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oJ3} ‘CA125 HAY)2 B AAtaA bl dwt anbgol ikl Bk gick. o1 2016\ ATE gl
AFEE 80%=E SA=AL AF/3H7t 77171 54 o At

W IAHE3] 2] A7t A AE H Y527 |sAE7HEs] A Ao A, AAdollA QI Farst
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ROMA")E ol AME-sL Qlom, WIZFEoF o]k rt &2 AALE U4 Qo B2 OR7|& g e
B3t &lo] ER5lrh= 90|tk o]o] HE4 HAR] A4 P/ W ai/dS gelsta 88411
HAo g ARE-S #I3t ZAE AlSsH7] §Iske] d=rleAE71E st
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1.1.1, 24
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A2 S0l HISo| 4o 1L FHEE0] thE Yol vl A& o= R, T3t 225k olg(Subtype)
o] o] ARl EA 0 = Qlof U FFHARIL] Aol tHA7E itHDavenport et al., 2022). ©]
CA125 AARE EE6HAY A S 4= = MEL SFEARE 2= A7 &d6] o|Foi 31, 115
Sh7E HE4 HARIEHS-3] 4, 20106).

HE4+= 2709] 734 & (Whey acid protein) @2 8712] AIAHQI(Cysteine) ZH == §HE01%]
4719 ol&sE S5 (Disulphide core)@ F+AE0] Qlo], WAP-type Four-Disulfide Core-2
(WFDC2)2ha e F-ErHRuggeri et al., 2011). 37| W AJA17|3 AJ5] 2204 oFolA] ad == RHA
FAFYF, E5] A Hadtoles I E T o2 A4 Wik} o] A dAKClear
cell ovarian carcinomas)ollAl+= Z3sHA W& EA] A+=tHDochez et al., 2019; Hellstrom et al.,
2003). T3 974 571, A3 H=5(Endometriosis)o|t S 224 58 oo mbE kS ] gh=t}
(34, 2016). TFF5E A A HE4 T71 ol 55 B9l o & 4 oS, FUAe Y 5 A 58ks
T, 7] DAOlA & A FRlol = -85t Chudecka-G 1 az, 2015).



1.1.2. ALY

E3 HE4 2792 HE49] C-WEDC 9| Q1of| Q= ol o] EH o] Wsﬁ XV] 2709 v A G EE FAE

A& A MEA] 7142 7IREC = Stz AV Bl WA O 2 X HE4E AFA R
ZA3HChudecka-G t az, 2015). 20039 S4AHIS% q‘ﬂ(Enzymatlc assay, ©|o} ‘EIA’)o| *3
=] Qlar, o] % skshilsg vl A AR HEY = H(Chemiluminescent immunoassay, ©]38} ‘CMIA’),
7] sfshig A=A H(Electrochemiluminescent immunoassay, ©]5} ‘ECLIA") & tFE HYSHA]

HhHo] =]t Dochez et al., 2019; $3]<, 2016; Chudecka-G t az, 2015).

33 HE4 271 YAZH Cut-off) Boh == IIH HAQF T EF0 2 OB HKim et al., 2011). AARL
Hol wet JAZES] Zpol7t Qlovt thEE w7 of Rofl wet A HEste] HE A EERlolA
70pmol/L, H7d Aol A4 140pmol/L C&lﬂ]ﬁ% ARESEAY 17 o -5 F-E5HA] 24l 140pmol/L
UAIZ=S AME5H 1% fHHDochez et al., 2019).

1.1.3. Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm (ROMA)

ROMA= @7 HE49} CA125 FFaAL 313t 7 AdeiE 28 @arg]E2 & Moore 5°] 20099
WA 247 371 Q) oAolA &S o odEge] HaE THsAde A& 7]
el 7Rkt Moore et al., 2009). ROMA= ZA|AE] 3] 1 &S Z-8o}o] —}v\—% A grlolA e
F IATEL I AT & R, AL offie} At

%
X
L
>i

N M/HZ 5 002 1A PIZ A AEt
A ™ o4 Predictive Index (Pl) = =12.0 + 2.38*LN[HE4] + 0.0626*LN[CA125]
A & oM Predictive Index (Pl) = =8.09 + 1.04*LN[HE4] + 0.732*LN[CA125]
AL PIE 012010 ROMA Z1HE Albhket
ROMA = exp(Pl) / [1 + exp(Pl)] *10

3 1.1 ROMA A|AtAl

CA 125, Cancer antigen 125; exp, exponential; HE4, Human epidudymis protein 4; LN, Logarithmus
naturalis(@F€l0]) £+ Natural logarithm(F o)

&4 Moore 5(2009)
20124 68 v1% Aoz Bu Z37h s o40) 74 EE opde 754 RS Agele
W10 2 Sl RISkE), A T TR S1o) HEA FAIS THE 0.2 AFBE 4 Rlom, Qb /A s
A Asj} g SRHEloloF Tt M TS 18] oV 2 Yk 1) B3 o] oHEISAC

OFZ] FFSFANA QF = A] g2 of/4dolct.
ROMA ©] 29| Rost of Malignancy Index (RMI), Assessment of Different NEoplasia in the
adneXa (ADNEX) model, Cophenhagen Index (CPH-I) 5 9454}, W21}, @3 SUHEAA}
Art 62 25t da ST LT A TS RSk EarElEo] AlRFE it Davenport
etal., 2022). @A7IA= B HE49F CA125 $-3]9] EAGH 45 40 dadt 8S al&she 7



A o] e o &2 A=A It Penny, 2020).

ROMA A 2 AAM oI AREShe AAF AloFe] /et w7 of ol wet thar, JA) ARgShe
UAGS (G 1.1)3 Zr.

H 1.1 ROMA A%t

e HE4 ECLIA+ HE4 EIA + HE4 CMIA+ HE4 CMIA +
= CA125 ECLIA  CA125 CMIA  CA125 ELISA  CA125 CMIA
B m BT > 11.4% > 13.1% > 12.5% > 7.4%
s (11.4% (13.1% (12.5% (7.4%
B s _LHEE > 29.9% > 27.7% > 14.4% > 25.3%
Xeg (29.9% (27.7% (14.4% (25.3%

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; CMIA, Chemiluminescent immunoassay: EIA, Enzymatic assay: ECLIA,
Electrochemiluminescence immunoassay; ELISA, Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; HE4, Human
epididymis protein 4; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm

£4: £3591(2016), Chudecka-G 1 az(2015)

=257} | &7t =
==
ws | ox | =99 Bey | MEX |5 =5
= ARCHITECT = s =i
solasl | 2010 | BaEAR | ARCTECT ] s ABIS] SHOIM SIS[E DM} PlojsA
s BHOIZAL | OiRE | 3| Yoz oizt mus cu 4 SiRle Hymoz
12-1606 11-21 R t Kit
= At R | @ Z5ts MOIRIEEA7IS Alof
519125 | 2010- | BEEXAL | Alinity i HE4 | 815 NZO| SO 31U DMK PN
1916065 | 11-21 | HEBAL | ReagentKit | OfEE | 3| HOR o7t 2nst o 4 gAug FYHoR
= Aot | (08P5022) | (R) 5= AQTIHEN7|S A%}
_ E HELS o2 HASLEHAIX|LA|Q
Aol 45 | 2013- | SSEXM = (Fu'irﬂgo HEJLEETA)E Mﬂéofozljfoﬂfgoélﬂ
Tos DAL | HE4EIA | HlO|R |3 5 - EvS AISoIH MeH 23
13-4182 | 0226 | 70 ociz OflAf Q12+ S8 CHt 42 HRF 25 F|<
B = I 7| Al
ZOHEX|} Elecsys 2 HS2 Ao Xt 30N Q17 st
Al %5 | 2014~ | 550 HEA | gi=Ee: | | | Gl A4S HD|SiSpUBRiolsmuOR Hasts
14-1086% | 02-28 | = 67" | (059500291 | RIEHZ) | ° | MIITIEr ORI||, MIIY et Bixto] 2
B 90 91 37) 3 E= K DU S22 F= 0 AIZ
2t Six] SLUHA=XMHE 0|26 o|7
I ZOHER|R} w0l | | TS ZEUIN SETRSERS 018010l ol
MRAME | 2018- 1 Gioia | piHEa | olma |3 | T O 42 YYMOR o] JUIY
182335 | 04-06 | © 8 o | | £AY BUERIO =38 F& MATLE

EIA, Enzymatic assay; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4
A AFYFENAA 7717] AAN LT (https://emed.mfds.go.kr/), HALD: 2023.2.
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D4311 CA125 [HEHAZAM]
=431 oS _ _ 157.56
D4312 . SiolstA HHO 2 AAISt AR0= 170.18FS AFSICH
=-437 D4370 QIZt B st ol 4 [AUHAAA Human Epididymis Protein 4 220,34
. TMEZ0 X 2 A S0 st 7|E) EH20 OE QU5 HE :
E4: A7FHE 3 9 FFoiu]-8(2022.2)
H 1.4 42287 DAgs 4MUHE
HRRHS =-437 H3EDIZE D4370 =005 =0
HAZA HAZX|R DA H[2016-1955(2016.10.19.) HEAUX} 2016.11.01.

A (ES) QIZt 2t Tl 4 [HUHAZAA] MEF0 12 80%

. S _ HEgEaC

Ho|H(HZ) Human Epididymis Protein 4 Ol :"' ot

(HASE)
Xo| 9l mMe= ZHE Z2071 Qe SRA HALS R
e = Tiee (B35
ZHE 2071 Qe HAY0] M= At
O slefz DM Ut HASHY: StXto| Y HME Q17 2118t Tl 4 50| A7t 25t
A O Atet 2HSAR] = ststUFES 01851 8 £55k= dAY o
O SAHY=ZH: StXto| FHZANE Q17 Bt tHl 4 £0| SA|QL BESAI7] & &4 Of
T YMESS 08510 B SHol= BAY
E4: A EAHAIE7HY 871 BAF 2 (hitps://biz.hira.or.kr/), A LD: 2023.2

1.2.2. 2L 22712 0|2 g

o92] HE4 FAHSARE 2 AT 201845 2021471 37151947, 20218 713 B4 1919
°F 1.33] oL IHEKE 1.5). JUF ARGHol T o4 21 AT 100, CAILS HAR:
AFEEUTSPH U 22 ASIHAHA 1.2). 5 A A/ E4E 22034802 o)



@7} 20,2909 2 HY

W7HE 17,5601k CA125 BAF AT/ 84 157.668.0.2 ol w7}
14,510’1‘1, o'?":]_ 11_:]-7]' 12,560'{’:1% %— 7@,/\}_‘%}4— XiEﬂu‘g‘l.Mq.‘

H 1.5 QZH2ngh Tl 4 [HUHAAA] FL 018 HEHHY)
7 20184 20194 20204 20214

B HE4 66,553 99,496 113,541 143,081
SR (2

CA125 194,229 256,339 276,075 328,369

_ i} HE4 82,787 126,230 144,987 182,093
EA2(E)

CA125 267,288 360,756 393,185 464,758

- HE4 1,605,769 2,474,797 2,909,791 3,723,328

EER(E)
CA125 4,915,467 6,061,298 5,946,040 7,018,494

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HF4, Human epididymis protein 4
Z4: RA gel g olg7/ftA| Al (https://opendata.hira.or.kr), AMY: 2023.2.
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CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4
Z4: RA 7el g olg 7/ A Al(https://opendata.hira.or.kr), AMY: 2023.2.

1.23. =2| 23 A AAAST 4
HE4 AAR] 59| B A @32 that &3t

H1.6 29 B3 U #9| S g

27} =5 e Code LHE
Immunoassay
CPT 86305 Human Epididymis Protein 4
o= CPT - Oncology (ovarian). biochemical assays of two proteins (CA125
CPT 81500  and HE4). utilizing serum, with menopausal status. algorithm
reported as a risk score
te2s D009
e MAR 200 25 Human epididymis protein 4 (HE4)
2018 Tumor marker

CPT, Current Procedural Terminology



WA4ZHOvarian tumor)= AlA] B4 717K World Health Organization, WHO)2} =+A| AH-Q13}
5}5] (International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics) 7|5 o]-&5to] 25 7] (A1)
2] Z0F Mal-7VAZE0F AN LZE0F 5) -A|Z oaq](z}owd, ZBA] Rt oF 1:)oﬂ ue} 5511,
77y Z A5 HV@ s 7‘4501] w2} FA(Benign), AAAd(Borderline), 2d(Malignant)S¥ o2 -5

jo_

o] & AR &3 FRlIt &o g 2019 HEeA 7IE dAY A=
24,259, Q1T+ 105 Fd AP HE3H PSS 3.8, AA| F4te] 5 =SS 62.6%ATH=

°F 90%7 /] dAF O = XUk A] ©F 2/30]|4] o]n] 21 AH= A
S]H, 2010), F-915F WA (Berek & Novak's Gynecology)©ll 2 WA 37]
53 BEES 23%, 471 11%0] ExFoto] 27| Xldo] F851tHBerek, 2019).
242 AP B A F=E ?l’i%"%l—]r A7t Qlek. 271 W7lolA &€, 4 #8lE 22 &3t
I} FoIH L }Oﬂglb Wk, WHH] Zh2 H|S0]24] F4fo] el Qo] XY= ojof B4 52
Wt Suf(Bloating), 7+, WH], 4857 o] 2Tk AS14A 52 340l
QATHEH RIS, 2021).
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HE, A o] Q] TR 7912 o] A EA] Y= T SUHE= 5), HFE 52 540
o] QAHl WA BA, Wa EPRAA AAolth AAH 02 B CAI25 BAVE

ol =2k CA19-9 HAF2-2 (Carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) BAF 5 A4S
o] OPJ=Ickl AFP % 4-hCGS 2743 4= 9Irh R 71 ARl
A X-A AA} AAE AARRE Q AP 2 FAF AAKAATE © Q Ao ule} ZHhR 8w
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1.3.2.1. St =S A

A5 & A FrloA 7 dHAFQl AR 22ug Al (g1 S 2021). FAT
AAA 9-Ad] HAEE dA-Ag £47] Z7(Adnexal massesi= S5 HO 2 23S 1AL A
£.0 0F 15%2 B0} 9I}. ©ols] HEAT)= RO i obo] T, ol 4]

AT HALRZ o] 85= 22T ARE AP E Q1 P4 AAS Hol= £ Addsi=t|

l-1 cm

=249 2L 2330 A Hol= 5% 5 18~31%+= F/d7} 4] F1iEo] ofjufist Aol
AARA Eb =7 A Eoﬂ AJ3E 1] HEon et al., 2021; Timmenrman et al., 2021).
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1.3.2.2. Cancer Antigen 125 (CA125)

CA125% tivh=ro] AJul/d daet 3ol EA5h: e d ol a4 ) el Az &
737 g S A ko] QlojA 8ok Q1. e X =,

Feue, WA B R, F2 SolAe T
3 A A3 iRl A CA1257HEAEA] &=t 83 CA125 A °41+= 35U/ mL ©lste | ot
SRARRRIFSHS], 2021).
B7 CA125 A= et 7|9} wiEoto] A8 HAh(Stage T E+= 1V) 2F 80%C4 B4 CA1257}
A4 A2t EoHElorriage et al., 2021). YA A AFGO] A Q1 AP AR 2 LA 9oLt
7] Ak EAEE] oF 50~60% N AR 5oL, A tiErel, FPd e, e, e, w5 Hidad,
7, U4l E A dEst 5 o AA S0l Sl W SRR WAk 27] XIde] Algte] itk
(Elorriage et al., 2021; Dochez et al., 2019; $3]<1, 2016). AAZ W4 F5(Ovarian cysts)°]
U TR A A= ARGE|R|E S0l 7} a1, TRl AT A Aol A At R Hot A e E R
= /AT 5 U MER STEARE B5H= A7 0] F01A| 1L JtHDochez et

—_

e

Aot 27 A

al., 2019).

