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LM E

dage AT diEe M E M
EF A N F Loy fevetdAe
AZARG OS2 & A& Bolx
At Pl A He, Y 2 ARy
oo MHAE B oA d#d Ag o
ACAA GTd Age 6% H Jem
olE AT AR A ATy #E AtE
2 29 Lovie] sigE T (Wingo et al,
1995). wetA] dage HA A2r] el
A 60%el FA f19de] H3 ok Iy
o] EAY EW AHA 4L 2.9%E A
AP (BALR, 1993) Pl A AAY 5
%¢l HE 7Ll Yo EE AL F71E
RO Az AAR 4FRQl3 39
877) A Wl tidk Y FEAG
o3l A HddlAde A3 dAL
1990'd 3874, 1992'd 492¢i, 1994 6509
2 v} F71es FAE Roln ok (W
ARl =helE, 1996). 1995 miFoA &
26,6009 2] 4lko] wHAYStI 14,5000 H o]
dago s I3 EEE 92 ZeE BAa
HYow dadtel FHEE 94 AT 10
wg g 309 el A 50mels 3 Aol YA
of Yastd o]FE sieAdL 08T 18
qEEe Ao Yeh ok (Wingo et al,
1995). , '

dade 1 ¢ /1Y 9 4F g
o] Mg 27 AGE A% AHHA =9,
a8 HYE 9 EAAESe ] w

ol

1l Z7

ek

—

g 14 71 8 do] WA Slsl
= B7sta A2 2095 g4 e
&Aool obF wimlsit) & 1973¢H-E 1991
W7hA oF 2007 dag #2ke b AE
£ 36%0A A 42%8 FHEULS ol
o auntE ol# i Al ABEE A4

- A ExZF@erm cell tumor) ALY BEE F

Ao 71913tk Ao AAHow 713
A7 He 494 dad #xe JEs
g& obF wmE dAelrh (Wingo et al,
1995). ©]&ljt oo AFHEL diael
3 &7 40l A9 AL ERHIA 70
%olAkel #ayk FIGO 7] o]Ae] Aam
FE 2 Ztho] ®7] W&l FIGO lIX] ¥

V7] &2 5d A& 15 WA 20%l

sy 7] Mol © AF$ & FIGO 17]
o] FAE 80 oA 90%e] 43 5E A&
&8 RHolm AT+ (Westhoff & Randall,
1991; Ozols et al,, 1992). wetA d4 &
Aol AEEE Tol7] M E MEL A
g5 7ley MERA oA Fagel HR
(screening) & 7| tht F4 o] F
=3 e Aol

dade A3 9 zrzdede §AY
HY, AFr]d SNy Ze HEAH Yy
olglofl & ZAlol o] CA 125 53 Z2 %
¥ A & (tumor markend A2 2L
(transvaginal ultrasound), 4 =& Y4
(color Doppler imaging), A7 ¥4 G4
(magnetic resonance imaging, MRDE 2 <
Z71We] AE&HI Jom HZ FdAto]o
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£ BASAY YWY TIUTE LA
W oeiztx BAMELH EAEQ

(molecular biomarker)e] 7AeEo] 1 A

Aol thg A7 i IPEH2 A,

£ ZFAE olgd o3 g WYe-

A, AMET o] Bo] YAY AR P 2
el ogA HeH 7 ATE T v}
E A9stnA 3o, -

I&

(i

1. gt AA 3 ZI|RIEt ] A

O dag A WLy

oW Ao Az(screening)e] HIH o]

oA H2 ZIYe Mdstn WA v
(general population)& g2 -&3ed
O Agol AR HHE & Xk &
t} (Prorok, 1984; Hulka, 1988). A A 3&
43 &(revalence)e 7HA® A ATl
Aol Atel FHUQ He Agolofof It
dAage o)EE e vlm RIsict
& YANME AFE vt} Zo] n=e] B$-
5041 olAbe] MM AT 109tEE 50
- He MaE ge 488 Rolm 3ol &
+3 AXE oAfA s gl HAW

19953 #3foll 26,6007 o]de] Ago] LA .

