEDER AR Z A (American College of
Obstetricians and Gynecologist) &, 40 X3 1 ~2 F£T &, B0 U EF 1 FETEDR2ZHE
LTWS. ICSNICFrET$3—0Ov/(EE 12 hETIE, 11 AENB0RUE2ECE, HEN 3
FCLETHD. A0 BRDREZEBALTVDDIE 4 HEDHT, 2<DRCT BRE U TCELATI—TF
TV 7FELTLVSMIE 2FESETHD.
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