Jgfo] o el Hope] X2 A AR 547 7] B4 L 5% A3A(cytoreductive surgery) of
Fureke}, QRPH R 447 K27t olele A9 GAEAL AFAEAAL,
SOHEA|R} 5o 7]ulelo] e 0 2 RISl NS Al T 44 MRS At ofo] Aokl

1
AT 2L 2L oE Tfely] Slsle] e 3] B hS Fasteh (el
]

Oy &3 A AR 747 S 5 oM $FY W w74 A o404 10% olstols, H13
o gollAls L HIwrt o S7ISHAIRE 15% Hwtol Eafsirt. AR SRS B2 att & Qls) S419
= /FASAY FA LA FH AT e ABste olghge] S7Iske -9t L, Hit= 4R gs
L oA FoFo 7 7153) FES A AlFske

4

REFASISF TAAOE HES A7 CAL2S AT ]3] ek Hgk uizhest mol A whel, 231
FA7} Gl oI E A W8 So| 7k e o] e, HE4 % CAL2S FAF )2 93
o8 FUT T S} S oPYOIN Y A U ES oSSR FeiZ ROMA 52 et
g T HERAR A AR AES] SFRAAR AT AHAA Ao,
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=
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HE4, Human Epididymis Protein 4; CA125, Cancer antigen 125; ROMA, Risk of Ovarian Malignancy

Algorithm: CI: confidence interval



1.6. 7IE 2=7[&E%t

HE4 AAR= 20139
25H 02 AAH EAVES
A} CA125 AAMRTH g7} ok

, 20149 & 2|

Bzt e o] g
o1 20144 4191271 H NN 440 AAA &
H]3) W7 The ot} Sol ey

AN

| :lclJ
<k
2

a3Hdol =

A19|27168718 AleteiTt. 20134 AlolR 714

eyt A7), HEA BAHS 20 53]2 ARk sxjojA
o, o o2 ANRA 5 ANl S Lulsisilol

27149 A7} o] rgw Az %7}6}%@}%&@%@%, 2013).
A%

YoM e &

20 ARFIALR:
o= o1 AT}

S A3} HE4 HAR= CA125 AA

9)
157} 2055t AZ_E lco} CA125 AL B2 Eo|g Heksl o]
08 WrhE|o], hAQh ATk B0 2 CA125 FAMS HekH 0 & AgSRs AARRA QbiAlTh
AAE B AR R A 2 A9, 2014).

& A12|27|£H7H2013) A2j27|EH7H2014)
CRYEIRE AR oy SR} OKIBIRE Bt SRt ol HhAQ0| ofsl= BiRt
- HE4 ZA}
=THAH =XHA 74
SMEN _ LiE4 200+ CAT25 AF us CAT2S SHEM HE4 2
HIWZA  CA125 ZA HWZAL CA125 ZA
STEE  mymga mEueEE A HEZA ZNH2IE ZA
QAR QT - ZA BB BEIE Y 01y QAR QIR - ZA TR PEIE Y 0y
A - T ey ZjeA - UE gy
L oymany oo BT ouymany oz
QLTINS B QLTS Y3
BB & 258 HCtEy|otn & 445
Menms  ~ HEATHS 211 23H - HE4 27 : 35H
=TT - HE4 + CA125* E1: 19 -ROMA E11 :22™
* CA1252 HE, ROMA Y1125 018
oiy S A0 BTt HOI0IN O|R0IX|= ooz
oo ANEIF Qo= QIF0 KETel IS TI5HK| 082 AP HS
Bl a0 me otEol= 2Pt g Bt
RECET!
i) HEA(HS) vs. CA125 (HIEH2N 13H) i) HE4 vs. CA125 (HEH2A 10H)
- 7 X 0PI SBRIZITE HEA ZAIZECAT25 ZAI01 - (HABHY) SBIUIZEES HE4 ZAH CAT25 ZAfol
HISH RO, EFE0|T= HE4 ZAP D U2 H|H HUOM, EFEO|T= HE4 ZAPL CA125 A
- 17 OJOIME CAT25 ZAE HEA ZAISC 948 Aol Hiah O 593
7= HE4 CA125 Te HE4 CA125
S§TIZE | 0.70(0.67-0.74) | 0.82(0.79-0.84) R SIZE | 0.77(0.73-0.81) | 0.84(0.80-0.87)
HZF™| SHEO0L | 0.93(0.91-0.94) | 0.84(0.80-0.86) = S#E0|= | 0.93(0.91-0.95) | 0.68(0.65-0.71)
SROC 0.912%(SE=.0082) | 0.9041(SE=.0075) BN S§IZE | 0.74(0.64-0.83) | 0.85(0.76-0.92)
S§TIZE | 0.71(0.67-0.74) | 0.84(0.81-0.86) “| S8E0I= | 0.96(0.95-0.97) | 0.64(0.60-0.67)
o5M HAS| SEE0/= | 0.85(0.83-0.87) | 0.85(0.82-0.87) Hzs S§TIZE | 0.76(0.69-0.81) | 0.90(0.85-0.94)
T;,-, SROC 0.8008(SE=.0004) | 0.9176(SE=.0077) 7| SES01= | 0.98(0.95-0.99) | 0.82(0.76-0.87)
=
- (2 oy 2Rt 6H) SETYE HE4 0.745, CA125
0.819, S§E0|= HE4 0.946, CA125 0.6762=,
RIZEE CA125 AP} 594, S0|ZE HE4 ZAPH
O =4S

i) HE4 + CA125 vs. CA125 (HIEH2A] 15T)

- T2 {0l SSDIZTE £ ZAPE RARIROH,
0= HEA+CAT125(HR)0] LA MBI 22 &l

- I OjAOIN SRPIZTE £ ZAE SAIBIIOLE

OlT HEA+CA125(38)7F SIS, SROCE = 24
QA

o
Jm

St
=

AL

oy OHrl U‘l" OHH

~m

ii) ROMA vs. CA125 (HIEHEY 6T)

- (MIA| 21 CA125 A HI3| ROMAL] FEE=ky
0l B £S5




1= Mo|27|257H2013) Mol 7|=HIH2014)
= HE4+CA125 CA125 2 ROMA CA125
ESUIZT | 074(0.71-0.77) | 0.73(0.69-0.76) x| BEEUE | 0.670.83-0.90) | 084(0.80-088
Bz | ESE0|E | 0.80(0.79-0.82) | 0.75(0.73-0.78) A "estg012 | 0.81(0.78-0.83) | 0.67(0.64-0.70)
SROC | OBGEU(SE=00B1) | OBOEOT | [p.0 | SEEIAE | 0.800.60-0.88) | 0.85(0.75-0.90)
U= | 0.86(0.84-0.88) | 0.84(0.81-0.80) = £#=0|= | 0.87(0.84-0.90) | 0.65(0.61-0.69)
Hg® | SHSOE | 062080080 | 085082-087) | |, [ SHERE | 0940.90-097) | 0.90(0.85-0.09)
SROC | O9204SE=0064) | 09176(SE=0077) [ =#=0|= | 0.85(0.79-0.89) | 0.82(0.76-0.87)
- (LAQt OJA] X}, 3W) E312124% ROMA 0.833, CA125
0817, S3=0|= ROMA 0.857, CA125 0.6642
CA125 ZAl0]| HIal ROMAS] RICtMEE0| O =42
iii) HE4 vs. ROMA vs. CA125 (H|EHEA] 16T)
- HW A R0 ASI0] AR 22+ pooling
- M| ekt
2 HE4 ROMA | CA125
x| SHERIE | 0771 0.867 0.839
ESEOE | 0931 0.788 0.677
Bz SHURE | 0742 0.733 0.849
S g#=0I= | 0962 0814 0.636
npe| SEUZE | 0757 0.914 0.902
3= E3=0l= | 0976 0.738 0.822
- AR O] M BHXK(12mH)
2 HE4 ROMA | CA125
iy | BEHERE | 0745 0.866 0.819
N Tes=02 | 0046 0.793 0.676
njzm| SEERE | 0750 0.716 0.875
= E#=0|= | 0946 0.827 0.616
- | st = 0.917 =
HE% e o)z — 0.731 —
* 2 5 O[A| 3R} AL HEA, CA125 AIPEEINS B8t oIie 1H0 RIS

oI% 0%

) HE4(HS) vs. CA125 (3H) i) HEA(HS) vs. CA125 (2H)

- 2X8 MZS(progression—free survival) &2 AEHI7t - HARQ SHURD 2210 H2H02 LIF0 HE4 &
CA125 ZARR H|w Al HE4 ZBAIOIMZE SARCZ R9lot At CA125 ZAS| 2L MEST MA| 4ZE222 Hlu
A A US St AT CA125 BAF 20 HE4 AALS] MZEE Q&H| 7t

Y5 o =%

ii) HE4 + CA125 vs. CA125 (1) i) ROMA vs. CA125 (1)

- BRI MES I QS| CA125 ZALR HIWA| HE4+ - ZAMX|Ql SYUELH S22 W2 #0Z L0
CA125(HE)HAME EAXOZ Qo|5H & U= A2 ROMAR} CA125 ZAL| 2T MESH MA| MES
23 2 H|WSH Z1l, ROMAS| MZEE {EH|Tt EAXHOZ

[ &/US

iii) HE4 vs. ROMA vs. CA125 (4)

- AMR|Q SRUED 2270 R H2OE L0 221
MESE FoL, EF YA 7IECE =2 2t R/
2 TOE L0 2Tl MESS 2015t 21t HE4 At
2t ROMAS| ait|= 25 f2l5H &%eH, CA125 4
Aol Yieit|= REUSHK| AUs

eyl 38

Hist 28 QS Host 2 Qg

X = HA\= Of= 4l Ho|7} RIF A ALAS

B e o Siim oririe o] 5 BAVEBYR Z17} 9l HXE UOR gl T

oo mEER = ceTE TR =202 MESHe Ol Q10 CA125 A HIH RIZEE= O

B, Bv 1z e axols mo sxoz Neot Lo d gL ROBLEECE B TCE Ca 2
ASIPS| = 22, MEIZA 22 CA125 20 Hio B2 X ojsolk S0 X BLER SRS A HE R
QB4 S0IES S0 20| IO, BiAw} Wot tagyel mer S A S N LTSS S E T BT
QEQI‘-} 3O |M—— , Ll— =< T 0'” HOH -In_ 54

FAZN RS 27|10 2747t RS0t HHOIAS
o

o
g, 2O B2 XSS Y

ST

— =2
OR 3 MK A7t O LR 2 IIHY

AfQF &St HAPL B 4 QT QA0S
ot S gAel o= 0=9] ZHUM= JIIY Has HH

2 SAOAMN HES HE & 4 AS A2 7|HEXT,
19| AR 2= el & 4 Gllh= AH0IUS

o' HH
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o

I

A EATEL th2-0] AAAEE 7|HE0 & PICOTS-SD, £ 4A @ A% 59 342 $-345H3ct
o IZNHL FH7} Qe dA oA SRIoA] A7 R a8 T 4 YA HANE EAY X 3l
WdH o2 QbAstaL AFtARI71?

AR A4 @AM HES AAR= CA125 ALY HebA A add-on)Z CA1257H -2 WAt 9J4] Sk
ho R P TLL 73S viAlst A ARESHGITt. ofu HE49F CA125 2] E tid3t ROMAS
o850 WAQRS AtsY), 12|1 WASH Ak 0|5 HE4 A& Y E o] X 24 7E TEs1A
UF AR AP ERISHATY. oo HE4 AAR] ARG T Efste] O HE4 HALY] Y30 2 ROMAE
SAEAL] Z3tekal, @ At AT tEo] a7 a 2 A &9l avks HESHIH. oyt
& 7} =2o| w2t HE4 AR} ROMAZ Q|5 47} H| = B A At A7 AEE 7F 4173
[40f| tfet AlRARRE (3 2.1)3 2k

H 2.1 PICOTS-SD M2 W&
= MELHE

CHe&f etXHPatients) Tt ED|7} QI LEACHD| OJAlE|= BiX}
ShziMindex test) %if}%%a%ﬁ i/l[ajcl?g I?ri? E;onthm (ROMA)
H| W ZAKComparators) Cancer Antigen 125 [HYHSZAY
EEXHZHA(Gold Standard)  ZX|H2|SH ZAL
UuE Oy - 2l Bl olug
Z1H=(Outcomes) OIAK I - RICH KBHA
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e ETES

ZFX7|ZKTime) HSHotR| 4
MIEl(Setting) X[Stetx| 22
HTLLE(Study designs) TIHHBEI A
A= x5t XSH5HR| 25

1.3. =sidM
1.3.1. 22|
Q] glo]EH|o] A= Ovid-Medline, Ovid-EMBASE, Cochrane CENTRALS 0]-&5}o] &A1& &3]
JZ A F8 HAPo 2 N E = glo|Hu|o|AE ZFGFATHA 2.2). HAHol= Ovid- Medline®l| A
ARSE HMolE 7|20 2 ZF AAm Y o] EAJof| A 7551 o, MeSH term, =24}, A A

59 A7) BRI PR AU 2 AAAT [R5 3)0) Ak

H 2.2 59| X} H|O|E{H| O] A

=e| 8 ZM URL =4
Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed Citations and Ovid http://ovidsp. tx.ovid.com
MEDLINE(R)
Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://www.thecochranelibrary.com
1.3.2. =

=Yl HlojefH|o] A= of o] 57 HARIEE of-8-5to] FASIATHE 2.3).