Sha(dAY & 14/10,000) 14,5009 o4& A}
el ol2A e dEo2 (Wingo et al,
1995) olEl¥t &2 AlgEo] HAYE& BR/E
S 38 olgv) Utk teoEE HAe
2 HE 7153 2YA7i(preclinical phase)
7} Qdojof gtttk AY daYe] A E
AZAE ool EFAITh 2Lt 1980
dd) 2o ojw Y4 FU(serous tumor)
Y AfeE @A ¥w)Z(electron

microscopy)ell 28] FA(benign)ell Al 244
Ag)(malignant  epithelium&.29] o]
(transition)o] &<1=] 31 S #(Stenback, 1981)
1992 Puls §9) Rad) ¢o3lH 9649 &
A% 23 TELS AR A, 79%0A ¢

A wE AAA(borderline) A¥ F o] FA
A7 BAF FHNA PR o]y
& AAET ok =¥} dEdF AR
(epidemiological data)& EUet= G4 &
Aol AHAA ¥4 da FFe W Lo

. E=2e YelE R 3(Bourne et al, 1991)

7} dol A dad Fgo] dady Y H
W(precursor lesion)e] B $E UL AR
QAR Yo, 2BY o7 AL HI2Y
B2 FEE AFNME o2 ol@THY
¢ AEe A Rot Bpos A4
J7E BAE B OAFOBE 2]
tto] @ A9 X8 Ao HE3 P4
o] glojok FThE AQH AMEAA AFT
HE dAage] A o Fe 4T A7}
ot

> e oM

@ HEE A Phe 2D P dad
R DREE -

A AZ Aol H7 AsiME A

8717} 4 Y okshm(ease of performance) 2
S A7 |A

FE&% £ Qolof 1
(acceptability) H]-8-o] Wo] EX] Tolof 3}

- Ao ni(limited expense) AAe] WHE FHF

o] glojok &l a(lack of complication) F 3 E
o= 7S (sensitivity)9} 5 o] E(specificity)
7} gotok @t} (Skates & Knapp, 1996). 4
A2 dagy AR JdAMe wE K

&o] EA7F Hed -3 -&(prevalence)©l

Q7 10T 508 Y Hol=rl 99%°] 1L
NAE7F 100%2 AW PHS HEHrt 8
Hale A dZE(positive  predictive
value)= 4.8%2 A A3 2149 ZHAF YA}
Z 19ute] AARE dade HAA B
Aoltk 28U dAHoE dade U
A ol#F B UARE e 2T 7]
ol &AslA] gom e 80%<] WA=}
98%2] BolE& Hole HAE 8T A4S
506992l HA FAAF @ 149 day

- Age] 7heskA 8o AAE CA 1258 o}
. 8% Einhorn $(1992)9] EoM& 5,500

el AAAZE 1757 9] A ¥4 ol A
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6olle] dAaQt BRI AREHALH B 2
<3 (abdominal ultrasonography)& ©]-&3%
Campbell 5(1989)2 5,479 A 3268 ¢]
NS &3 @AE e A 999 ¢
2% $2-E AGste 5 A HAe &
&o] 3] v o] Aot} o|EH o

2 A 988 29T W 8 Ay

S 2x HH}HYE FolEr} 99.6%, UHE
= 80% AEE Ho 44 AF=7) 10% °
go] Hojof ¥ ReE wYHL U
(Jacobs et al., 1992; Jacobs & Bast, 1993;
Ternleriello & Park, 1995).

2. chagtel AR g ZI|AIE J|Y

[DLENE S

D Ao WY

gae] WY e HAAA TR
Boh HAY #El(frequent surveillance)7t
g8¥ 19]¥ F(high-risk subpopulation)&
Adsted Qo] Faslitt WA @z @
He oA™ A HAF® AFAANrisk
factor)7} ¥ Ao HAAL 504 0%
8 70t F7kA A4 FUkskAl €@
(Yancik et al., 1986). =g BAIE 554 )
A 65A19] A7t Mg B HoE g
Atk (@b sl o} 8t3], 1996). oH&-2 7
T 3 Y Aj(oral contraceptive pil)e) AF& W
PAY, =f FY F& & 5 v oA
< i@ ovulation)o] 4 FH(ovarian
epithelium)ell §FE-HQ) &4-8& FAHI o
Zlo] 41 g dHepithelial inclusion cyst)2]
H B(transformation)&  §&E A Y
(potentia) & FolA Ethe AP v 4y
7} steroid ¥E7F ¥ WX AH(steroid-rich
follicular fluid) g1 H&t&H e HHAFT &
E E(pituitary gonadotropin)ll A% =&
© Aol ¢ dgo] Stk oot}
AAE AT YA AEAE daY FAY
o] 40% EAte ZLoE WA o
(CDC, 1987; Koch et al., 1988) ¢Algo]
AU 8 AEo] Ae AANMNE 7z 24

% R 27%92] risk ZAE );l_oj.:-_; NoZ o
BA ok (Whittemore et al., 1992). 3t
g zAel mEW Ao} HE

