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1. MREE

CQ49

SEREAE D2 ICHE AT MRIRE(S ?

MRFEFERARD, TNOHTHEESHIDOTRIEL, /M2, RE, RAER, FERR, HERE
EEDETHENICEIMT 2 ENVETH D, ZEIO—BICEDREZTEICTRI (LI 4),

MERBERESEH]Y (LANIL B)

BEREIcxL | 1)MmE(CBC) WBC, RBC, Hb, Ht, MCV, MCH, MCHC, PLT
BEETDON | 2)EMRE Na, K, CI, Ca
RN | 3)FEEE T-Bil, AST(GOT), ALT(GPT), ALP, LDH, (D-Bil)
REIER 4)EEHkRE BUN, Cre

B) RIER G CRP

6) BnikiH iR CK

7) ¥z
BHEDRE | 8)EEER UN—E, PES5—CE(BREZZESHE, B8, GLiE
([CHFEMTR ERYE, £ _ERSERRE)
REIEE )2 EBIEIREE(ACS) ICxt (ACS Z5EShF, (DEENE) 08 hOR=" T, H-FABP*,

LSS

CPK-MB, (ZEx70EY)

10)DAREICHT DREWF
EZEESH, (LESE)

BNP **

11) MAREEEEEICRI T DIRE

(DICEEHERTE, MENIRMAZEIRE, KBIIRAFH = 5E
585) PT, APTT, FDP, D-dimer

12)SHEEZSHIT 2BED

PVEZ7, (E¥ZXV B, 7Iba-))

BRI CTHETRE
13) BREYERE HBs #ilR, HBs #ii{k, HCV #ifk, BBRE, HIV HF
14) KA R pH, PaOz, PaC0z, HCOs -, BE, ZLES{E (£ EHRAED T,
[ZEREIMDEF)
15)EHIMZENEL T BIHES &R, FRAUHA
16)IBERE MiRISE

*H-FABP : Heart-type Fatty Acid-binding Protein : /Ui H S BRI ER &S & & H
**BNP : Brain Natriuretic Peptide : JitE 7 b VU 7 2 FRXTF ¥

1994 4F ACEP (American College Emergency Physicians) 7» 5 i E 7224484 TR AZ OZHIZ B W
THLERAET — 7 ORIZEDS 0 L) IR SN TW 22 (LA 5),

K E > NHAMCS (National Hospital Ambulatory Medical Care Survey) ® 2006 £ D& k5%, 118
1920 TBI D7 — 712 XU, JEEERE Tl b I T b I A LA 1318 CBC (34.0%), BUN/ Cre 20.1%,
TIRE 19.1%, O 19.0%, FFRERERAS 11.5%, RIS 20.2% TH 259 (LR 2),

HIEH O 1 Mgk To 124 BlORTM EWZEC L UL, MEMREDSSBINICHF S L8561 37%, okl
IZHFG L72#E1341% TH - 720 (LXL 3),
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2) Panebianco NL, Jahnes K, Mills AM. Imaging and laboratory testing in acute abdominal pain. Emerg Med Clin North Am
2011 ; 29 : 175-93. PM 21515175(L \)V 5)

3) Pitts SR, Niska RW, Xu J, et al. National Hospital Ambulatory Medical Care Survey: 2006 emergency department summary.
Natl Health Stat Report 2008 ; 6 : 1-38. PM 18958996 (L X)L 2)
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cQs50

TOALY b=V BREEREDOZH CEERYIECERD ?

FEZFFLERBEROEZEICIE CRP ® WBC [CERTZOBERMRHSNEWVD, ZAi - RERMMERE
ROZMICIIBERATH D, FeRMERX, BRRZECIMEREDEEEDHIETIELDBERHTHS (L
N2, #EEB),

Fus vy b= (PCT) DA HEEHE SN TV B, ERHSHHM 52 X 2 & e RE 2o A
ETELD, ZOWEIIZERVLETDH 5,

PCTEX ANy b=V ORFBEATH Y, EFHSEMET TIEFIRRE C MR THER SN, 1993 412 Assicot 5
ASTNE A B K HE Tl PCT IRBEDSE IS R L, WiE 2 £ 20 W R AT R KGR w7 4 L A& cidiz &
AEFPALZWZ EZMOTHRE LAV (LRI L), 2006 5 EFDYATITA v 7L Ea—b A TFYTAT
1, PCT I3MIH RGO~ — A —RBERZI1E Lo & L2RIIE TOERMEE ORI L 22 2 L ME S h
722(L b 1) 2005 4E 0 HAR D 176 1 (I 55 R 27 Bl % &) o2 T H PCT LM &G & o Rlc#Eh,
oIME~ ==X ) A TH -7 (LN 3)e ZDOHD 20104ED T 4 ¥ 5 >~ KD 242 B (I EB# . 88 5
ZE ) O TIREREEICHH L CPCT IdE A2 /R L, PCTHOBAIITFHOBE L 252 LAVRS /Y
(LRI 3),

AYEMEREZ IO L LZAMBEOBRICB W T O AAENRE SN TWD, PCT 08 RERE LU,
AL, IR REROBWAEEZ R, 2 1R 357 (LR 3), 19 (LX) 4), PCT d&:4L1, IEEE

PCT DaMREXBIH CORRM

%H 4 - fo)ﬁ%ﬁ) Cuteoff f B (%) HFSLIE (%)
Kafetzis ¥ 2005 0.72(212) 05ng/mL 730 95.0
Sand © 2009 0.95(103) 05ng/mL 14.0 100
Anielski ? 2010 0.67(132) 0.21 ng/ mL 57.1 63.6
Chandel ® 2011 058 (40) 05ng/mL 95.6 100
Wu? 2012 0.53(214) 0.2ng/mL 310 90.0
Kayal® 2012 095 (78) 05ng/mL 283 50.0

PCT DFFLY, IBBHRMREROBECORRY

NH P - fo)’?ﬁm) Cuteoff f B (%) AFSLIE (%)
Sand © 2009 0.23(103) 05ng/mL 38.0 937
Chandel ® 2011 0.27 (40) 05ng/mL 100 62.0
Wu? 2012 0.24(214) 0.2ng/mL 29.0 95.0
Kaya v 2012 0.10 (78) 05ng/mL 50.0 771




ESIgK] CRP, WBC, PCT D&MHREXDBE TOHERAM

T 5 DFEHE HEBE (%) HFEEE (%) FatELEEE | RBRPEREEM AUC*
e e 4tk CRP 57 87 448 0.49 0.75
WBC 62 75 2.50 0.51 0.72
PCT 33 89 3.03 0.75 0.65
LI, IR PCT 62 94 9.53 041 0.94

* AUC : area under curve

BRI R OBWTECIEEYD S

INOHDRERDAF T F ) ¥ ATIE 2 ERIAN 2 v CaMERERICHT 5 CRP, HIMEE(WBC), PCT
DIEFE, FEREZRI-3 O L) IS L7z, HEREKRE LTECRP DA TH 275, w2k, IREE
JR M TE ST PCT Oigiagid LA-3 20 (LNIL 1),

F - OER MR, Wk, B, LML KIEOREICHB L TPCT &L R T &b SN T
WA (L)L 3),

SRR E OZFOBOEREL, EYPERIEOH 2 T PCT G E N TV 5, 24 D FED Y AT T 4 v
V¥ a—I2X 5 EEIRLNOIREE L U TR 72%, FE5IE 86%, AUC 087, RGP O & L T
Ji£ 80%, HFFLEE91%, AUC 091 &AM HE SN TWE2 (LX),

LI 513k L
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CQs1

MRA A (ARENEZZ0) EEDK S ERMEEEICHERD ?