H 2.3 7Y X} H|O|EfH| O] A

I 29 M URL F&
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
O|Sh=220|O|E{H|O| A ZAH(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
SH50|0|E{H| O] A ZM(KISS) http://kiss.kstudy.com/
S SSEMEHA(RISS) http://www.riss.kr/
ScienceON https://scienceon.kisti.re.kr/

1.3.3. &M 7|2t S 0]

S0 A=S AT G FAIAL SYSAL, B Qof Aol 2 Jol= A
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AP AU A Bl gIste] 4 AAY BALE W B 4
rleAol B FTEE 58 Bl B wle) As /) 7)) Mgt

D
Mo
ra
rx
ox

RN e BE BHS0] e i WY HEAL ERA 0 sttt 13 418 HiA] 3ol
AR} 252 Esle] B w7} Ao ueo] girky Bekels B whAlskL, 23} A1) uiA) 1ol
A 2504 etk e BHo] HE-S FEste] Aol HeH 28 A177]%0] W BRS Aejstel
o} o)A BUA AL A9 A7 L 2993 30| E5) 9 AAAE oj2

291 Aol Lol A% AL et Pk

A, A, B, BN 52 B TR St Sello] tagto] Rl SRS oz
2APYISFA BAEILEZAADE B oMol S5 ] 1 HE4 AAS A% 478 Asioict
g 7 S-S TR0 2 HE4S} CALLS ATHE T4 0% A3 A7) 49, e 3k Ex
A A A Do o] 89 AT Wle] LSt

EA4], AAC1(Healthy control)2 E$Folo] Ua PAJEFo] ofd AZH], Peritoneal tuberculosis,

BRCA1 mutation carrier, Z0]4 Xa7d 52}, disseminated peritoneal adenomucinosis 5)=

7 SRS 20 2 AR Al Aottt 18U A WSS AAdollA B o2 dA9]

FATYe=E :vL—u:sP—E Agargo] tixgto] 29k A= Bl 2seiT

A, HE4 AAR= A73E S Hodol SAE]0] Q= CMIA, EIA, ]9 5 U521 ELISA, ECLIAE ©]-83}0]

HE4E JF2 0 2 S5 AR A stoit. 12U HE4 R4738]- AR o] i A1E2] o2k A

5718 5ok &2 AH|(d], The Quantikine Human HE4/WFDC2 Immunoassay, Can-Ag

Company SWEDEN Kit)& 0|83t I, HE4 HARS Z3et th5: vlo] QulbA mjd-& 7fdahs A,

oA HE4 A4S AE6HA] 92 A= HiAIsHIH

A, HE4 ALl thgh A+23} §lo] ROMAS] XSSy & -2 3E H st AW CA125 HARRE
H| W3t 235 H161R] k2 A= HiAIsHIT

HpR]el0 2 HE4 AAR] RS 4 B4 flote] 2194, 71984, 7Ha43, 214 AT 2x2H)E

AASFAY t gzt =e} T, Eo]=E o]-85t0] 2x23 A4lo| 7Hs3h B2 Aokt 2x23 A4t

2 7155 PSS E, NS E 5= AASHA] ot Aikgle AFE o fle A, w3l AAIGE
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CA125 FUHGAAL & &4 B718974 9 ZoFdAle-S Algeloint. AHES 5 9He aa 37|43

2 55 O A UABUS AT TS O Shc.
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(69.5%)°1tt. A1/ SF(Borderline tumor, °J5t ‘BOT') E= AFA 2HdE5H Carcinoma of
low malignant potential, ©]5} ‘TMP )& AF3H B3 25|91, 0] F 6HS AT Ao 2, 6HS
FdEgFo 2 BFalct 5HA = BOTE A+t dRtolA ALl

AEER 468 27 HE4 AR 35H1L, ] 5 3284 CA1259F B-83t ROMAE ©|-8-5I 3.
HE4 AAMPHLS EIA(E+=FLISA) 113, CMIA 14, ECLIA 200|117, X577 9 AalelS ¥ st
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2016; Chen et al., 2015; Winatro et al., 2014)2 & AAIg 71 YA RS o835t A S-S
AATBFRA L, Yanaronop (20162 Z¥2} 2714] & AAIGT 712 A o851t 11 8tof| Lof
5{(2022), Moszynski 5{(2013), Novotny 5(2012)2 A - H|AAL 5 5P ool Al 27FA] AR
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CA125, Cancer antigen 125; CMIA, Chemiluminescent immunoassay; ECLIA, Electrochemiluminescence
immunoassay; EIA, Enzymatic assay; ELISA, Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; HE4, Human
epididymis protein 4; RIA, Radioimmunoassays; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm
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HE4 24 QPR AAL B o)l 8-2 Blelsha sigiont o] 8 Hudt BHe gloint
2.2. 2ty

HE4 A} S ARy ehat X243 9 A 3H9Le CA125 AAtet vlmaheiet.

Y AR A HE4 AARRF ROMA A E4dS CA125 AARR B2t £33 F 40Ho ATt
HE4 FARFROMA YAIZke] #7 of o et L2 s o] ARSE| 1, E31ofA 57 of o] & Achgay
B yska Qlo] {7 ofH1E FLE5HR] &l WA o4 Sk} AA|(o]5) ‘AA| EA}), HF A FAY

U=A ERIsE] flsf Aol =7 |& 8710l 9k 2010~2013W S5 w37 2014 o] ¢ SR £Rlo %

510 A ge/gdE vl

2.2.1.1. HE4 HAL

% 40HO)| A HE4 AAF AEEAS CA125 AARR} B oL
© A &=}
A BA= iAo 2 HE4 HARE CA125 HAF Ay EHA)S B gk 5312 321H(9,838™)0| it

HE4 AAF 84 #9h= 917 E 0.38~1.00, £°]% 0.65~1.00, FJ9&% 0.34~1.00, =395 =
0.67~1.00(F 3.3). WEeRES 23}, AT 0.75 (95% A1 +7HConfidence interval, CI)
0.71~0.78), B&E°| == 0.95(95% C1 0.92~0.97), T&X T4 & = (Area under the curve, AUC)
0.90 (95% CI 0.87~0.92)°1{tt.(1 3.4, 719 3.5).

CA125 A AEE H9l= 4= 0.43~0.96, E0]= 0.25~1.00, ¥/S% 0.18~1.00, =345
& 0.37~1.000]HTHE 3.3). WEREA A, £A9 ojd/do] =%l BANIREE 0.81 (95% CI
0.77~0.85), EE°]%E+= 0.74(95% CI1 0.70~0.79), BAUC 0.85 (95% CI 0.81-0.88)°] JTH1H
3.4, 71¥ 3.5).
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H 3.3 HE4 ZAL RITHH S (MA| 2HXH

A H1XAXE CH&IRE AL A7V
Wo@EmHeE) = o8 o8 78 mzmmm) o0 S PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
. Kobayashi oo 110 o1, HEA JIZ 70/140 0571 0.943 0791 0854 0842 0844
(2022) CA125 7IZ 35 0790 0.716 0511 0901 0736 0.832
Lof HE4 71= 707 0.683 0.654 0.409 0.855 0.661 0.799
2 ooy 316 82 23 £ 950 0378 095/ 0756 0815 0807 0.799
CA125 7= 35 0./07 0.504 0333 0831 055/ 0685
, E-Ater .. . o HE4 #4865 0880 0.9/0 0960 0903 0929 0930
(2021) CA125 EX 663  0.00 0.800 0.803 0902 0.848  0.940
4, Askn g 1o oo HE4 JI= 150 0842 0984 0941 0955 0952 0900
(2020) CA125 712 35 0.842 0492 0327 0914 0571 0794
. Chen .o oo oo HE4 JIZ B4 0560 0944 0781 0861 0846 0.854
(2020) CA125 7|& 35 0.702 0.729 0.478 0.874 0.722 0.792
o Amed o o oo HEA JI= 150 0839 0705 0693 0846 0764 0830
(2019) CA125 712 35 0919 0539 0613 0.894 0707 0.900
" Dewan 05 o7 a5 HEL JIZ 698 0836 1.000 1000 0793 0899 0899
(2019) CA125 7= 3355 0.851 0905 0934 0792 0872 0.939
| HEa I 92.1/1211 0571 0987 0741 0961 0947 089
g Km g o e A5 7967 0800 0933 0544 0981 0927 0.8%
(2019) caigs JE 3570714 0748 0.207 0966 0745 (0811
A8 266 0814 0665 0.183 0975 0678 0811
o Zhang oo oo o HEA JIZ 140 0663 1.000 1.000 0742 0829 0920
(2019) CA125 712 35 0.873 0.657 0725 0.833 0767 0.880
o Abdala oo oo HEA JIZ 70/140 0700 0.925 0648 0940 0887 0.928
(2018) CA125 7= 35  0.820 0.683 0339 0950 0705 0.833
. Chen oo .o HEA JIZ 140 0633 0.966 0933 0.781 0825 0777
(2018) CA125 712 35 0628 0706 0615 0717 0673 0.967
Lycke HE4A 7|2 70/140 0741 0.915 0725 0921 0874 -
12 o1g) 980 195 MO CEAE T 35 0926 0692 0477 0969 0747 -
3 Melo .o oo HEA JIZ 70/140 0647 0.947 0.667 0942 0904 0872
(2018) CA125 712 35 0.765 0.835 0433 0956 0.825 0.801
4 Teh oo o .o HEA JIZ 140 0519 0951 0.737 0882 0.861 0.8%
(2018) CA125 72 35  0.880 0560 0353 0951 0636 0.853
5 Goff o .  HEA JIZ 140 0606 0.944 0851 0818 0826 0929
(2017) CA125 712 35 0773 0702 0580 0.853 0.726 0.893
5 Fawsy oo oo o0 HEA AN 49 0833 1.000 1.000 0667 0875 0932
(2016) CA125 &= 194 0433 1.000 1.000 0370 0575 0592
i HEA 712 70/140 0637 0.981 089% 00912 0910 0.926
7 o016y 12025610640 105 = 35 0.884 0./02 0436 0959 0739 0.881
qgs ZIE 140 0400 0987 0955 0709 0751 0817
s XU o e 5 70° 0676 0939 0882 0811 0833 0850
(2016) aigs JE 35 0610 0.666 0552 0716 0643 -
S 607 0.595 0.801 0.668 0.746 0.718 -
JE  70/140 0.648 0.830 0.706 0.850 0.809  0.850
WEa JE 700824 0749 0593 0.906 0772 0850
Yanaranop A8 727 0837 0747 0594 0.912 0774 0850

M 63/126  0.717 0.825 0.644 0.868 0.792  0.850

19 (2016/2017 518 159 359 JIE 35 0899 0496 0441 0918 0620 0.830

/2018) 7= 200/357 0./55 0.805 0.632 0881 0790 0.830

CAI25 55— 110 0742 0794 0615 0.874 0778 0830

M 123/57 0.811 0.780 0.620 0.903 0.790  0.830

71E 140 0.733 0.986 0.978 0.812 0.869 0.963

20 Chen 130 60 70 HE4 &M 8767 0.883 0.971 0.964 0.907 0.931 0.963
(2015) CA125 71E 35 0.933 0.671 0.709 0.922 0.792 0.926

&M 9327 0850 0.886 0.864 0.873 0.869 0.926

91 Farzaneh 99 43 56 HE4 ZH 73 0.698 0.911 0.857 0.797 0.818 0.857
(2014) CA125 8 225 0.861 0.679 0.673 0.864 0.758 0.828
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AFRF 24 OIAH|ZH)
E R RAF S 20 ez S Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC

(EHE) & 49 ¥ T2 (WIH/HB)

29 Ortiz-Munoz 138 29 109 HE4 7|& 140 0.794 0.966 0.852 0.950 0.932 0.920

(2014) CA125 7|& 35 0.862 0.789 0.500 0.959 0.804 0.911

HE4 7|1& 70 0.900 0.656 0.682 0.889 0.766  0.899

g Winarto ... o o &M 103.47 0.860 0.852 0.827 0.881 0.856  0.899

(2014) CA125 71E 35 0.960 0.246 0.511 0.882 0.568 0.820

& 165.22 0.780 0.7564 0.722 0.807 0.766  0.820

24 Chan 387 65 322 HE4 7|& 70/140 0.569 0.969 0.787 0.918 0.902 0.930

(2013) CA125 7|2 35 0.908 0.671 0.3568 0.973 0.711 0.890

Kondalsamy- HE4 ZH 74.2 0.702 0.654 0533 0.795 0.671 0.711
25 Chennakesavan 158 57 101

(2013) CA125 7|& 35 0.737 0505 0.457 0.773 0.589 0.680

Moszynski HE4 7= 652 0.800 0.917 0.873 0.867 0.869 0.891

26 (2013) 145 60 85 CA125 S 35 0.857 0.747 0.699 0.875 0.786  0.902

A 95 0.786 0.917 0.870 0.857 0.862 0.902

EH 89 0.714 0.876 0.341 0.972 0.863 0.915

b7 Novotny oo oo pac T4 EE 1127 0714 0.949 0566 0.974 0930 0915
(2012) aigs EE 36 095 0.847 0357 0995 0.856 0973

EY 817 0810 0949 0586 0982 0938 0973

,g Bandiera o o HEA Jl= 70/140 0797 0.970 0.947 0874 0899 -
(2011) CAI25 7= 35 0938 0727 0702 0945 0813 -

2o Molina oo HEA JIZ 150 0793 0.990 0967 0925 0934 0936
(2011) CA1%5 7= 35 0829 0709 0526 0914 0742 0853
30I\/Ion’[agnana 104 55 49 HE4 7|1& 74.2 0.764 0.939 0.933 0.780 0.846 -
(2011) CA1%5 JI= 35 0709 0776 0780 0704 0740 -

5 Abdel-Azooz o 4 . HEA EH 72 0829 0875 0919 0750 0846 0.050
(2010) CA125 JI& 35 0732 0792 0857 0633 0754 0,900

5, Anastasi 1o o oo HEA JIZ 150 0969 1.000 1.000 0.989 0992 0992
(2010) CAI25 JI= 35 0875 0884 073/ 0950 0881 0938

1) @9 HE4 HAAF- pmol/L, CA125 EAF- U/ml; 2) WEREA 23+
AUC, Area under the curve; CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4; NPV,
Negative predictive value; PPV, Positive predictive value; Sn, Sensitivity: Sp, Specificity

[HE4 ZAH [CA125 ZAH
1.07
. 2
> @ee,
@ ( <
®
2 >
= s
2 05
@ @ G
w (]
QO ObservedData QO Observed Data
o BEnEE * HEnER
AUC = 0.90 [0.87 - 0.92] AUC = 0.85 [0.81 - 0.88]
0.0 T 1 0.0 T 1
1.0 0.5 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.0
Specificity Specificity

1% 3.4 HE4 ZAAF SROC (MR ZHX})

