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oA SIHAIATOAA flet ARgel ZHAstAtHE 11).

Hosokawa (2008)" 52 1990-1992¢ Ato] W A2 ARSIt 94 Ao] Q& A
e e WA w2 23t SIWAL, AFEFEY ol ZAx w2 oF2 oA 109
S Ay fUAIE TS f1 APl FAsktHOR 0.347, 95% CI 0.140-0.860) (&
D.

A2 Ao HetEA A AT ES FolatA Fastglth(pooled OR 0.46, 95%
CI 0.44-0.49) (19 5, 6). AFHIA4 4l ORE AR A5 A OR 0.44 (95% CI
0.41-0.47N= AMgES FostAl dastAtH (L™ 7).

FSEATE] Wt E AATES FolotA AAadteth(pooled OR 0.35, 95% CI
0.15-0.80) (19 8). AFRAAS thAl ORS thedst AL Z(pooled OR 0.35, 95% CI
0.15-0.80) APgE©] FoIstA FastAtHIH 9).
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H 11. Summary of EGD Screening Effect on the Gastric Cancer Mortality

Author  Publication EGD EGD S NS
death total death total
Case- Hamashima 2013 44 370 363 2,312  0.695 (0.489-0.986)
control (3yr O|Lf EGD)
2013 41 342 369 2,360 0.702 (0.490-1.006)
(2yr O|4f EGD)
Cho (2013) 1,191 11,236 34,266 166,049 0.43 (0.40-0.46)*
Cohort Matsumoto 2010 1 2,264 8 6,284
Hosokawa 2008 5 2,192 63 9,571 0.347 (0.140-0.860)
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Screening(EGD) Control Odds Ratio (Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events  Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed. 95% CI
Cho 2013 1191 11236 34266 166049 96.8% 046043048
Hamashima 2013 44 370 363 2312 32% O072[052,1.01) -
Total (95% CI) 11606 168361 100.0% 046 [0.44, 0.49] |
Total events 1235 34629
Helerogeneity. ChiF= 7.14, di= 1 (P = 0.008); F= 86% l i t i
— nm 01 1 10 100
Testfor overall effect: Z= 25.07 (P < 0.00001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
12l 5, Meta-analysis : Case control in EGD (N 0|2, Hamashima 3d O|Lff)
Screening(EGD) Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subqroup  Events  Tofal Events  Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
Cho 2013 1192 11236 34266 166049 979% 046043 049)
Hamashima 2013 41 2 369 230 21%  0.73[0.521.04) ]
Total {95% CI) 11578 168409 100.0%  0.46 [0.44,0.49) |
Total events 1233 14635
A 7 e TR
Sl ' Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
12l 6. Meta-analysis : Case control in EGD (N 0|2, Hamashima 24 O|Lff)
Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
or Subgro Ddds Ratio SE_Weight Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Hamashima 2013 -0.3758 DA77TF  39% 0.69[0.48 0.97) —
Jo 2013 -0.843%7 0035654 96.1% 043[0.40, 0.46) .
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.44 [0.41,0.47] L
H ity Chi*= 6.67, df=1 (P=0.010); P= 85% L y i |
oo ovral ot 72 2362 (<0 00001) o 011 10 oo
’ ’ Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
2l 7. Meta-analysis : Case control in EGD (OR CHQl, Hamashima 3@ O|L)
Screening(EGD) Control (Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl IV, Random. 95% Cl
Hosokawa 2008 5 292 63 G571 838%  0.35[0.14,0486)
Watsumaoto 2010 1 2164 8 6234 161% 0.35[0.04, 2.77] I
Total (95% CI) 4456 15055 100.0%  0.35[0.15,0.80] -
Total events 6 il
i - . - - - = R = : : : :
Heterogeneity Taw®= 0,00; Chi#= 000, df=1 (P =1.00); F=0% T H 1 100

Testfor overall effect £= 250 (P =0.01)

2l 8. Meta-analysis : Cohort in EGD (N 0[&)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]




Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup __ log[Odds Ratio] SE_Weight IV, Fixed, 85% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Hosokawa 2008 -1.0641 04652 83.9% 0.35(0.14, 0.86]

Matsumoto 2010 -1.0594 1.0603 16.1% 0.35(0.04,2.77] — 1
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.35 [0.15, 0.80] <

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 0.00,df=1 (F=1.00), F= 0%

Test for overall effect Z= 2,50 (P = 0.01) 0.001 o ! 10 1000

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

2 9. Meta-analysis : Cohort in EGD (OR Ti¥))
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Oshima (1986)” 52 1969-19814 91¢ APgAE FALCR o] AE, AFA Y, 24
Z(54 olW)E ARV A EZATF(1:3 ZAZ]oA AZFNA AT EO] AT
Ho]Zg 3, &2 OR 0.595 (95% CI 0.338-1.045), o2+ OR 0.382 (95% CI 0.185- 0.
2 Hustqh Ad A 19 ol AARSE & fE5AT o R Theote] AlLlgt 49, ORS |7t

At 670 oldf HAFE o] e A4S FE3ATELRE THFsto] A 9ok, APAIYES HAT
A ZASEATH(REA OR 0.25, 95% CI 0.12-0.51).