" (asbestos) ¢ HFEH AF =& A}

gollA dagd dAo] Eoe AR on] ¢
2% Aot} (Cramer et al, 1982). °]¥]
d= o AlAE EAYMmumps)E #AAY
BEA AHanimal fat), ¢2-& T2 43
7} Be A", FdA Sol 1Yz 8
o dacke] A I 7MEEE FR/A%A
%g & et ol AL A FAage] 5%l
B34 & & FFF(hereditary familial
cancer syndrome) 7k ojuie} ARkl 4k
A A <d(sporadic ovarian cancer)®] 7
o= 7tEHol F8% HFUAAI =7
HEoltt & 715¥o] gle 9Ao] 4T
Qt dae ol#E rlsAdifetime risk)&
1.4% v W&t 23 A, A T 1&0]
W 7}E(first-degree relative) 3 99 &
2% FA47F de Af ol#&L 5%7F H Y
ZE, &4, o|B, 271§ 209 HZ(second
-degree relative) & &zt §9o] Y& A
o5 2ol el 2.9%2] olg&& Rt
£3] 1&oly 71EF FH oY day
gA47F As AL, 7% olFLEL HYL
EE oY rHlE A4 d4&S 57
74d Bgo] 3%°l MFEHER A 15
o oig FAE HI L #EE AR §
ok Table 1 & AHE7}A] G2 FFEFE
BoFEa ded §24 7] Boly da
¢ FZFF(hereditary site-specific ovarian
cancer syndrome), f34 F9Y/d4LY &
F-(hereditary breast/ ovarian cancer
syndrome) % €2 I FFF@Lynch 1
syndrome)®| A4 FEIHA A4 FASS
(autosomal dominant inheritance)& Rol&
o} 80%<] % -&(penetrance of inheritance)
S Ho|m o]F9 HA o|#;EL 40-50%¢l
gile Ao2 ¢#A 9ok (Narod et al,
1991; Lynch et al, 1991). o}&7tA = o1&
o] AAF HAol dAagoE AF Aug
€ RfY3A AaAdoes Bie A
A7NHQA 2L BT A (surveillance) 7t
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L= E4bo] BUH A9y g da
A A (prophylactic bilateral oophorectomy)&

22 (Korean hereditary tumor registry)“7}
A& gAFae Axl, &L ¢l

aHE T AR B/ a¥E =
Wl A5 1993 58 “d= 34 T &

Table 1. Ovarian neoplastic syndromes.

o},

Syndrome

Associated Neoplasm(s)

Gonadal dysgenesis

Peutz-Jeghers syndrome

Hereditary site-specific ovarian cancer

Hereditary breast/ovarian cancer

Lynch lithereditary nonpolyposis
colorectal cancer)

Gonadoblastoma, dysgerminoma

Granulosa theca cell tumor

Epithelial ovarian cancer

Breast and epithelial ovarian cancer

Colorectal, endometrial, breast, and
epithelial ovarian cancer

(2) W& (Pelvic examination)

At H2d AAAY WHE AqejrtA
FYEAEDN} IV 59 22 U
o} w3l I ¥ Z(accuracy)’t EA7F |
ok 27] dAgte] g A HA ] o
Fol Yyt FXEe FSE A7) da
ZA4] Z%F 7 (postmenopausal palpable ovary
syndrome)“ o]z} wWHIr|E AR
(Barber & Graber, 1971) ol& #HAFd &
Z2AHE RE davt niZYHo e 714
of 2A% AolAT HALAZE HAKinter-
observer variation)7} 231 &3] 17] ¢4
o th& UHEIL ofF B7] v =&
U CT scan 522 44 L¢d5HE ¢4 2
7] o) AYdE RAHIT UBA
Qo] kel Al gEO0E o] &3]
+ B3t} (Jacobs et al, 1988). 28y &
29 A4 238 T AF7HA YR
2 dagy 27A9E A% 712E3A 3
He] shudele EYQITh '

(3) E4EX]EZ(Tumor marker)

YAy FYEXNEAZE thee
MNEEH 3U(cell-surface antigen)} ¥H
thliserum protein)e] ¥#A Ued di
E¢ AN ANHD HEES BYTE
&2l (monoclonal antibody)& o] &3t &3
3ta ok YAH o2 Aol AbEl(disease
status)E It Y F4 olde AR
(subclinical disease)& &8t Adt& 2
w@elEd 83t (Niloff, 1992; Herbest,
1994). 28} o}H AR dagtel FY, F
100%2] Bo=8 e FYEANELL e
AHEA VA Bolx7t B2 AR ¥EX
EZo] ofd ML A7 At FEE
AEAE A EHFOEN BORE &
olHE kYo AFFHIL YTh