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4; SROC, Summary receiver operating
characteristic
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NEC/\ ozt sns o 4 [Huseizing
[HE4 ZAH
author Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% C
1 1
Kobayashi 2022 —_— 0.57 (0.48, 0.66) 4 0.94(0.91,097)
Lof(2022) — 0.68 (0.57, 0.78) — I 0.65(0.59, 0.71)
El-Attar(2021) | —e—  0.89(0.77,0.96) —e 097 (0.88, 1.00)
Aslan(2020) ——l—e—— 0.84(0.60,0.97) -~ 0.98(0.92, 1.00)
Chen(2020) — 0.57 (0.50, 0.64) * 0.94(0.92,0.96)
Ahmed(2019) A 0.84 (0.72, 0.92) —_— | 0.71(0.59,0.80)
Dewan(2019) — 0.84 (0.73, 0.92) -~ 1.00 (0.92, 1.00)
Kim(2019) —— 0.80 (0.69, 0.89) 4 0.94(0.92095)
Zhang(2019) —— 0.66 (0.59, 0.73) 1@ 1.00 (0.98, 1.00)
Abdalla(2018) —_— 0.70 (0.55, 0.82) -1 092(0.88,0.95)
Chen F(2018) —! 0.64 (0.57, 0.71) ‘® 0.97(0.94,0.98)
Lycke(2018) — 0.74 (0.66, 0.81) -, 0.91(0.88,0.94)
Melo(2018) —_— 0.65 (0.46, 0.80) -4 0.95(0.91,0.97)
Teh(2018) —_— 0.52(0.32, 0.71) —e- 0.95(0.89, 0.98)
Goff(2017) —_— 0.61(0.48, 0.72) —4  0.94(0.89,0.98)
Fawzy(2016) —— 0.83 (0.71, 0.92) ———e 1.00(0.83, 1.00)
Li(2016) — 0.64 (0.56, 0.71) |® 0.98(0.97,0.99)
Xu(2016) —! 0.68 (0.61, 0.74) < 0.94(0.91,096)
Yanaranop(2016) | —— 0.84 (0.77, 0.89) - | 0.75(0.70,0.79)
Chen(2015) | —e—  0.88(0.77,095) —le 0.97(0.90, 1.00)
Farzaneh(2014) —_— 0.70 (0.54, 0.83) —e+ 0.91(0.80,0.97)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) —_— 0.79 (0.60, 0.92) =& 0.97(0.92,0.99)
Winarto(2014) +—e—  0.86(0.73,0.94) —e—1  0.85(0.74,0.93)
Chan(2013) —_— 0.57 (0.44, 0.69) 1 097(0.94,0.99)
Kondalsamy-Chennakesavan(2013) —_— 0.70 (0.57, 0.82) —— ! 0.65 (0.55, 0.75)
Moszynski(2013) —— 0.80 (0.68, 0.89) —er  0.92(0.84,0.97)
Novotny(2012) —_—— 0.71(0.48, 0.89) % 0.95(0.91,097)
Bandiera(2011) —_— 0.80 (0.71, 0.87) +® 0.97 (0.93, 0.99)
Molina(2011) —— 0.79 (0.71, 0.86) |® 0.99(0.97, 1.00)
Montagnana(2011) —— 0.76 (0.63, 0.87) —e— (.94 (0.83, 0.99)
Abdel-Azeez(2010) ——e—  0.83(0.68,0.93) ———e—  0.88(0.68,097)
Anastasi(2010) | ——e 0.97(0.84, 1.00) 1-e 1.00 (0.96, 1.00)
Overall '3 0.75 (0.71, 0.78) ¢ 095092 097)
r - 1 r - 1
0 1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity
[CA125 Al
AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)
1 1
Kobayashi(2022) — 0.79 (0.71, 0.86) —r 0.72 (0.66, 0.77)
Lof(2022) —_— 0.71 (0.60, 0.80) — 1 0.50 (0.44, 0.57)
El-Attar(2021) —e—  091(0.80,097) —— 0.79 (0.67, 0.89)
Aslan(2020) ———le—— 0.84(060,0.97) —_— ! 0.49(0.37, 0.62)
Chen(2020) — 0.70 (0.63, 0.77) -. 0.73 (0.69, 0.77)
Ahmed(2019) |—e— 092(0.82,097) —_—— 0.54 (0.42, 0.65)
Dewan(2019) —re—  0.85(0.74,0.93) | ——e—  0.90(0.77, 0.97)
Kim(2019) —_— 0.71(0.59, 0.82) + 0.75 (0.72, 0.78)
Zhang(2019) —.— 0.87 (0.82, 0.92) — 0.66 (0.58, 0.73)
Abdalla(2018) —_— 0.82 (0.69, 0.91) — 0.68 (0.62, 0.74)
Chen(2018) —— ! 0.63 (0.56, 0.70) —- 0.71 (0.65, 0.76)
Lycke(2018) | —e=  0.93(0.87,0.96) b 0.69 (0.65, 0.73)
Melo(2018) —_— 0.76 (0.59, 0.89) | —.— 0.83(0.78, 0.88)
Teh(2018) ——e— 0.89(0.71,0.98) — 0.57 (0.47, 0.67)
Goff(2017) — 0.7 (0.65, 0.87) — 0.70 (0.61, 0.78)
Fawzy(2016) D ——— ' 0.43 (0.31, 0.57) | ——e 1.00(0.83, 1.00)
Li(2016) |—e=  0.88(0.83,093) -, 0.70 (0.67, 0.73)
Xu(2016) — ! 0.60 (0.53, 0.66) I~ 0.80 (0.75, 0.84)
Yanaranop(2016) — 0.75 (0.68, 0.82) |- 0.81(0.76, 0.84)
Chen(2015) —Le—  085(073,0.93) | —e—  089(0.79,0.95)
Farzaneh(2014) —re—  0.86(0.72,0.95) —_— 0.68 (0.54, 0.80)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) ——Le—  0.86(0.68, 0.96) L 0.79 (0.71, 0.86)
Winarto(2014) —_— 0.78 (0.64, 0.88) —_— 0.75 (0.63, 0.86)
Chan(2013) —e—  091(0.81,097) —— 0.67 (0.62, 0.72)
Kondalsamy-Chennakesavan(2013) —0—:— 0.74 (0.60, 0.84) ——— : 0.50 (0.40, 0.61)
Moszynski(2013) —re—  085(0.73,093) —_— 0.74 (0.63, 0.83)
Novotny(2012) ——¢—  081(0.58,0.95) ! - 0.95(0.91,097)
Bandiera(2011) | —e- 0.94(0.88,0.97) — 0.73 (0.65, 0.79)
Molina(2011) —— 0.83(0.75, 0.89) —et 0.71(0.65, 0.76)
Montagnana(2011) —_— 0.71 (0.57, 0.82) — 0.78 (0.63, 0.88)
Abdel-Azeez(20'10) —_— 0.73(0.57, 0.86) ———  0.79(058,093)
Anastasi(2010) ——e— 0.88(0.71,0.96) | —e—  0.88(0.80,0.94)
Overall < 0.81(0.77, 0.85) <> 0.74 (0.70, 0.79)
r - 1 r L 1
0 1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity
% 3.5 HE4 AN ZIEFgebd & J=I(TIX| &tXh)

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4
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@ "7 A F

H7 A SRS At o 2 HE4 HARRF CA125 AAF A 84S B vsh &2 21H(5,014%)°] 31Tt
HE4 AAF AeEEg Q= 117 0.31~0.90, E°]% 0.64~1.00, A% 0.40~1.00, SANESE
0.70~1.00°] RATHIE 3.4). HEREY A3} SEFAE 0.69 (95% CI1 0.63~0.75), B¢EC|E+=0.95
(95% CI 0.92~0.97), E3}FAUC 0.89 (95% CI 0.86~0.91)AT}.(1¥ 3.6, 18 3.7).

CA125 AAF A HY= 18 E 0.57~0.96, £°|% 0.42~0.95, FA=E 0.06~0.85, 2/39=
= 0.69~0.9901 ATHIE 3.4). WlEHEA A3}, B3I 0.80 (95% CI 0.74~0.85), B8EC| = 0.71
(95% CI 0.65~0.77), EFFAUC 0.83 (95% CI 0.79~0.86) °|YtHIe 3.6, 718 3.7).

H 3.4 HE4 AN RIThH e (WA ™ &R

A AL

E (g']l_g;) & o oM EH;ET% ﬁg AAH Y Sn  Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
. ME4 oy 707 0385 0891 0417 0877 0806 0765
1 oy 7713 6 £ 750 0308 1.000 1.000 0.877 0883 0.765
CAI75 7 35 0692 0422 0196 0871 0468 0675
, EAtar o 1o g _HEA EA 64 0833 0789 0657 0900 (0804 0820
(2021) CAI25 ZH 533 0833 0711 0577 0900 0.750  0.790
, Mckendy oo .o ,, _HEA _EX 518 0690 0638 0630 0698 0663 0720
(2021) CAI25 M 475 0619 0.745 0684 0686 0685 0.730
. Zhwo .o o oo HEd EX 7387 0685 0934 0633 0946 0897 085
(2021) CAI25 EH 616 0852 0934 0.687 0974 0922 0915
. Chen oo o 47 HEA JIZ 6879 0463 0939 0603 0897 0859 0766
(2020) CAI25 71 35 0.600 0.723 0303 0900 0.703  0.729
| 4gq 2 - 0627 0075 0867 089% 0893 0838
6 Chol oo o o A5 5377 0733 0889 0671 0916 0853 0.838
(2020) Cargn ZIE 357 0747 0.787 0519 0910 0777 0843
ZY 896 0613 0947 0.780 0.889 0868  0.843
| 4Ee JIE 921 0571 0986 0500 0989 0976 0820
SKM e o s A5 837 0714 0974 0400 0993 0.967 0820
(2019) a1 JIE 35 0714 069 0,065 0.990 0.695 0831
Z5 7177 0714 0841 0100 0992 0.838  0.831
o Spor o o o _HEA &M 861 0857 0940 0667 0979 0930 0846
(2019) CAI25 M 407 085/ 0.780 0353 0975 0.790 0.867
o Zhng o oo g HEA JIZ 140 0571 1000 1000 0810 0843 080
(2019) CAI25 7I=Z 35 085/ 0557 0514 0877 0.663  0.850
o Lioke oo 23 g3 HEA JIZ 700876 0909 0475 0981 0901 0867
(2018) CAI25 71 35 095/ 0.596 0.191 0993 0629 0.776
Ml o o .o HEA JIZ 70 0556 0951 0417 0971 0927 08%
(2018) CAI25 JIZ 35 0667 0817 0188 0975 0.808  0.809
., Nidoa oo . o _HEA JIZ 70 0818 0947 0643 0978 0933 -

(2017) CAI25 71 35 0818 0.564 0.180 0.964 0.591
¥ HE4 7= 70 0685 0978 0.841 0948 0936 0018
18 (2016) 745 108 637 "ca1o5 si= 35 0898 0675 0319 0.975 0.707  0.901
o JIF 120 0308 099 0.971 0780 079 0.7
R T Z9 707 0542 0947 0.806 0.836 0830 0817
(2016) Carg I35 0608 0.625 0.3% 0797 0,620 0683

£ 607 0570 0.777 0508 0.817 0.717 0.683
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NEC OI7H =} Ca

At

Al AL
;’j' (glll_@g) & o o4 EH;,ET% = AAZL" S Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
Hgs 2140 0650 1.000 1.000 0769 0838 -
5 Chen oo oo 25 7237 0900 0958 0.947 0918 0931 -
(2015) catos ZIE 35 0950 0625 0.687 0936 0777 -
25 9327 0850 0.874 0850 0871 0862 -
g Famaneh o . ., HEA ZM 75 0571 0967 085/ 0833 0838 0839
(2014) CAI25 =X 35 0762 0723 0552 0872 0735 0810
. Otz-Muwoz ,, o o, HEA 71 140 0600 1.000 1.000 0.890 0909 0915
(2014) CAI25 7IZ 35 0000 0556 0375 0950 0636 0.830
g Chen o oo oo HEA JIE 70 0636 0967 0603 0970 0842 -
(2013) CA125 71 35 0909 0632 0.168 0988 0.653
.o Bandiera o . oo HEA JI= 70 0846 0942 0846 0942 0816 -
(2011) CAI25 71 35 0023 0594 0462 0954 0684 -
Jo Holoomb .o Lo oo HEA JI& 70 0889 0918 0500 0989 0916 -
(2011) CA125 7IZ 35 0833 0595 0.160 0975 0615 -
Molina HEZ 7= 150 0.630 1.000 1.000 0.958 0.961 =
21 go11) 23 27 26 TCap5 1= 35 0741 0.690 0222 0957 0696 -

1) ©9: HE4 ZAF- pmol/L

, CA125 AL U/ml; 2) wlERRA 23
AUC, Area under the curve; CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4: NPV,
Negative predictive value; PPV, Positive predictive value; Sn, Sensitivity; Sp, Specificity

[HE4 ZAH

Sensitivity

mary

& &

SPEC =095(0.92-097]

T

0.5
Specificity

[CA125 &

1.04

Sensitivity
o
(]
|

A
. @‘
o0 95 e
@/
yog
®“ 0.
o

QO Observed Data
‘Summary Operating Point
@ SENSTLRBIETA%0%8)
SPEC=071(065-077]

0.0
1

.0

T

0.5
Specificity

characteristic
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7% 3.6 HE4 ZAH SROC (HZ M &tx})
CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4; SROC, Summary receiver operating



[HE4 ZAH

AuthorYear

Lof(2022)
El-Attar(2021)
McKendry(2021)
Zhao(2021)
Chen(2020)
Choi(2020)
Kim(2019)
Spacir(2019)
Zhang(2019)
Lycke(2018)
Melo(2018)
Nikolova(2017)
Li(2016)
Xu(2016)
Chen(2015)
Farzaneh(2014)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014)
Chan(2013)
Bandiera(2011)
Holcomb(2011)
Molina(2011)

Overall

Sensitivity (95% CI)

0.63 (0.42,0.81)
0.69 (0.62, 0.75)

i i
_°—E 0.38 (0.14, 0.68) —o—E
————e——  0.83(0.59,0.96) —_—
—_— 0.69 (0.53, 0.82) —_— |
—o:— 0.69 (0.54, 0.80) -05
—_—— 0.46 (0.36, 0.57) -
—t 0.73 (0.62, 0.83) -
—_—e———  0.71(0.42,0.92) kY
—— e 086(042,100) —
—o—i 057 (0.44, 0.70) E-o
—:—0— 0.83(0.61, 0.95) —o—:
—_— 0.56 (0.21, 0.86) —-
— e 082(048,098) —
—o:— 069 (0.59, 0.77) Eo
—! 054 (0.44, 0.64) -
| —e—  090(0.79,0.96) —
—_—— 0.57 (0.34,0.78) —
P S— 0.60 (0.26, 0.88) —
—0—5— 0.64 (0.41,0.83) :o
—:—o— 0.85 (0.65, 0.96) —
————e— 0.89(0.65,0.99)

Specificity (95% Cl)

0.89 (0.79, 0.95)
0.79 (0.63, 0.90)
0.64 (0.49,0.77)
0.93 (0.90, 0.96)
0.94 (0.91, 0.96)
0.89 (0.84,0.93)
0.97 (0.96, 0.99)
0.94 (0.83, 0.99)
1.00 (0.97, 1.00)
0.91(0.86, 0.94)
0.95 (0.90, 0.98)
0.95 (0.88, 0.98)
0.98 (0.96, 0.99)
0.95(0.91, 0.97)
0.96 (0.88, 0.99)
0.96 (0.85, 0.99)
1.00 (0.90, 1.00)
0.97 (0.94,0.98)
0.94 (0.86, 0.98)
0.92 (0.87, 0.95)
1.00 (0.98, 1.00)
0.95 (0.92,0.97)

El-Attar(2021)
McKendry(2021)
Zhao(2021)
Chen(2020)
Choi(2020)
Kim(2019)
Spacir(2019)
Zhang(2019)
Lycke(2018)
Melo(2018)
Nikolova(2017)
Li(2016)

Xu(2016)
Chen(2015)
Farzaneh(2014)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014)
Chan(2013)
Bandiera(2011)
Holcomb(2011)
Molina(2011)

Overall

1
—_————

1

—_———
1
1
——e— 092(0.75,0.99)
1
—_——

1
—p—

I

1
1
—_———
1
1
—_——
1
|
1
———
1
—_—— |
1
° 1
1
—  e——  071(042,092)
1
—_—  —
1
————
1
—
\
—_———
}
—_— ——

0.83 (0.59, 0.96)

0.74 (0.54,0.89)

0.80 (0.74, 0.85)

Sensitivity

1 0
Sensitivity Specificity
[CA125 ZAH
AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)
T
1
Lof(2022) 0.69 (0.39, 0.91) —_—— ! 0.42 (0.30, 0.55)

0.71(0.54, 0.85)
0.74 (0.60, 0.86)

1
1 - 0.93(0.90,0.96)
1

0.62 (0.46, 0.76) —
0.85 (0.73,0.93)
0.60 (0.49, 0.70) -
0.75 (0.63, 0.84) |—-—
=
0.86 (0.42, 1.00) —_—
0.86 (0.75, 0.93) —_— E
0.96 (0.78, 1.00) —— :
0.67 (0.30, 0.93) | ——
0.82 (0.48, 0.98) —_—
E—o— 0.90 (0.83, 0.95) -o-i
! 0.57 (0.47,0.67) I~
—e—  085(0.73,0.93) | ——
0.76 (0.53,0.92) —_—
0.90 (0.55, 1.00) —_—
0.91(0.71,0.99) — E
—
0.83 (0.59, 0.96) —

S

0.72 (0.68, 0.76)
0.79 (0.73,0.84)
0.84 (0.81,0.87)
0.78 (0.64, 0.88)
0.56 (0.46, 0.65)
0.60 (0.53, 0.66)
0.82(0.74,0.88)
0.56 (0.46, 0.67)
0.68 (0.64,0.71)
0.78(0.72,0.83)
0.87 (0.77,0.94)
0.72(0.57, 0.84)
0.56 (0.38, 0.73)
0.63 (0.57, 0.69)
0.59 (0.47,0.71)
0.59 (0.52, 0.66)
0.69 (0.63, 0.75)

0.71(0.65,0.77)

Specificity

999

7 3.7 HE4 AA TEHEEY & 28(WE o

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4
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® w3 &=t

¥ RS A0 2 HE4 AARRF CA125 AAF A7

HE4 74/\]- 2] g—x{g}/\% H ,|_‘|

0.46~0.98°]| AU THIE 3.5). HEF
(95% CI 0.92~0.98), E3FA

CA125 AAF Aeged W9l W= 0.55~0.98, &

= 0.50~0.99°| ACHIE 3.5).
(95% CI 0.81~0.90), B3FAUC

H 3.5 HE4 ZAt

e Fduc
EFELA

0.39~0.95, E-
A7} BT 0.78 (95% CI1 0.72~0.83),

o

Hg 732 19%(3,079%8)°1 At

0]%= 0.57~1.00, FAZE 0.41~1.00, S4NSE

=
SHEo°

0.92 (95% CI 0.90~0.94)F=H1H 3.8, 719 3.9).