Fukao (1995)” 52 Miyagi A9 452 2A=E o|gsto] 9ot Abd=t 198%a} o], A,
AF AG9E AAZG 57789 xS AAst Ad o]l 53729 AR o]gS FASHA
oh. Arloldg A QLT At Hdo] 7=S o]&otgitth. 5 oy ol 919t

AAE HEe A9 QUATES AASHFETHOR 0.41, 95% CI 0.28-0.61).

Hamashima (2013)"” =2 2003-2006Y Tottori A< 2ot APYALE A7 o 2 5to] ZA)
W (39d o)), A, AFAYGS AA 7|t 6H9] 22 Aottt 2470 AR IEY
AR 7)1ZFA AFFEL 0.843 (0.601-1.182)0]1 3670Y PA=xFEHS HAA 7|FA APYELS

0.865 (95% CI 0.631-1.185)0]t},

Tsubono (1999)” 5-& 919 AFg#t 2793 27 270% AAstel At A 19 oy ¢t
RS ke 7o) AEL 0.21 (0.05-0.9)=2 FAgS Histlch

Cho (2013)?% I/} 7 B AoA 3545759 919 Abgate} 141,828% 9] tx2-e A
dote] At IS EY fA R AelA] ofte] ArdE fas HAT(EA OR 0.93,
95% CI 0.89-0.96). 8|1 B4 A OR2 FAH 2ulg 7122 E3tt.




HoZ 9 th(pooled OR 0.92, 95% CI 0.88-0.95) (13 15).

(h ZZEAT

6710 FTEAFTL HF e E AFHAUTE 12).

Inaba (1999)” 52 Gifux|9 F4W FTEES oh. 40A] oo tiAE 34zt
(19929 9€-19954 129) &4 At HL5E T ool a91e BASIoH, HY
ORL I} 0.72 (95% CI 0.31-1.66), o172+ 1.46 (0.43-4.90)0]3ich. 54 7]7to] 3do= %
2 o] gloh. vebEAe fe) AmE Y e B A 72 2o A7t =5 st
o] Aitstgict.

Mizoue (2003)'” 5-& JACC (Japan Collaborative Cohort Stud)9] T E =S o] 831

)
ofo
I}
2

N

814 7 PAstgon], 20712t F<F 4808 9] SlorAo] ldlth $gEARY AL A

- L L

]

i)
2,

22 U2t 0.54 (95%CI 0.41-0.70), 9=} 0.74 (95% CI 0.52-1.07)0]c}. AT &
A Bzt 9ietel A AR IEHY AR AYES 0.32 (95% CI 0.12-0.87)2 9 #A

I~

Lee (2006)'Y 52 JPHC (Japan Public Health Center—based prospective study) 3.3
ol-gsto] 13WZF FATE okt 1792 91 Abdol et AFxIEFR AxT A
e 0.52 (0.36-0.74)2 At}

Miyamoto (2007)'?% 199049 695H 19904 8¥717] 9] tjAAtE ZFAIA T, 19904 6Y
HE 20019 129704 2 fste] 15299] S AFY ZRletnt. 32983y Ax179]
Aet Apge 2A RR 0.54 (95% CI 0.38-0.77)2 #4353t}

Matusmoto (2010)*= 20009 493E 20049 397H2] tAIAFE mol, 20084W 129714
Z2 st HAATEY] AUAEES 8/6,284 (0.127%)Q1, FFdES AXZY 9
UAFTELS 1/1,425 (0.0701%) At

Rosero—Bixby (2007 5-& 914z Aol Hls) HANLY] A AGE] 28
7FeHe B o2 tHRR 2.06, 95% CI 1.23-3.46). Rosero—Bixby'?o] & e
A9] 27 Bes] 71e=olA] grot weHEA o Alelstlrt. 570 AtE o] &3]t HEHE
Ao 36%2] AGATE AAE HoFoH(pooled OR 0.64, 95% CI 0.55-0.74) (1%
16).
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H 12. Summary of UGI Screening Effect on the Gastric Cancer Mortality

