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WE BRERELRRAARE LASENEZ —, R RM AR EENE KKRF. B ol BRI am g2
MERfFEERE, EXEREFERE. L TEX, ARE —AREERAF AR ERRATHEMRETL
Bl LW IR AT S 4. AR LI, RB TP EAME. DNA. RNA. E & K. R#S. SRS &4 5
mARMERRENEIHON. FUEITE. XN, WEARAGHAMEETERFHERL AR, MEEH Y
Wik 7fl & % #t L7, 4UriFind, Bladder Epicheck%. th4h, A T&EGEH AW EH A TRE AR FLE, TEHE
BT ORI B R, T H AR AE IR TR AR SR R R IR S WA AR A R SR R W R A B A R

TFMARATER, FRLET RKWARER, UAAGRELAMFRERESE

KA

JB: bt JeE (bladder cancer, BC)A& IR &Gt i WHI
IR 2 —, 20205 4E A BRVE Bl N 206 573 R B8R
BFI21 7 A BIBETR I, B 20224 B8 I I8 4 s
ZN6.58/1077, T RN BRI N FR A ) =R 9%
T B B 2 KT 00% bL I PR b R,
KT, BERATNLRE LT 5 1.8%, BRIELIH1.9%". 4
I R R IR R L, I8 e 23 D9 AR WILZ IR S 1D e
(non-muscle-invasive bladder cancer, NMIBC)575%
~85%, WLJZ IR ) 14: 5 e J8 (muscle-invasive bladder can-
cer, MIBC) 15%~25%"". NMIBC/R & A2 fE J 2k i,
EIHFT70%H B FHARESHIMEE R, mHA15%

B MR, RRAR S, DNAF 4L, gL T, AT&E&

(142 S AR AN IR 0 2 b Bt ) R, JEER
MHFERE ALY, X HERE BCAIRIT B
A e WA fibgg 2 €,

% IV FAD 2 W7 R 52 A M 6 o v A2 5 PO 5 v A A
FEER AT, (HiZA A T A QG AMELA R
ORI, B2 TR EUR B AR PN )
R, FEURFRMPER . BAE N R IR A A7 2%
B, R A SRR A AT HEN R, R R 12 Wk
PR R R AR AR, H B DR e I R R FH P PRSI 7
FA: RIS IS G R A7 4458 (fluorescence
in situ hybridization, FISH). JRIKIZ%FE 7 2 [122(nucle-
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ar matrix protein 22, NMP22). Bt s (bladder
tumor antigen, BTA). DNAR VS, [Alf thA7 2 Fh 7
EAE KRBT T . A ST N T e 48 i 2% U7 T A
DNA. RNA. EAR. R, S (exosomes) 55
RS SV HEATIRVE, B ERTERE Db JRIZ Wi B
A P IE Tt e AR PG O, A 5% e s I Gk v
W AR k.

1 BRI RIS W B AR BB SRk

F B IB5 it feet PRIBZ W R b A ) AN B AR AL 45 PR 4
fE2%. DNA. RNA. HEAR. B, Shb A&
1), PR =4S 030 o 52 A B D 0% PRI P fd v 4
e, FIMTA TTREANML, 255 M i R IT R TS 62 W
TR ZHEARBRARE R, HEARBURTE RS

40%~55%, JCIHAEARZ R Bt UK 2, W
15%~25%""", Bl N L8 R AR AE I SEF % 40 it 2
HBUR A KRR T, S R 2 e B AR —Fh
I T EARIC IR A 5 EDNAF A HEAT 4458, I
PG BB A 5 oK 5 7 et fhk 145 52 DNAJF 47
R AR, A P 5 5T 4458 AR BB T PR 7%
S P R P G AR AT AR, FH 02 W S b 1 AR
TR AR 2, R ) JB P e P B e A7
RN ARk, ok iR kR B Y A
DNA. RNA. HEHEM SRS I K AN T 5
BEsE I TC B2 A R, TR AR ED
NMP22HIBTAFIE: T~ 21l () 45 i ¥ Uro Vysion, FISH
45 CSRASFDAIHEAE", E 2 W 157 FH A0 5 1 R e i AL
IR TR L2 HRRBIS AR, W TDNAK
FHAL K UriFindfBladder EpiCheckZs B I H B I K&

DDDIN

DNABBELY,, Z8Z5, CNV

- UriFind
- Bladder EpiCheck

-utLIFE-UC ...

NN\

RNA

mRNA
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IncRNA
HOTAIR, HYMA1, MALAT1

- UroSEEK
- UCAPP-Seq
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- UCseek

EBR
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T
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Figure 1 Urine assays for detection of bladder cancer
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PRYERE, TR B I NI AR R Y. 260, A
RERLE E H I ARBIF T rh 28 30 BL AT 6 PRBAE 0 540 B
HAE e e B2 W, VYT AT 5 T R e N .

2 REAMEY S N TR

PRV P 2 A DA 12 W 5 e Hh B AR R AN AN
RS, (RO R 2 0l B e e TR BBUBR MR LA, 32 45 Bk
gest g g T Ak, A LR RE RO B
{545 JR V4 . 2 e 0 ) 280 3 AU AS B T R R R
F+. AutoParis-X(AP-X) R 4t & 1 35 Bl R 5 W7 22 Bt
Levy #3228 N"IF R i — AT N T8 B I0VR B 2%
SRS, %A #E T UroNet, UroSeg, AtyNetZs offn]
B RORA PR F R, oF SR bR g A L3
R DU G S R AR SR A 25 A I RN A i AR AR OGS RS,
I VR A ROV AL A 5 21 J7 R AN L AR
(atypia burden score, ABS), ZiF5 55 iS4
M. AN Z W S5 Bl T B, AutoParis-X 2L7EI#T 1300
Bl LSt A A AT 7 ORI Bl B E,  $ i 1R
VI S o N ) B, K AE AR BB gk — 2P
TEA.