1%0.96

O|%= 0.65~1.00, FAZE 0.57~1.00, 2/39=

]E]"E‘H A} E3H7E 0.85 (95% CI0.81~0.89), E3FE©| % 0.86
92 (95% CI 0.90~0.94)°]1ATH1H 3.8, 1¥ 3.9).

TEEE(ME 2

A A
bl (g]l_g;) —%_Eﬂcjogg f_ﬁg AAZL" Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
HE4 = 702 0739 0565 0408 0842 0615 0.796
: Lof 239 69 170 = 150 0.391 0941 0.730 0792 0782 0.796
(2022) caros IE 352 0710 0535 0.383 0.820 0586 0.688
A8 20 0855 0359 0.351 0.859 0.502 0.688
, EAttar o o0 oo HE4 %X 745 0950 1.000 1.000 0.909 0.964 0.970
(2021) CA125 %X 821 0850 1.000 1.000 0.800 0.911 0.950
3 McKendy oo oo o HE4 =& 94.345 0.705 0.845 0.805 0.759 0.778 0.810
(2021) CA125 %X 335 0761 0.722 0713 0.769 0.741 0.770
A Zhao s g0 g HE4 A& 1209 0.695 0.902 0.877 0.748 0.799 0.815
(2021) CA125 %X 7621 0805 0902 0.892 0822 0854 0.933
5 Chen o o g HE4 7|= 114.43 0.677 00983 0.984 0655 0.795 0.912
(2020) CA125 7|2 35 0806 0.776 0.852 0.714 0.795 0.870
hga 2B - 0770 0949 0980 0561 0812 0.980
5 Choi 43y 9oy 79 M 6437 0936 0977 0992 0.826 0.946 0.980
(2020) caips 2E 35 0821 0949 0981 0622 0852 0.949
M 2347 0949 0982 099 0.856 0.958 0.949
Hgs JIE 1211 0571 0969 0842 0887 0881 0.882
; Km 551 55 195 M 8557 0804 0.887 0.672 0.940 0.869 0.882
(2019) CA125 712 35 0714 0.903 0678 0917 0.861 0.889
A28 2257 0857 0.836 0600 0.953 0.841 0.889
g Spacit o0 o e HE4 %% 995 0.861 0924 0.861 0.922 0900 0.928
(2019) CA125 %% 458 0861 0864 0.775 0917 0860 0.899
o Znang oo oo HE4 7] 140 0.712 1.000 1.000 0638 0.809 0.930
(2019) CA125 7|2 35 0.881 0850 0.920 0785 0.871 0.940
0 bioke o0 1o ok HE4 7|2 140 0723 0.921 0.827 0.865 0.853 0.822
(2018) CA125 7|2 35 0920 0795 0.701 0.950 0.838 0.857
1 Melo oo e o, HE4 7] 140 0.680 00938 0.810 0882 0.865 0.904
(2018) CA125 7|2 35 0800 0875 0714 0918 0.854 0.811
" Li e HE4 7|2 140 0573 1.000 1.000 0.720 0.797 0.918
(2016) CA125 7|2 35 0.866 0.889 0.877 0879 0.878 0.892
XU HEa JIE 140 0495 0936 0.944 0458 0.633  0.862
13 (2016) 150 103 47 2™ 8487 0.816 0894 0944 0689 0840 0.862
CA125 7|2 35 0612 0.894 0.927 0512 0.700 0.849
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|1 &K CHef At ZIAL

o 2 =
T (EHEn) § o ¥ TR

AAZY Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC

712 140 0.775 0.955 0.940 0.838 0.877 -

b Chen oo HE4 38 9757 0875 0955 00946 0905 0923 -
(2015) ags JE 35 0925 0773 0778 0931 0846 -
25 11097 0825 0955 0943 0870 0900 -

o Fameneh . o o _HEA_&M 100 0727 1.000 1.000 0600 0807 0864
(2014) CAI25 & 25 0864 1.000 1.000 0750 0903 0.924

g OtzMrz o o oo HEA JIZ 140 0894 0953 0809 0975 0942 0916
(2014) CAI25 7IF 35 0842 0882 0615 0962 0875 0.940

7 Chan oo 43 g3 MEA JIE 140 053 0981 0058 0722 0781 -
(2013) CAI25 7IZ 35 0007 0868 0848 0920 0885 -

g Banden oo o o HEA JIZ 140 0782 0090 098 0833 0891 -
(2011) CAI25 71 35 0043 0823 0828 0941 0880 -

s Molna o o oo HEA JE 150 0845 0049 0960 0812 0838 -
(2011) CAI25 712 35 0857 0780 0847 0793 0825 -

1) ©9): HE4 ZAF- pmol/L, CA125 A U/ml; 2) HlEHEA 25t
AUC, Area under the curve; CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4; NPV,
Negative predictive value; PPV, Positive predictive value; Sn, Sensitivity; Sp, Specificity

[HE4 ZAH [CA125 ZAAH

> 2
N 2
205 @ 0.5
2 =
S [
o\ (2]
QO Observed Data
Su Su ing Po
P & SETEEeCw

SPEC =0.95(0.92-0.98] SPEC = 0.8 (0.81 - 0.90]

SROC C
AUC =0.92(090-094)

T T
1.0 0.5 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.0
Specificity Specificity

1121 3.8 HE4 ZAF SROC (WA &txt)

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4; SROC, Summary receiver operating
characteristic
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NEC

[HE4 ZAH

AuthorYear

Lof(2022)
El-Attar(2021)
McKendry(2021)
Zhao(2021)
Chen(2020)
Choi(2020)
Kim(2019)
Spacir(2019)
Zhang(2019)
Lycke(2018)
Melo(2018)
Li(2016)

Xu(2016)
Chen(2015)
Farzaneh(2014)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014)
Chan(2013)
Bandiera(2011)
Molina(2011)

Overall

Sensitivity (95% Cl)

1

—_— 0.74 (0.62, 0.84) —

——e— 0.94(0.81,0.99)

— 0.70 (0.60, 0.80)

—t 0.70 (0.58, 0.79)

0.68 (0.57, 0.77)

| e 094(0.90,096)
—_— 0.80 (0.68, 0.90)
+._ 0.86 (0.71,0.95)
—t 0.71(0.62,0.79)
— 0.72 (0.63, 0.80)
—o—E— 0.68 (0.46, 0.85)
| 0.57 (0.46, 0.68)
—E-o— 0.82(0.73, 0.89)
L—e— 088(077,095)
—_— 0.73 (0.50, 0.89)
—_— e 089 (0.67,0.99)
0.53 (0.38, 0.69)
0.78 (0.68, 0.86)

0.85(0.75, 0.91)

:
1
—
Q 0.78(0.72, 0.83)
.

4-;-4—-1-1-4-{-

Specificity (95% Cl)

0.56 (0.49, 0.64)
1.00 (0.83, 1.00)
0.85 (0.76, 0.91)
0.90 (0.82, 0.96)
0.98 (0.91, 1.00)
0.97 (0.91, 1.00)
0.89 (0.83, 0.93)
0.92 (0.83, 0.97)
1.00 (0.94, 1.00)
0.92 (0.88, 0.95)
0.94 (0.85, 0.98)
1.00 (0.96, 1.00)
0.89 (0.77, 0.96)
0.96 (0.88, 0.99)
1.00 (0.66, 1.00)
0.95 (0.88, 0.99)
0.98 (0.90, 1.00)
0.99 (0.94, 1.00)

0.95 (0.86, 0.99)

Q 0.95 (0.92, 0.98)

0 1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity
[CA125 ZAH
AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)
' '
Lof(2022) — 0.71(0.59, 0.81) — ! 0.54 (0.46, 0.61)
El-Attar(2021) ——  086(0.71,0.95) ———e 1.00(0.83, 1.00)
McKendry(2021) —o—i 0.76 (0.66, 0.85) —_— E 0.72 (0.62, 0.81)
Zhao(2021) — 0.80 (0.70, 0.88) —Le—  0.90(0.82,0.96)
Chen(2020) —er 0.81(0.71,0.88) — 0.78 (0.65, 0.87)
Choi(2020) E - 0.95(0.91,097) E —e 0.99(0.93, 1.00)
Kim(2019) ——  0.86(0.74,0.94) —er 0.84 (0.78, 0.88)
Spacir(2019) —:o— 0.86 (0.71, 0.95) —o:— 0.86 (0.75, 0.93)
Zhang(2019) —le—  0.88(081,093) —e—  0.85(0.73,0.93)
Lycke(2018) e 0.92(0.85,0.96) —— 0.80 (0.74, 0.85)
Melo(2018) —o—i— 0.80 (0.59, 0.93) —:b— 0.88 (0.77, 0.94)
Li(2016) —8—  087(0.77,0.93) —e—  0.89(0.81,095)
Xu(2016) —_— E 0.61(0.51,0.71) —E-o— 0.89 (0.77, 0.96)
Chen(2015) —e—  0.83(0.71,092) |—e- 0.96(0.88,0.99)
Farzaneh(2014) — — 086(0:65,097) — & 1.00(0:66, 1.00)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) —d:— 0.84 (0.60, 0.97) —Eo— 0.88(0.79, 0.94)
Chan(2013) —e—  091(0.78,097) —¢—  087(0.75,0.95)
Bandiera(2011) E—o— 0.94 (0.87,0.98) —o-i- 0.82 (0.73, 0.89)
Molina(2011) —$—  086(0.76,0.92) —_— 0.78 (0.65, 0.88)
Overall Q 0.85 (0.81,0.89) Q 0.86 (0.81, 0.90)
r s 1 r . 1
0 1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity

% 3.9 HE4 A TEEEHE & J=(WE 2K

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4
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2.2.1.2. ROMA

Z 3194 ROMA 23S CA125 HARR} H| W oty

© AA &=

AA| FAE hAFO 2 ROMALF CA125 AAF A H st £312 24H(7,645%)0] Lt
ROMA A5 9= T17 = 0.54~0.98, E0|% 0.39~0.99, FAlGIZL: 0.42~0.98, SA4I&E
0.56~1.009EHF 3.6). HEREA Ax} 37T 0.84 (95% CI 0.80~0.87), E3HE°]% 0.86 (95%
CI 0.82~0.90), E3FAUC 0.91 (95% CI 0.88~0.93)°]tH1d 3.10, 218 3.11).

CA125 AAF A2 9= 717 E 0.43~0.96, E°]%= 0.25~1.00, == 0.33~1.00, 2739
T 0.37~1.009tHIE 3.6). WiekEA Ax} Esh7tE 0.81 (95% CI0.76~0.85), E3FE0|% 0.75 (95%
CI 0.70~0.79), E3FAUC 0.85 (95% CI 0.81~0.88)tH1¥ 3.10, 1™ 3.11).

I 3.6 ROMA RITHH S (A X
A H1XAXE CHAIRE At AZ
WoEmE) = 98 95 p¢  @zmmm o0 S PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
. Kobayashi o0 110 o, ROMA JIZ 7.4/23 0787 0748 0538 0,901 0757 0897
(2022) CA125 72 35 0790 0716 0511 0.901 0736 0.832
, E-Ater . o ROMA ZX 2 0980 0990 0982 0983 0982 0960
(2021) CA125 EX 663 0900 0.800 0803 0902 0848 0.940
. Askn g, 10 g ROMA JIZ 11.4/299 0842 0753 0500 0942 0774 0893
(2020) CAI25 72 35 0842 0492 0327 0914 0571 079
, Chen .o .o ROMA JIZ 11.4/299 0691 0876 0663 0839 0828 0856
(2020) CAI25 712 35 0702 0729 0478 0.874 0722 0.792
. Zhang o o . ROMA 7= 114/299 0845 0834 0841 0839 0840 0930
(2019) CAI25 7= 35 0873 0657 0725 0833 0767 0.880
. Abdala oo o ROMA 7= 114/299 0800 0825 0476 0954 0821 0928
(2018) CA125 7= 35 0820 0.683 0339 0950 0705 0.838
T Chen  eg 105 ooy BOMA ZIZ 11.4/209 0811 0840 0791 0856 0828 -
(2018) CA125 712 35 0628 0.706 0615 0.717 0673 0967
o Lycke o0 130 aus BOMA 7IZ 11.4/209 0904 0791 0567 0964 0817 -
(2018) CAI25 72 35 0926 0692 0477 0969 0747 -
g Melo .~ ROMA JI= 74/253 0794 0825 0429 0961 0821 0876
(2018) CA125 7= 35 0765 0835 0433 0956 0825 0.801
o Teh o . ROMA JIZ 114/299 0889 0892 0686 0968 0892 0903
(2018) CA125 72 35 0889 0569 0353 0.951 0636 0.853
1 Fawty o0 oo g0 POMA EE 89 0750 0950 0978 0559 0800 0889
(2016) CA125 EX 194 0433 1.000 1000 0370 0575 0.592
i ROMA 7= 7.4/253 0874 0806 0541 0961 0820 0.932
12 0org) 1920256 1064 ca1o5 7= 35 0.884 0702 0436 0959 0.739  0.881
rOMaA ZIZ 114/299 0568 0875 0743 0737 0739 0818
o XU 2[5 13.4/18.77 0.605 0907 0.814 0773 0785 0818
(2016) caigs JE 350610 0.666 0652 0716 0643 -
ZAH 607 059 0801 0668 0./46 0718 -
ROMA 7= 11.4/290 0.833 0688 0517 0914 0731 _86.200
Yanaranop JIE 35 0.899 0496 0441 0918 0.620  0.830
14 (2016/2017 518 150 359 ;5 2= 200/357 0.765 0.806 0.632 0.881 0.790 (0.830
/2018) 5 110 0.742 0794 0615 0.874 0778 0830

& 123/57 0.811 0.780 0.620 0.903 0.790  0.830
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NEC OI7F EI15} CHIN 4 [HLIHCIZIAY

A HNAA CHARF AM AAIZL”
Wo(EmoE) = o 98 72 @zmmm " P PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
ROMA 2= 11.4/29.9 0.967 0.800 0.806 0.966 087/ 0972
15 Chen o0 o0 o0 Z& 18.1/31.57 0.917 0.971 0.965 0.932  0.946 0.972
(2015) caros & 35 0.933 0.671 0.709 0.922 0.792  0.926
Z5 9327 0850 0.886 0.864 0.873 0.869 0.926
1g Fazaneh oo~ o . ROMA &M 183 0744 0.964 0.941 0.831 0869 0.907
(2014) CA125 2 225 0.861 0.679 0.673 0.864 0.758 0.828
1 Ortiz-Munoz oo™ o™ o ROMA 71 11.4/29.9 0931 0907 0.711 0982 0.912 0.945
(2014) CA125 712 35 0.862 0.789 0.500 0.959 0.804 0.911
. ROMA /& 7.4/253 0.940 0.426 0.5/3 0.897 0.668 0.904
g Winarto o o0 o Z5 28/54.87 0.880 0.869 0.846 0.898 0.874  0.904
(2014) carps JE 35 0.960 0.246 0.511 0.882 0.568  0.820
Z5 16527 0780 0.754 0.722 0.807 0.766  0.820
19 Chan oo oo o, ROMA JIE 7.4/253 0892 0.873 0586 0.976 0.876 0.950
(2013) CA125 7I= 35 0.908 0.671 0.358 0.973 0.711  0.890
Kondalsamy- ROMA 7IZ 7.4/253 0.772 0.386 0.415 0.750 0.525 0.735

