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MM-CQL  EAMRBFHZIT D & AT ) —~ DREBNEAT B0

< HEEEEE . C2>
WIS . R Y — e ETERRBEEZEIT) ZLICED AT ) —< D3
HERRBAT D &V D EEIT AR,

R . AT )< ORAEITECNER L RERTFOMENEEREFZ2EL
TBY, BATIEAT /) —~OFKER., RX 547, ENROEE, K -
iR - E20REOERHETFE EHIZ, ARBIZBIT 2RO BETNEER
fEREAFTH D Z EBEFHHENCALNIIINTNAS(L,2), LrL, B
MREEOBE LITRRY BEENRENRBENAT ) —~OREIV R 5
DBHEWVWIHEHUIELS , E1- AT ) —<REBEOEREELA LTV, L
e3> T, R 7 ) —F EOFERIZ L ARIE UI-AEICE 5 RIVED#
BAZ ) —<FIEDTEHITEILD &S BB RBIITZ L, /NEEICRT
YRV —VEIOFERE AT ) —<DEURIZOWT D 18 D RIFIEIFL 5 T
REFEDVATT A 9T L Ea—Th, YR 7 U —VFIOERNBAT )
—2DTFHIZESLDEWVIFERITIBEOLN T 2RNE), —FH, EAR=y I0B
AN EOFBABIZBOTIE, A7/ —~DRELENBBRELEEMTAE
FHRFEIIFELRVA), BARAIZBWTYL, AT —< OB RS
OFEEIZHEE L TWAEREZETDHE, AT ) —vDRAEICETHENED
BEdbirnbneELX b3, UEERENICEETSE, FLRI Y —V
KR ETERNRBEEEZITH> Z LT, BEADAS ) —< DFERNE/D
TB LV D REREIZ RV,
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1. Gandini S, Sera F, Cattaruzza MS, et al. Meta-analysis of risk factors for
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MM-CQ2 1E< A (BREGRMIBIE) OBPLEVWEIIAT /) —<vDREE
BEVOTER T~ E 0

<HeLZE - B~C1>

HEEE - BATIE, 13K A (BREECFHER) OFEHENSZWVEIIREILK
RS ) —<ERETHERERBNVNE VLS, BEAATEEVZET VAL
~OLVDRFFEIE VD, R (BRIVREBCTEERIR TR, BREEER
ZERW) T, IEK ADENRZNVEITEETRETHA 9,

fiZsn - R MEEZ A (acquired melanocytic nevus; AMN) DES E A 5 /
—<(MM)ELED Y A 72OV T, BKB AZBWTEEOER xR FE N E
FE XL, WTERLORFZEIZEBW TS AMN OFEENLVE MM FBAEDERMENE
EBHZEWREINTVWD, BRKIZEBITS AMN & MM OOz W THE
EIR&xZ Lk, BAO MM BIREBEPRELEKRBEGESSM)THSZ &,
AMN % @RI & £REBE (atypical nevus, dysplastic nevus; ANIZ45 1T
TERLTWVWAHRANLZNZ L ThH D, AN XBERAICKE REZBNFE T,
R SERN IS R RBIE RN ) OFRBETH D L END D, FODMEYE L BAHAT
BOTIIMLT UL SN2 H DO TRV,

A—A FZ U7 OMMBE 244 N &%t 276 AOEH D AMN 2 E Lk
2 O100EULED AMN 284 5EF0O MM B4V X 71X 10 BLTOED 12 12
THHIENRINTED), REIZBITS MM BE 426 AL XHE 416 ALYy
® AMN % FHRE L EFIREBRIFEIC T, AN 4EUEETAEIEX, ANZAES
RVEIZHAR, MM EA DA v X (odds ratio; OR) 23 28.7 L &b TEW
fE %R L7=(P<0.0001), BER D AMN (% 2mm ML L) 1225\ Th, 100 BLL
FHETHER. 4EETOFITHS, ORMN 7.7 LAEIZE W (P<0.0001) = & 33
B B ENT2(2), KE D MM BE 716 A & X 1014 ADOEFIZOVWT 2mm
LD AMN OFEEEZBRELZER, 25 D AMN 28350 MM X400
OR%1&¢¥5&, 2549 TIX 1.4, 50-99 Ti% 3.0, 100 A ETIZ 3.4 & 725
72(3). 4 & V7 ® MM E% 542 A5 H SSM 78 391 4, /&R 72 Fl & 5,
e B EEALM) I 22 FllCi@ & 7] & xR 538 Al >\ TE2H O AMN %3
EL-EZA, & 2-6mm O AMN OEE, 6 mm BD AMN OEE:S. i
FRWTH B MM BEY A7 THAZ N RENTE, & <12 2-6mm D
AMN 7% 46 fELL L. 6 mm B AMN N5 EULEOFIZZ OO TEVEEREET
Ho TMMEZREETHURAZRENI ERELMNCENTZM,