D Fagol N FAEAELS FF

WA dAagelA e o]fo] ARE FUYE
2 &2 & t4o) N (Table 2) ©]% CA 1257}
HA7LA NgE FISEAELS ¥VnH ¢
agel Bol=7t gob 71 gl o] &FH
713 Be AF7F gsiA R Ak CA 125
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a2 71%°] €ERA @S AEREE Fuy
(cell-surface glycoprotein) .2 A i
& Ezke] 80%0)delA F7HE R E Kol
I 9t} (Bast et al., 1983; Jacobs & Bast,
1989). YHH L8 P4 FAE Hrheta X
8ol th¥t uwkg-& monitordts Fxtel 33
(follow-up) % oF 3 Hprognostic
evaluation)ol] o] &=3 glom A Wy
(Screening too) L EAME FAYe YAFH
A ojdol CA 1259 Ago] BEAH F
HAle] tiide] =HIATH (Bast et al, 1985
Zurawski et al., 1988).

a8y HE Ao dAaY Bl CA

1258 &A% 157] =& 23E FFed -

I UREANE 1 AFATL ofF BF2Y
2 g ¢ 4 Urk (Skates & Knapp,
1996). & FIGO 117} o]/dellA = 90%°] 4
Mg Holed Hste 1719 A% 50%
Aol Aut 35 Uml o9 £31& Bo =
Y YHEAY A Hi lon
22%d {FPEEE FA4Y(mucinous) F
Fe] AT 69%2A THE Bl HEtA
3 e UPEE Holn AEFEA &
A FF Z7|AAE FFol 2cm HHd
Zfoll= 50% wwte RIZEE Hola it
(Table 3). =% X WHo2X e CA 125
B Sol=rt F2 A7 Hed dade
73 B9 oflE A4F ¥4 2AE, F AT
WetZ(endometriosis), W dFAH AR
(PID), Y4 B AF2F FolAE CA 1259
dsol HEEY H, {9, o ATAE
A3 Wet 8 23K pancreas) ol 470 obA
FEAME CA 125 FA 9] 4ol Yenvn
Atk (Niloff, 1992). ©)Z& d& FUd=x3
B9 oty SR8 A7 I (coelomic
epithelium) o A% CA 1257} #1157 W&
SBA F4 FAF AP o= A&
HAW 943 HAH FF EANAME &
o]=7} Aok HAA R ol Uth

UE FYRAEZLES A4¥EHA CA 15-
32 1985 Hilkens Sl 93t HHE &

W Ao ESAlsts AT 400kDo) 4t
MEZEH U082 FI #ANA 45%3
%9 %4 & Ho|w(Scambia et al., 1988)
At AE 30 Umle] 7] &X)(cut-off
value)oll Al 45-70%2] Had @ U4 E9)
BuE3 3lod B3 | 7] dageAe 30
%u o] ve k&g Hola ou CA
1258} FAol EAHE A% 5oI=E 96-97%
2 Y AN H 53] A4 dE&=E A
9] 100%°l 7MgA ¥ F Aty o (9
%, 1992b; Soper et al, 1990a; Yedema et
al, 1988). TAG 72+ 1981'@ Coicher %l
o3t Aol HYY MEE o83t Il
3 G EE A B72.340 ¥F&3le B
B 200kDol el Beo g {uek da
&, A, SAA FYRAEZEA BY
oluvz}l UL E B B72.3& o] &% W
A+ o A1 B) 228} 9] (radioimmunoscitigraphy)
2% o853 ¢Jutl (Johnson et al, 1986).
TAG 72 EE 10U/ml 71X & {8 73
2 dag &AM CA 15-3E0E § B
AR E(40-50%)E Holng @Zo2s ¥
2 o) §HA ¢ CA 1259 4 FH3Y
EoEE Eoled o&FHI U (& T,
1992a; Einhorn %, 1989; Petru %, 1990;
Soper &, 1990). HCGE] ] A|(isomer)2)
shuRl UGFE 1 wiz717) wi¢ ol €3
NMETE mFoA &40 &30 1988
d Cole Foll &3t 1 &3 ol 7LE o]
Holotole] o]go] RuEYTl. UGF 9A|
CA 1259 &#| o] &3l Zo] A&Folgtn
2aEs Jed 71E4E UGFE 8fmol/m
2, CA 125+ 200U/mIE Z+2zt &8 &7 ol
£ AS NAEE 86%, SolErE BRE
G4 4 vk @+ (Nam et al,
1990). ¥% CA 54/613% NB/7T0KE A 4]
G FYe 7ol A4E A THKnauf, 198
8; Suzuki et al., 1990) F448re] 3 oA <
o] &L ThE FUEXEAE Bt I
A3 9ot :
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Table 2. Biochemical tumor markers in ovarian cancer.