20 Chennakesavan 158 57 101

(2013) CA125 7I& 35 0.737 0.505 0.457 0.773 0.589 0.680
Rova A 263 0.952 0.879 0.417 0.995 0.887 0.980
o Novotny oo o0 ooe F& 3777 0.857 0.950 0.600 0.987 0.941 0.980
(2012) Ccarps 2 36 0.952 0.847 0.357 0.995 0.856 0.973
Y 817 0810 0949 0.586 0982 0.938  0.973
5, Bandiera o . . ROMA JIZ 74/2563 0844 0878 0844 0878 0.863 -
(2011) CA125 712 35 0.938 0.727 0.702 0.945 0.813 -
b3 Molina oo " " o ROMA JI= 131/27.7 0901 0877 0741 0968 0.884 095
(2011) CA125 7IZ 35 0.829 0.709 0.526 0.914 0.742 0.853
24Montagnana 104 55 49 ROMA 7|Z& 12.5/14.4 0.746 0.816 0.820 0.741 0.779 -

(2011) CA125 7|& 35 0.709 0.776 0.780 0.704 0.740 -

1) &9 CA125 AAF- U/ml, ROMA- %; 2) HlEHE4] 235t

AUC, Area under the curve; CA125, Cancer antigen 125; NPV, Negative predictive value: PPV, Positive
predictive value; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm; Sn, Sensitivity; Sp, Specificity

[ROMA] [CA125 AAH
1.095 1.0q
R 2]
®
o @ ®
@ / o
-
2J0)
0]
2 > @
= =
G 0.5 G 0.5
c [ =
@ 5] ®
(%] (%]
O obsevednata
o SEnAER
— X088 oss-00m — A08L8%Rhoe1-0m
— 95% Confidence Contour — 95% Confidence Contour
959% Preciction Contour 5% Precition Contour
0.0 T 1 0.0 T 1
1.0 05 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.0
Specificity Specificity

12 3.10 ROMA SROC (MA| &tXt)

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm: SROC, Summary receiver
operating characteristic
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goraq

[ROMA]

AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% CI)

i i
Kobayashi(2022) —o—i- 0.78 (0.70, 0.85) —.— :
El-Attar(2021) : —e 0.98 (0.90, 1.00) : —
Aslan(2020) ———— 0.84(0.60,097) —
Chen(2020) — ! 0.69 (0.62, 0.76) -
Zhang(2019) —- 0.85 (0.78, 0.89) —e-
Abdalla(2018) —o-{— 0.80 (0.66, 0.90) —o-}
Chen F(2018) —e- 0.81(0.75, 0.86) —eL
Lycke(2018) |—e—  0.90(0.84,0.95) -
Melo(2018) —— 0.79 (0.62, 0.91) —el
Teh(2018) _f"_ 0.89 (0.71, 0.98) —}o—
‘Yanaranop(2018) — 0.84 (0.73,0.91) ——
Fawzy(2016) —0—1- 0.75 (0.62, 0.85) —{—0—
Li(2016) Jl-o— 0.87 (0.82, 0.92) - :
Xu(2016) — . 0.60 (0.54, 0.67) e
Chen(2015) L—e— 092(0.82,0.97) i
Farzaneh(2014) —o—:— 0.74 (0.59, 0.86) :—o—
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) —:—o— 0.93 (0.77, 0.99) Jl-o—
Winarto(2014) —Le— 088(0.76,0.95) ——
Chan(2013) —:—0— 0.89 (0.79, 0.96) -Ib-
Kondalsamy-Chennakesavan(2013) —_— 0.77 (0.64, 0.87) —_—— |
Novotny(2012) —lo— 0.86(0.64,097) | -
Bandiera(2011) —— 0.84 (0.77, 0.90) —e
Molina(2011) —e—  0.90(0.83,095) el
Montagnana(2011) —0—:— 0.75 (0.61, 0.85) —0—:—
Overall O 0.84 (0.80,0.87) <

L f

Specificity (95% Cl)

0.75 (0.70, 0.79)
0.98 (0.91, 1.00)
0.75 (0.63, 0.85)
0.88 (0.84, 0.90)
0.83 (0.7, 0.89)
0.83 (0.7, 0.87)
0.84 (0.79, 0.88)
0.79 (0.75, 0.83)
0.83 (0.7, 0.87)
0.89 (0.82, 0.94)
0.69 (0.62, 0.75)
0.95 (0.75, 1.00)
0.81(0.78, 0.83)
0.91(0.87, 0.94)
0.97 (0.90, 1.00)
0.96 (0.88, 1.00)
0.91 (0.84, 0.95)
0.87 (0.76, 0.94)
0.87 (0.83, 0.91)
0.39 (0.29, 0.49)
0.95 (0.91,0.97)
0.88 (0.82, 0.93)
0.88 (0.83, 0.91)
0.82 (0.68, 0.91)
0.86 (0.82, 0.90)

0 1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity
[CA125 ZAL]
AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)
Kobayashi(2022) — 0.79 (0.71, 0.86) 0.72 (0.66, 0.77)
El-Attar(2021) i—e— 091(0:80,097) 0.79 (0.67, 0.89)
Aslan(2020) _EO— 0.84 (0.60, 0.97) —— 0.49 (0.37, 0.62)
Chen(2020) —— : 0.70 (0.63, 0.77) 0.73 (0.69, 0.77)
Zhang(2019) — 0.87 (0.82, 0.92) 0.66 (0.58, 0.73)
Abdalla(2018) —_— 0.82 (0.69, 0.91) 0.68 (0.62, 0.74)
Chen F(2018) —— : 0.63 (0.56, 0.70) 0.71(0.65, 0.76)
Lycke(2018) : —e- 0.93(0.87, 0.96) 0.69 (0.65, 0.73)
Melo(2018) —0—:— 0.76 (0.59, 0.89) 0.83 (0.78, 0.88)
Teh(2018) —l—e— 089(0.71,098) —_—— 0.57 (0.47, 0.67)
‘Yanaranop(2016) —0—} 0.75 (0.68, 0.82) 0.81(0.76, 0.84)
Fawzy(2016) ——— : 0.43 (0.31,0.57) 1.00 (0.83, 1.00)
Li(2016) :—0— 0.88 (0.83, 0.93) 0.70 (0.67, 0.73)
Xu(2016) — ! 0.60 (0.53, 0.66) 0.80 (0.75, 0.84)
Chen(2015) + 0.85(0.73, 0.93) 0.89 (0.79, 0.95)
Farzaneh(2014) —:—0— 0.86 (0.72, 0.95) —0—:— 0.68 (0.54, 0.80)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) —:—0— 0.86 (0.68, 0.96) 0.79 (0.71, 0.86)
Winarto(2014) — 0.78 (0.64, 0.88) 0.75 (0.63, 0.86)
Chan(2013) :—0— 0.91(0.81,0.97) 0.67 (0.62, 0.72)
Kondalsamy-Chennakesavan(2013) —0—:— 0.74 (0.60, 0.84) —— 0.50 (0.40, 0.61)
Novotny(2012) _‘I— 0.81(0.58, 0.95) 0.95 (0.91, 0.97)
Bandiera(2011) | —e 094(0.88,097) 0.73 (0.65, 0.79)
Molina(2011) + 0.83 (0.75, 0.89) 0.71(0.65, 0.76)
Montagnana(2011) —0—:' 0.71(0.57, 0.82) 0.78 (0.63, 0.88)
Overall 0 0.81(0.76, 0.85) 0.75 (0.69, 0.79)
L L
r 1 r 1
0 1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity

13 3.11 ROMA ZIT™eS & JZ(MA| &k}
CA125, Cancer antigen 125; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm
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@ U3 A &=

H7 A S Ao 2 ROMARF CA125 AA Xtk

ROMA ksl v ol u]

&% 0.667~1.000°] M%ia 7). HERLA
0.90 (95% CI 0.86~0.93), &

CA125 AAF A H 9= v
= 0.69~0.99°19THE 3.7). uﬂE}%‘ 27k, FRIAE 0.81 (95% C10.74~0.86), EFECI%= 0.73

(95% CI 0.67~0.78), EJFAUC 0.

e Hargt w32 19%(4,72478)°13H

4= 0. 523~1 000, £°]%= 0.708~1.000, /g% 0.124~1.000, =7

A3}, SEULE 0.77 (95% C10.70~0.83), EH50]=

FAUC 0.91 (95% CI 0.88~0.93)°1ATHIH 3.12, 19 3.13).

%= 0.57~0.96,

84 (95% CI 0.80~0.87)FTH 1™ 3.12, 19 3.13).

£9|% 0.56~0.95, FAZE 0.06~0.85, 2/39=

T 3.7 ROMA RITtX s (1A X 8t}
AP 2

E (g]l_g;) & o oM EH;,QT% _Er;_*Ef AAH Y Sn  Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
, E-Atar o .o oo ROMA X 193 0.889 1.000 1.000 0.950 0.964  0.930
(2021) CA125 %X 533 0.833 0.711 0.577 0900 0.750 0.790
5 McKendry oo 40 45 ROMA %X 14265 0.524 0.851 0.759 0.667 0.697  0.690
(2021) CA125 #X 475 0.619 0.745 0684 0.686 0.685 0.730
4 Zhao oo o, oo ROMA 2™ 1847 0.741 0956 0.741 0.956 0.924  0.901
(2021) CA125 =™ 616 0.852 0934 0687 0.974 0922 00915
g Chen oo o 455 ROMA 712 114 0568 0882 0491 0911 0829 0.771
(2020) CA125 7|2 35 0.600 0.723 0.303 0.900 0.703 0.729
. rRoma 2IE 1147 0.707 0.926 0.747 0911 0875 0.837
6 Choi oo e o ¥ 111 0.707 0.922 0.736 0911 0.872 0.837
(2020) caros 2IE 352 0.747 0787 0519 0910 0.777 0.843
Ad 896 0613 0947 0.780 0.889 0.868 0.843
‘ romA 2IE 11% 0.714 0.875 0.124 0.992 0.871 0.824
5 Kim 81 14 567 2™ 2257 0.714 0972 0385 0.993 0966 0.824
(2019) CA125 JIZ2 35  0.714 0.695 0.055 0.990 0.695 0.831
X 7177 0.714 0.841 0.100 0.992 0.838 0.831
g Spacir o 4 g ROMA %X 219 0857 0.940 0.667 0979 0930 0.846
(2019) CA125 =X 407 0.857 0.780 0.353 0.975 0.790 0.867
o Znang o oo 4o _ROMA 712 1.4 0794 0791 0676 0.875 0.792  0.880
(2019) CA125 7| 35 0.857 0557 0514 0.877 0663 0.850
10 Lycke oo o0 ooy ROMA 712 114 0.870 0.809 0.313 0.984 0.814 0.839
(2018) CA125 7|=Z 35 0.957 0596 0.191 0.993 0.629 0.776
1 Melo o o 4 ROMA 7|2 7.4 0667 0.803 0.177 0974 0795 0.924
(2018) CA125 7|2 35 0.667 0.817 0.188 0.975 0.808 0.809
1o Nikoova oo 0 o, ROMA 7|2 74 0909 0.713 0.270 0.985 0.733 -

(2017) CA125 7|2 35 0.818 0564 0.180 0.964 0.591
Li ROMA 7|1 7.4 0889 0.787 0.414 0977 0.801 0.925
13 (2016) /45 108 637 CA125 7|2 35 0.898 0.675 0319 0.975 0.707 0.901
roma 2IE 11.45 0.523 0.856 0.596 0.816 0.760 0.818
14 Xu 371 107 264 2™ 1347 0542 0913 0.716 0.831 0.806 0.818
(2016) Carps ZIE 35 0608 0.625 0.396 0797 0.620 0.683
£ 607 0570 0.777 0508 0.817 0.717 0.683
ROMA —2E 11% 1.000 0.854 0.857 1.000 0.923 0.993
5 Chen o0 o0 oo A5 1817 0950 0.979 0.983 0.958 0.969 0.993
(2015) Carps ZIE 356 0950 0.625 0.687 0.936 0777 -
2™ 09327 0.850 0.874 0.850 0.871 0.862 -
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o H1XX AR ZA
B (éllldé Ef) % :F"El‘ QAAZLY Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
16 Farzaneh 68 21 47 ROMA ZH 183 0.762 0851 0.696 0.889 0.824 0.868
(2014) CA125 %X 35 0.762 0.723 0552 0.872 0.735 0.810
17 Ortiz-Munoz 410 34 ROMA 7|2 114 0900 0824 0.600 0.966 0.841 0.917
(2014) CA125 7|2 35 0.900 0556 0.375 0.950 0.636 0.830
18 Chan 291 22 269 ROMA 7|2 74 0.818 0874 0.346 0.983 0.869 -
(2013) CA125 712 35 0.909 0.632 0.168 0.988 0.653
19 Bandiera 9%5 26 69 ROMA 7|2 74 0.629 0933 0.846 0.812 0.821 -
(2011) CA125 7|2 35 0.923 0594 0462 0.954 0.684 -
Molina ROMA 7|Z 131 0.741 0889 0.444 0966 0.874 -
21 o1n) 298 27 226 ~cpias JIZ 35 0741 0.690 0.222 0.957 0.696 -
1) @91 CA125 AAF- U/ml, ROMA- %; 2) HIEREA] 235t
AUC, Area under the curve; CA125, Cancer antigen 125; NPV, Negative predictive value; PPV, Positive
predictive value; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm; Sn, Sensitivity; Sp, Specificity
[ROMA] [CA125 ZAH]
1.0 1.0 o
Cvj' ;" ) @@
| oo 95
o %
£ £ o®
% 0.5 % 0.5
& &
O observedData O observedData
o BRI o BRI
o | | o | |
1.0 05 0.0 1.0 05 0.0
Specificity Specificity

72 3.12 ROMA SROC (T4 X 2txp)

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy

operating characteristic

algorithm; SROC, Summary receiver
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NEC/\  otsmnst oy 4 [yumeizg

[ROMA]

AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)