. Study UGl UGl
A Puslicaiien population death total
Case- Oshima 1986 Osaka 44 200 46 131 (overall)
control
4 47 46 131 (1 OJLf)
Pisani 1994 Venezuela 30 276 55 184 674 O|Uf
A2
Fukao 1995 Miyagi 40 258 158 517
Hamashima 2013 Tottori 35 254 375 2,448 34
Tsubono 1999 2 69 25 228
ChoBR (2013) Korea 4,754 23,482 30,703 153,803
(NCSP)
Cohort Inaba 1999 Gifu 12 9,142 28 14,992
Mizoue 2003 JACC 123 30,771 357 56,541
Lee 2006 JPHC 49 15,189 130 26,961
Miyamoto 2007 Miyagi 70 24,014 82 17,380
(Akira)
Matsumoto 2010 Kami 1 1,425 8 6,284
(Nagashaki)
Rosero-B 2007 Cartago
Screening  No screening Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed. 95% C1 Year IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Oshima 1986 4 47 46 13 309% 024009 064 1986 —
Figani 1984 o 2ITe 55 184 222% 0.361[0.24,0.54) 1994 -
Fukao 1995 40 258 158 817 370% 051[0.37 0,69 1995 L
‘foshitaka 1898 l 69 25 228 1.8% 0.261[0.06 1.08) 1999 —
Hamashima 2013 35 254 375 244 351% 090[0.651.24 2013 L
Total (95% CI) 904 3508 100.0% 0.55 [0.46, 0.67] ]
Total events 11 59
Heterogeneity, Chi*=17.08, df= 4 (P=0002); F=77% 0.001 VIR 10 1000

Testfor overall effect Z=6.10 (P < 0.00001) Favours [experimental] Favours [controll

a2 11, Meta-analysis : Case control in UGl (exclude Cho, Oshima 1yr OJLK)




Screening Mo screening Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random,95%Cl Year IV, Random, 95% Cl
Oshima 1986 44 200 6 13 236%  063([0.44,089) 1986 +
Fisani 1994 30 276 55 184 N9%  036[0.24,054) 1994 +*
Fukao 1835 40 258 158 517 248% 051037 069 1995 -
‘foshitaka 1999 1 64 5 128 4% 0.26[0.06,1.09] 1899
Hamashima 2013 3% 254 s M43 M45% 0.90[0.65, 1.24] 2013 i
Total (95% Cl) 1057 3508 100.0%  0.55[0.39,0.78] +
Total events 151 59
Heterageneity. Tau= 0.10; Chi*= 14.36, df= 4 (P = D.00B); F=72% ? : ? i

N _ 0.001 01 1 10 1000
Testfor overall effect Z= 3.32 (P = 0.000% Favours [experimental] Favours foonirol

a2 12, Meta-analysis : Case control in UGI (exclude Cho, Oshima overall)
Screening Ho screening Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events  Total Weight IV, Fixed. 95% Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Qshirma 1986 4 47 46 131 01% 024009, 064] 1986 I
Pizani 1994 W ITe 54 184  04% 036[0.24, 054 1994 -
Fukan 1995 40 258 158 517 07% 051[0.37, 069 1985 -
Yoshitaka 1999 2 iz} 25 228 00% 026[0.06,1.08 1983 I
Hamashima 2013 35 154 375 48 0T% 0S80[0651.24] 2013 -
Cho 2013 4754 23482 30703 153803 980% 1.01[099 104) 2013 .
Total (95% CI) 24386 157311 100.0% 1.00 [0.98, 1.03]
Total events 4865 31362
Heterogeneity: Chif= §5.24, df= 5 (F = 0.00001); F= 91% h.l]ﬂ ] IJ'.1 H IiJ IIJEIIJ'

Test for overall effect 2= 014 (F = 0.89)

a3 13, Meta-analysis :

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Case control in UGI (include Cho, Oshima 1yr)

Screening Mo screening Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
_Studyor Subgroup  Events Total Events  Total Weight IV, Fixed, 85%Cl Year IV, Fixed, 85% CI
Oshima 1986 4 200 46 13 06% 063|0.44,089) 1986 -
Pigani 1904 1 ] 55 184 04% 0.36(024,054] 1994 -
Fukao 1995 40 158 158 517 07% 051[037,069 1995 -
Yoshitaka 1999 2 B9 25 18 00% 0.26(006,1.09 1999 - 4
Cho 2013 4754 23482 30703 153803 97.5% 1.01(0.99,1.04) 2013 .
Hamashima 2013 3\ 24 IS 48 07% 0900065, 1.24) 2013 =T
Total {95% Cl) 24530 157311 100.0% 1.00 [0.97,1.03)
Tolal events 4905 3362 . ) . )
Heterogeneity Chi*= 5385, di= 5 (F < 0.00001); F=91% i].UEH l]’_1 1 1'IJ 1l]UE|'

Testfor overall effect 2= 001 (P=0489)

a3 14, Meta-analysis :

Fawours [experimental] Favours [control]

Case control in UGI (include Cho, Oshima overall)




Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE_Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Cho 2013 -D.07257 0019314 964% 093 (090,097 -
Fukao 1995 -0.5943 02492 06% 055[0.34,0.90] -
Hamashima 2013 -06061  0.2453 06% 0,55(0.34,088) -
Oshima 1986 -0.8749 01967 09% 042([028,061) -
Pizani 1994 14172 07482 01% 024 [0.086,1.05 |
Yoshitaka 1999 -0.0883 015594 1.4% 092[067,1.25] =T
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.92 [0.88, 0.95] |
Heterogeneity: Chif= 28.35, df= 5 (F < 0.0001); IF= 82% ; y y !
o 0ot 01 1 10 100
Testfor overall effect: 2= 4.60 (P < 0.00001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
a2l 15, Meta-analysis : Case control in UGl (OR 0|2, include Cho)
Screening No screening Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
_Study or Subqroup __Events Total Events  Total Weight IV, Fixed. 95%Cl_Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Inaba 1999 12 9142 28 14992 48% O070([0.36,1.38) 1939 e
Mizoue 2003 123 30771 357 G6541 526% 0B3[052,079) 2003 [ ]
Lee 2008 49 15188 130 269R1 204% 067 (048,093 2006 el
Bkira 2007 70 24014 82 17380 11.7% 062 (045 085 2007 -
Matsumoto 2010 1 1425 B 6284 05% 055[007 440 2010 —
Total (95% CI) 20541 122158 100.0% 0.64 [0.55,0.74]) 4
Total events 255 605
Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.22, df= 4 (P =0.99); F= 0% :nm n:1 1 t:l] mn:

Testfor overall efiect Z= 5.91 (P < 0.00001)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

a2 16. Meta-analysis : Cohort in UGI
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A zFATE Sajttel 271 ARA BuAR oAz gEAL 0.94 (0.91-0.97)2 6%2]
AA AFE DAE BT, JUAIAE 0.47 (0.44-0.49)2 53%2] AFSE A4S HolFQth

riol

H 13, Summary of Gastric Cancer Screening Effect on all causes Mortality

Author Publication UGI death  UGI total NS death NS total

Cohort Lee 2006 755 15,189 1,744 26,961 UGl
Mizoue 2003 1,746 30,771 4,619 56,541 UGl
Inaba 1999 334 9,142 876 14,992 UGl
Akira 2007 1,661 24,014 1,291 17,380 UGl
Case- Cho (2013) 0.47 (0.44-0.49) EGD
control 0.94 (0.91-0.97) UGl
Screening(UGI) Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
r Subgroup Even Total Events Total Weight [V.Fixed 95%Cl Year Fixed 95%C1
Inaba 1999 334 9142 876 14992 B6% 0.63]0.550.71) 1999 -
Mizoue 2003 1746 30771 4619 56541 459% 069]0.66,073 2003 L
Lea 2006 755 15189 1744 26961 18.9% 0.77(0.71,083) 2006 -+
Akira 2007 1661 24014 1291 17380 266% 0093[0&71.000 2007 bl
Total (95% CI) 719116 115874 100.0% 0.76[0.73,0.79) }
Total events 4496 8530

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 52.94, df= 3 (P < 0.00001), F= 94%

Testfor overall effect 2=15.00 (P < 0.00001) 05 L7 1 15 2

Favours [experimental] Favours [oontral]

2l 18, Meta-analysis : All causes mortality of UGI
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=H9] A HAA LA F 7] Yol ZAok= B0l 40-63%%1H Hioto], Hro=z X
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AR 2719190 B8] 26%, 21%% g o, 2012d WEH BN 54%z AAo
2 A%E gigke] HalA £7]9ler Hlgo] Yerort 2000e] wEE Bdo] Hla] Z7letAe
& 9 % 9lnk o] AE 20009 o FRE 27lek 9igk Aol FAFEle] 2012 EAL HHIO
2 Atk ojgto] At BB mgsle] 9le Ae= AztH:,

H 14, Summary of EGC portion & stage according to endoscopic diagnostic route (screening based vs
hospital based)

Study base Center EGC/total GC (%) Stage I/total

Screening base Nam (2009) NCC-H 59/74 (80%) 67/74 (90%)
Chung (2012) SNU-H 196/270 (73%) 218/270 (81%)
Lee (2008) KNU-H 86/111 (77%) -
Masato (2013) Tottori 693/870 (80%) -

Hospital base Nam (2013) NCC 1,160/2,485 (47%) 1,399/2,485 (54%)
Yoon (2012) SNUB 225/415 (54%) 224/355 (63%)
Kim (2000) AMC 120/441 (27 %) -
Koo (2000) Catholic 220/840 (26%) 332/828 (40%)

H 15, Summary of EGC portion by UGI screening

Total GC (No)  EGC (%) p-value
Japan cohort JPHC Screened 262 58 p=0.001
Unscreened 374 44
Miyagi Screened 363 44 p<0.001
Unscreened 222 28
Japan C-C lzmo Screened 196 77 UGI/EGD
Unscreened 612 29 p<0.001
Yokohama Screened 337 66
Unscreened 581 52 p<0.001
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1. 1WA S A Hetre] Faf Aeg A3 27Ho]n 24 Alget 171H2] gz
ATt T A AlPE 172 ISEATolt). ZF AFoA] R E/Eolke Sy AT
o] 79 0.69/0.96, L& AT F¢ 0.96-0.98/0.85-0.89°] 31t

2. FxFFEG ] At FF 33611 AelE A= 87folH, 179 =Y ISEATE X
gsto] Al wleHE A oA TAE 0.80 (0.65-0.89), E°l= 0.92 (0.88-0.95) At}

3. TN L] Iz gEgel Atk st i Hs|A] wekrt.

4. SIHA AT g xgE G vlwsty] flsiAl AgE 2709 Aol WAl A ED

ool vla) WA=t w3k, AdHEAY T AHALE Fof JUAIH ] HEErt A x

s

R
7b Sgich, 59 Ff Aol B9 ShRAAel wgmst

27
1 WA AALS] B

Hrole thate @ gt Choi (2012)% 59 ITEATE 200284 20058712 $IUAA
W FEFEF S o8 HA7AER AL floF AXS w2 2,250,39275 9] 2,690,731719]
ot 924,82271 9] QA ZHALNA A ] Sk Zcte] digh wiftzel &
ol 69%, 96%°]ATHE 16).