V3w IDEMPIEEEMOSZHIC pH, Base Excess(BE), AEEIFBRATH D, INSER-IE
EBTRIMEARADHZETS (LN 2, #HEEE B),
e UGEEMORERWIZEDIES, ABEDN EREULEVWT EHH D,

SEIFLIEREIIBITL, ABRMEOFNICETE2MLIBZARDOY AT T 4 v 7 LY 2—TiL, FLEMHE
EABERED ) 2 7 FHIIC I OEE T, 25 mM /L 282 % & FRAROEBETH LV (LRV 1), F7-H
ROWMAET A4 K54 »2ThH, ¥avy 7 OFMCIEmEZR &L ) IHET > F— 2 AR 7LB % v CaF
liL, FOEBNFEHEICDH L EPHERINTVEZY (LN 2,3),

Wi IR T, BWICAH MR~ —h — %3l L7z 20 DX 5 18 D~ —H — % fEHT L7z 2011 SFD T A 7
RTA4 v I LEa=YE, 2OWMANPOLDIYATIT Ay 7 LE2—9T, FME pH BE, Wi{fZkisL
T MDCT HHfli ST 20 KR EZRI-4 1TRT (LI 1),

FLEIYATYT A v 7 L a—OWmE T, BRI EMERE B 23 %E b7z 208 B (L3 HI 3k o & ifi
24 B, FEMAE MR ORI 62 6, JEMRIMEEE 122 §) TH 4 DN A4 F < —F =255l S 7z, [FABP, AST,
LDH, CRP, D-dimer, #LE, BE MM KO R TIZ, MoEB X YV FEICES L, ROCHITIZEL S
AUC 12 I-'FABP 0.88, AST 080, LDH 0.78, CRP 0.74, D-dimer 0.74, $LE& 0.72, BE 0.67 T& - 727 (L)L 3),

EWCHE LTI, /NMEFTA%ZBD 68 Bk, BAEHENZE RO 72 31 B, BT %17 - 72 2 W45 Hi50 % 8
dro 7z 22 6], RAEEHRO 156 THRET &R, ZHZENBE X -35%69, 47+68, 1.9+34 & 54
DA THEIZBE DK T 22D 728 (LRI 4),

L2 LILRIEO LA R ERILOMET LZIRETH ), HIHoBHICEENTY—h—L LTSNS
RETIEARWY, T/, BMAFEL CTHIRIERL ECTHERS RV E AR FA LI L b d ) EEILE
THbH(LNIV2), TOBZIIEE CT THMET 2 2 EBUETH L. BEREDOZLRLEENR, BEED

9 oI, Bk EOFIZER CT TOFMEAHRAT, o~ —7— L) bZWIHHTH % (RW-4) (CQ68
20,

EQlanY

DLEZ» & M7 25307, FRCFURRAEC B L CRRBMEIEDBMNC A A2 2 L 03% <, IPFICIRIE ORI b 2
DEIEICATR 5 DT, Hifrs 22 &2 T Lo 4B, BE RILMMEIIHIRIDL O A A 7547 T b GFAli T 5E T
BO0(L N 3)e 72720, FLRMEIEE LRI PR T 23D 2 356 1 SBIRIL & BRI CHEEA A SN2,
FEIRME D SEIRMCTIEEMEEZ R LN THTLEDHHLDOTHEEILETH L2 (LN 3),

B lE@mazKic s 2I8E pH, BE, MDCT OH A4

Cut-off fif B (%) HEEEE (%) Pk L L Rk L
FLIRAE 82-90 40-48 2.64-3.04 0.23-035
pH 7.35-745 38 84 249 0.71
BE —40-+4.0 74 42 1.26 0.62
MDCT 94 95 17,50 0.09

(Evennett NJ, Petrov MS, Mittal A, et al. Systematic review and pooled estimates for the diagnostic accuracy of serological
markers for intestinal ischemia. World J Surg 2009 ; 33 : 1374—83, Cudnik MT, Darbha S, Jones ], et al. The diagnosis of acute
mesenteric ischemia: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Acad Emerg Med 2013 ; 20 : 1087-100)



] 51AXHE [
1) Kruse O, Grunnet N, Barfod C. Blood lactate as a predictor for in-hospital mortality in patients admitted acutely to hospital:
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markers for intestinal ischemia. World J Surg 2009 ; 33 : 1374—83. PM 19424744 (L X)L 1)
6) Cudnik MT, Darbha S, Jones J, et al. The diagnosis of acute mesenteric ischemia: A systematic review and meta-analysis.
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BmikE» CRP WERKES, RERZERNTESZN ?

REFERXDH 40% TIRAMBRBHERERESNTSD, Ffc CRP FEA, BREERHEVEIEEDT
&HH b, BIMEREY CRP HEETHRERBFEAITNETEVN(LARIL 2, #EE D).

SHREROBK CIIAMERE, CRPZMESNS I EHVL V., 2HRELOBIICBT 2 AIMERE,
CRP O Wi &2 RI-5 (7R3>0 (L)L 3), 9 (L)L 4),

INSDRERD XY T F1) ¥ AT 2 BRI % WV CAMRERIIHT 5 OMEE, CRP OREE, JFR
JEAR-6 DX H)ITHE LAY (LA 1) ZOfED SIZHIMEREZZ ) TIER 40% THEWFRSA SN S,

MIiEk, CRP DAMBREROBMOERMY

¥ o RS Cuor i BIE(S) | HHE (%)
113k Kafetzis V 2005 0.72(212) 10 x 10°/ mm?3 82.0 59.0
Horng-Ren Yang ? 2006 0.83(897) 10 x 10°/ mm? 85.8 319
Sand 2009 0.95(103) 121 x 10*/ mm?® 14.0 100
Anielski ¥ 2010 0.67(132) 156 x 10°/ mm?® 33.3 100
Kwan and Nager 2010 0.55(209) 12 x 103/ mm?® 71.0 66.0
Chandel © 2011 0.58(40) 12 x 10*/ mm? 69.6 64.7
Wu? 2012 0.53(214) 10 x 10°/ mm? 61.1 72.3
CRP Kafetzis 2005 0.72(212) 50mg/L 26.0 88.0
Horng-Ren Yang ? 2006 0.83(897) 8mg/L 76.5 26.1
Sand ¥ 2009 0.95(103) 50mg/L 72.0 60.0
Anielski ¥ 2010 0.67(132) 595 mg/L 455 100
Kwan and Nager ¥ 2010 0.55(209) 30mg/L 70.0 65.0
Chandel 2011 0.58(40) 50mg/L 739 100




FUE SMBEOKRE

R & BBk, CRP

B (%) | RRIE(%) | BEEER | BPELER AUC
M EREL 62 75 2.50 0.51 0.72
CRP 57 87 4438 0.49 0.75

85

F72, RIEOREIZX YA SNz D B 5o 2006 4E 0> 897 Bl M FEY) B fl (IEH 157 B, FEzfLpEdm
e 544 B, 2LV UEE 28 196 B) O MRET CTld FMEREE R4 JUE 121 X 10° )/ mm?®, FEGE LI 5 142X 103/
mm?®, ZELEHRIESR 149% 103/ mm®, CRP I IEH B 396 mg /L, FEZEILIETES 241 mg /L, ZfLPERAESR
968 mg/L Tdh o722 (L)L 3), F 7z 2011 40 528 5l 0 T4 B (M % 303 1, %241 225 ) Dt T
FEILOF M THIMIEREIC 1T %A%, CRP 1A RIZEM T ROC EHTIC L 1, Cutoff i 952 mg /L T, J&EE
86%, FFILEE 69% Tdr - 722 (LXV 3), 2009 40> 130 B o R Bl (1% 9 B, HiFE %€ 58 1, 22 4L1%: 63 fi)
D5 T CRP O Fthairp 31k it 95T 57%, #fLIET81% & LA L7210 (L~ 4),

—77, AMEREE CRP OMA G LI L 5l SN TV 2, MRS IR S 7z 1EH UEE 100 61, JE
e LM AR 4E 100 B, ZEfLMEmR TSR 100 Blotbig T, FEEdLMEIRTE R T AMERE O A D L 5H1& 42%, CRP
DOHDEFHIZ10%, W& b 51 48% T, ZEILEMMER TIXHIMERD A D 512 4%, CRP O A D A%
6%, 90% it < OREBITHIMEREL, CRP MO LHN A SNz, RIERTITAMERE, CRP & HICIEFEITAD
Ny, EHEBEEETIIRBEZOMEEIERNEHESINTVWE W (LR 4), L LIEHEHREE 100 i, Hi s
100 Blo/NE DG TIERER T 7% THILER, CRPATE JICIEHTH o722 (LN 4), TR A5 5
PUF) 34 ) o> MU G) B O Wi T 6 B (18% - Weidhik 26k 5 41, 3EJHYE 1 #1) Tid CRP 25B&%72 5 720 CRP &
JERFEHS 12 BEIFEHBIC LA T2 & b wvwbh, /NECIRISEM (12 BRI LN 2 R eEikikEic £ ) CRP
FEEDOZ EDH B (LR L), Lds TUNEDOBBICBW TIEESLETH 5,
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DESEEECUN—EPT7IS—EZAET D LI ERIZEICERD ?