VisioCytit i 4= 3% Fr - AN TR Re S5k R
SRS I PR BRE AR T b o (R I e I T 4 P, T S A v
AU A I U ATREYE . 20 I VISIOCY T
WIS YN 31944 52 13 (1700155 e e 163 S 149451k s
POt e R ), A FH PR 4 i 2 Ao M VP A VisioCy ti2 Wi P e,
R I VisioCy o il 155 I fa 10 et A4 Uk 1 32 25 =) T A e
I B 246 (80.9%:45.9%, P<0.0001), A6 A2 751 Al g
2 I e e 1) RO 0 Y 3 92 151 (90 1) R66.7%:26.1%,
P<0.00012293.7%:62.8%, P<0.0001).

1 5 35 0 IR 7 R A 27 R Ukimura 2502 B 1T
KT —F 4 BRI RN TR RSR, %
FRAIN38244 FE (15365 K 4 4L R AR M - 3% it AT T
SN, AREIN, %R G E PO R % bR )
AUC-ROCHH £; i # (area under the receiver operating
characteristic curve, AUROC)>~0.78, 4DOM(H T3~
SEMEREEE)=0.55/F, 1% RGN BUBPE. R SRR
PEGr B N63%(52/82) T4%(126/171) f83%(74/89), F
RO R B PR T 3 2 K ) A i 2= e W A R (0
HN63%:46%, T4%:68%), [HHFFMEHEAK(83%:89%).
% 5G4 BT — 5K PRV R 2 B RN TR A 75 13980,

S5 2 R A 2 W ) — B N 86%, A EE 4 B
R GEAT IRA ML 212, 5 2 WU PR 1 [ B oK
KBRS ) TAE &

TERT B EEAL b, A K2 Pl 40 & 2 B
PR R R B 45 7 SRl ARURT Fe R R
FEEhRUEARTTSE, PAFERED, K47 A K ATHE
PEIGIESE, R T — i % O R BB BT 5T (N3
>5000 A, A i RE 1 BA 511400 N)iEAT R AN AL 22 ATS
Wr 2 S8 A A S 3R E, AR Y A iy 44 PUCAS (preci-
sion urine cytology Al solution). PUCAS R 4K T 4
B BRI o SR RO AE ZE AT M 3, I HEZE B 7ERE
L b 5 SR T AP e A S ) R Y 4 L 22 R, ARSI
PR b2 /N 2 AL SR IOR i 2, &SR T AL
W7 22 G A ABURE K e . ERRALEGAE S, PUCASYE
Z vty [l Ji P A 51 A B 50.922(95%C:
0.811~0.978)F]1.000(95%CI: 0.782~1.000), 7E FiHE M
BAF ) SR 250.896(95%CT: 0.837~0.939). 7E I R
g% 5 Aok e A TR ) S R R B Al Y, PUCAS PR BURK
PETT A $0.840, 17 TFISHIN0.575. fEIRIK £ 75N
FH, PUCASHT LA BB FH T2 4F 3 DA R I JR B %
R, B R MR, PUCASH] LAE96.4% [ 1
M AE (negative predictive value, NPV){4& T k>
57.5%M N AT, 2 R AR ) A4

3 JRIEDNAbRSHIRL WA

Bt AR P B AR (next-generation sequencing
technology, NGS)iR A BT 6% It Je i 35 DR LR AE, RS b
o R A RIUR e R IR 22 P S i o g B, B FEDNA
HAL(DNA methylation). ZRAZFIHE DUEAR 57 (copy
number variation, CNV)%§. X LR EY) A IE SL7E %
IOt g R ) B v i B Bl 38 AR AE, AT TR
2l 2R BRSO, FiREg T E AR
N PRI 7T 2 th R DNAFR SRS W BOR (6 1).

3.1 JRIEDNARA bR B ML WHA

Uit AL il 105 5% S fF 5L [F] (telomerase reverse transcrip-
tase, TERT)JA 3T X [IC228 THIC250T 825 11 Jb it Jee
sk A UroMuTERT 2V [E Florence 235 41 b\
TER T A A U SRR TER TR Bl 1 R AZ B
A, AEIR BT REAETE H A% P UroMuTERTAG 3 143 451 R
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£ 1 JRBDNAFREYIHEN
Table 1 Landscape of urine DNA biomarkers
PRI T A FREA BMEA  RHS R BEHE PEAEY WA KE S 3CHR
SRR S Bl
(TERT) A 31X 1) e VBBUREE ERJEBE  Se=87.1%, Sp.=94.7% .o e
UroMuTERT C228TAHIC250T NGS L A 14445 %F B PPV=87.6%, NPV=94.4% LGSR U (21]
UroMuTERT ﬁgﬁ%gigi NGS FATIE 30%%%%%?%@101 Se.=46.67%, Sp.=100% 95 B} HEAF 7T [23]
BRI\ F: 175451155
ok i K395 HE S Se.=83%, Sp.=93%
SRS IR 1875 B — .
TERTR 3 SRISH  SREARISHIRST  Se-68% Spso  HEBIIGEL (24
FGFR3, TP53, R
CDKN2A, ERBB2,  SANGER/ U
UroSEEK  11r4s, KRAS, PIK3CA,  NGS %Ffﬁ%ﬁ’gﬁfi %6 Se=75%
MET, VHL, MLLEE?S * e
AR AT FLHARE M BAF1): 34851 BE: —oro oco
g, AR E ST A
oy MRS T REEAR BIMEERAIIBE  [25]
 WSMUBAT: 496BIB RS Se.=74%, Se.=72%,
e NPV=53%
S4B 1% Fh i 5 2 A1 34451 a0 om0
A, BRI E Se.~83%, Sp=97% A 5y
SR 370 R E K AUC=0.98, Se=91%, IR el
PRV DNA 27BIAR T R B Sp.=94%
uCAPP-Seq e NGS
(DNA)FE 42015 R A 2 2
FBIRE  (16BIE AR BIEM, 26 Se.=81%, Sp.=81%, .
e T TR 2
R EH)
RO 12661 L R H|Z3 210,
J g B F6ABIERR Se.=82.5%, Sp.=96.9%,
e Ac.=89.0% S
ILyETHE
S AUC-091, Se=804% Sp. it 3]
HAEBAI: S6BIB A =04.9%, KTl AIHE Wt
BEFI39H1 L ARSI 1K1Se.=71.4%, KR 51
I B Se.=60.0%, Al = 253 b
UroCAD DNA?EIZ'\%E’* LC-WGS A 1Se.~86.7%
V37BRES | UroCADHM: & & DFSIL T
(AR SrOCADMITERE(P-0091);
s ARSI, s SRS BERA
T TR Ve IR D138 qﬂ,UroCADmr'ﬂzéHﬁngm- CIE T [34]
VIR A B 512663 F<001)
JfASe.=90.0%, Sp.=83.1%,
Ac.=86.7%
B2, 2515 e 8, 225 R TaJU IR IR : Se. SR
o TOREREE ) ) R AR R A 12451 =64.5% et
uMeMa  OTXISOXI-OT DNA RATHRIR i fi X BB Se—s1ov NP [37]
AL i I A S5 B B
Se.=93.3%, Sp.=87.5%
2R 3%@%2@?%%1%?; Se.=89.5%, Sp.=81.4% B ASIRT AT
N AUC=0.898, Se.=87.1%, Sp.
BABIL: 11615 ke B _
o e b =82.9%, PPV=88.6%, [ulJif4 EA 514 5
UriFind ONECUE%JJ[;” DNA - prpcr sl OBHPRILE G NPV=80.8% [38]
BAF2: 591 FBE e £ # AUC=0.921, Se. =88.1%, Sp. [ T DB 5