CA 125 Carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA)

CA 15- 3 Lipid- associated sialic acid (LASA)

CA 54,761 Placental alkaline phosphatase (PLAP)

CA 19- 9 Cancer- associated serum antigen (CASA)

TAG- 72 ' Urinary gonadotropin fragment (UGF)

NB,”70K Ovarian serum antigen (OSA)

OvX1 Macrophage colony- stimulating factor (M- CSF)

Human milk fat globulin (HMFG2)

“Table 3. Proportion of positive CA 125 tests

(usually, > 35 U/ml) among

preoperative serum CA 125 levels in ovarian cancer patients by FIGO

stage, histologic type and tumor size.

FIGO stage
1 o m W Total
48/96 55/61 199/21 677/82 -615/723
50.0% 90.0% 92.1% B 93.9% . 85.1%
Histologic type :
Serous Mucinous Endometrioid Clear cell Undifferentiated
254/357 35/51 39/52 28/36 56/64
80% 69%

75% 78% 88%

Tumor size at laparotomy (cm)

<2 51 2 59

Microscopic <1
8/38 14/45 21/46 30/38  39/56 39/39
21% 38% © 46% 79% 70% 100%

@ P2y AN SYEAEF o4
A A

Ak Eo)ME CA 1259 4848 &0
71 913t ohFsk AEsa gtk & WY
3 xg B8 AAE DHYEAMTL CA
125 AX& HL3tAY CA 1259 71&EXE

zAs71 =8l Yt AR CA 1257} 4+
B #AAM A& &AL AANIIE
33 oE FYEANEAES E43AL o
A71H 3 BA HEse UAE 9 5o
EE woltle =¥ AF A

CA 1259 7|&XE 25l WL &
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aAAA 550 A% 47} 388WY &
A 2 T30 e 84 28 67HY
A% #$AE ACE CA 1258 &A8Y
gateo] el whah 504 ojAellA= 35 Uf
mlE 2813 504 wgke A= 65 Uimle} 7]
FAE e Ay AAHOE 90%0ld9
EolTE d€ & Ao FHFH A F
HNE AEstedE 126 Umle 71EX& 3
L3} 88.2%2 Y17 E9f 95.4%2] Bo=E
HYg Flsle] CA 125 7| EXY FHLE
Boh A& AR 7MEsAT (¢ F,
1992b). 7R EH FEEAEHD FA
of Z4sts WP RE CA 1259 CA 15-3
< BA EAHY B BolEE 96-97%7
A FAANE F dReWid T, 19923
Soper et al, 1990; Yedema et al, 1988
Jacobs $(1992)2 CA 125, CA 15-3 ¥ TAG
728 A FA3 MAI BF ¥4
4 AL Eolxy 99.9%ztn I
Woolas $(1993)2 CA 125, M-CSF ¥ 0OVX1
& EA ZAEA ol F WAL A
A A V] dagAME WA= 98%0
2t n BRastyon B mAdA CA 125
¢t UGFE& SAd &A4std £ 23
specificity& 98%7kx F4AZ & U
(Nam et al., 1990a) 8] $YEANELE &
Aol 2% AL IU4E BE Bo|Ev} &
AEE AL EYgley EBolme A4
Y A U &g REAFHT 2
W s wRpRolH, o} 7tA] ofmE F
FEAEZDY 2Tl 7MY 4 A F
2] g9l 9+ (randomized large-scale
study)7 H a3t dAolc}

(4) ¥4 271 ¥ (Imaging modality)

dade] Adg 97 FAVIHOEE %
<3 #d(ultrasonography)< Hl£31, A
4k3} @& #Y(CT, computed tomography),
7134  9AHMRI, magnetic resonance
image), A2 E] 227 (radioimmuno-
scintigraphy) R o} o] =€ FAAt
W& 93#J(positron emission tomo-

graphy) & PET scanning $°] lth

O 259 A4

z2e9 B9 Az B FAVIHE
4 g i e nFEs A 28
A 7171(high-frequency transvaginal
ultrasonography, TVS)e] =9 5 283 7]
712] hardware ¥ software’} A&HOoR
BRG] A Bk sidEs 52 94
€ 8& £ A HUu vz 94 =Y
Had  AER XS uHtransabdominal
ultrasonography)®} 7% %W &71% F
Aol BR gl FEu F2ER P £
Ak Al e AT B 259
ot g WBe AfYekdts BTl
& B ol G AU TRE E F
Rl FATG AA FTFe FRAE oEF
o] Utk (Campbell et al, 1989; Cohen &
Jennings, 1994). wekA BERE 2Jue
3 Bolxy dAdEZENA AR WHeR
Ae BAEE 202 deid At (Jacobs
et al., 1988).