SMEEROZMTRYN—EDAEIIEFICERATS SN, ZOMDKETIEZDOERAMFMEVN(LANIL 3,
HEEE B)o

1997 AED HAD 5 @ 489 BlD S % ik & L 72/ B Ot Tld, LEHBI X 232 B (47.4%) \Z780, W
AU H 8 154 B (66.4%), FFAHEE 19 61 (8.2%), WeBE 1 B1(04%), /MmBiE 17 B1(7.3%) Tdh - 72V (L
NV 2) o 1976 FFAKRE THE S 7z I B 1,000 BlOWFZE T, B ORI 41.3% MEEAHTH D,
H % 8.3%, MHBES 3.7%, + 48WHHEHE 2.0%, 1S 09% TH o722 (LN 2), LEEbia % 72 35le L
TIIHERTIRIREESE, B, IR %, BEge, DR TIROMREZE, (OIS, AR TIROKEIIRMEE, R
BIIRPAZE, WLERRTIEAE R, HE HLERESET LN (LA 5),

RV-7 12H ) 83— EidE, RI-8ICHT I 7 —FYIUEZET 2EBEZETHY (LR 2),

SENEIE D 72012 ABE L 72 306 B, g B LSO 208 B CIHiLig ) /S—+¥, 7 I 7 —E¥PH5 N7,
RRE TRORW-9 1R, 27B1(13%) T7 I 7 —EH LA (m 385U /L, 30-110U /L) L, 26 #1(125%)
TYNR—EHEH (RE 3685 U /L, 5-108U/L) LTW7z9 (L)L 4),

FMBRIC, ZV—7 A & L TRWEEDI O 95 # (kg 31 41, PHER 19 B, HLER 18 41, WA
e oH, MARRSH, BHE6H), yV—7BELTRAMKETSBITY =8, 7 I 7 —EHEFil

U N—EMEOER & & 78

o SRS o i

LRLIEN DS o JEAIE LS

o SMENHFE S o BRI b T Y F—Y A
o EMZED L IIAESE e ERCP /45

o IR, o Kzt

EQUIRE) &7 27— EIMEDRR & & 3 iREE

e S i 9% PELSF DIEEEEIRZS | RS, RO, A, Al MR FTEMEIEE
G DA e (AR VERERS, WENRSES) % SV Bl
4465 (F4fi, ERCP %2 &) ) s R e f
A B 2 Z DAl AL
iR R
BENVE R <7 u7 37 —¥YiiE
WP | A (H TR %) KB
MG (Bl % i) TYR=V A bW, BT N o)
JEUR) % iR
WA SHERAME
HALERE HtEEEogmd L IEgL WA (B A, FURSE, AT704 FI)
W& DB D BV IT AL SRR TR f
s BT BB IR 0> [ 28 Mwith (M5 LAY
g AR, MR A ERIR
R B (R4, JFZ) e
IAFIRE | BT R OB 5L
e N
[ig SIS




FUE SMBEOKRE

B RSN OaEERENYN—EETIT—F
Y 8—¥ (IEH LR 208 U /L) 73I9—EOEH EBR110U/L)
REDHE (%) s (U /L) FIHDE G (%) (U /L)
JIR3E (n=51) 126 3,269 106 238
f#E (n=7) 42.8 329 285 293
H(n=31) 22.6 325 65 141
+ 3805 (n=26) 192 3685 154 376
/N (n=53) 75 575 132 385
AMBEEREOUN—EETIT—F
Y s—¥ TIF—¥
i (U/ L) CF¥) RO E & U/ L) CF¥) RO EE
FIV—7 A 954l 3-680 10 %1 11-416 3 i
SRS DAL (111 = 101) (11%) (58 + 46) (3.3%)
ZV—7B 758l 711-31,153 41 124-13,000 25 1
Pl S (6705 = 7.022) 100% (1620 = 1.976) (27%)
EEmE U/ s—+t, 73I5—tDamMmrOBuEE
ik R ol s RUECH) | BRI RN
1) 8— Mayumi ¥ 412(156) - 84.0 96.8 2615 017
Wilson ¢ 188(29) 570 100.0 99.0 100.0 0
Chen 1) 165(98) 570 94.0 92.9 1324 0.06
Saez 72(50) 180 84.0 85.7 5.87 019
Petrov 2 178(64) 180 92.0 94,0
Jang ¥ 193(17) 300 530 99.0 9.00 0.05
73I9—¥ | Mayumi? 412(156) - 69.9 96.4 19.64 031
Wilson ¢ 188(29) 324 63.0 99.0 63.0 0.37
Chen 1 165(98) 570 94.9 914 11.03 0.06
Saez 1V 72(50) 333 740 86.4 544 0.30
Petrov 12 178(64) 300 77.0 95.0
Jang 19 193(17) 300 410 95.0 1.40 0.09

Cut-off i\ IL#efl LR 3 £

ENWEZRI-10 1R T BETRY N—F, 7IT—BEBIIEMERTIENEL, UV —FIZHL
TR TREMEE R L7729 (LRI 4),

[BERERZENL K74 V] THEMEROBINC) =¥, 7IF—BHELZHEREL VB (LN 2),
M%7 35 —CIREWMT6-24 HHUNICER L, 8B TY—2 &2 5-7 HTEREMICKES, 1Y
IN—BIZEMRERDOIEIE 4-8KFRLLNIZ LS L, 24BHTY—2 %0 814 HYUNIZ T2 5, P
69-137 M T7 I 7 —E LD bR, BREBMEIFHRTLIHHLT7ITI—ELIDIRWI(LARL2), T/
2012 4F- @ Mayumi © @ 412 BlO KRB fii5 % &6, RI-11 1R T L DI, HREI7IT—EID
bUN—BDhNEL, [BUERBHENA KL V] THIN—EBORMEZHIEL TV B (LN 2), (L
N 3), BW(LAV4), LALWEILT I T7—X XD SR04 2 L DAMNS, REHACIEIEATREZ
Wi 52 { 7o Ol ARR OB AE T 21415 (L)L 2),
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IDESEZSRY, BEMENVEREDOURI T 705 —h%3155(F, DEERDTEMNGDcHCHER
HAETHD(LNIL 2, HEE A)

FBEERECER, BlEOEN SEEMHRELNEONDIESE, LDEHEIDOBERZ#EITIVENGD (U
N 3, #EEB).

HAMBESR X 2 [BEBHE NI I UL, Bn % 520 2 Mg, PoldE, Oy, OF%, i
9%, Mg, SERTHLV (LA E), FREMMAECHEEICE L CRERFLETH 5,

HWENMRIRED S AT~<T 4 v 7L a—lLbl, BNMWIEBOY AT 7775 —ZEVIHIZTI LV AT
O —)Vi>300 mg/ dL PAE, OAEZEOREME, 65 5Ll BERE, BUEEE, MG, mIE, RKKETH B3
(LNV1,2),

SV CTRIET 2 2 D%V, BiEZRO %I b H b 0(LN L 2), WOzl
BENROD 2 BHE L0 O TFHERT 7w, K BIRE, OAZ0BA D), SHoEL»LTFHD
ARTHDY (LN 2), TRRMECEKETDH ) 2D, BRIIERVSARE LB ABRLAEE
TED D, FIEESAMOHMET 1M, ARERGET L7 RHERE SN TNED (LRI 2), 2008 412 A
¥ RO 4 DONFkETIT b7z L ZE R 609 FloMETTld, MFIERE LT 510 #1 (84%) 128D 7= D
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TSR AB B D% A M EWIFE T 11 61 (23%) TLHME) % 729, 9 51(19%) (2RIl 0E R, 4 61 (8%) 129 -
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SMEERET, DEHEI(AF) ZROIIBEICEBITRNERER ?

BREREN, BEE, BEEEZREITDIEHHD, FHICKREBIRELEDORIEDHHBETIEZDOYU R
IBELN(LARIL 2),

AF ZIMAEERIEDIEHITTH V) A2 7774 —Th 1), WHEOHEN KL FE V. LrLENTIEH S,
PIIEEDR, DPUBE OBIIR D MARZERIE DR INAE L 5D (L X)L 1), Framingham study (2 & 5 & AF O BH I
AF O WEFIZHRTEIRED Y A 71 5-6 5502 (L)L 2), AF TR TP TR %X 2.3%, B
JBLRE M1 0.14%, PUREOREILIE 04% F4EF 53 (L)L 1),

2001 SED T v~ — 2 D 29862 Bl D AF B O A FE DAL o ke FRE O a2 & — MFZE T, 621 #1(2.1%)
(AR e E A FEE L, PUBCIAF AT 61% Lied % <, WrRIBEIIR 29%, 8B 9%, BFEIIR 2% TH - 72,
A ZERAE DM ) A 7 (RR)IGHPET 40, KHETS57 Thotzo VAZ 7 7 27 & — KWK O BIIRAELIE
(RR 2.7), Lif%E(RR 14), MM (RR 14) OB, 1HEDNICAF EZHSh2Z L RR 12)THDY, &
SIZHMETIIRERE (RR 1.8), KM TIdEIME (RR 15), A4 (RR 14) DA TH - 720 (L)L 2),

T, BREELDO Y ZA2 7725 = LTAFFH Y, MHEERED23%, EHEBREOD61% 12
AF 260752 LB MEEN TV S (CRS4EMR), TN O DMEDZWIZIZEE CT EHTH 5 (CQs8 &
#),
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BRIGED& STEECHAD ?