3941 15 e =89.7%, PPV=92.9%,
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(F14:1)
PRI FA FrEY KA NS BENE g W Fe R S 3R
R NPV=83.3%
2 A 4 AUC=0.935, Se.=91.2%,
K1A4%J1;j i‘%ﬁf?ﬂgg Sp.=85.7%, PPV=60.8%, & ASIHE T
" s NPV=97.6%
b e B AUC=0.78,
Se.=87.8%, Sp.=82.9%
PPV=88.6%, NPV=81.8%
& ENMIBCHE:  FIBHRERASITIL
BA1: 116451 155k i 25 AUC=(S);E’9§’°9';46'2%’
e - i [ e EE . 770
HRT6HIABERAE EH  py_s 4.5%. NPV=91.7%
E fENMIBC+MIBC %
AUC=0.78, Se.=83.1%, Sp.
ONECUT2, VIM, =82.4%, PPV=80.4%,
SHIDNAF3EALER  OSTMI, SLC4A10, e g NPV=84.8%
B 4C092805.1 DNA  RI-PCR - JERLEEIR AR % AUC=0.821,
S Se.=91.1%, Sp.=87.2%,
PPV=81.1%, NPV=87.2%
& fENMIBCE % UBHERASIB
FAF2: SO 1% e dei AUC=0.821, Se.=42.9%,
B A3 E Sp.=93.8%, PPV=54.5%,
[ I e £ NPV=90.5%
& fENMIBC+MIBC &3
AUC=0.821, Se.=90.5%,
Sp.=86.8%, PPV=84.4%,
NPV=92.0%
AUC=0.82, Se.=68.2%, "
SORWEI 353fIINMIBCHE# Sp.=88.0%, PPV=44.8%, z E;;ﬁﬁfﬁ [39]
Bladder Epicheck ~ I5FfDNAHJ:{t,  RT-PCR NPV=95.1%
ey % L i
SR 357fINMIBC /% NPV=94.4%, Sp.=88% é;gm%? [40]
FAM 19 A4, GHSR,
7 ’ — Se.=81%, Sp.=93%
- I e e B
OFDNAFIEY,  MAL miR-129, sepeippy, \OSUIBMEEZAMIO0 o chopmaL: IR
o miR-935, PHACTR 3, RT-PCR N A5 AN 4 55 U i — —e00 : [42]
BEPAL pRpM 14, sSTRIZIC S KA AUCT0.89, Se.=50%, RE
1 DNAFIAL, Sp.=93%
RILBAF: 901 bR i I
B 5 A 770 AR IR -
B
DNA F (LA RS, BAIEBAF: 10941 Z L FTHE T A
UCseck CONVASE NOSUMRUN s morBl SRR Se=92.7%, S [
A Bz, Hop $p.=90.7%, Ac.=91.7%
ARG REE FREE IBAF: Ac=90.91%
& B BA B
B P BA B 2811451 _ _ o
B fnzoap  AUCTOO4% e aa 3,
F S EH X8 p-=>e. 137
UTUCRKA%I: 11lUTUC . Cemano
AL B e SS=9091%, Sp.=90.91% I
utLIFE-UC DNARAFCNV NGS —— M [44]
UILRIE: SPIRERTISE (oo oo, S
ey EERRECR)EEASE] ST T TR
”‘Fﬁ@@% IR °
T

IESE: 15HIAR S B

Se.=100%, Sp.=80%,
NPV=100%

a) Se.: UEM:, Sp.: KrFME, Ac.: HERTE

1443



RS JB5 e PRVBS Wb S540 B 2 W BOR ORI 5 2 Y ik P

% bR e 2 N 1444505 G PRI TER TS 81 C228 T
FC250THAE, 4 H R B RAG I JR B b R g8
BUBME. RE e PHPETI{E (positive predictive va-
lue, PPV) A4 TII{E (negative predictive value,
NPV) 735l N87.1%, 94.7%, 87.6%A194.4%, & ildEAL
JEIREVE IR B8 I % J (non-muscle invasive bladder can-
cer, NMIUC)H U 2 2 A0 T4 2% (86.1%:23.5%).
b4k, Florence 2% HH BN 176 2 3L b 44 A U 58 (4N
5004544 B BH N PRIBUREAS T TF 2 1042 4F 1) Bl 1 ) ) S i
BRI N1314 2 535 (3011 155 bt je B 2 F101
£ 4d R R I S =R e R 9, 45 SR EOR, TERR
P B FOE S I RS 12 W7 R 104, UroMuTERT A £ TS 5E AR A
RIS AT RIEAEA R B TERT)A B T RA%, i
PEN100%, BB N46.67%, FiFPPVA100%, Fiit
NPV }99.95%. 1 I3 i A 14975 451 xof BRI 570 06 K & TC o
REAE BT 7S 104E (I BE VS, 45 RFW, f£
UroMuTERTH: Ml R ¥ th TER TS 51~ 9848 1 FH T JB2 e
T ) LA T2 . UroMuTERTAEAS I FR 4% 1 5 Ja 77 T g
TR G () R RN S e, L 451 T T 7 ) B
AR, H R = B e T .