AARNCBITRAIE ADEE AT J—<D Y X7 OBF3EIX Rokuhara 523
ELTWBRORTHD, Uz LiuX, 82 Ao MM £3&[5>H ALM50 A, 3£
i R A EMmon-ALM)25 A, JREIAREAZ & 7 Al & %ftHR 600 AD£H D 2mm LA
D AMN #EEI L, BETL T3, ZORKER, 40-59 5. 60-79 B D MEEEE
T non-ALM EEPSXRREIZHENEEIZ AMN OERZ N2 EBBELMNTENT
(B)e ZHUIZHF L, ALM B3E L X RREOMIZIZZSE O AMN OFEKICHEEEITH
LI o T,
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1. Grulich AE, Bataille V, Swerdlow AdJ, et al. Naevi and pigmentary
characteristics as risk factors for melanoma in a high-risk population: A
case-control study in New South Wales, Australia. Int J Cancer 1996; 67:
485-91 (L1 1IV)

2. Bataille V, Bishop JA, Sasieni P, et al. Risk of cutaneous melanoma in
relation to the numbers, types and sites of nevi: A case-control study. Br J
Cancer 1996; 73: 1605-11 (L ~L IV)

3. Tucker MA, Halpern A, Holly FA, et al. Clinically recognized dysplastic
nevi: A central risk factor for cutaneous melanoma. JAMA 1997; 277:
1439-44 (L~UL1V)

4. Naldi L, Imberti GL, Parazzini F, et al. Pigmentary traits, modalities of
sun reaction, history of sunburns, and melanocytic nevi as risk factors for
cutaneous malignant melanoma in the Italian population: Results of a
collaborative case-control study. Cancer 2000; 88: 2703-10 (L~L IV)

5. Rokuhara S, Saida T, Oguchi M, et al. Number of acquired melanocytic
nevi in patients with melanoma and control subjects in Japan: Nevus

count is a significant risk factor for nonacral melanoma but not for acral
melanoma. J Am Acad Dermatol 2004; 50: 695-700 (L1 IV)
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MM-CQ3 EARMOEREERMEREII. BEOAT / — LT 2R
HEEBHID, TRHRNIEIERT ~E 0

<HE¥EE - B-—C1>

HEIBXC  BEABIOEREGEMRBHEBENA 7 /) —v 2 RBET HEREITH
EBIZBEWOT, BEHOTFHAEIBREBREO—2E LTERITRETHD, L
ML, FREEERERD I ENEL, BV ELIMOETEEPODAT ) —
< FAEISIETET, LECAHTIMBEERAREICLDTERRA LD
<720,

R . ERMEEEMERREREDORRETHIT. B 20cm U LD DEKRE
L35 Kopf HOHEENESAVDLNTWS, LiL, TEXE] ORERE
ZIIEERT. Zaal bOXEBRRE CTIXEXRBEREEEO YA IO\ TAHR
QL L THODBRRHBESRMEDLNTVWD Z EMHBA L), EBRIZIFE 20cm
PLb & KB DS R EZMEER(LCMN) & L THRET LIRS Z VY,