¥ hCG(E MEEMTF K O ) FEROHIE, REPRILKE Y /5> (PBG) FRERILT « U
EDRUICEATS S, REMRER, RERT, REBRE, & N7V R~V 2ATORKCERTS3 (U
~N)L 3, H#EEB).

BIRIZLIZLIZTTONLIMETIED 5, T ZOREOIY PN ERSLETH Do HAFREHFED
BN A R IA ZEE, BIRICHERT 2RIGHIIRZE & 205N E ShTwbH, SMEEEREZETIEL
ELIEHEETH 2, MIRKRIER), 2, AL, e oM TRBEL %) 5720 0MEOMPUITIR
RGO T LB EEL 55, F2MER, HIMBKIR TS BERRIEERSEZ K GG, SHETr 50
AV IA—Tar(HER)OWREESLZEL, HRRPHREEZRRT 50 (LR 5),

JRH hCG DI ICH L Tk CQ58 £,

MR CTIlE—Mc, &H, FVva—A, pH, wuvy /x5y, YLy, rbv, #m, Wk s
DEHPMEEINE Z LS\, RU-13 ICFHERICEEDLN BB ZHE T LR T2 (LN 5),

INHD) LAMBE L BN E BT A E KB L LTREERV 714U ViE, REMA, REBEYSE, 7 b
7Y R—Y R, KERGEE: ET 5N 5,

BRIV T ) HEERLVT 4) SRR ICEOERE L, SYWEUE, MEER, AR ek
Fo JEAEFEE RN T 4 ) YEFEHED 2009 4EOFHATIE 1 FEM OZHEE 1L 355 NEHEE SN TWER, %<
DORZWHIEFIDIE S N TV B REMEE W E B DN S (L XVE) . BIEAMERIV 7 1) ViE 351 Bl 277
B (78.9%) 12588, 94 151 (26.8%) DSEHEMIED BRI CTH o720 BN T 4 V) VIEIZIZE  DIREIDH 578, JRp
PBG OIS BMERN 7 4 ) VHEICHBT 2B TH 5. B, K—bIA VREET LI LIHLHE
AL 10-30% &R iE K, BEHRICE LT L0 (LA 5),

FRE #5111 CQ57, 99 B8R,

REEEFHEL T T4 <) 7 T THET 2D BEEORCAMNIEIIED 1 DT, FFICLEIEZ L AbNE, K
MORBBISEICHT A Y ATFYT 4 v 7 LY 2 — CXSHIR, IR, B Lok, WETE, ke
DIERIFHIE L ER AT D 058-1.14 Th o 72Dk LT, SRIMIEMBRIE XL, 651, BT

RELHRE—8

JiH FatisicBeb i 5 Bt - inig
HH i - Sl SRR R, BT, BERURIEEHE, & 7 o — BEMRE SLE, £V HilE,
IBIE, IR AR RERE, BiKEZ &
2= Bt T fE PR, RVERE R (SR 28, PR, HURIRBRAECHEE, 18 @A, Cushing JEMEEE,
M EIE), BRERER, RHERR 2 &
pH Bl - JE8L, UK, LB, FRYE BEROW, R &

TIVH ) RS, R, MR, BRI 2 &
vayy sy M EARREE, MR, AR - BPSE, OANE, BB Y
W IR, PR, SR TORE, BUREEIRAR, BFAakl

SR A iR, PR S o, MRS o iz &

rhv FAERIRAE, FUIRBBERETCAESE, S EL e, Cushing JEMERE, RUIHEIRAE, UK, BIRT &, JEH),
FEEL, MR, T, iR E

{EF I PRSI MLIR (B8, JREEIRE, HMys, SLE, KEIRWEEZ &), ~NE7 o e VR G,

DIC, A#igigm, JSEMEEBAE s e VIRE), I 42707 VIR R aiE, EYEEmERE,
W ER), R—FT A VIRERVT 14 VHE)
AN ERYE CHIR) | BEbess, BERK




058 CTHMBHAETH LY (LR 1), LA LEMECTIIEESLETH L, b EMBERICEELTVS
BEEDSE W2 OICIR, REBRIEEICT D2 TNIER S B v. 65U Lo RG22 ) =L
Ca—l2kdl, EROLVIRIKNS, JEROBD 2 IREEGE TEREERE R T 50 RO 2 VIRIRIZTH R
OFRL TR, FAMIRT R T 7 — BBtk % O IRBEERIIIEE SN Do FlnEH ORI BT % IRE
EG DKL 82%, FFREETI% TH 59 (LR 2),

T 7Y F=Y RARBERBERTA o4 2k 1-2 Dol caiikig, £ Z2R, SRk
WBLL, BiK, ficoBEOBREE KERILEET L, B, BOi2E)TeddD, BMBEELHRST
ZHsh2Z bbb, WAL LCEREIE &7 b YiE, 73 F—=Y AR EOF 234 Th 27 (L
RNV 4)o BT P THEWTHIEbH D, MIMGEERE 516 Fld, BERWEET 872 F—Y A% 658 L7 54
BIOHI S WFE TR b v ORKEE 981%, FFFPE 351%, Btk b 15.0%, Btk 99.4% & i &
NTWBYI(LARV3), 727 b=V A, T Y R=Y 228072 EBE 14 IO TR 7 b v ORE
97% TH o729 (L XNV 4) o R b Y OEEEIEE NS OO, FERWETET b7 2 F— 3 2A08EbN 726 13R
i 2T, Ik by, HCOs™ 2 FIRIMAE A A H U S EBIIRIMIE A 2 A HMET 5 2 L HLET
H5o

FIEFICENTIED B, KEIRIEHEDK 7% (ZEFBIIR OBAE R I & 2 BT RE ST T 5 & iy
EINTBY, BRNICIREETSEZERH L0 (LN 4),
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FREFATH 20-30% [FREMBZEZTRS T, TBBZEEDHD. Lich > TREBIEIS THEE, R
[FTEFESRRELEDEGZMZHAT S ENEI LAY 3, #EEB).

BAEORERADOBWE CT ATV FRAY ¥ ¥ = FLoTHY, BE05-100%), H5HEE(94-96%) &
W SNTVBY (LA 3)o IRERAZI D720 DI, CT OA MM & RW-14 17929 (LAL 3) 20 (L
NV 4),

TRAER A & BED 537 Bl A I S HZEIC XU, IRER A TH > THIED 1 H H i 95% 78R i b
PECTH 2O LT, FIE 3-4 H H TIRREFMEPEE 65-85% Tdh - 729 (L~b 4),
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e CT J&pg
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Zwank 2014 93 62(67%) 84

PLE XD 20-30% O EH TIRIRERATH - TOIRFIMTRBTEZ RO T, 40-70% OBEED H ) RO
AT TRIREROOBWNILTE v RER A OREEZ IR0 OFETAZ NN IE CT EAHTIEH 5
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RO ATHEM Z EE T EFVIHIRA REF IO L MRS E (MR REAR CHRRRD S 2 FE LT
BEERE) [CIKMEEDS S (LRIV 3, #EE B).

RSB, RIS E RIS SN E, S5 EN 5 hCG(e MEEMETF F b y) 2l d

WEDVHROZR AT DOTHY, PEAREOMIR 4L, — B REHEx Y M EKE
(251U /L) hCG MAMRA) DBt & 72 5o hCG DS FH IS & 2 M BMIERETIE T 0y — Y BIGR (FUSBHIE
TS E VBB 22560 H 2D THEEEET 5,

TR B AR NS F - PR THORERIBT O LTI, IEFWIERZ T T2, BirthiEeR, WiE, wWEBRR
RERBIVT B0 L, HRT OB X #° CT, &25WIEAHERZIEE BT 572012, TR % iR
T 5,

A2 ZH L2 BHEO R CHYEO RN X ) HERPOGS 23K S 17z 208 & it & L7-AF%E T, MEURIC
M3 2MBZEE RRARSTEEY R TS, HRIEILTWAEWVEEZ TV, TRT AN o7z




FBoTWb 4R E)T, WRFBEENZREETH > THHRBAFAEL, MBZ720 TRIERO WM % By X
ETIEZRWI(LAL3),

T/, BEEEWL L7 R EgR (EP © ectopic pregnancy) 60 BID 95 5, FZ I AHH UKD EP 232
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2(LARIL5),.