3% [F Netto 2% 1 B\ 7 % BT UroSEEK H R, i
i SANGERVEREA AR 7l 1 14 R i - B S AH %
FR(BFEFGFR3, TP53, CDKN2A, ERBB2, HRAS,
KRAS, PIK3CA, MET, VHL, MLLFTERT)Z7Z A4
ek, 5 RN B S A 45 & TS T 52 W R %
bR U 7E — AT AT Y, fd ] Uro-
SEEKX} 5704 JB5 It Ji /= & JR 3 b AT R A ill, 25
7N LS Uro SEEK B A6 I 21 1 83 % 11 Ji% Fh g F8 3
¥ UroSEEK 5 JR ¥ 4H fi 2% Al 485 45 i Uk 14 52 7 31
95%, Rt N93%. ER IS MAFIGIN3224 BEAE 12
0T A 1B B e 1 BB 2, U A Uro SEEK I S5 4: y
68%, 5 IR AHZE A 5 BUBME N T1%, FemtEh
80%. TERTIETERNFH™) UroSEEKZ 34844 BEA: TG
% P g k2 A HH IR AL PR B R R R A P Uk
S S B I TR 23 1K 1196%,  88%F199%, {HAEYN
496 44 I3 Bt Jes 5 2 (1) 1 01 B 31 UroSEEK FRINP VAL
H53%, FIHUroSEEKA eI/ 5 & W il 1) 1% ik B2
2.

2 [ Diehn #4271 A "*1IF & FrluC APP-Seq & 5 T
AR RS W R U S R DN A (urinary  tumour
DNA, wtDNA) A, B TR0/ N 5% 5995 22 (mini-

1444

mal residual disease, MRD). — I 7745 FH %2 1 A
uCAPP-seq/RINi2 K1 T 91%(32/37) 18 & HENMIBC &
#, HIE92%K) B rh, JE-TutDNA R 5 T I PR G
MR (PR N2 7 )0 B T4 4T T 42400 5 BRI
B It KR OB AT R 7 uCAPP-Seq Wi fFE MDR (1)
TEM T N81%, FFutDNAZK & T RIME2.3% M B &
SCNutDNA MRDFHPER, wtDNA MRDBH 1 8545 5
25 AR 5 P59 5 57 £ A7 % (progression-free  survival,
PFS)(HR=7.4; P=0.02). ZH A AR N 1) F B
WA BT IG5 6 TCMIg iR e, i BT 5B
Jib R ik BA S AL e s, BT R KRR A £ I IR
W 5C it — D IHIE.

3.2 PR NEE RS WECR

CNVZIRIEAF AR IR 2, R e DNA R B
98 DA AP AE 22 S G O, A& — Fh B B st A% 22 I
R, WRERKHADNAF BB gk, 5
28] B P v R LB LB o ek, 8, 9,
11, 131171582 UroVysion & 18 FI FISHE AR
3, 7, 17HRI9p2 1 G o Rk 538 (1) R bR 54, o Ak et
H30%~86%, HEFEMEH63%~95% M4 WA 2%
SR R M 22, AR R, B TTVZ I 2 O BT

L K 2 P IR AL £ A R B (R PR OR Bk AR
BN e 22 UGB K FRRIE IR 3 BOR 45 & — AR
(1) 4 525 [A] 20 G ¢ 4R W3 A% 43 BT SR i (MALBAC-NGS
strategy) & 1 FRIGAH 1) G € A e AR G I ASE Y, 1224
RIE VI ZRER v A Akl B I e, U PE . etk #E
k. NPVAIPPV/51483.1%, 94.5%, 89.0%, 85.4%
F193.7%, AUC=0.917. £ 1204 [ Bt Jes £8 3 F160 44 %)
FRZH BRI B IE SR b, ARG U % Ml e () AU R R
S N89.2%190.0%, &I Tis/Tafl% it Je i) BUBHE I
83.3%, AIAE N TCANTE WoAn W s e 1 T AL

et (R AR 2 M (chromosomal instability, CIN)&

B R B G AR E SR — R R AE R IR R

B, P R Ge AR DUBUAR S B L €0 A 25 10 73 A R A
2yt SR, BUE AR, ki, i
SRR R B T 24 A D602, T T K SRV R
WA 5 i B 5 7 400 L 2% D B30 A5 4 I (Uro CAD)
& N AR 5 42 R K ZH 0 (low-coverage  whole-gen-
ome sequencing, LC-WGS)failll 1904 i 2 (1] bRV i 7%
4HMUDNAFE DUECAR S 67 A T A R (P2 T ABE 2R, m]
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[R] £H 2 THI 6T JR 108 M0t v 4 B i3k AT G B AR AN B 1 40 #,
TE XL 25 5642 5 bt e 16 35 13942 AR 3R i £ A B8 31E DA
HH, UroCAD s A BU ML AR 57 14 23 531 M 80.4% 11
94.9%, ALl J&) BR T Taftk 2% ) i I8 () SO SR 7 1.4 %,
RARYEREAL T R 40 B 2% S UroVysion.  7E 7Ll 3 5 77
T, A UroCADXT AR AT YA 13741 bR 1 - e i F 2
PRFEREAT AL N1 5, 45 5 587X UroCAD B 4
T E & EAF W (disease-free survival, DFS)fIL T Uro-
CADPHME B (P=0.091), {EATERIEFEHEIR EUIA
1) 825 BRI, UroCADH VI 2H ATUroCADBH 14 . 2H
FI3HEE R FRA B3 2 7(16.67%:56.36%, P<0.01).