4# o] Hamashima (2013)* 5ol o3t @Az Aol A= 20029014 2007d7H7] L=
o] autal 2]99] 56,676 oz AUAATL AFERFEY el s A o F
Z3] A A £ WAL 7,388, AFXIEYG 54109, AL #3072 SIHAIE 18,021
o, Sz FHEAYL 11,417F0] et 23] AF (prevalence group)@] $IHAA Ao Btz
AdtA ol "l (Detection method)Z+& 0.96 (0.86-0.71)¢]3, incidence®H o2 0.89 (0.70 -
0.98), A% HA(incidence group)®] {AWAIE HZS wfdEE d¥bAQl HRos (.98
(0.92-0.99), incidence®H o2 0.95 (0.84-0.99)°]ict.
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H 16. Accuracy of endoscopy for gastric cancer screening

" BIZE(95% Cl) oz
Incidence method (95% CI)
Choi 2012 0.69 (0.67-0.71) 0.96 (0.96-0.96) 4
Hamashima | Prevalence | 0.96 (0.86-0.99) | 0.89 (0.70-098) | 0.85 (0.84-0.86)
2013 Incidence | 0.98 (0.92-0.99) | 0.95 (0.84-0.99) | 0.89 (0.88-0.89) 20

2. AF=YEYY g

ol AWE Choi (2012 59 ZZEQATIAE 1,765,909719] Gz EFe 24
otlal, Lot Eolk= 36.7%, 96.1%%ATt.

Rosero-Bixby (2007)¥5-& 1996W2E] 2000 Atele] FAE}E]7Ee] Cartago and Los
Santos A ¥-& @36h= Max Peralta oA HAIRE 2 FFIHR)S Aot A+
Aol A 12,0007 tol7]= stglo, 97fxtel A+ S 7Ixte = <QlsiAl 7,000 %t
AU, o] A= HFxFEFe Ao B 71+

T2 AostGl=tl, £ e ol gilEE Aeue PR Hosto] o] g5, WP E
E 58%, B0k 98%%tt.

Fukao (1992)” 59| 7= 1985dx0] mlopr|@ollA YAz g2IH4)e 3 155,938
= WEer AQUSE Aaete] HudHozs HARS ASLE EAS dfol MfgE=
69%, E°lk= 89%Tt.

Abe (2000)*” 59] A= 199109 YF2IHYIHT 168,493 A=t Y52 A7
5 B45t9n Mg /Eol/dAddESEL 78.8%/90.9%/1.9%H 1, 18 T2 FrIg 9
e Aol wata 43.2% 28.3%, 21.2%= FAFE|T

Ishida (1994)*? 5o AL 1986014 1987d o] a4 AAF 9z G2 (7H)
X172t 35,8219 9] Aot dEEAEE Hwe Aol o F 19 i HHE HE oS @
=73 o2t oot WA E 84.1% (53/63), 5ok 81.3% (29,055/35,758), 1&4E 15.9%
ojx, 2@ oftie] A AE SR AFstH WHE 70.1% (61/87), Folk 81.3%
(29,039/5,734) $1-24E 29.9% %t

Hamashima (2013)” 5¢] @iz 2dtols 23] AAF 32082 JFxdEAe
5,410, A& 332 11,4177 0] 23|t 23] HZ (prevalence group) ] A2 G&
3 AR WA EE incidenceH o= 0.831 (0.586-0.964), A% #HZ(incidence group)2]
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AHAIZE AR W=+ incidence
Yamamoto (2010)*?
A 1EE ZatEbES AREShE A2 U R
7] S5t itabES o837t A2 IR
UL U R} A
91.0%2 #tol&= QU
Higashiyama (2010)*” 5-9] 97 1996\
Y A AR F7AF 431,899 7 A
st AR ATt & Hrlsiasd], ¥AE 93.2%,

E 6.8%°]9h

oo

17, 19 19).