ojo] msle} AA Z&uE probesl da
of o} 7hgHAl H3dt Y& sH7] WE
of Ao AUg T2 (architectural detail)
o i3 nY=TY F4E d& & JUth
weba  AARRZE HAKinter-observer
variation)7t 433 #olEe EE #x7}
W3g AYokste EUHE Qo HIZde
o] TVSE ol&3d dae ez 54
(morphological characteristic)ell 7] 28}«
scoring systemo] Wol 3ol EHry AH#
Hog dadte] HUEE Hristed o] &
331 Ut} (Sassone et al., 1991; DePriest et
al., 1993). 22 ¥ <& DePriest 5(1993)0]
14k} scoring system(Table 49)-& E¥ TVS
£ 58 d& & Ue d4& £FH(ovarian
volume), d¥ F-Z(cystic wall structure) ¥
wWAe Z(nternal septal structure) A7}
x| ¢} A E(parameter)oll Z}z} 0 HE 437}
2o} A st 1 F3o] 53014
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A+E dade sMsAol e A
ot 47%2] L ¥4 dEF=
F A5 skt

o QA L8 o) 4% 4 =
#] <9 color flow Doppler imaging)o] ‘&
He o4 M4 e Hristed =Y
. A REHE dad ZHIF g
" 59 A3Himpedence)& &A 3l o
BA dao] FFo] de AL EH 9
we AH3g Hole o]4 ¥ (abnormal
vessel)o] A Ho| A& Zolth (Bourne
et al, 1989). AAE TVSE BHA ¥F <&
do] Mog EANEI ¥HF A $(pulsatility
index, PD ¥ A& = £(resistance index, RI)
59 ¥R AR} AMHS HLEE FHo
Aol TVSSh 2§t G4 A9 Sol=

Y 4 AT (Carter et al, 1994). A
B @5 ol§& 2Av|e AFAH o}
Zo]oj A Kurjak 5(1993)] H Lo
FH 14,3179 9] $40] Qe 94ty
A =8 E NP A9 dag g
o Aol 96.4%2 WHEe} 99.8%2] Bol%
& HudlE sglou @5 ol g4 A
WogEAMe FHEHL ofF mA gl
(Bromley et al., 1994).

£ a4 e TVSE ol &8 dae e
A< (morphologic scoring) ¥ A =¥, 1
2l 7)ol CA 1268 F71E2 &35t 1
¥ AE$ scoring systeme ILeHaFITH
(Table 5). & mLHANAE TVSE o] &% 3
g 4ol A Ul el ®Eek(inner wall shape),
ge el F7l(wall thickness), A9e] FA)
(septal thickness) ¥ ®F3FA4(echogenicity)
T A ARE 40, 1, 2 HoE 3tn
o] FHo] 530 U Aol 24 Y

lo

g2
A

o o

i

i

lo i‘% N e
Ol
ol
n

fru

A <(morphologic score)& Hojstz 3-54

) ASE 1A, 3" Al A= 0dE T
Zh Bttt gl E 4 mEYdie
@ 9 X|(vascular location), H#e] 3
~ (type of vascularity) ® A& x| (resistance

index)& o8 @#e] A(vascular quality)

5 71X ANEE AAHsIY=d vascular
location®& ¥ 3ol 313 ¥(solid portion)sl %)

E AL Ao e S, deyst) FH ol
e 48 422, 1,0 o= 313 type
of vascularity:™ randomly  dispersed,
regularly separated ® no vessel2 &t 2t
z+ 2,1, 0 d, 283 vascular quality Rl
gol 0.4 7Rl 7A¢ 24, 0.4-08 ¢ A% 1
H,08 Bt} & A= 0422 3tk CA
125 serum level A& o] 504 AFE 71&
A(cut-off levelE EEldte] Z42zy 35 Uiml
65 Uml o]l Z %o 1He RH3stn
2 "l BAeE 0doE 3y o) F
33t} morphologic index, vascular location,
type of vascularity, vascular quality ® CA
125 score 5 57FAE A3l FHo] 94
o AHZ & scoring system€ THEI 6% o
A ASE daYe el Jdokn Fe
& A, 93.5%¢ VUE, 96.2%2 Eox
3 935%2 44 &=} 98.7%9 A=
(accuracy)& €€ 4 AATh