3.3 JRIEDNAR AR SIS BrEAR

BT 8L S DNAJT 51 0% (1) JR DN A bR E W) TE
for il B It g 7 T LA S T B kR, (B A RESE
FRBEE IR T E AV EBLR. T+ RER KR
B ELE MR R A R R R EEER, HADNAH
Bl — P E BRI R MBE S, ¥ DNA R
fif(DNA methylation transferase, DNMT)¥ F JE LA %
T2 ZIDNAFF 51 ()5 - o 3 1 - T 2 - 1 M 3" — A A R AT
A M e SRR T P DNA LR S R R
FIE B IGAEDE,  HEwSE R A Y2EAT 8.
F R I DNA = B R A 2 22 o i I oRe o A2 B 7 8
U, FEYIE ST R R RS W A, A
BN EAFNL S FIDNAF AL E AR, JEHAES
AR AR AR IR R I R, FoR Lk
L5 () FA AL FE R AT AR ER S IR, H & — 8L
FEALRERE, 7RI R 7 B4 Al S A 3 1 7 K,
R, JRIEDNA FFEEACAR BP0 mT 8 F T I ieses 12 Wi
AT VAL

DNA F EAL A6 I 15 A utMeMA J2 1 1Lk 2 Pt Al
200 0 I I8 WK T 30/ L L A TV S 0 38 T R4 I )R
PERSI PR OTX1/SOX1-OT DNA FRIEAL A . W 5%
GIN T 2510 B e e s . 225451 B PR Hs Al 12451
R R, ZER SR b AR I . BB AR
SIS 1 086.7%, 90.0%F1183.1%. A6l Ta HIK.Z% J] fif
Jo AN IR AR 5 B R (1 R ) 1 R 64.5%,
81.0%4193.3%, AT JRANM = AFISHEE M. ek,
utMeMA 1] LA 25 W I 8 1451 JBs e s 1 2k, BBUBRME N
89.5%, Fr51981.4%.

UriFindsg —MMEFRESRAL L1, @i te

el

PCREHK M ONECUT2 M VIME: FIDNA H E: AL bR £
IR ALY % AR T-utMeMA WA T AR, 75 JB% i 1
FHNZ WO 2 R A R AF R EgE. (6 UriFind il
O8I SE AU e i B, 45 R S /R UriFind 46 I J5% e g 114
SR BUBRNE 88, 1%, A MG 2% 5ol s e 1 LRy
77.8%, 3 TS AIFISH(Y 922.2%), Kl Ta
1 R BB E N 83.3%, B3 T AN A 41 .2% A0
FISHI152.9%, I =ENLZ 5 M 5 9 80.0% 1) fiUsk
PR T 4H 22 51.5%MIFISHIY 59.4%; {E4HN174
il 1fn JR 5B 2 B SR o BT RE PR BA SR FE R, UriFind K6l
RN EE  TallIfBs Btde K 3R UE R 1 5% s 1)
FUBAE > HIE R T 91.2%, 83.3%, 89.7%, FHIER &
T MM EFFISHAL M. 7£UriFind 24 Al B b
OSTMI1, SLC4A10, AC092805.1H AL Fr E Wk 2 1K)
16 B8 5 43 J2 B TR B LL90. 5% F) i B8RS P F186. 8% I 1y
5 57 98 M5 S AL % e g BB 3 1AL HE T v FENMIBC
AMMIBCE . EIRHFFIEIR, UriFind R4S 5 e G
FORARGIN . TalIBs s A sk U, mris/b A
JRAM A 22 BRFISHAT MR 12 K93 5. UriFindJ2 Ak R Ek/
BRI A M HE R IT A IR A F I R HEAR, B
AT CL 3R A BRSNS WA Sy I, A2 E AR
LR % 1 B i BhiZ Wi I DNA RIS L R, EE 4
EEZAMERNA. ZEAR 03 EFDARB T 2%
PN E FIER B CEINIE, A RABEIERREM X N,
5 I 1) 4 R BRAR AL T B RTR HEE R 2 T BOR.
Bladder EpiChecke—FiERR B _F 1 5% s 12
Wri AR, “BiEd 7 @ B PCRAG I JRE K157 DNA
IR A R ok 2 W IBe e g ). 4 22 Witjes #04% [
BACTITIF B — 31 % b BT IS PRI R BT 98, 99 N353 4%
NMIBCHi#, 45 5% % 7~Bladder EpiCheckfE MUl
FrFPE. NPV, PPV 3 N68.2%, 88.0%, 95.1%Al
44.8%, ZiNFH LAFIFAE 26 N (area under curve,
AUC)#0.82, TEFEBRICZ M Ta K5, Bladder Epi-
CheckBU# 1 991.7%, NPV 599.3%, AUCAH0.94. J#
KFITE Andrea 2457 F BN TF & — BT 1 £ th ot i
NMIBCE & WM R 7T, G4N3STHINMIBCHE#, £
#5712 BiBladder EpiCheck 45 5 488%, BT
ME N 94.4%, Far I v 2l 1% It e 1 B A ol 41 A9
99.3%. _EiRWIFTH#E7R, Bladder EpiCheckfE Bt 2
R b B R 1 S PR TN, A BT A s
IS A, BRI E TIEST AR, {HBladder Epi-
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Check 1l PRI 72 32 BAEH 7E AP N b, FLPERE MR AE
HH ] TR I AR 90 AIE SE2.

BT 45745 1 EH K 2 SteenbergenZ#% 1 S\
KT HT 92 EPCREI IO JRIDNA F 3L br &
W44 (FAM 19 A4, GHSR, MAL, miR-129, miR-935,
PHACTR 3, PRDM 14, SSTAIZIC 1){JEA. #£— Tl
BETERTFLA,  AdATTXT 1O 15 g 2 25 F1100 44 4 5% Al
P I TC O B3 1R PRI A AT H 64k b, R ELIX
9/NDNA H AV AR TR 5 e i 3 R /K F B35
FXF IR (P<0.001), BURTENS1%, i N93%, H
HbR S 4LGHSR/MALZ W B B I AUC 089,
TR J980%, Tt 993% Y, 78 BRI L1114 AR
JWLJZ I3 5 e e 8 B U R i B IR, B 5l
PRAJE 5 gt — 25 BGE.