LCMN OBENRAT ) —<MME2LECAEREOE VT L13% < OBFSET
B S 2N &N TV A, Zaal 673 1966-2002 £ 35 JCERZINE, RETL-ER
2Rt BEREISERERBEC MM B4 A EBREIREICL > TERAL LN
AH. Kopf DEZETD LCMN 28 MM 2XRAET2HFHY X7 82% LFEX
Ni-, FOREEBOEHIT 1.1 B TH 2 72(D), Watt 51255 LCMN © MM
REYRIICETAVAT T 4 v 7 L 2— T SHENPEIRESNE, Th
ki, LCMN432 Flor 12 #1(2.8%) TREIZ MM ORANRA LI, MM
A& U B $E ¥ (b % T kb (standardized morbidity ratio) IX
2599(95%C1:844-6064) & 72 5 7=(2), KE == —3— 7 KFET 1979 1 bR E
X7z 205 I ORENT TIE, BEEFOIZHES 1.2 7%(0-64), EFFHIH O P RE4
£ 104 (4.9%) (95%CL:1.9-7.85)IC MM BNAELE, 202 b 7HII3FE
TIZ MM B4E L TW5SD, MM %4 U7z 10 55 9 #1¢ LCMN X EERIZIFE L,
N5 6T MM IZBBEREAIZE U0, 16 CIIESBERIZEA L TV, 3
FIIE MM BNEELUAMCAE U (CNS 26, H%IEEIE 14, BIMXFAENT
Be/z 170 BT 4 i MM BRAE LT TH Y, LCMN 28 MM %4 U AEH¥E(IET
i 824(95%C1:140-919) & HE &N T2(8), T FITBIT 5 1989-2000 i
FEIhiERX I ZBbRVWERTEEEMBERORE T, FY 4.7 F08E
HIR9 (19,258 A-€E)IZ 15 Fld MM A& b v, £E#(LRE B (overall
standardized incidence rate)iZ 12.2(95%C1:9.6-15.3) & 72> 7=, LCMN IZ[R 3
L MM EBAED Y R 7 iZ—E AT 51.6% @\ 2 & 3R Eiz(4),

PlED X5z, LCMN 2 MM %4 U AfEEENEV I & IXEN RO T, B4
PR E B D—2 L LTEETARETHA(B), L, ALK RDZ
& B %L E IR IR AT LN MM 38 AT 5 Z & bR Tt
IR OBEGE LW L, S, REZIUELIINREEEAE
(neurocutaneous melanocytosis) B3 HFE L, ZHIZ X 2 TFHABRFH D220,
Lo T, REREZARICETERLTYH, FEECHEMNIICIIT 5 MM O3
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~IV)
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MM-CQ4 F—FERab—%HAV53E AT/ —<DORBBENIIHRILON

<HERE . A>
HIE A —FRabt— %, ZOZMEICERLEEMSAVIUT 5 ) —
< D BEABWTIZ &L D,

#EH . F—FRar—OM)DOEFEREEZBRE LI 2HDAZT T Y RAIZEBW
TDMS A5 ) —<(MM) (tumor thickness 7% 1 mm FRiFD BEHREN KL
HhEDD) OBMCERTHDZ LIRENTVS, Bafounta HIZE 5 &,
MM @%%Fﬁﬁﬂ)%ﬁ(@ 2l 2 DMS % BV 7= 2B & LBk U7z 8 TR A MRET L.
DMS I & 2B OREED 0.75-0.96, FREH 0.79-0.98 TH Y A v XHi(odds
ratio)lx DMS 2 76(95%CI:25-223), FEFEZET 16(95%CI:9-13) & 72 v | #EE
+: B b (estimated positive likelihood ratio)id DMS 2243 9 (95%CI:5.6- 19 0)
BEERZ W AS 3.7(95%C1:2.8-5.3) Th o7z, LA EL V., DMS ¥ EKZ
RTCEBIHEL LEHLTWVWAQ), Kittler 5D AFZTFH U AT 1987- 2000
FED 27 Xk (4 9821 fFH) FHH L, DMS 25 &, AVWRWHEEIZH
~_ MM OZEIEREEE accuracy DWEEIZA E L. ®#4 v Xt(log odds ratio)
28 4.0(95%CI:3.0-5. D)% 2.7(95%CI:1.9-3.49) TH 5 Z & | Z OZWIIEFEE X DMS
DRBOFEICEEIEKTFTSHZ k%ﬁﬂ E?bl LTW5(2), DMS O2kElco
WCIEROFIEE =T 5 Z &2 DMS | ZUREEOR LICISELE END
(3), Carli &I, é:ﬁ%f&ﬁ%@%ﬁ%%;&f 913 WER T F MELTHRE L,
WNEIRFT ROAIZEH~ST, DMSFTRZMX CHET S & . MM ORERENZh=E
iR TE T, BEERARPARICHEHDTHZLE2REL TV DU,
Haenssle Hi3. MM O/ A U 27 BF 530 AD 7001 {80 EZE B (atypical
nevus; AN) ZFERRFTR., B@E D DMSH2, 25T V& /L DMS (¥F—F R
abv—-RETF VA NVCRE., RELTEE, FTROE{LZ LB, RETTE 5
HRARAVWS ) ICTHTMEICFY 32.2 » AMBBEIE Lz, ZOMITML
POREDLLVHRERET AL IR -7 63T HREFURLEZEZA, 9B 53K
B (8.3%) MM TholttBHELTCWE, ZOMETIE, 7YV DMSIZ
Lo T MM ORHAN 17%m E L., 18 KEILT ¥ # /L DMS DFTROELD I
ko THHETEREWVWD, &<, familial atypical mole melanoma syndrome
(AN & MM % FHEMHIZ 3T S EREEE) < atypical mole syndrome (AN % .