SERAE L OPEEHLAL X SR A THIRILIEAED b 261, £ oE, BIR, WEIE» S, vk
LAKALTH 25l L, BVEEIE & OBEEZHW§ 5 2 EEETH 5o JEERHM X M Takit
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RIS THEO THWHE DS E VG232 05, BIIEEEIZ R L TR < v,

JEERHEAL X MR TRO SN LMWL AIKALE LTid, BEREZRIE T 2O AKAL, IHEE - JHBR ),
B, RERA, BERCA, REERTA, MAEREO AL, FIRE G EIES R &), EmE (e i L),
RAEIES:, 2BY, BAZEOMLERANETLNLY (LRI E),

—77, WikgoakAk, GREIROERE A, BORCERE, SRNOWT OaIKLZ & SPEEE D 5K
CIFERABNEROZLVAKILD LIELIERD ONL720EEEET 579 (LAV5), I #HE
AEACIE, BMEWEMAR CT 7 EOBINRESLETH b,

FRTIROEIRE A1, WA TIZ40-50% OFETH LN, Mk E & HITHEMN T, ME2SIMET
FULROIRESK VO DIFT, £ IZAEI L D IAICEERD S b, REDEITEH S b L WLEIZFE
DONLLEITIE, ABETYH—RRELET 2 REMA L O ELETH L5 (LI 5),

WIS IR R A RIS T 5 BRER 2 B9 2 BE IR0 O N GE IR ILo W REME L W Ak I T
KARREL, BWIMAEAE  (BVERTER B ITB T 2 BB X M T OB 10%, ZILOFIERK
50%) 0 —77, ERE RS HWVEFIIBIT A REKAORPERIZIZ LW (LRI 5),

JEAT DRI 10% EARG2S, BRI J 2 7RI25 2 BRRREIR & 0 5 130 S N 7236 O Wil
FHIEENTD (L)L 5),

M5 BE DA IRALIZ BRI RV ERD SN B A5, Z O S BRI OB WA RE R A 2D %0 BMENE
WZBWTIE, BIRMOME - Ao EE SN b, $72, REBBEEIIRO IR R H Bk
Fehe, AR O & M EIR OB ECR ORI EIRTE LT K 2 R 5 515 (LXILV 5),

ML R CHRALIRO S OP R TRE L 2 WIS M tEsilssbh s, 72, B - FO%
A DEAEORNE L TROONIIGENDH D, T2, Meckel BIZE 5 TIE, Meckel HEFHAATFED S
NBEDEH 515 (LN 5),

i FERRAL (181 %)

| R IBEAE X IR (A) CREZBIES
o, ATAPSELAICHFTHE
7= B RIKALE (B HEH) P B
bh3, BOMBEIC—RT 5454
MENELOBORKIETH S &
YIWTETEE T, BB DI S h
%, L CT(B) Tlt, &V EAREIC
BOBRKALPHEH S h 3,
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IBEIC & BI5EI%

BE 2B B A X R AR & (AL AI) (A) THLR
LE/NBICSEEIGEED HXGHIFR
Hoh, NEHEEREIFSEDN S, T
BEERIEFICIE, BRFEOARILE(E
)N ALN, BBEICHICEL-T
pneumobilia (B # &8 7)) PHER S h 3,
PESWBERICLEZBHAESSZHIN
%, FHDOFARIGESFZ CT(B-D)TH
EEREA N B,

HEMBRER
REEREHE X AR T TABIMEE IC MBI O BHRA £330 2,

HRERHE

REEREAE X #RARE (A) TAREDE
TE—HTBLOICHEA4HASTR
BHICHER (KR a8 5 hWARE
Ehezichs, REBAE, B
B CT BIkET & (B), KTFH&(C)
TEVERRE (KER) TH B,
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AL FEHE
FEERESHE X AR (A) TRBEE
RICEFAIIREZETIEEZRD
ARt (XE) B >N, BIRKIE
FEHEESH AN S, BEEBCT
(B) TRKILFEHHME(KHE) »iE
BINB,

REREA

S 85 3 45 X ARIRZE (A) TE MBS
BICEL S &S IEATORRIL
(3 FR® 50, BEENE (BE
HBEOERIL) EEA 505, I8
BEPUE (S 5) (4835 CT(B) T b
Bans,

IS 35 2 2

B SR B X ASAREE (A) THEAED
EAICRRIL () FRBO >0 5.
BRI b EEFHEOTREE LT
b1, PEEHESEDON S, I
5 CT(B) TlF, MEIDERILRE
(K88 ICIEBREZE,rBOLN, @
RISPERHEHIEE DU S N5,




B
PEERE A X #RAR 7 (A) TEREAAICERT 3 BEO/NARLEE (B A3) P3B0 5h, BkGeZRahs, B
CT(B) THEWRZE (A AERS) PHER S h B,

——-

RERA

REER B X IRAR T (A) THIBEEHE
OELEICAEKILE(XE) PES>h
3, BTHEE % R DISHIEEH X
AP BB, MEMESILTIDT
B SEDN D, RESEAEED
aMRBELAESBMS NS, BEHCT
(B,C) T REMLAEEVILIRT
ZRE(KE SRS N, 2R
EREBHESND,

BRI
REEREA X ARARE T2 LIRS U > UK (IREOHR) DRIRAE (R3B) 238
5h, BEBIREIEDN S,
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IS8 A BRI

B SR Bt X IR EE (A) THHROA
(S AR 23R V) TR D AR
b (%58) PR > h, FEBABIAR
BEDW AN 3, BEEECT(B) T
DRIKAL % £ > BB A B ARIE 1 FE
B|Eh 3B,

BT
BEERESHE X AT T LIEEBICHEE (R3)
HRH >N, BRECDHS D,

PTP 328k

PTP (press-through package) Mi=
ML N BER T, FEIREEM X
RREA) TELESBOED A X
EELHVBRROSREEE (KBE)
A& BN, BEESCT(B) THREED
FRR (K@) »RBHLN D, ARE
(C) 2T, BAIICEKEI N PTP
b\ﬁggrgé nf.:o
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BERRERRMEEEDED K STESICHEITIHh ?

SHEECHUTRIV—ZVIREBE UL THRITEIND T EHED S5SND. FHICESKBIREHER, it
FEEXDEEDNDESORGHREIE < Z/B (D T ENEX LVER, EFTHEPLNMNRICESNTHLHDS
na(NIL 2, #EEA). IEL, MEDRKEICKELIXFI DD, AENSBRAU TS KHEND
(LRI 2, #HEE A).

T, BRI AR W LTz, TRy K4 FCTHHET08HRTH 5% L, BAMIE
DAZ) = FBA - ECEHBRELEZZ 5N TWwEV(LARLVE), 240(LN)L2), Y (LAV4), IS
B FRBEIE K Z LT 2 2 E DR E L WIEIRE B 5 WIEEFE LR /DNEOREF TIZEZEEEZE 2 b TwaY (L
NNV 2)o FINAINVHA VHERLEETBEINED VA7 0B ) CT S TELRVEE D BT RRAIEL S
b,

BE MDA A BN R E L Catklisg, ek, JBh - SMREEL CoRERR, KEER
T % EOBVERIEEE, KEIIRBEBZ, N EGE - A - PR 2R - ST PR IRIR 7 & RE I AR
R I A3 78101214710 (L)Y 5), S LB (LN 3), DM S IHILERSL, SRR, MERENIRE,
W EIIR A ZEE, WHPER &3 F S L BICH LTHRAMEDSH 29 (LR 4), F 7208k - BENH IO
A 7R B, T REIROIZRE D S GBI R OFHE b WEETH %19 (LRI 5),

SMEIHEREOBRICB VT, ROOKAEL LT CT ZHifT L7 LK 39%, 455 93%, Btk
R 50%, BEVEEHER 89% THh 2 DITx LT, BEWE MAT L 726 13RE 83%, FFIEEE 95%, Kulhw =
75%, BEPEEHER 97% T, BEKOFTBENL T2V (LN 3), FARAEREROBEIIB T HBEWKL
JPE 75-90%, FFELEE 95-100%, L2 90-95%, CT ANEEE 90-100%, HFELEE 91-99%, L2 94-98% &
i SN TV B25, NERIIRP OB, WIERITERAIFELL S 5 iy AR RGO SEEE O & v PRERT O 2ok
WFETRBENET) S EEHEREL TRV (LAIL3),

Lameris & OBAMED E IR E (urgent condition) D ZWIZ B 5 diagnostic accuracy study 2 (L NV 2) T
ERRZ I, B X BRI, BEEMRE T 3B CT 27352 LT, BHEEZAZEICHST S
EDRETH o720 L, CT ZHMTHIAT L 725G DKL 89% THHDITH LT, BEMHkHRARMTIE
JEEE 70% L, BRMOBWREOBIIIIEAN D 2, LarL, BEERED A THHRERES D H
L EHIICEZEL, FTREEMRELZITY, BEVPHRBTERVLERCHmOT OV EDACT
EWATT A L 2L T b,

Lindelius & OEN K TOMNEHEIC X 5 EWHAICE TS RCT LY (LR 2) T, —Z0WHE%E =1} 7-
HIFHERIC & 0B E BMRA AT S NG, BRI R IR MRAR I A o0 A TRl L 72356 L R L TIEZ I
AREICE L, ABERDB X OBSHEH AR T 2 BE R 2 A RISR S T2 e Th 72, 72, T
W OLEEDHRIC O EHT, FBHEB L ORERISHT 2 BEEOBBFTRIEETH %,
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CQé66

CT ERMEEEDEDKLSFBESICIRE T DD ?