BT FIRIGIRIE RIS R, £ 0T DNA H E:AL s
DR — P P RSUBCRRE S 1 J7vk, T i R B ke AR
N PEIZ BRI TS F I R 75 2K

34  JRIEDNARREMR AL HEAR

T DB A F R AR E A BT s I
Tl PR A R bR KR — E R A A
F2 A BN AR I R X 90 451 FR B4 L Rz 9 H A7 7
i g B 2 1R IR VTS AR A R IFIDNAHEAT T H AL
REAEFHE DUECR SRR A A, AR5 A5 FH 26 T s B oy
TERIER T WA SRR R AL A U
AR AR B S AR A IR B
T AR U2 W I AR U Cseek, 151 AT DL
SRS ARG AR RIS b Rk T A R02 W
W, LEGN20601 B (10944 JR 1% b 5 e Hi s 97
A4 TR B (K A B b, AR (K R P L AU A
KRS BINO1.7%, 92.7%F190.7%, S5 bR % L
368 Je Ta/T 1 JR #% b 57 96 00 R A 12 23 301 S 91.8 % il
94.3%. ZIERLE0.3X~0.5X (BRI PR % N AUCTHH
5B E] 7 0.88. b, 1 FHUCseek BE WS HERG X 7r B E A
TE R MAEIZN90.91%). Rk, it BEA 3 D%
AR S K FRIEACRFAE, T] LB THE W7 i HERf 7.
UtLIFE-UCHE A & b 5t K5 5 — B2 Bt ] 2 & #09% 14
A4 L8 2 ST 7 VR R 2 O B S R I DN A RS Al
¥ DUHCE 510 PRI b R s 2 Wik, 2 ) X 20 I e
T B (=28 1) FIXH B (n=393) I AUC. HURME DL K HF
SR 0M0.942, 94.31%LL 1298.73%, X 73 LIRS I
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J I BB (n=11) 0 FRZH (n=11) IO SRR B2 S 1 24
H90.91%. b4k, HIRANAA AL, utLIFE-UCH AL
MMIBC & NMIBC ) &8Pk #8553 38 A (5 5 R
82.6%:69.6%, P<0.051294.7%:31.6%, P<0.01); #EMRD
Rl 5T, ARSI T 100% U E . 80% 4 7
PEFI100%HINPV. % 7T 4 7~ utLIFE-UCH] H /R #%
bR A2 ORI T I FE IIMRD VA

IR DNA bR E B ARIBE T TR I ) R
FTRERf I, e N G U 11 9% FH 2 v AN [ K
TE ARG PR S FH P38 e A AR SRR A AT T 1 =% 56

4 JRIERNAGREHFSWEAR

{EfHRNA(messenger RNA, mRNA )il id % 3% i
DNABLMR A B #51 BA% 5 BB S E O A R
— R PRI, HARIE R NT LR B e A IR AR
A, S5MERKAERKFE. Xpert Bladder Cancer
Monitor®(XBM) & — Ffiif id qRT-PCR A A W F
mRNA(ABL1, CRH, IGF2, UPKIBRIANXAI10)/]$;
AR I — IFINMIBC A & Wl 1 BT RS 1 22 oo BF T
o, XBMIF U N T74%, 5571 880%, NPV A93%,
UM FINPV I T 40 2 (U % 30%, NPV
86%)F11 UroVysion(BU&E51%, NPV 88%)*. 755 —
TINMIBCHF 7T H, XBM [R50 R 57 14 40 50l 9 58%
F189%, Wof i 2 ) 5 I LR S 74%, 7 Sk 989%1,
DK L XBM ) 14 BE AT 75 1 — 25 P4

K IE4mIZRNA(long non-coding RNAs, IncRNAs)
R KERIE200MZ HRIEMISRNA.  H AT F iR,
IncRNAsS 5 1 [ i & A fnke g™ 8 — g
qRT-PCRIEZ A VEAL JR M IncRNAZL &4 (HOTAIR,
HYMA1, MALAT1ATUCA1-201)[X 3 5 i Joe £ B2 e 48
B TR g ™ U 95.7%, R R94.3%,
WG HE R IneRNATE B s 2 Wit A — e E, 245
T TE RFEARN 2 AN X HE 9 B A 1 .

W/INRNA(microRNA, miRNA)R K L y224% 1
R () R SR Jm AT RNA, 8T A T mRNA P fif 55 B A5 5
PR T 3 5 1™, Suarez-Cabreras A7
FHE VELE AL 5 40151 165 Pt Jae 18 35 RN 42450 5% FE PRI BA 51
i 3 FmiR-145/miR-182 Lb R IF K& {112 Wi Y BlaDi-
miR, %5 % IRBlaDimiR I AUCH0.96, HUEM: N93%,
R N86%. 5 — WA #i /8 FHmiR-93-5p 5 miR-516a-



P EBNE: ARl 2024 E 0 54 % A8 I

SpdH & b EWIX 43 I I e B8 B A FE N EEAUCH
0.867, BUBNE H85.2%, HE 51 182.4% 1. DL 5t i
7~, miRNATEZ Wi e 5 BB — e ).

5 REEHFR SRS EEAR

H ATFDARLAE 1) JRIEE B bR E4012 W 5% ke 1
WA PR 5 57 AR 22 (NMP22) il J ik firk 983 71 J&
(BTA). NMP227EM 2253 h 2 DN A S il FILEE K 36
ISR, TEIRES bR smai i b il fE Rk, JEbEE A
PR R JRIE . NMP22A6 0 368 1 i BB 47 928 Wt Pk
4% (enzyme linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA) A
PR BRI R 22, 20154F 1 — Timeta 7 B 8
NMP22 U H69%, 455 R77% . (78 JR %
JEGL . PRAE AT I PR 4 S SN Y BT R P R PR R
F AT DL 82 3] BRI NMP22 /K S (R 38, -5 30U
Mg L BTAMIRE i ELIS AR R ¥ & 75 47 7E
AFMAKRFHAH %8 H (human complement factor H-
related protein, hCFHrp), BUBEFIRE 7V 7371 2865%
F74%7. SRTThCFHrp 5 %M 2 48 58 B8 1842 B
R T-HEE T(FH) E A & B G5 AR DY, 2 g fi s
I pRAE IR B 76 75 PR 8 A TH R 7~ 1] CAgE BTA M 30
TENBAME, R, fEAFESS A LR B S 2R B
T G IR PSS SR, PRZHT I R R A b &4
HIRIT T IEAE JE BE.