S

i

oE Y7

i

—

AN

¥ gl BEo CT scand £39 A3
(volume)& 2R3t A7) e g =
ZbstAY Adete Adksty e Fr)2e
Holg Folster] ofF F&% F4 VI
O] AT A W OE o] &3yl IR
A7k vk & lem WA 2em W REY =
HHg Bastede 49 Ao o
(Hricak, 1991 A B2+ Y 3£
A gorng 7 Hlgo] BA7t gk 3
z9A(contrast materia)E FEdsoF T}
= A, °]&3} WA (onizing radiation)&
o] &3tk A Fol AR WROEME R
HHstka 8 4 Aok wEkA CT scan
FAAH dAaG S T ol ARHoET
Z7] Ad WP EA o] &3t lrh MRI
ECT 2% &4 AUd 448 A Fsty
o7t di FEe FENAE FEY
X ¢JA| 9k (Hata et al., 1992) HA] 7]717}
A iR A HAL Bl g-o] Fo] E7) ujF o)
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ARNLLRE EHASH PET scan & A

A Ay 5& Agsted fEsiAw
" (Casey et al, 1994) w|&--EZH-E 13}
H ARG R2E RAYSA ofF AFHO
27t o] go] Hr},

(G) A AERH FEAEZMolecular
biologic marker)

CFHT FdAbolol EAXES #E z4e
LZEG 03 2HoE AANE FAYgY =
7] Agkel 58 Ao2 2AHHE Bal &
A3 o] AH(molecular genetic
abnormalities)o] el wAEUCh a3y
ojw ¥ frdAHgene) EE K184 AHE(gene
product)el ZzZ ZIHeE MAFHI Y3
22 HEH7 e WA dAagy &
AREESH Hejggo] thgk $F osiv)
glofek ok, @A dade] B ExFA
g dFe  FEAA HHAKtumor
suppressor gene) B A& <QlAHgrowth
factor) %ol QéE AHEFH9 =3
(regulation of cell proliferation)& H %3}
=4 A {(ocal invasion), & ol(metastasis)
2 Mo ¥k-2(mmunological responses) =9
BAMEEA 7] B(mechanism)g 9 5}7]
A% =8 F FEASA o FAAR L
Y 3 o]FollA oj 7)Mol AR 7)HY
Mg 93 EH(target)’} Holof &3
T BEREWE Aot B dad HARE
A B2 YESH BAEHAE ML
A3 FHA EAR, FAZME $¥EF
(invasive) A X7} ol e da 232 )
7L BVl W oll, genetic markerd)
B4 & sl 7exgoz AF 5% W
Bo)] s oo ghr},

dagtel A @AAA dHR EAFAE
A o)dF M wWel A" Zeo] pi3 FF

g FrAIE ole] Wol(mutation) E&
Zd(deletiome AFA Fagrel 30%0)4
oA Uelte AR RuEi Yot (Liet
al, 1991). ok #(wild type)e] p53 H-AAF
v AEF 7] zFH(cell-cycle regulation)l

T3 ALE 4HA A7) Wi oY
doly Z4E B% 75y ade ¥23
M| =% 24)(deregulated cellular proliferation)
2 A X ¥ 3transformation) & F-E3HA =
o] daste A/ A FAY 9EE 3
gz AAHARE  ZAojtk  (Lane, 1992
Vogelstein & Kinzler, 1992; Marx, 1993). O
Bu WARAE p53 gened] Wo) Ex A
Azl dadtel GMHE P o Foe] FHA
< BHAT deoly ol Wol7lt da
Ao 7He® W W l(precursor lesion)?!
3 F(cystic adenoma)e)yt AAAN FF
(low malignant potential tumor)ol & Bl
H & BAER ge 47 #Ed
(Teneriello et al., 1993) HAX & EH o= J
p53 HAAY] o] g& AFHo) Aeel A
S"T. ps3 FHAolYdE ERBBZ, EGF
2 MYC §7 28 9% 4 /4 A proto-
oncogene)®l ZE(amplification)e]\t IHgd
(overexpression)o] @At ¢ 4ol
A @AET Jlon 53] ERBB2 ¥ EGFe
B o3 ATl e RALE A
21tk (Berchuck et al., 1990; Haldane et al.,

1990). @7kA FHELR AL HY EE O

Y T e e U4 dFEHdE ¥
2] RAS Al FdAte] Woly F&o] 18% A
S8 473 dre HAH dadFedME
A4 39 Ade o8 3948 4F
FEo)IM HAY Fdo BAFAGH 2
AANAL B dade 2RH i 2ol