°f
&l

HHo R 0.855 (0.637-0.970)0] At}
59 7 20009 1€ 195E 20029 1249 319714]

2 (7HH+3AH

A1 2002 0] @ARE | Hof A AA|
212 213,973%
Eolx 90.7%, $I9FA

H 17. Summary of accuracy of upper gastrointestinal series

2 oA A5E

JE 9.3%, 91578

o ol =] 1709] Aot A2 671, ZAE7E] 1)
Hel A7t Aol HAth(E 17). HegZds &
e 80%, 92%°10AL, MIFLEAA 2folE Hol=
84%, 91%°] ATH(

SiA ol 9142

o] 97E

QIZE(95% ClI) £0|=(95% Cl) LEE(%)
e 0.80 (0.65-0.89) 0.92 (0.88-0.95) 8
S E=A2) 0.84 (0.74-0.91) 0.91 (0.86-0.94) 9
Choi 2012 0.37 (0.35-0.38) 0.96 (0.96-0.96) 4
Rosero-Bixby 2007 0.58 (0.46-0.71) 0.98 (0.97-0.98) 2
Fukao 1992 0.69 (0.65-0.73) 0.89 (0.89-0.89) 11
Abe 2000 0.80 (0.76-0.84) 0.91 (0.91-0.91) 9
Ishida 1994 0.84 (0.73-0.92) 0.81 (0.81-0.82) 19
Hamashima 2013 0.89 (0.77-0.96) 0.88 (0.88-0.89) 12
Yamamoto 2010 0.92 (0.88-0.95) 0.91 (0.91-0.91) 9
Higashiyama 2010 0.93 (0.91-0.95) 0.91 (0.91-0.91) 9
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Z 171,833%Y
7Y 91.8%/91.4%, 92.3%/
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Study P FP N TN Sensitivity (95% Cl) Specificity (95% Cl)  Sensitivity (95% Cl)  Specificity (95% CI)

Chai 2012 1196 BOG53 2067 1683783  037[035 098]  0.95[0.95, 0.9 u u
Rosero-Rixby 2007 38 183 27 BGO0  08S[0.46,0.71]  0.98 (0.7, 099 —a— u
Fukan 1992 356 17375 158 138049  069[065,073  0.89[0.39,0.59) - u
Abe 2000 35 15664 77 152417 080[D76,0.84)  0.89[0.91,0.91] = u
Ishida 1594 §1 G703 10 29085 084073087  0.81[081, 087 —& u

Hamashima 2013 48 2001 B 14777 088(0.77,086  0.898 (088, 0.59) —& u

Yamamota 2010 27 1114 18 112137 082[0.88,0.85  0.81 (091, 0.91] = u

Higashiyama 2010 782 39953 &7 3907 0.93[0.91,0.94] 08109081 o+ ': ——t . ll]
002040608 1 0020406081

2l 19, Meta-analysis of upper gastrointestinal series
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FYATE Choi (2012 5 Z/ILAA dolHE 7|Hteg 1] =
67 A, Taetelrke 1S ATE mEE Y Aol FRILG |l
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MAEE 849%9ck. ol2F Mol Zfolk 7k vt he] SIFRIHY F71(1W Ek 2¥)u
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4. JUAAT 9z GG Ha

ANAAT AFEALAS vIng FRT YR AT 2 1A¥S TFF e At A
BEgltt. Choi (2012 59 ZTEATNA A Y] WAL, Eol=E 69.0%, 96.0%E
NEFxFEDY 36.7%, 96.1%°1 WA =Skt ANA B AFZIEIAAL ATellA
A gL HLetgot 9o AL 2.61/1,000, 91423892 0.68/1,0002
= fUAFl st AUAIE T R FE Y-S S (interval cancer) Hl-&2 RF
1.17/1,000= Z}o]7} gISlet. =42] jetel] it AWAIE AARY] T E= 65.7%2 x4
FPHE w30t 8-S B 0] UAAE Y I HAEL AFERFEIET 3.58 =8k
ot FAASEE JUAIAO]l 6.2%E AFEIEYHEY 3.48] &9tk Hamashima (2013)”
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OE;LA 74]—0:]1]— Tj]_ 7%/\1 E]—/\ﬂo]- O]X]/HO]UE 174-% 2 ol
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AUWAE B3tof digt ZSEAFAE 1), 2), 3), 5, T F=2 gllen, 4 vAD47
6) a3 =7|(large effect)oll dit Y1L2]e] EO7F It 7 AT F %t A+ eventr= A
2k ZF o] 2,0007 ool B HAWAg2 F2] ¢, RR 0.352
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m‘01-05 58.4 68.5 15.0 201 80.2 95.8 8.1 72.8 77.3 23.4
m‘06-“10 68.7 75.2 17.6 27.6 91.0 100.0 7.9 78.1 78.5 28.2
m'08-12 72.2 76.9 19.4 304 92.3 100.4 8.5 79.4 77.6 29.5
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sopulation Female Total
Crude rate ASR (W) Crude rate ASR (W) Crude rate ASR (W)
Korea 88.1 62.3 40.7 24.7 64.4 41.8
Japan 120.2 457 52.3 16.5 85.3 29.9
China 40.1 32.8 18.6 13.1 29.7 22.7
United States of America 8.4 53 5.0 2.7 6.7 3.9
United Kingdom 13.5 6.4 7.9 3.1 10.6 4.7
Australia 1.7 6.7 6.2 3.1 8.9 4.8