?&ZU)%'EHET%%D‘ CTOBILEED 53D (LRNIV 2, #EEA). UHL, BERREREDETHR
TEMDASHICE S LIRS ERTESD. e, CT DRETICH > TRFS K NDEERHBETH D,

CT (412 MDCT) Me A I3 M AR DS, 78 DHA AN DKL 7% < BRI TRMEIRE DFBWI IR < FHv S
., TOHEHERZEZ CMESN TV (LA 3), 249 (LX)V2), —FTCT I & 2 #piE < o
HLMEEINTVDEY (LN 4),

&R 75 W7 (clinical diagnosis) & O H#ECIX KRB HT DKL 76% TH S D6 LT CT 12 90% & A =ICHE
<, NAHF 24 TCTICLVEBRLHPEEICR 7L v ) IEY, 55 %4 33 B THEBEHEHVEEICARD,
ABEDT 238% i3 % & & HITHRHER FMAWEIC R 572 L W) ENRDH 52 (LR 2), 72, HiE Tk
JIE B B AT LR ML AR AL A 25 R 2 S L T 72 W S E DSBS, 75 ik LU E O E i 2 BT B Ak E
TO CT W<, IFEZHIEEEAMENEH (clinicobiologic information) DFMETHEE X L, FEIZEHEZH
AT 5720121, BREREREFFOZ L2 CTBMEITIRELOMEDHZY (LI 3),

Hifll X AT & O JeBTIL M X SR O IR EE, JREE, EZERP TN 300%, 87.8%, 56.0% THh >
WX L CHE CT T 96.0%, 95.1%, 956% CTIEZHRIIHAREICRTTH 5720 (LRI 2),
TEMAT L R CT O TITRESR, EEROZHOKEIBEERETIZZNZNT6%, 61% TH

DITH L, #5 CT T 94%, 81% & A EICH A o720 (LRIL 3),

RAMORVEEOBRIZH T 2078 TIXERIRZE, Bl X BMRAICZ, BEEMRA 7213 CT % MifT




THILET, BBMEZARIIESTIEPURTH o7z BEERAEL CT OREKTIE, REIBERIMT
70% THAHDIZx LT CT HMTIE 89% EARICE o720 72720, #IIK 2FEL, F9BE gL i
7L, BYEF 72 3BWIE L h o 2B OA CT 279 5 2 EMHER SN TR B9 (LANL 2),

L 51AXHE L]
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FEBREHE CT WERFEREE ?

(A bZ# D) RERER, HBIEEET, SMRER, BERNEMAREE(LEM CT TRMOUELEI &N
BRIV 3). B8, & CT Z1TSHICERM CT BIRIRUIAD KLVERERL LTI CQ68 ZER,

O FRESR
PRAERAE & Bt o 723500247 ) M & U, IRb, IR 5 i, IR HLAHE X (KUB), Hifl CT 239 % 7%,

WEBWOIDDOT— NV KA ¥ ¥ — FIZHAMCT Th o JEEE95-100%, FFHREE 94-96% & Wi d v
DTG S TR (LA 3),

@ $EREERET

M CT IIB T 2RIMBEMAOZWREILE <, EEEIL 80-88%, FFELEE 97-100%, 1E#Z 3 90-94% & iy
ENTVB2I (LA 3) o w5 CT TIREMHE RN E U CTHi i S 2% 72 D M) 22 1 A7 1 B AR O F84R 12 1358
LTWaY, fifikDay b7 2 MIMIEK TS 272018 L6 25 2 03B NV IEEPLETH S,

@ SERER, HER

HACT ICBU 22 MEROBIIRED &<, K 87-89%, FFREE 83-92%, 1EZH 90% LS hTwn
B4 (LN)V 3), Hfli CT 720 CHWINEE 2561308 CT 2835 2 & TREN LA 5 & v ) o (L
NV ) RIEZBRIZEDL S LR VPHEDEEILER CT DFVBESTHEHEVoHEN(LNVI) LD, &
Wik ) HA I CT 2 BT 5 & X,

@ BEREAbEEE T R
JEIPEPHEBE AT A Bl CT TRMREE Bb Nz, 16 F1LL L MDCT & iU, RO RO % Wi i
FERMRZVER S 2 2 EMEETH ), DI LREMATAZFEET LI L bESEBbN S, HLEEILIBLL
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ZEBRET AH7201213E CT OB BRI HWwEEZEZ 5N TW5 (CQ8 BH)
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CQé8

E® CT FEDKLSFHZSICIRIZT DD ?

EREMOEE, MEMKRE, [SIMBXEEEHELETIFEM CT 3 TIREFRSFMHERDET T &
Hb, EF CTHH#ERIND. XeKBDOKRRIGER CT EIITRHOIEETS DN, KIEMBEAECK
2 [MFRREE O Sl v MAREATHEL X B IRAF B DESHA IC (LB CT BIH B THT o THLL T ENET LLV(LAIY
3, #RE B),

SEBHAEDBHFH I LT, & CT 2479 H, OEREMOA M, OMAEMREOA I, ORBEE KR
DHEIEFLHE R ED D B0 BarRITIE, BEOWENPDLEERDL DD Y, #E CT TOMMRiAEET
b oo MEMWETIE, BIRWEEOEEILE, BEGME BERTHIIRE BRIEEIEETH L,
72, BMERESETIE, TR A F 74 Y IICHRMS T2 X9 ICHEEEEHE R & OHE QK & 12135
W CTHEMTH %,

@ Rz

g dr M DFZWIIZER CT BAEHTH 5. HILE TIE, BEFMOBIE & 742 2 itk % 2 d o>
IEFECZHT 5 2 LD EETH Y, HEREEOZLREEIR, BHED D o, BEKEZ EOF RIEHEY
CT TOFlAH M TH %o &5 CT 732 MG S NG ERIE IS 28X X 575 ¥ AT, &
93.3%, FFFEEE95.9% L EVEZBMIEETH o2V (LR 1), F72, BERENIMIEIZHAL CT TRMINEZ R $ 5 2
EWH BN, W CT OATIE, IEHWORERRIEERZSTLILENDH), HM CT bMIET 2 I LA HET
H B (LN 3),

@ MEMRE

WIEED IR DB OY 513, B CT O AT b JEIEN R RRIEILIE O A AL WNI W BE T & 2 %, BhIRHE FAR
DEEINETH B, TDOHRDEHRTEEHE 25 ETHEIRM & IR ZHRGE L, BWoRE, B
BYPEETDH Do KREPIRMFEEC NI IRFEEDZ NI b7 CT 3A M TH %o Mk SR B IR M
R TR HME CT TR Z 2 575, (B & BREOFEM, Mt O FEPHEEM, Badr M o 34l 12 135E 3% CT 2%
HHTHLY (L), F72, FEPZEME RIBR I (NOMD 35418, MAEMEZ RO 2 wDs, MAERERG,
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R, MEFROS/MER EOFAPBINCERTH D, &% CT, FRICL Mm% (MPR) 234 H & #H
HENTWBELY (LRI 4),

@ SRR
[BENERZIAA N T4 > 2010 5 3O TI1&, [ (BMEREROGERHRZAT ) Mk Tid) SRR O BRI O
HERR, BUHEDBRNIIIER CT VAN TH L (LN 1e) JERLHD D 5o BWHIILOF HE RIEVEZL D)L
, MEAOEHHE, EaTREFERICHERLTEY, IEEZZSHPLEE SND, BEROAR, Z0OH
E*l@%?fﬂﬁb:ciﬁrﬁfﬂ CTOATIIRATH Y, EECTHPRLETH D, 72721, ERANIHE ) BRERER T L
N F =G EOW ISR E T 2 LEDH 5 (L)L 2) (CQe9 BH) .
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CT - MRI Di&ERANIES TERDUEIFHREE ?