1
'
El-Attar(2021) ———e— 0.89(0.65,0.99) 1.00 (0.91, 1.00)
|
McKendry(2021) —_— 0.52 (0.36, 0.68) 0.85 (0.72, 0.94)
1
Zhao(2021) —_— 0.74 (0.60, 0.85) 0.96 (0.93, 0.98)
|
Chen(2020) —_— 0.57 (0.46, 0.67) 0.88 (0.85, 0.91)
Choi(2020) — 0.71(0.59, 0.81) 0.93 (0.89, 0.96)
1
Kim(2019) —_— 0.71(0.42, 0.92) 0.97 (0.95, 0.98)
Spacir(2019) ——————————— 0.86(0.42, 1.00) 0.94 (0.83, 0.99)
1
Zhang(2019) —_— 0.79 (0.67, 0.89) 0.79 (0.71, 0.86)
1
Lycke(2018) —Ll—e— 0.87(066,0.97) 0.81(0.75, 0.86)
'
Melo(2018) —————e———  067(0.30,093) 0.80 (0.73, 0.86)
1
Nikolova(2017) —————e— 0.91(0.59, 1.00) 0.71(0.61, 0.80)
Li(2016) | —e—  0.89(0.81,0.94) 0.79 (0.75, 0.82)
|
Xu(2016) —_—— 0.54 (0.44, 0.64) 0.91(0.87, 0.94)
|
Chen(2015) | —=e= 0.95(0.86,0.99) 0.99 (0.92, 1.00)
|
Farzaneh(2014) —_— 0.76 (0.53, 0.92) 0.85 (0.72, 0.94)
|
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) ———L—&— 0.90(0.55,1.00) 0.82 (0.65, 0.93)
Chan(2013) ———  0.82(0.60,0.95) 0.87 (0.83, 0.91)
|
Bandiera(2011) —_— 0.63 (0.45, 0.79) 0.93 (0.84, 0.98)
|
Molina(2011) —_— 0.74 (0.54, 0.89) 0.89 (0.84, 0.93)
Overall Q 0.7 (0.70, 0.83) 0.90 (0.86, 0.93)
r . 1 r
0 1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity
[CA125 ZHAH
AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% CI) Specificity (95% Cl)
i
|
El-Attar(2021) ————— 0.83(0.59,0.96) 0.71(0.54, 0.85)
|
McKendry(2021) —_— 0.62 (0.46, 0.76) 0.74 (0.60, 0.86)
1
Zhao(2021) —+e—  0.85(0.73,0.93) 0.93 (0.90, 0.96)
1
Chen(2020) —— 0.60 (0.49, 0.70) 0.72 (0.68, 0.76)
Choi(2020) — 0.75 (0.63, 0.84) 0.79 (0.73, 0.84)
|
Kim(2019) —_— 0.71(0.42, 0.92) 0.84 (0.81, 0.87)
Spacir(2019) ——————————— 0.86(0.42, 1.00) 0.78 (0.64, 0.88)
|
Zhang(2019) ——e—  0.86(0.75,0.93) 0.56 (0.46, 0.65)
|
Lycke(2018) -——e- 0.96(0.78, 1.00) 0.60 (0.53, 0.66)
Melo(2018) —_— e 067(030,093) 0.82 (0.74, 0.88)
|
Nikolova(2017) ———————— 082(0.48,098) 0.56 (0.46, 0.67)
Li(2016) |—e—  0.90(0.83,0.95) 0.68 (0.64,0.71)
1
Xu(2016) —_— | 0.57 (0.47, 0.67) 0.78 (0.72, 0.83)
|
Chen(2015) —Le—  0.85(0.73,0.93) 0.87 (0.77, 0.94)
1
Farzaneh(2014) ———er——  0.76(0.53,0.92) 0.72 (0.57, 0.84)
1
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) —————e— 0.90(0.55, 1.00) 0.56 (0.38, 0.73)
Chan(2013) ——e— 0.91(0.71,0.99) 0.63 (0.57, 0.69)
|
Bandiera(2011) ———e— 0.92(0.75,0.99) 0.59 (0.47,0.71)
|
Molina(2011) —_— 0.74 (0.54, 0.89) 0.69 (0.63, 0.75)
Overall Q 0.81(0.74, 0.86) 0.73 (0.67, 0.78)
L L
r 1 r 1
0 999 0 999
Sensitivity Specificity

J3 3.13 ROMA TIt™ety & J2(HZE ™ 2t}
CA125, Cancer antigen 125; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm

40



® H7 X
7 3= thako 2 ROMASF CA125 AAF AebgshaS B 113k 2312 18 (2,840%)0] it}

ROMA ZHgehd = v 0. 55~0.98 E0|% 0.68~1.00, FZE 0.57~1.00, SAN=SE
0.50~0.990] Ml%i 3.8). WlEREA A3} B3 0.89 (95% CI 0.84~0.92), E3E°]= 0.90 (95%
CI 0.86~0.92), 5AUC 0.95 (95% CI 0.93~0.97)FtH1¥ 3.14, 1 3.15).

CA125 AAF AEAEHY HMol= m7H: 0.61~0.95, E0]% 0.72~1.00, FAAZE 0.60~1.00, /=
T 0.51~0.96%THIE 3.8). HleREA] At EHI7EE 0.86 (95% CI 0.82~0.89), E3FE0]%: 0.87 (95%
CI 0.83~0.90), B3AUC 0.93 (95% CI 0.91~0.95)°1ATtH1H 3.14, 19 3.15).

T 3.8 ROMA RITHH s (1A 2tX)

A A
ikl g'&_@g) % f_ﬁg 2AZ®  Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
., E-Atar o .. o ROMA ZX 27 0980 0070 0972 0950 0964 0.980
(2021) CA125 %% 821 0850 1.000 1.000 0.800 0.911 0.950
, McKendry oo oo o, ROMA ZX 3239 0716 0814 0778 0760 0768 0780
(2021) CA125 %M 335 0761 0722 0713 0769 0741 0.770
3 Zhao o o, oo ROMA X 2648 0002 0842 0851 0.89% 0872 0931
(2021) CA125 %M 76.21 0.805 0902 0.892 0.822 0.854 0.933
4 Chen o o oo ROMA JIF 209 0817 0828 0834 0739 0821 0903
(2020) CA125 7I& 35 0.806 0.776 0852 0.714 0795 0.870
| ROMA ZJZ_29.9 0829 0974 0991 0639 0864 0967
g Chol  oo0 oer o9 Z% 2537 0974 0.991 099 0.917 0.976 0.957
(2020) CAlos &35 0821 00949 0981 0.622 0852 0.949
2% 2347 0949 0.982 0996 0.856 0.958  0.949
. RoMA & 29.97 0696 0.913 0.696 0913 0.865 0.935
6 Km oo e oe Z% 188 0929 0.800 0571 0975 0.829 0.935
(2019) Ccalps &35 0714 0903 0678 0.917 0861 0889
Zx 225”7 0.857 0.836 0.600 0.953 0.841 0.889
, Spacit Lo s o HOMA EM 384 0889 0.909 0842 0936 0.900 0.927
(2019) CA125 %% 458 0.861 0.864 0.775 0.917 0.860 0.899
g Znang oo o g ROMA JIE 299 0873 0917 0954 0786 0.888 0.950
(2019) CA125 7% 35 0.881 0.850 0920 0.785 0.871 0.940
o Lycke oo o o  ROMA JIF 209 0011 0772 0676 0.943 0820 0841
(2018) CA125 7% 35 0920 0795 0.701 0.950 0.838 0.857
0 Meb oo o o, ROMA JE 2563 0840 0875 0724 0933 0865 0.920
(2018) CA125 7IZ 35 0800 0.875 0.714 0.918 0.854 0.811
1 L, g go ROMA JE 253 0854 0944 0933 0876 0901 0.916
(2016) CA125 7% 35 0.866 0.889 0877 0879 0878 0.892
XU ROMA =299 0563 0079 0983 0500 0687 0.882
12 o6 150 103 47 Z% 1877 0670 0.872 0920 0547 0.733 0.882
CA125 7% 35 0612 0.894 0927 0512 0700 0.849
ROMA 2299 0950 0682 0722 0941 0808 0963
13 Chen o0 o0 o 2% 3157 0925 0.955 0949 0.944 0.946 0.963
(2015) Catps &35 0925 0773 0778 0931 0846 -
2% 110.97 0825 0.955 0943 0870 0900 -
.4 Ferzaneh .., o ROMA ZH 265 0818 1.000 1.000 0692 0871 0929
(2014) CA125 &X 25 0.864 1.000 1.000 0.750 0.903 0.924
15 OtzMror o, o o ROMA JIF 209 0947 0941 0783 0.988 0.942 0.952
(2014) CA125 7% 35 0842 0.882 0615 00962 0.875 0.940
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AT
ikl ég_@g) % E%_t AHZY Sn Sp PPV NPV Accuracy AUC
16 Chan 9% 43 53 ROMA 7|& 253 0.930 0.868 0.851 0.939 0.896 -
(2013) CA125 7|2 3b 0.907 0.868 0.848 0.920 0.885 -
17 Bandiera 183 87 9 ROMA 7|& 253 0931 0.844 0.844 0.931 0.885 -
(2011) CA125 7|12 35 0.943 0.823 0.828 0.941 0.880 -
18 Molina 143 84 59 ROMA 7|& 277 0.952 0.831 0.890 0.925 0.902 -
(2011) CA1256 7|2 35 0.857 0.780 0.847 0.793 0.825 -

1) &9l CA125 AL U/ml, ROMA- %; 2) #leHEA] =3t
AUC, Area under the curve; CA125, Cancer antigen 125; NPV, Negative predictive value; PPV, Positive
predictive value; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm; Sn, Sensitivity; Sp, Specificity

[ROMA] [CA125 ZAH

1.0,

Sensitivity
o
(]

1
Sensitivity
o
(]

1

QO Observed Data QO Observed Data

Summary Operating Point Summary Operating Point
@ SENSThEBT0eal0%)) @ SENsTheEIE0%s)

SPEC=090[086-092] SPEC =087 [083-090]
— SROC Cunve — SROC Curve

AUC =0695(0.93-07) AUC =693(0.91-095]

— 95% Confidence Contour — 95% Confidence Contour

95% Prediction Contour 95% Prediction Contour

T T
1.0 0.5 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.0
Specificity Specificity

1% 3.14 ROMA SROC (W& &txp)

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm; SROC, Summary receiver
operating characteristic
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goraq

[ROMA]

AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)
] ]
1
El-Attar(2021) ——e 0.97(0.85, 1.00) —— = 0.95(0.75, 1.00)
| |
McKendry(2021) —_— 0.72 (0.61,0.81) —e—1  081(0.72,089)
| \
Zhao(2021) —p—  090(0.82,0.96) —e—  0.84(0.74,0.91)
1 1
Chen(2020) — 0.82(0.72, 0.89) —e—  0.83(0.71,0.91)
1 1
Choi(2020) | ® 097(0.94,099) | —e 0.99(0.93,1.00)
| |
Kim(2019) —_— 0.70 (0.56, 0.81) —e-  091(0.86,0.95)
| )
Spacir(2019) ——4—  089(0.74,097) —p—  091(0.81,096)
1 1
Zhang(2019) —e—  0.47(0:80,099) —e—  092(062,0.07)
Lycke(2018) —e=  0.91(0.84,096) —— | 077(0.71,083)
| |
Melo(2018) ——e— 0:84(064,09) —e—  0.88(077,094)
Li(2016) —er  085(0.76,0.92) e 0.94(0.88,098)
| |
Xu(2016) —_— 0.67 (0.57, 0.76) —e—  087(0.74,095)
Chen(2015) —re—  0.93(0.84,098) T 0.96(0.88, 0.99)
1 1
Farzaneh(2014) ———e——  082(060,095) ————— 1.00(0.66, 1.00)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) —— e 0.95(0.74, 1.00) e 0.94(087,0.98)
| |
Chan(2013) —Le— 093(0:81,0.99) —e—  087(075,095)
Bandiera(2011) e 0.93(0.86,0.97) —er  0.84(0.76,091)
1 1
Molina(2011) e 095(0.88,0.99) —e—L  083(071,092)
Overall Q 0.89 (0.84, 0.92) Q 0.90 (0.86, 0.92)
A A
1 r 1
1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity
[CA125 ZAH
AuthorYear Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)
] ]
| |
El-Attar(2021) —4—  0.86(0.71,0.95) ———e 1.00(0.83, 1.00)
| |
McKendry(2021) — 0.76 (0.66, 0.85) —_— 0.72 (0.62, 0.81)
| |
Zhao(2021) — 0.80 (0.70, 0.88) —e—  0.90(0.82,0.96)
1 1
Chen(2020) — 0.81(0.71,0.88) —_— 0.78 (0.65, 0.87)
| |
Choi(2020) | -+ 095(0.91,097) | —e 0.99(093,1.00)
| |
Kim(2019) —e—  0.86(0.74,094) — 0.84(0.78, 0.88)
1 1
Spacir(2019) ——$—  0.86(0.71,095) —e—  0.86(0.75,093)
i |
Zhang(2019) —e—  0.88(081,093) —e—  085(0.73,093)
Lycke(2018) e 0.92(0.85,0.96) — 0.80 (0.74, 0.85)
1 1
Melo(2018) ——e——  080(0:50,093) ——  088(077,094)
Li(2016) —e—  087(0.77,0.93) —e—  0.89(0.81,0.95)
| |
Xu(2016) — 0.61(0.51,0.71) —e—  089(077,096)
Chen(2015) —e—  083(0.71,0.92) |—e- 0.96(0.88,0.99)
| |
Farzaneh(2014) ————  086(065,097) ———— 1.00(0:66,1.00)
Ortiz-Munoz(2014) ——e—  084(060,097) —e—  0.88(0.79,0.94)
\ |
Chan(2013) —e— 091(078,097) ——  087(075,095)
Bandiera(2011) |—e- 094(0.87,098) —r 0.82(0.73, 0.89)
1 1
Molina(2011) —é—  086(076,092) — 0.78 (0.65, 0.88)
Overall Q 0.86 (0.82, 0.89) Q 0.87 (0.83, 0.90)
. 1 r . 1
1 0 1
Sensitivity Specificity

O 3.15 ROMA ZITH™StY & J2(TE &ty
CA125, Cancer antigen 125; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy algorithm
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2.2.1.3. Mo|27|2W7} ME ST 25 FTrHEHY

A ghAto]] tiet Aede H gk 321H 5 410w 7|& 7ol Z3He 292 201085E 20138714
Z3H 8H(Chen et al., 2013; Kondalsany-Chennakesavan et al., 2013; Moszynski et al., 2013;
Novotny et al., 2012; Bandiera et al., 2011; Monila et al., Montagnana et al., 2011 Abdel-Azeez
et al., 2010; Anastasi et al., 2010)°]31t}.

HE4 Ark= All=7 |87l 23HE & =3 0.77 (95% CI1 0.70~0.85), E3tE0] =
0.96 (95% CI 0.92~0.99) %1, A19|57|&%H7} o] ¢ E3H £9 2492 BT 0.74 (95% CI
0.69~0.78), BE°IE 0.94 (95% C1 0.92~0.97)¥tt. HIErS| A A3}, Alol5 7|47 43 HE4
A A EL} BHEEC e Rt Zol7t fIATHp=0.63).

(o
oo
)
>
>

i

CA125 AAF= A19)87]&E 7o) i

ke 54

= e AL A

0.78 (95% CI 0.70~0.86)°11 1, 4197 7]& 7} o] & ZHH

076"’085), %‘%J"EO E O 73 (95% CI O 68~O 78)O]
CA125 At BRIz =s}

O H™—T

ESLE, O]

= foft 2jo]7} ¢}

ROMA+= 419|777l 23t E3 8HoA BT =
0.84 (95% CI1 0.75~0.93)°|} 1L, A19]7 7% 7} o] 3% B3 24H-2 53T 0.83 (95% CI
1t

0.79~0.88), E3F=0]x 0.87 (95% CI 0.83~0.91)°

8HOA BFRIZE 0.83 (95% CI 0.76~0.90), TEC| =

£ 2492 BTIE 0.80 (95% CI
it HlEts] AEA A}, 498 7|&E 7 AT
A THp=0.48).