22| © GLOBOCAN 2012 (http://globocan.iarc.fr/Pages/summary_table_site_sel.aspx)

{RAYAYE =A| Bl

(Chel - 15+ 1028 &)

Sopulation Female Total
Crude rate ASR (W) Crude rate | ASR (W) Crude rate ASR (W)
Korea 28.5 19.6 15.7 7.9 22.1 13.0
Japan 55.2 18.8 28.3 7.3 414 12.4
China 31.3 255 15.8 10.7 239 17.9
United States of America 45 2.7 3.0 1.5 3.7 2.0
United Kingdom 9.1 4.1 54 2.0 7.2 29
Australia 6.4 3.5 3.5 1.6 5.0 2.5

£ © GLOBOCAN 2012 (http://globocan.iarc.fr/Pages/summary_table_site_sel.aspx)
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Ovid- 1 exp Stomach Neoplasms/ 74,318
Medline 5 (stomach adj6 (cancer or adenocarcinom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 17,228
or neoplasm$)).tw.
3 (gastric adj6 (cancer or adenocarcicnom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 49,110
or neoplasm$)).tw.

4  or/1-3 87,313
5 exp Endoscopy/ 258,195
6 endoscop$.tw. 130,899
7  exp Photofluorography/ 473
8  Photofluorograph$.tw. 296
9 exp Fluoroscopy/ 13,363
10 exp Radiography, Abdominal/ 34,646
11 exp Duodenoscopy/ 2,685
12 exp Gastroscopy/ 14,209
13 Fluoroscopy.tw. 9,633
14 Duodenoscopy.tw. 629
15  Gastroscopy.tw. 3,486
16 exp X-Rays/ 16,462
17 X-ray$.tw. 191,077
18  xray$.tw. 380
19  or/5-18 536,075
20 exp Early Diagnosis/ 20,583
21 early diagnosis.tw. 47,874
22 early detection.tw. 35,440
23  exp Mortality/ 286,621
24 mortality.tw. 443,132
25  effect$.tw. 4,498,798
26 or/20-25 5,034,169
27  exp Mass Screening/ 102,411
28  screen$.tw. 446,038
29  or/27-28 481,078
30 4 AND 19 AND 26 AND 29 314
31 limit 30 to yr="1985 -Current" 291

62 9 Z Aok
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13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33

exp Stomach Neoplasms/ 107,733
(stomach adj6 (cancer or adenocarcinom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 21,379
or neoplasms$)).tw.
(gastric adj6 (cancer or adenocarcicnom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 67,539
or neoplasm$)).tw.
or/1-3 121,815
exp Endoscopy/ 403,367
endoscop$.tw. 196,692
exp fluorography/ 27,362
Photofluorograph$.tw. 326
exp Fluoroscopy/ 27,486
exp gastrointestinal radiography/ or exp abdominal radiography/ 31,936
exp Duodenoscopy/ 3,589
exp Gastroscopy/ 18,287
Fluoroscopy.tw. 15,080
Duodenoscopy.tw. 982
Gastroscopy.tw. 5,367
exp X-Rays/ 39,821
X-ray$.tw. 261,287
xray$.tw. 2,030
fluorograph$.tw. 2,640
or/5-19 563,391
exp Early Diagnosis/ 65,698
early diagnosis.tw. 69,638
early detection.tw. 49,832
exp Mortality/ 644,340
mortality.tw. 600,874
effect$.tw. 5,672,268
exp clinical effectiveness/ 43,811
or/21-27 6,456,647
exp Mass Screening/ 156,572
screen$ .tw. 586,503
or/27-28 644,541
4 AND 20 AND 28 AND 29 592
limit 30 to yr="1985 -Current" 540
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Cochrane 1 MeSH descriptor: [Stomach Neoplasms] explode all trees 1,486
Library 2 (stomach near/6 (adenocarcinom* or cancer or carcinom= or 1,954
tumo?r* or neoplasm=))
3 (gastric near/6 (adenocarcinom=* or cancer or carcinom* or tumo?rx 2,291
or neoplasmx))
4 (#1 or #2 or #3) 2,809
5 MeSH descriptor: [Endoscopy] explode all trees 13,161
6 MeSH descriptor: [Fluoroscopy] explode all trees 344
7  MeSH descriptor: [Photofluorography] explode all trees 3
8 MeSH descriptor: [Radiography, Abdominal] explode all trees 857
9 MeSH descriptor: [Duodenoscopy] explode all trees 169
10 MeSH descriptor: [Gastroscopy] explode all trees 750
11 MeSH descriptor: [X-Rays] explode all trees 42
12 endoscop=*:ti,ab,kw 10,311
13 Photofluorograph=*:ti,ab,kw 4
14 Fluoroscopy:ti,ab,kw 654
15 Duodenoscopy:ti,ab,kw 210
16 Gastroscopy:ti,ab,kw 1,040
17 X-ray=:ti,ab,kw 6,894
18  fluorograph=:ti,ab,kw 8
19 xray=:ti,ab,kw 9
20 (#4 or #5 or #6 or #7 or #8 or #9 or #10 or #11 or #12 or #13 or 26,209
#14 or #15 or #16 or #17 or #18)
21 MeSH descriptor: [Mass Screening] 4,611
22 screenx:ti,ab,kw 16,843
23 (#2171 or #22) 17,119
24 MeSH descriptor: [Early Detection of Cancer] explode all trees 362
25 MeSH descriptor: [Early Diagnosis] explode all trees 16,843
26 early diagnosis:ti,ab,kw 3,223
27  early detection:ti,ab,kw 1,890
28 MeSH descriptor: [Mortality] explode all trees 10,113
29  mortality:ti,ab,kw 21,600
30 effect=:ti,ab,kw 366,048
31  (#20 or #21 or #23 or #24 or #28 or #29 or #30) 381,815
32 #4 AND #20 AND # 23 AND #31 12
33  #32 in Trials 8
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Ovid- 1 exp Stomach Neoplasms/ 74,318
Medline