I—R - ARUZOLERABEDT VILF—EDHZEE, MEEETRE, ABREZTHICEELE
£T, AR EOD EHETUESICBRDEECIRSIRETH D (LUNIL S, #EECI),
FBEREREOH D BETEI— FERAIICKDERHBTE, HRUZULERAICLIBHZS MR
REDIRESNTHD, KHICEFRDIVETH D,

EJ7F A RREERFRFZIRALTVSEETIE, I— FERAIRSEROART Y F—Y ADREICEHEFE
BOBETHDH(LNILS, #EECI),

I — FEEA O BEEZEEROGERINT X Katayama 512X 0, EEH o ERREO A8 TEEITEHED
BRWEED003% THLDIH L, BHEREDD 5 BETIL018% (4 v X (OR) : 468)TH 5, Wid DA M
%, WBEOLVEZTIZ003% THEDITKL, WEDH S EETIE023%OR :1009) TH 5, HEHEE
B LCVREBOFHETIE, DERED R WEEL50.03-0.05% THSLDITR LT, LEEDSH L EHTIE0.10%
(OR :3.02%) TH b, TLIVF—RGEZHEL)OFETIE, TUIVTF—ROLRWEZED003% TH 5 DITH
LT, 7TUVF—EDDHLEHTIF010%(OR : 1.77) THHLY (LN 2),
[EREERHICBITS I — FEEAMEHICET 274 FF 4 220129 (LA 2) Tl s#EsghlEHER, 39—
Fa&ERIPe G4, 72 R LA 7 L 7 F = U (SCr) 2 & W 05 mg / dL DL b F 7213 25% L L3éhn
L7z G e BHINTWDL, MAAL FI4 1285 L, [eGFR <60mL /min/1.73 m? Tidi&i CT 12 & 43
WHIBREDFERED ) A 7 Z BN S 2 WA E Vo 512 eGFR <45 mL /min / 1.73m? @ ##H 123E% CT %
T B, BREATREDY A7 2B L, EEAIBEZ TR 57201268 CT ORi&ICHBz &0+
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GHRTPHIREZ#TLIEERMERTL (LA, HREB EEINTVDE, 72, AFAFIA4I2L5Ei0
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BEHERE L v (L NV 1, HESEEE D), %72, ESUR(European Society of Urogenital Radiology) D% 4 K5
47 Ver. 80Y1I2 X % &, BNBHIIBVTD I — FERARE D720 OBMDMBENT I ZLE LW (LR 2,
HARE D), 2B, 77 FHA FRERBEZRTL TV BBEICT — FlEEALZES L, —8rEICBkEDs
BT LZWE, BT F—=2A0) A2 kb0, €775 A4 FEOBIEMEHIZET %5 Recommendation
(201242 H 1 H, HABRRFEER)Y TIEE 7T A4 FRERBEEO—IRFH R REIHEIRL ST 575, B
BRHIBIILE o TR D (LRI 1, HESREE C2),

EHBEREE DB 2 BHETIEH MY = A8 HIC L 2B GMEHHERBLO Y 27 8 LA§5, BiEey
PERAERE (XA ) = AP G B 2 S 5 A, REICEURR ISR N OIEIR R AL, #i % IO TRIET
LSBT, MATT L EMUBBH oMM AL, HEH LG SN TS, HABEBESY 2 - HAKRYSS
WX BEREERFICBITAT N = ZERAEHICET 204 K54 ~](2009 4 2 AE]) Y (L)L 2) T
ZENER], GFR 30 mL/ min/ 1.73 m? il O @A, SPEFASES TIZEAE LT F) =9 4
AR L2 L 2R LTV D (LR 2, HEREE D),

AR B2 G RAED PR O 7:01213, Ba% LR E2HLVIE Z B CEEAIB G-I
BEHE (GFR) 23l ¢ RXETH L, 7 L7 F = YD TRERIMEA AMESR, 7 LT F = v OM#ElEF v

FOMEHTE 2 X 912% 0, BE R EREFMALELLGIAEHTH S,
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IE8R CT TEEDH#SNBVERDES, EOEERRMEDSHERENEFENTESD ?

CT [EBF32MEENBVERERIR, BEREM, HEES, JUERER, BER, BEFEL, SERELE
THB,
B8, CTTEEDHSNELTHINSDKRBZEREICHEATEDIBDTEBEVN(LANIL 3, #EEE B),

SEEREE R L) pEAUIE, Skl AR, AMEEIZE, RERAO, Bk sl BBk,
SRR, BERE ERARHRELR ENSH 5 (CQ2E8R) . TOWMTRATMZ LT 2 ietkdrd 5 A E LT
EE R, LSRR, SERERL BT ON D, £/, BENESLELREEIL, HERA, SR
%, REMORE, BERLETHD,

CT TOZWEELHCOIZLLTIZEIT 2 EL D 5.

T8 LTI BIIRAH, BRIRAHO 2 FHBRIRT % 2 & TREE 93.3%, FFHEJE 959% &\t z A9 % (CQé8
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HALEZRILOBWIE D W MEHET A OMIMIREIL 85% LA ETH ), EEHLERIL T, 1 mm ERED
TR B (5 % FH W AuE 80.5% THEALEBALIIE S 1T RE & iy ST 4 (CQ71,72 88) . Bk RIERSCIREHR 4
DT WIRE R R SR (NPV : negative predictive value) 1Z 90% Ml EEHEENTWAHL2 (LN 3), IHA
HiE T 73%, 96%, FHE R TIE 81%, 98% ¥ (L X)V 3), MR AR TIX 97%, 94% & 3 d &V line
WEEINTVBY(LARVI), SEBERICBITLEE, NPV IZERZNT77.8%, 81.8% & AT T 55 (I//\
V3o

FIEERIESE R O 72 0 (R S 7235 CT OB 81 Bl & ket 46 B % Biat L 72 X058 %9 (L NV 3),
R LTONPV E64% TH Y, BEEONRE LCid, 2M8HEL7H, A0S, 8% THEE
HEDEFFEALERE 12612 ETh o720 EEBHALEREE CT T ADSIERRNTH Y, CTIZL2ZHE
W 2 EH %\, LRI ZERE 2N O 0 LI LERBTRAEE 2w e b s, HERKATIE, X#
B ADFIEL, CT TIHMBEMEIC 22 2 e WD VIEEILETH 5 (CQ7288) . MER OB 14—
29% L DOIMEDH BT (LN 3) . WO BVERER TIIEGRICEESEN LW E25H D EEILET,
PRI SR ML AR AL A A 7 ERREICHINT 2 S LB HETH 5o

ZZCTHY LF7 CT B 2 BMEOE WAL CT TREIRMTELRINE, BBLZHITcE L L
ZRAoNDN, BECENTEL2H0TEIRL, HGEZHDAOHHRD ZZ 1RGN 2 LED» D 5.
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FEREAEERE 2 DI [CHEATEGRER ?
CT(ATEETHNIE MDCT) hitERRE NS (LANIL 3, #2EE B).

HERENERE 7 A DRI & U TEIHLEZILIC L 2  OD% v, BN, BEEAL A X 255 1 #IRTH -
7oA, BEOHETOBRMBIEE X 30-70% Y (L 3, 4) EHEA IR, RLTEWLOTIE RV, TEE
B X AR C 47 R 3 C i R LA X RS T O IR HE T d o 7 IEE N ERE P A OFEBIHRE D H DO
(L 4), JERENEEE T A OF D B O FEWT I AL HAE X BRI & 0 b S 7 A7 HLAE X A A3
TENTWBED (L)L 4),

A OWEIENERE T A O A I fRESHEEE STB Y, AR D7D i CT 28 u4E Bbh



SEBRTLIC & BIEREAEEE S X (&8 CT PIRAER)
A KFWSR, PEFERSANICE mm ADEEEES X £ 388 5 (%EN).
B : BRMTEERIR. BHIFEHICEDRIBR RO EFLIA & BE T £ 3 (KH),

%o CT LJEHHM X MM L oI TIX, 1980-90 448D MDCT 258 K3 2 LLEi O 78 TH CT D523
NTBH, TOMBEEIX 70-100% & HMESNTWDY (LI 3), 2(LXIV4), 2000 4£48 @ SDCT (single-
detector CT) THMHIKEEIL 70% AiETH L0 (LN 3)s ZhuE, MEREALHEREILLE V2B HILD
SVWEEFISEEFNTW/AZ ER AT A AED 10 mm & RHHD MDCT 2 L TEWZ & 2R E O T 12
DN olbEZ NS, MDCT RIZA S &, W54 A TORG/ FREDLES E %0, SR NG
ZALASHE S 7z 35 BT OMGET TIL, RN A OMIEEE L 85.7% ThH - 721V (LRI 3), EHIZ, EHET
136450 MDCT M LTEY, #EHEA AL Vo BT TR, BEOKA L o 2 R % [ %
THILEDUREL RS> TETWD, 6450 MDCT T CT % Htif7 L7z 41 Bl O ALE 22 FLIE B % M5 L 72
5T, 7mm OKFEHIROATIE 1B HEILFALZFETE T, 2mm EOKFRHRTIX 488%, 512
1 mm JE O PR 2 8009 % & 80.5% TIHALE BEW 245 (BB ) Z R HETdH - 7212 (L 3) (K
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SEREAEIC KD ERIER [CX T B IREEERIRE, CT HROREL ?