ZRTBHE) Lol ) RI7BETOMMBHIZER ChoTz, TVXNL
DMS i3InA U R 7 BETD AN @ follow-up & MM O BHiRHIZ&ZIILDOE W2

%(5),

BAATRERICHRETIRBETR AT /) —<v(ALM) D &8RS, &
D ALM 1%, BAIZSEWREIEARTRA T /) —<(BSM) & ixE -7 < £ %5 DMS
FIRERET S, & ITREFIT/IF — v (parallel ridge pattern) LN BT
DEREZELED MM KBWTRHREOEE I LERICROLND (KE
86%. FFRE 99%), Z DFRFE7: DMS FTRICL - TALM Z BEREDERRET
BH., 2T 2Z ERFEETH H(6),
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<HEEEREE . C2>
IR o AS ) —<OBRBBZENICR Y DmE T — A —I3EE LR,

B AT )~ OMBEE~—H—& LTiE, FEOYA F A BIOE
DSRME., MBEEZESF, S1I00 & H melanoma inhibitory activity(MIA),
neurone-specific enolase (NSE) , 2 7 = HR#EH TH % 5-S-cysteinyldopa
(5-S-CD) . 6-hydroxy-5-methoxyindole-2-carboxylic acid  (6-H-5-MI-2CA) 72 &
BEOEN TSR, ZHHE—RICETHOBREME COLEFEELRL, B
WIS 72V (1), 7272 Uik, Stage O-TIDEEAA T /) —<DHK 2/3
2B W T, MIED glypican-3 (GPC3) ¥ 721X secreted protein acidic and rich in cysteine
(SPARC)DWTNODEPEREEEL RTZE¢BNHRESNTEY ., EESI?
(2)e LU, ZOWMETE—HHRICE T HRONIZIEFE TOMFTBETH Y |
FORBBZMHICBITA2FRABICOVWTIEIE LR DRIAEDPSLETHAH, LXK
v, BHEETMEEE~ —V—DORIZE~O@ESIHR L2V, RBx
W, F—FRa—&W5XF5 ) —<DRYPFZIIRIL OB ERBEIESFHERE
INTW3D,
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1. Brochez L, Naeyaert JM. Serological markers for melanoma. Br J Dermatol
2000;143:256-68 (L \)L )

2. Ikuta Y, Nakatsura T, Kageshita T, et al. Highly sensitive detection of

melanoma at an early stage based on the increased serum secreted protein acidic and
rich in cysteine and glypican-3 levels. Clin Cancer Res 2005;11:8079-88 (L X)L IV)

._] 9._



2007£E3 A oiAtEmEE (B EIENEE) 511

7‘.‘%_

MM-CQ6 ®EEETa—= MRl #EET5¢ A7/ —<EHERED tumor
thickness DT ETEEMIZ & ILD D>

<HERE . C1>

R BEAFE-Za—MRIZHVW5 E AT ) —<® tumor thickness % #iFaiiic
HOBEERICTRTAZENTEDOT, ERFTOTICUIREHZEEL,
FlevrFRNVY UNBEROBER ZFEMT B DKL D, EL, ZThbm
BREEOBRELREE A, EECHERTIZ EBET LU,

R« HE2R % FVNTHRANIZ tumor thickness (X 7 /) —<EEHEOEE) 5
HT L, EREITOIZERLIET HEEZTHTEIATERND D, &RK
T 2—% AV 72 tumor thickness DEEHIZ DWW CiZ, #iFaTO BB K = =2 — TORIE
EEEREDOERETOENE OHEBMRELTZEH L, HERESEME (1=0.938)
TholcdTHoHmENRHDLND (1,2), BMAKTa—TlX, BEEHSMNMETa—
L LTHEESh, T0REEEB ECHET S, TOBRICTEREDY v /33kE
R EOFEICL VBRFEMMERAE L, FIEBEN SVCRIZEBAT S X 5 7215
BT @NFHEBEZ D, e —TDEIDEICLI o THECEESNDZ &b
o5, 7o, EAROUIVH LEE RA—DMBETRIEIND EIERSR2VWT &
NOELDLBELH D, mAER= 2 —72 THIE L7 in vivo T® tumor thickness
I & o THRESA972 tumor thickness 24 LT LW ANRIEIC 2 3, RERE %
BIBR9 2 &, in vivo TEHEIZ)> TWEEENMER I T—H, EiRITEL
IRBHD, FOBRDOEAREBBERETIHENEZ 2D T, HEMIZITHEEDEZEIT
EIEER SN D L B2 SN TVWS(3),