N e BAR 4 F7 R 4 S(minichromosome  mainte-
nance complex component 5, MCM5)2&—4 5DNAK
B UIAH O R B, TR o 3 BE 40 AR ) R 1 B bR
P TE S BB A0 LT AR S B MCMS, R AE
RN PR LA A BIMCMS. SRT, 41 AE 5
ZHE % 1) s e 988 R F MCM S I ELTS A A I 52 B
P ADXBLADDERIR #| £ /2 5 T-MCMS5 Hi &k il
JB5 g p AL = . A — T 70 9856 44 H BRI JR
(¥ 5B HEAT T B ERTIEPERT 72T, ADXBLADDER
G0 5% PO e () s AR BB N 73.0%, ARNPV H96.4%,
X ILZ 2 1 5 1D e X BRI FINPV IS 2 100%,  XTJE
pTa(pT1.A LA b)) s i UM 2897%, NPV 499.8%.
E—TUE . BUIEYE. 21 ORI RRINBAF gy N T
1431 BINMIBC £ F 545 5 5 7%, ADXBLAD-
DERX} 4EpTa-LG/M& B BUBNE N T75.6%, B Pl {E
999.0%. LA EIGRHT T E B, ADXBLADDERHA] F{E

SR e B 5% B 88 042 T B R I L 2 s e g
ORI — T4 B T B

i A7 EE 8, 18R 19FFRIATE PR % b Bz 4t ffa %
w, I E T RE S R B R A D, R R BE R
e B H IR P M E AR TEFEIRR. Cyfra2l-1:241
M B 19IPT B, JRCyfra 21-111 7K PR IA
5105 ke SR P TS N RS, BEARRFFTIESE, JRCy-
fra 21- 112 W 55 It g 4 7 6 A0 U 23 501 29 9 60%
~90%F140%~92% " —TRRFFIF R T —Fh 3690
KRG EHTIRAUH T-Cyfra 21-110 ¢ S0, 78
NIEFE=115) K RO BRI tERE, AUCH
0.989, & Wil s (1) BUKPE N92.86%, FrF 1A
100%, 1Z7iEEAPE, R WTREARS, (HEH
B 22 [R50 R e 52 UM AR e UBC RIS G
BT % JZ R (immunochromatography assay,
ICA), & V&4 A £ & A 8 A18H A B ™. —13i530
5 it ges 2 O I AR B, UBC®X =124 55 MIBC Y
BUBRNE NT5%, e 1 H993.8% ). SR 1T, JE T4 i £ &
1R AR 28 5 52 38 R A R e 25 1R 973 DA KBS
R PIETT BT, S B0 P .

EH T % I A7 A e ok ) S P, TR AN PR 9
(1) 22 B B (b B0 B T4 2 W e s 1) Sl
FESbE, IR L BB KUK, Oncuria™™ 2
FHELISAK I JR H 1070 85 H FI(A1AT, APOE, ANG,
CA9, IL8, MMP9, MMP10, PAI1, SDC1HIVEGFA)f{1$;
R, TE—ADGIN3624 b5 ks B ALl 5 & (4644 b5 Ik Jeg 15
# Fe 3164 AL MR B35 ) 0 2 Hh O BT PE B 7 R ),
KrOncuria™ 5 N LI FEAREER . PERI. RS &7
AT TR R TR W B D e 1) R AR S
¥1153093%, PPVFINPV 75 965%F199%, MK LK
S P Pt g AR S JUT 2 92 ) A s P e ) B0 P 43 ) S 8 9%
F193%, FUAIXFhIET 2 85 [ E 17 iA B T s
TGS P Jegs (1) A RN AERF ST DU

6 R EH AL HEAR

JRE R YEA ML &Y (volatile organic com-
pounds, VOCs)& 241 S AR R4, AT AR ksl g e
FEIBEAR ST, R4k, BT ABARRUISA G
-5 B AR A AL 2 T VR IR R R A T A IR
WIERMEANA G T2 W B ot ge, 78258
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K R BT % T — AR BRI VOCs
(25T b2 B B 2 S AL AR PR A = R R T 5 R
G, FEDX 535 s i A R 7 TH SE B T 96.67%E
Witk 100%BURMER183.33% K5 1, 2R 5= & &
& E U T 88.89%MIvERIPE. IXRIEL T B RGAS
STARWS L MR RO 8RN v A TR Ak R R R
Wi, FEIE R AR R AV S WA MRS BT I A B
KIS 77, 55— TURH R FH 10024 [ AF A B - UAH
0% 5T 1 B FH 1R D7 VR VAL T 96461 15 bk g £ 96451 AL
2091 % IRLLIIVOCSHERAE' ™, il e, i
BE10FVOCSH & M L A B Fi %= X, 6
FhVOCSs 414 e 5 Ak i T Js Fok o 1) &2 % il
(AUC=0.796). t:4h, PallFI B\ E B, B RVOCs
() 2 P R A A U 5 P e, G A S
AL RN8T%M-6%. LA EHF TR, il PR AR &
YRl T e 1) S B2 B R i .