SMEEICKDERROEFER, KE FFMR, RARED SZLOEGEMNERETSH SN, BIRRK
DHERPERFRBEDH [CEIRREREITSNAIRNETH D, BIRREL LTI, BERREDSE 1 [OE
RENDH, BZHIAEERFIC(E, ISER - B CT(TESLEITEM + i8R ZHEITI (LRI 4, #EE B),

MRS L g, FRRGMEICIIE L, A L o Iz o BKIZEIMETH 5720, RHTEEAKC
LTz a—EL» < CTREDBWEIANCH ), LIEULIERIKRWL T 7Y A% M), Hildsd 295612
FENSOFTRA L VHECTH D, MBI IIEE KWL L CIE L, EEA G HIIMEEARE 2T 5. KED
IRAID &, BRMEORERILHICRO ONDGE0H ), RS 2V IXEH#HR A L7 A% LIELIZENT %,

PR JENL, IR 70 GRS & 2 TR W (£ 1L, BAFOBEAKDEG) 0 b 0, EEEO & PHE
& LCHIET A ssth (BE TS 37%, SUENRTER 134%, MitstE 15.9%, M=K 7.7%, KBl 73%, H
T AL 7.3%, N EAL48%, TOM) DB DAH DY (LI 2), T 0 8 R0 R 5 O R E I TR
LOBEPUCEETH Y, WEMAEOHENIKE v,

FHOMMEYE, IR ST WRADE BRSSO LL, BROMEOAL ST, EREETMZ
Wi - HHESGTEOHIFFICBTOEHEELEZ SN L, BEOHERIA LML SR HMELZITZ M5 F)
HTHLY, fiAe525RBNAERLD L. MBEORBEIHEZZILI L, HHVIEAL LY ZAREH
FERHRE LGS N AL ) BSSRERHIR I NS & EORRDEDH 5. BWAWEEREA121E CT 2 iifr 3
T, LES L THOBEMEDBMZEZZET L2 EDRLE L, 2721, CT ORifTICH7z-Tid, st
ML T AREALETH B2V (LN 5) o F72, — T, MO WI{FMA CREMASNEETH - 72541213,
FEBEEMRETHEZ1T) 2L bEBICMHET 5 (LA 5),

W7 IR & MERAEO@E ML, HESh RMNEEICE ) R 2, HEE, HERBICT LT3l SRt
A D END o, BVERIERITH LTI, &% CT OFEMEAR < 58I, LI R 1533 2 Wi 255 o (L
NV 3o —, NBRERELEATIEIBERRESIL VAN TH L, BRk, ML, MLEmE W
LA BRI 72 & OWALE B BVERERICH LT3R CT 259ER SN 5, SRR, BTk, i
45 - PPN 72 & Ol ARHRBISH LTI CT I2MA T MRIAEHTH S (LN 4),
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13m, NEREEICHT IWEILDYRIFEDIEED ?

SEURP DEZHRFAMETHIRIC &L D#IF < (50-100 mGy LIF) TIRHRRIRER, PRMEEEDREEEE LR
LIEWLW(LARIL 3)o
FEDADYRTFERESRVINEEEHALDBHELESD (LI 3),

[PEIR ARSI A K F A4 > BERMH 2014) Y Cl3 k5 11 H-4E4R 10 H O & E I Tl 50 mGy A O 1
K IBEHFEOERERMS R\, 72, HIR 10 AT, 100 mGy Rl CIIEEL2VwE ST
W5 (L)L 5), ICRP84YTlE, [HARD EDORHNTH > TH 100 mGy A DR BAE < e I3 AL U= 0> B
ZFBRETIEARVIELTWSE (LR D),

—77,100 mGy PL E OB < TI, #E:4% 4-10 38 (GFE TR OB 6 F R ERDP LT 5 L OWMEVH 5
(LW 5), F72500mGy P Eo#IE < CTHEAERMIEEZTESEL S L OWEY (LR I)03H S, L
CT TORBHIE S MEIZ Y 8 mGy, A 49mGy EHMiFESNTB NP (LA 3), B O EiTb%
WD 100mGy B2 5 Z Lidhve Lo THIRPTH - TH, UM, Fltk L etz +5EE L4 LT,
CT % EHIL I MERITH) S LITFFE S NL L BN 5,

BAIIZBWTIZ 100 mSy LFORIEKICE D2HBBAD ) A7 13MO THRWEZEZ LN TWDEA, KEBX
OVNE TSRS 2 Bz m {, BUADY X7 T 23HEDH 5259 (L)L 3), 10mGy Dl
WL L TR ADIAERIZHRIEAE) A7 D 40% @< 55 EHEREINTVEA, ZIUNERADH
RIEAEBE 02-03% %, 03-04% 1C LA 38, 1,700 Bl 1 BIORDRVBAICIZO RS L ENTWEY, F
72 LD/ HIEER CT 22 7286, HEOPAICLAHTEDOY A 712 018% LAT5 g IhTw5EY
(LN 3)e 0-22 /% T CT 12 & 2Bt 2% 30 mGy (¥ 51.13 mGy) Z# 2 723545 5 mGy KD & L L
HIE DY A 27 23318 f5w <, 10,000 B> CT T 1 BIHMIEAZ < FEEL 729 (LR 2) o AL XV TOHE
BADY) AT KL %505, UBMAE, Flikl Gtz +o0EET 5 0E0H 5 (RIM-16),

REJNDRKZHIE K8

WA i ik PRI K B (mGy) | IR < it (mGy)
LR UL 377 BH 001 LL'F 001 LL'F
iR 001 LLF 001 LT
BB 14 42
A 17 10
B 11 4
PP PR 4 3 5 17 10
LR | AL 11 58
TEBEALE 6.3 24
CT VE 0.005 LLF 0.005 LLF
iy 0.06 0.96
JizEs 8.0 49
A 24 86
(g3 25 79

(AARERIm AR ES - AAREmAFRHES. Em ARSI A N7 4 > ERWE 2014, HAEE
s AR, 2014 ; 58)
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WIFNOEFHAICHE VT H MRI ZEET HIRMLETEVD, HRTHICE VTR EZEEDRRICIEHEIIETNT
B5F, FTREBERREZITI . TNTHEESHHESNEWVSESICIFERM MRI ZZELTHKLL(V
N)b2, #EEC1),

B MRI BREZTRIEVH, REBERELDBERMEN+D LED EHMETNBESOHEET S (LNIV
4, #HEE C2),

Tl 29 % MRLIE, HABUHBEMEZOTEAZZR A A FF 4 > 2003]0 (LXv5) Tk, a0
(15 TOHREREI ICBVTELREMIHLINTES T, RESLETHLEINTVD, —T,
Greenhalgh 5 ®#E? (L)L 2) T, RO OLZEMEZAEY. L T RWDS, HEICHET AMID v
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BTHEE SNTVBI(LNIL2),

[EEZBW A K54 >~ 2012]% (L)L 5) TR O 2P EE N LCTid 33 EERE+17) 2 & &
P (HESLE B), MEEZWIAE SN2 WS ITHAM MRI Z2ZE LT L w(ERE CD L 3hTwb,

MRI TOH F1) = LA3EEANIERTIZ R WAS, CT TO I — FiEEHIAS class BEIWFERD L ke ME
BT A7 DFEEDFERENTORWIZHHIN TV LD LT, # Y =7 455EAIE class CEEFER
L) A7 EH 5D~ OFHPIELLE N6 0H5) L SNTBYI (LK), BEBHITA FI4 ~
20129 (L)L 2) Tld, Hifl MRI CTHWIASHEEZR S A I M CT 238 CT 2L Th vk LTwb
(HEFERE C1) o % 7= Wieseler & DUEEHIZR$ 2 BFIRAD 7 )V TY) X L9 (L)L 5) 2BV TH MRI O E#K
AL L TEMEDOEE CT ZZE L T\ 5,
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