C7F A gertE AZE 3 e} (Teneriello

et al., 1994). o] 9Jo) = FOS, FMS #27 %
o 4HEe| FgHo) 43 A RuEo
1A%+ (Baiocchi et al., 1991) 1 o7} of
F A7) Wi F o d77F 223 Aol
o} olR AR FaelA] ol#E EA5F
&3 ool on 9 1 #Hg-r]xe] BEs}
R oF7] Wi HA rHoZAMe Hg
e g 477t velol & Ao AEdHY.
712 FEE AL olF Ho o f4
A fbdash $xke] 40-70%914 BRCAL
olgl WHE FrAY ool HAY Hol
t} (Easton et al., 1993; Miki et al, 1994;
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Shattuck-FEidens et al.,, 1995). ¢] BRCAl
A= A 179 Zglong arm)ol $3)
3 Qe FFgA FHA BE dAz
A f7 AHtranscription regulation gene)Z A
o A FYY Ao E A4S Y o3
I A7 B34St o] {3 o]yl

Ve A Y $ dage fds
(penetrance of inheritance)2 80%°]/4 <]t}
wtets o] BRCALl #FA2¢ A&HZHA dF
£ dage 47)de BIEHE B8,
FE dade] EAFHEH ENEAY AN
Fo= £ 7|8 & Ao 2 AgEY,

E‘ N

Table 4. Morphologic Ovarian Assessment by transvaginal sonography.

' Score
Measurement
Obtained ’
-0 1 2 3 4
Ovarian <10 10-50 50-100 200-500 > 500
volume(cm3) -
Cyst wall < 3mm = 3mm Papﬂl'ar y Papﬂla’r y i’
) . projection projection _ Solid
structure(mm)  thickness thickness :
< 3mm = 3mm
Internal septal Thin Thick Solid area .
structure No septum < 3mm 3mm-1cm .=1cm Solid
DePriest et al. (1993)
Table 5. New scoring system in Asan Medical Center.
Marnhologic score hv TVS
Inner Wall Wall thickness Septum  Echogenicit sub-score Total Score
papillary  solid thick(>3mm) hyperechoic 2 >5 2
irregular thickG3mm)  thin<3mm) mixed 1 3-5 1
smooth thin({3mm)  no septum  hypoechoic -0 <3 0
Color Doppler Assessment
Vascular location  Score.  Type of Vascularity Score  Vascular quality  Score
solid‘portion C 2 randomly dispersed 2 R.I.<0.4 2
septum 1 regularly separated 1 0.4-0.8 1
pericystic 0 no vessels 0 >0.8 0
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Table 6. Molecular markers in ovarian cancer.

Gene Abvormality Percent
p53 | Overexpression/mutation 35
ERBB2 Amplification/overexpression 24
EGFR Overexpression 35
RAS Amplification, mutaticn 18
MYC Amplification 30
FOS Overexpression 100
FMS Overexpression 83
TGFA Overexpression 20

mz e AYH 3 Y BAFANY AT Gad

AEHLE WA Mo M FAL
o A1 sl YA ARHHe
wAe] gle o HIE B 27 1dnko
I8 A% A& 89 = v Ao
Al Gl HR 7He] AYe] HAE A
ot} AAEME CA 125 59 €4 %
EXNELAY 250 #Y T8 o83 34
A e wHo] ZI|Xde] HE&HIL
A HHelt, ¥H FIFEANEZHS HE
of 3loiA CA 125 @R OB ¥ Fon
2 st HAF H2 Wie] HA i
CA 15-3, TAG 72.3 ¥ UGF $3 CA 1258
AA3) EL&3ls Zlo] Ea3lg. 8 WU
AR 89 Bolk7) & NER FUEX
EHe Mg 4 7% AFE ALH
oF th dage AxE A% oA
FANHEFANA A 2SIHTVSH7E AR
M 718 4% Boly TVSE o] &3
Ao P B4 9 A =g Aol B
8% AHEE ATFLEHN AHAIH
scoring systeme] JA¥ F& EHdtY AR
4 Bolx Y £ g ASE AT
S B omAe] Aot o] 4 ZEEd
CA 1259 TVSE 23l HRlg BolEg
FANZLOEM BB QT 543 AXE 7
g Ae Aotk iAo dA) e

&7)e] AN ETSH §EE Heua A
el A Faqt 4 <(predisposition) & 7FH
1YPFE AAFHOE JlEPLEN A
ol EARAEH AR Altrt 2 A
< 713t

A1EH

EE, AAde 207, olev, AGH, &
qe. FFAHNH dat Wb A%
¥R CA 125 &4 F&4. Hedry
] 19922;35:1800-1810.

8, 0, Az, H3E, olAE, &
AL W 29 e ZAEAG
AolM FFEAEHL FEA. FESE
X 3]2] 1992b;3:1-9.

&Rl = H?dA}i]%‘—, g0l oFEE RAL
28 B4 H 1A (1991, 7. 1-1992. 6. 30).
1993

ARG S, g FAY TF
AMY 2AFE ILA) (1994, 1. 10 - 1994. 12.
31). of §HHF 3 2] 1996:39:1215-1251.
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