2 BB RBOS WbR S A EOR I RS

7 RBINE R B

AR WAAR (exosomes) & B 40 HL 70 WA Y B A2 R
40~100 nm P ERTE AR N2 2830, R0 a5 Bk 8
M E EIg AR, 76 AEE A AR A ) R EAE A
AMUMATE AR E, AT CAORI N B e sz B ) B . H
IR AR, AMAS S TS IGs . %%
T i 2 2t Y b R VBR (2 B 5 ) A s
Tk WEAE, Fan, B S R RN AR o-2-E
ERZE (1. NMP 22, miR-375 "> miR-146 a F
P RN IAARLE R R T BRI B R R A
g HRAM A 3R IncRNA(MALAT 1, PCAT-17
SPRY 4-IT 1)ZH BHIR &1L S B 2 B i AUCH
0.813"L #MKECEACAMIFIAUC}0.907, 4kt
CA9JAUCHO0.837, UM N85.18%, FEmtkA
83.15%7. FARISKL, FRAMIAATT LU S e b 75 S
2B AR A AR EY), 5 H ETIG R _E R

Table 2 Advantages and disadvantages of urinary diagnostic markers and assays for bladder cancer

R AN TT A

B

BB, —8hE. AP, SRR R,
AR T IR AMEGN . BRI R s g R R R RO T AN MR S, SR IPRATN 2 SRR

i BRI K, JTARAR, BORE 4 N TR G

AL AL AR S, (MBI ST RS, SRR 0% A A FRDOT5C, BhZ AR,
AL LA et KIS RIS 9SS R
FROUHARIE IR SO ELIE AR SURPE . 45 SR, U _—
DNA%E RGN e, T s 1L SRR oA
s TURVEAG SRUEI R I 5 TENGS, T, TR
RMREBE M R 50, ORI e
ONV MR R, WS b, T T COBENGS FERC S, T AR
DNA JELBL IR, UL B T FERIB R D RS L, DFSCRIE S >
DNAHUEELATATL 2, A5 RAYBT, KW i
N . GPCRAKI, ST BUBHERIEG s, WSS 53HEDNA TS ATF S R K

Ry AN S e S Bl e s B B P R e

%37 SUDNA PP AL PR B ASEHE FE 5K

Wiy TS PPAG . SN RIS R

RNAFR BP0 2 I e g Jk IR 9 0 1) S
RNA RT-qPCREEH A I A A K RN A SE i 4l 47,
[ NG 22 P 2K U RN AR E D2 Wi itk e 5 1

RNAEFURAEE, & 5 BfE, T8 SO S5 R R R
“““ ; o T MR S R B RANERE , A FIRNASR Sk
HEZE AR (7 IR0 22 A S U RINAE i v P RE PR [ P
SEI R AL A N, 5 FEITRATIENE. £ b,
IR (R 1 PRI E WF 7 IE S FE A Rk

SRR SR X R RE, B S MBS 1D e 4T L F A 2

DG G50 IR SR T DU A P 1

&R U F AR 1 R T IR . T RO B TR SR BT R ALK, T
FER VAT I A LB R W PR SRRV ERIR S, PERE SRR SR HE T4 35 A AT BLIL £ 5 SRR
et ay  TERIEIROIE U (CHAERL TR S, BRSO . BRI, 29, i
A R A R 5 A LA £ B )y TR R R AR K B R 3
SUAT R IR . (R IS 5 2P B R 2 R
il ORI A0, ESET SAIIE LM A, TR M BRI SRR S, T RS K

AN AT 1A 82 A B T 2 5 e B MR A )

i# T W T, k= v o ) PR SR UE T 7T K
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PSRAT IR, R 75 A5 T I T 0 DR R I R 7 o
B

8  JEBUREIRIISWIHIAR /NG 5 R

AR 2 AUE R R ERIN L, 65 I A
HUA A (0 2 AL AR PR AR AT, PRSI T PRV AR K B
B BRR S BAR R E, BHEDNAL RNA. HHA
Fis AR ANIASE. XSRS WibR SLERT
T RS HE ST vh R RAF R TR, A BT IS e
2w WUR VAL RO Tl ik BRI, A
WA PR AR B A R I B 6 00 1 AR AL ORI IR 9T T
S, TS e B b it Fie S (4t 2 R 2 AR A

W TR A i, SRR S AT BEAE 42
PR AL T DL B — SR A2 Wi bR S 0 R R
P, TERAFRMFREMAE, WDNAFEAL, R

Tl RN A . IR it il &7 5 vk A, b
HWIR I E R 22 5 A, (HBR A v, RERT R, HELL
T el PR B2 A SRS T AR, e /M) P A RS
PR H M ATE IS BB T . N T S M R R %
KB JRIBZ Wibr SR B AR AR B, BT IX
sufE B R ER2.

BIXNBRIFFA, B T ONECUT2M VIME: A
DNA H AR5 T rp B 1 7 S i e, HoAdogr 2
PG AR LE B NS, BRAh, Ko B 7 BA BN
L7 S AE (BRI 7T, AR KPR, T HIE A RS
AL PR BT, DRk, A 75 B E i T i i
Py 2. KU R R UERT 7, 3R15 55 78 7 Al
O B R IEHE, 3 IE IR R 2 97 SR e R LRl 2
HcHE.

BEE N TR REEARNARE, ZH%EEBEANA
RRBIIREH. BERBREY . AR FEEE

A2, CNVEZ RIS, fon s — bR S 5

SEVURL,  SEHUB Db MRS HE ST, R RANEER

EZWERE. BRSSPI R, MRS T RIS AS: 7 SEl e H AR
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Research and application of urinary diagnostic markers and
assays for bladder cancer
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Bladder cancer is one of the most prevalent malignant tumors of the urinary system, which has become a major disease threatening
human health worldwide. The current gold standards for diagnosis of bladder cancer are cystoscopy and pathology of biopsy, which
are invasive and painful. For decades, researchers have been working towards identifying and developing non-invasive urinary tumor
markers for the detction of bladder cancer. Currently, it has been discovered that various components or markers present in urine, such
as exfoliated cells, DNA, RNA, proteins, metabolites, and exosomes, perform well and may be applied widely in early detection,
prognosis assessment, recurrence monitoring, and residual tumor determination of bladder cancer. Diagnostic kits like UriFind and
Bladder Epicheck have already received market approval. Furthermore, artificial intelligence technology is being utilized in cytology
diagnosis to not only address the issue of low sensitivity but also enhance efficiency. This article reviews the progress made in recent
years regarding urine diagnostic markers and assays for precision diagnosis and treatment of bladder cancer, it also offers insights into
future development and serves as a reference for clinicians and researchers.
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