MRI {Z & 5 tumor thickness DFMIZ-DUVNTIL, 2mm BLF DOEVVRE T
DRBENRE 72 o THEILT- 72V, tumor thickness 73 2mm LA _EDREIZ13H A
2, RIEVEBFCLHMEBOENSCHEBT YV H LB DR~z k pEE
RETAELSD (4), tumor thickness 2% 2mm LA FOEEIE. BAK= a—0 )N
MRI & 9 bHEHDIZB N THE>TW D (5),

ik

1. Hoffmann K, Jung J, el Gammal S, Altmeyer P. Malignant melanoma in
20-MHz B scan sonography. Dermatology 1992; 185: 49-55 (LX)l IV)
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angiogenesis evaluated with high-frequency and colour Doppler
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3. Salmhofer W, Rieger E, Soyer HP, et.al. Influence of skin tention and
formalin fixation on sonographic measurement of tumor thickness. J Am
Acad Dermatol 1996; 34:34-39 (L XJL'V)

4. NEMA, RHFE, B =, . BEHEIEEEOMITEEMIZRT S RI O
RN BERROEISOHEICLZFHOHE. BARERFEEE 1995;
105:1837-1843 (L NV 1V)

5. bk F—. Ta—RKIAZEMHEGERBEOEIFE. XERBZESZ 7T
AR, 4 BBRERAWEAXV Y=y 7. SOBE, 2002 : 137 (LXJVY)
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M-CQ7T AT /) —<DREFRIZE /DA (incisional biopsy) #EML TH &
UNAY,

<HEEREE - C1>

IR AT ) —<REEOESERICE Y BETERRERVFRILY 1 E
EBOGHEERPERICER T LWV IEMMIRVDO T, £UIRERNTRATEER
BEIZIE, MAEREIT-oTHIV, L, BEHREEORAS ) —<BET
D ERICE > TAFEENMET T 2EBRERHH0 T, EEEZET D,

fRER . AT ) —~<RERIZOWT, £UIBR4AR (excisional biopsy) T35 LB
HMAERE NN FATRERREREDGAEC, HEOFE - BIEAR & ORE CHEMMENE
DEELWEE LIz, WL tumor thickness BEED -8, EH4ERERIRL
TEWDPELNE-EICR B,

BRERDI R E LT, MBZHOBERTEET SN S (1,2), Tumor
thickness ME< RS b T, IEREIRFEO~— VU BARE L, IBI0EIRRAS %
HERAZ L, BMFEMRELTOELCFRAVY UREERPULEL2ABF
nbLdH s,

R EREITIZLIZED AT ) —<HENESBICHELAETN T, U3
EBREBEE L EUSERERE T ENBASNDS, ZOAIZOWVTI,
EUIRERBE L HOERBORIZ 5 FAFEERQ), BBERRLETERW ., B
HKLAT /) —<BEEFLTG). BErFRVY UREOEBEMEREG) IZBWTEH
BENRHAONRDP ST EHEINTNE, Lo T, 2UIRARN KA
HEIZIE, BoERLF LR IND, LrLerns, BEEWERDOEFICS
WTIIBEERITICT, BERPEFREZETIREZLTIRERLLNS
(7)o,

ZUIRARICE LT, SIBRT 2% & F% & OBMRZBE L7=FFEIT /20 23,
—ARBVIZIE 2om BEORIF~— 0 b U, BREILE TSRS TR+ 5 =
ERHERINTWD, 2B, UIRERY LIEKUIBRHEITE TOBEEROE X
DEVIIAEFREBRERIIFE LRV ERESNLTWS@®), -, YIKRERT
tumor thickness ZHER L T GILKEIBRZIT 5 3. —HIRIIZIRIEROHE R =45
EITO XV BEFERLEREENMENL TV ZEWIRELH S (9),
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and uncertainty in the histopathologic diagnosis of melanoma. Dermatol
Online J 1999; 5:4 (L L 1V)
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WREZREOFEERL L TFHEOEENRIN SN, BREOKREEBBEET
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HESESC B OKRIRET & MMEEFEB RCD 1T T, FHRIETE Y v/ EhEE
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BREFMCTHHICHTRY) VR #E2HETHZ L%\ 5, ELNDZETINT
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ZERLTWVWS 1),
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