= 0.85 (95% C1 0.78~0.91), EJFE0|

HEerSHEA 23} A9 g7 |E&H7 A%

ROMAS] 53 Eel 53tkEo o8t Z}ol 7} R ATHP=0.71).
H 3.920144 Ao 27|=H7 M TITHHeM X10]
T8 EMAT 28 £ SeIz: ESIEQ|E LRTChi2(p)
20144 0|5 24 0.74(0.69-0.78) 0.94(0.92-0.97)
HE4 0.91(0.63)
2010~2013 8 0.77(0.70-0.85) 0.96(0.92-0.99)
20144 0|5 24 0.80(0.76-0.85) 0.73(0.68-0.78)
CA125 1.48(0.48)
2010~2013 8 0.83(0.76-0.90) 0.78(0.70-0.86)
20144 0|5 18 0.83(0.79-0.88) 0.87(0.83-0.91)
ROMA 0.69(0.71)
2010~2013 6 0.85(0.78-0.91) 0.84(0.75-0.93)

el FO05% A1=7D

CA125, Cancer antigen 125: HE4, Human epididymis protein 4; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy

algorithm
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2.2.2. X|2Zat Y Xy S0l
NEAT D A BLE BUG EAL THO R ek A i Hol7} o slis A9 HE4 HA)

AR H) I SFEE = FAsIIaH T AP HE4 HSHAH)E CA125 HARR} v wst
Act.

A A = A o] Agto] 9lo] WiZE= HE4 AAF0.70~0.88, CA125 AAF0.35~0.78% 20| A]
HE4 AARS] 91771 CA125 @A}EE} =okt} Eo]xX HE4 0.92~1.00, CA125 0.59~0.87% 3H
% HE4 HAS] Eo|=7) CA125 HARRT &34t

H 3.10 AL T ZIEH St

=2 —1L — O
X1 XX} CHA K o1 A|Zt* 1 Eo|E
(Ax) () = HE4 CA125 HE4 CA125
(82%% 69 25?215827 5 0.704 0.778 0.933 0.867
o) 03 10 0.876 0.753 0.924 0878
(Eg) 1tt2i> 68 25?275035 0.735 0.353 1.000 0.588

* 9. HE4 AAF- pmol/L, CA125 ZAF- U/ml
CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4

THEE T PRSIt a Y & AP HEA9H CA125 RISk O YAHAE H3(Wang et al., 2019;
Anastasi et al., 2010), @ A& & F4 32 7|7 Wang et al., 2019; Akhtar et al., 2018; Chen et
al., 2018; Hamed et al., 2013; Anastasi et al., 2010)22 FE5I T}, HE42F CA125 A= AR =
A JARE Bk =010, Y3 2|7 & A HATA AAastt). dAay Aol H k= At 2w
A R AP o] A0] YER AL 11 o] AR E HE47} JARKET =2 $27H] S716k3ie
CA125904 &= Ad-z10] 2atofl Al HE49F -2 /= B RO HE4 Hrt oF 3~87114d =A| S7H6Hial
(Akhtar et al., 2018; Chen et al., 2018; Anastasi et al., 2010), Akhtar 5(2018)°f|4]+= At E2;
1978 5 47801A S7ToIA] oL /SIS RAISHAH:. AARE A =77t 9 AUeRlS H gt w9l 89k
(E3.11>3 2t
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MAXX}  CHXE 5 FHaE =97}
(Hx) (%) 712t T
ol
eogi 212 HE s & SO 2tAS
Wang 3302 —_TE;J_HE:l CA125, ROMAVH RISt 900, 2 & QOIS 228t
(2019) / osoy " AIE® RAAY I .
o0a - MHO| GIS(3R): HEA, CA125, ROMAYI MAHIS RXIe
200! ~ XHLL-HO| QIS(3F): HE4, CA125, ROMATZ} Ata 3t
= X|2 3 R IR
- 19B0{IM XHY-Z10| L
Akhtar 65 187H - 198 B5F ALHOZ ML A0| LIENE I = O[O HE47t &5
(2018) = - 109Y: HEAQ} CA1257} S0l AS(RH ia 2 670 )
5% HEA A5 (I A1), CA125 S| QX
- 4% HE4Qt CA125 25 AB3OLE HE47H B 3.257HE IR A5
= X|2 5 R IR
— AMIA) LHAOF BIX} 1039 & 523H0| Afjt
- HE47t CA1255C} O 67H9-J U AAZIE L 45(p=0.0023)
(H9: B+ HEHAD
HOUXZ Z | gy Ao CA1ZS p
(AAZE >270pmol/L) | (AZE >351U/ml)
Chen 103 367K 1742 44.23+6.34 24.35+4.23 0.0074
(2018) 3He 54.34+2.64 31.69+7.08 0.0093
67hY 71.83+5.23 32.84+4.93 0.0023
1274 73.57+8.83 35.92+8.23 {0.001
1871 85.63+9.89 51.49+9.10 {0.001
2474 110.79+10.23 68.83+3.56 {0.001
36712 132.82+7.45 84.19+3.58 (0.001
m URIX| = T2
- YURlE = Hall(278)
 HE4Qt CA125 25 |2 5 Q0051 BARIZ ZEA(p(0. 001)
(e SYERD))
oy 30 - A2 A e
HE4 | 237.2(34.3-4,090) | 91.9(45.4-180) <o.001
CA125 | 2955 (4.2-1,781) 11.6 (4-71.5) {0.001
- SUR|E = ol CHE(3Y)
" HE4(2Z)2t CA125(18)7t X2 T LASIUCLE UAZECH =2 HEl
= YRR NE
- 22 5 HE4 U CA1257t A9 WOtEl
Anastasi o "Xl & iﬁ‘qx} 1 N
(2010) 8 16~20712 - JHLUS(GY): HEAZF YA 01422 5
- CA125 2Lt 5~87H Y BIX| A%

-HAY Y I ofe) AUE/5F) SAI0 EY
- HLUSS(3Y): HEARF CA1257 HHHLIE RX|

CA125, Cancer antigen 125; HE4, Human epididymis protein 4; ROMA, Risk of ovarian malignancy
algorithm
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1. Wokzn e

HE4 AR ST S397F Qs dAaet o SRS dP o2 haehe AIdshr| A3 SUEAA AA]
t} 20144 A19]57|&% 7} GA] UACt Atk 24 0 7 CA125 AAIR} BokA] A2 A] obA Tl gilio]
itk B7FE It 2016WEE AEEoj(EolHTE 80%) & SAE & At} Z=7]71 54 o|A)
Attt ol s Qw2 r]&e] WA Y W anbde E]lskal aa2]Ql B A AME= fI%t
TAE AFotiAt AAS EA1EE 8ot =7 |EMB7HE ot

SLRL i 5]/} Qe ek O BRIl HEA AR gk igto] glo] P02 obts)
T BT olck. ] XJOHH HE4 AK= CA125 7] B2 AKadd-on)2A CA1257}
0 Aot o4 BAE O R PHBYR] P54 AISHILA ARSI o] T HE4SHCAL2S
S BBk T A FTeIZ ROMAS o1 83lsict. 12)3 ek Aek olF HE4 5715

BYE 5 AR e EsAU et A 7572 RIS ofof &¢dsjol A= HE4 AAR
dgto 2 ROMAE FAAAE Zobolal WA et gt feo] Aa4das 2 A ol avs
CA125 AR Bl astRlet. T, & B7F =20 e} HE4 AR ROMA ZF 2] 223} ¥l al= 3710 A]
A AR

HEERL 5 46HOIIT ATTAAHS AR, 28t 58 B ZHlET T 247] Soo]
BRI LA o4 34} 13,00370191, A1 efaka] Ate] wrel OB 24t 3,989(30.5%),
WHEY B 9,1047(69.5%)°19Ict. MR 468 W HEA AAHE SS9, HE 47%}3*3* o

EIA(%®= ELISA) 11, CMIA 14, ECLIA 20%0]
AAPTHES Aok ottt BlEE 9 B7HET SRR OAE 50.0%238)7HHEE Y w22
=2 g7kl 484 Tﬂioﬂﬁi 15.2%(7%)7} =& °13lTt. XH}‘AH HIEH -2 28.3%(13H)7F
== 0|, A8 7 FRoll A 41.3%(18H)7F == ol ink. I ESZHALS] HIEH I 2 H8

S8 FEoA = BF g olqlal, AFXIT} A9 HIEH T2 97.8%(45H)7T R O & 6t

9%
R
Ni

, A2 G 3 A 2ele Haldh 19 W"

2
)
O

iE

1.1 oy
HE4 AAF /42 AR B oSS BRIStaLA} 313l ot o5 Hargt w32 /It
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ZH213),

~Hm
i
1
e
o,
=
52
rlo
N,
é
rlok
i
W
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&
H,
oM,
9
rlot

HE4 AAR= A 81328, 9,838%)0llA BT 0.75 (95% 4127+ HConfidence interval,
CI) 0.71~0.78), EE0] == 0.95(95% CI 0.92~0.97), A& = (Area under the curve,
AUC) 0.90 (95% C1 0.87~0.92)°1{t}. #H74 A $2K21H, 5,0147)0l A SETIAE 0.69 (95% CI
0.63~0.75), 50| == 0.95 (95% CI 0.92~0.97), BIFAUC 0.89 (95% CI 0.86~0.91)¥ct. H73
K194, 3,079%)0l4 SFIHEE 0.78 (95% CI 0.72~0.83), TFECIE 0.96 (95% CI
0.92~0.98), BIAUC 0.92 (95% CI 0.90~0.94)%ct. HE4 . A= 24| B2}, 173 4 k1, #H17 2o
Al 5 CA125 AAPET BRI TS 21, B850 kx w90, 20144 419 87]& 87t A5
T2 HE4 AR BFUAEet SEo|EE= BAXH SR 93t 2ol 7} gl

ROMAE= A ExH24H, 7,6457)0ll A S 0.84 (95% CI 0.80~0.87), 5E0]|= 0.86 (95%
CI 0.82~0.90), SFAUC 0.91 (95% CI1 0.88~0.93)°]31ct. w7 A 219, 4,72478)°A S
0.77 (95% CI 0.70~0.83), EIFE0] %= 0.90 (95% CI 0.86~0.93), EFAUC 0.91 (95% CI 0.88~0.93)°]
et w7 SRH18H, 2,840%)1A SFUAE 0.89 (95% CI 0.84~0.92), EFHE0]= 0.90 (95% CI
0.86~0.92), FFAUC 0.95 (95% CI 0.93~0.97)%t}. ROMAE= A4 24+ 4 173 SEAjof| A SR,
BEEOC|E I CA125 HAE £94t 17 A Extol A= ROMA S3IA%=7F CA125 AARE D
woront, B3Eo = CA125 AARELH =3It 20149 A19]57|% 87} A %o 2 ROMAS] E3H1
Aol BRtEo| = BAX R {3t Alo| 7} gigict.

A 52743 9 A ER1S Hugh £ 7HO 2 AR A = Ho|7t QA== -9 HE4 AL
AR SFHEE E= FUTIRTRH T AP} HE4 HSH5H)E CA125 AR} H| s}

49k Ak = o] Agtof] 9lo] HE4Q] HIZHEE 0.704~0.876, E0]%=0.924~1.000° & F17 =9}
Eo]x B%E CA125 AAKYIZAE 0.353~0.778, E°]%= 0.588~0.867) B} =)},

SHEE F=JUelstaH & QARRY T HE4Q CA125 WSS v w et A3 (D HE49F CA125 2%
W2 FFEE T AR AR, @ A8 T SR 7|7 53 Afd-Ao] ERjo| A HE4%}
CA1257} ko] AZ0] Yeh7] A E= Aol S716kaL AR =2 55 B9 o HE47L
CA125 Hr} of 3~8711¢ WA S715k= T2 HA-



AUZF R o 4 [JUASAAN} TAH o] dHS-S B st B ¢l A 2jof| A o]FojA] =
AAE BHAF 74 o] Qo= QIA o 21 - A QA YISHE 7IokA] grom g AL =afo] w2 QP dofl=
FA7F glckar wersieict. Q17 R g ohel 4 [JUH I AANE CA125 FARET BiIfes Wot =83
4 U= 45011, Bo|ki= 120t CA125 AL At Foto] daeks 2ldsk= Zlo] a5t ol
S AAPEEEEE F71 Qs At oA SRSt & WAt ZIgte]] Qlof QFdstar, CA125 AR}
HHA 0 & AMgoH= AR A AxtAoletal drtstoict

718 0.2 g - Aol W) A] B3 HEA $407F CA125 Bk gl 37Hoke g Holnz
5 A QAN B AR 5 A B 8 A Bl Sfo) E8o] Hrke oA A,
20234 57 A2/ 14A1871919181(2023.5.12)0 1 A:91908] A Zsjo] 2A3)
7IAR) BRI AUZA 10801 A QR 5318 Eh4 PILTAZIARo] ehs) cheat o] Alelstch
o271 9101 QA bt Ebgel 2 9 11 9] BAHE 5 SUH O NG
o, S PO B FA} Gl Bk o TS th0E Bt AR A] CAL25 FAL)
BYFAEA Q7 P3S4 [FUALPA O] A8 TN O HISAKATE T A1),
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3.1 =2| HO|E{H|0]A

3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE(R) 1946 to SiXi7}X]|

(HF AN 2022. 09. 07.)
= F= L S HAo] HMZIH)
- 1 Ovarian Neoplasms/ or Carcinoma, Ovarian Epithelial/ 88,730
Patient - 2 (ovar* and (tumo?r or carcinoma* or neoplasm*)).mp. 139,272
- 3 OR/1-2 139,272
- 4 human epididymis protein 4.mp. 495
- 5 HE4.mp. 1004
- 6 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2.mp. 546
Index test - 7 WAP Four-Disulfide Core Domain Protein 2/ 542
- 8 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm.mp. 146
- 9 ROMA.mp. 2909
- 10 OR/4-9 3817
P&l 1 3AND 10 706
MEDLINE 706

54



3.1.2 Ovid-Embase (1974 to 2022 August 3)

(3% A4Y: 2022. 09. 07.)

g AMHE o o] HMZT)

_ ' ovary cancer/ or ovary tumor/ or ovary carcinoma/ or 153465

Ovarian Neoplasms/ ’

Patient - 2 (ovar* and (tumo?r or carcinoma* or neoplasm®)).mp. 178,120
- 3 OR/1-2 210,939

- 4 human epididymis protein 4.mp. 1,078

- 5 HE4.mp. 1,729

- 6 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2.mp. 408

Index test B v ggmzir;] S;r)!)iileclizn;}s protein 4/ or WAP four—disulfide core 1.190
- 8 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm.mp. 285

- 9 ROMA.mp. 3,309

- 10  OR/4-9 5,016

P& 11 3AND10 1,486

MEDLINE 1,486
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3.1.3 CENTRAL

(AAY: 2022. 08. 09.)

1= dader Aao] BMZADKH)
- 1 human epididymis protein 4 38
- 2 HE4 62
Index test
- 3 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2 7
- 4 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm 26
CENTRAL 133
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3.2 =L GIOJE|H[O]A

(AAY: 2022. 08. 09.)

1= [JES AH #rof dMEs H|Z
1 human epididymis protein 4 11
2 HE4 0
3 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2 0 AMmC o
KorealMed 4 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm HHE 018
5 OR/1-4 16
E| 16
1 QI7h 2113t o 2
2 human epididymis protein 4 12
i i 3 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2 0
&iiﬁg—i—fﬂolﬁﬂﬂoli 4 WFDC2 0 SUHLE=E
5 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm 9
6 OR/1-5
Y| 17
1 QI+ R et Ciul 0
2 human epididymis protein 4 15
o 3 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2 0 )
9 ¢ e A
5 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm 13
6 OR/1-5 25
24 25
1 QI7h 2113t o 0
2 human epididymis protein 4 29
i i 3 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2 0
el 4 WFDC2 I
5 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm 14
6 OR/1-5 38
E| 38
1 QI7t et T 0
2 human epididymis protein 4 16
el el A bS] e K] 3 WAP four disulfide core domain protein 2
(SienceON) 4 WFDC2 ZU=E
5 Risk of Ovarian Malignancy Algorithm 9
24 25
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