2 (stomach adj6 (cancer or adenocarcinom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 17,228
or neoplasms$)).tw.
3 (gastric adj6 (cancer or adenocarcicnom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 17,228
or neoplasm$)).tw.
4 exp Mass Screening/ 102,411
5 screen$.tw. 446,038
6 exp Early Diagnosis/ 20,583
7 early diagnosis.tw. 47,874
8 early detection.tw. 35,440
9 1l1lor2or3 87,313
10 4or5or6or7o0r8 558,194
11 false positive.tw. 34,986
12 adverse effects.mp. 80,736
13 adverse effect$.tw. 97,404
14 overdiagnosis.tw. 1,472
15 exp Diagnostic Errors/ 95,532
16 exp Radiation Injuries/ 57,242
17  exp Intraoperative Complications/ or exp Postoperative 442,856
Complications/
18  complication$.tw. 563,695
19  radiation injur$.tw. 3,613
20 or/11-19 1,151,144
21 9 AND 10 AND 20 293
22 limit 21 to yr="1985-Current” 241
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Ovid- 1 exp stomach tumor/ 102,623
Embase 2 (stomach adj6 (cancer or adenocarcinom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 19,754
or neoplasms$)).tw.
3 (gastric adj6 (cancer or adenocarcicnom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 65,093
or neoplasm$)).tw.

4 1or2or3 116,044

5 exp mass screening/ 153,521

6 exp early diagnosis/ 65,611

7 screen$.tw. 573,282

8 early diagnosis.tw. 65,473

9 early detection.tw. 47,958

10 5or6or7or8or9 748,793

11 exp diagnostic error/ 58,078

12 exp radiation injury/ 56,412

13 exp peroperative complication/ or exp postoperative complication/ 490,983

14  false positive.tw. 42,066

15  adverse effect$.tw. 125,665

16 overdiagnosis.tw. 1,900

17 complication$.tw. 765,544

18 radiation injur$.tw. 3,946

19 11 or12or 13 or 14 or 15 or 16 or 17 or 18 1,357,615

20 4 and 10 and 19 448

21 limit 20 to yr="1985 -Current" 415
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Cochrane
Library

o W 0 N o v b

"

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

MeSH descriptor: [Stomach Neoplasms] explode all trees

(stomach near/6 (adenocarcinom#* or cancer or carcinom# or
tumo?r* or neoplasmx))

(gastric near/6 (adenocarcinom#* or cancer or carcinomx or tumo?rx
or neoplasmx))

(#1 or #2 or #3)

MeSH descriptor: [Mass Screening] explode all trees
screen=:ti,ab,kw

MeSH descriptor: [Early Detection of Cancer] explode all trees
MeSH descriptor: [Early Diagnosis] explode all trees

early diagnosis:ti,ab,kw

detection:ti,ab,kw

(#5 or #6 or #7 or #8 or #9 or #10)

MeSH descriptor: [Diagnostic Errors] explode all trees

MeSH descriptor: [Radiation Injuries] explode all trees

MeSH descriptor: [Intraoperative Complications] explode all trees
MeSH descriptor: [Postoperative Complications] explode all trees
false positive:ti,ab,kw (Word variations have been searched)
adverse effectx:ti,ab,kw (Word variations have been searched)
overdiagnosis:ti,ab,kw

complication=:ti,ab,kw

radiation injur=:ti,ab, kw

(#12 or #13 or #14 or #15 or #16 or #17 or #18 or #19 or #20)
(#4 and #11 and #21)

limit Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials

1,485
1,954

2,291

2,809
4,609
16,844
361
712
3,223
1,890
20,792
2,448
884
3,151
26,765
1,479
48,403
48
46,932
882
105,855
20
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4
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Ovid- 1 exp Stomach Neoplasms/ 74,318
Medline 2 (stomach adj6 (cancer or adenocarcinom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 17,228
or neoplasm$)).tw.
3 (gastric adj6 (cancer or adenocarcicnom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 49,110
or neoplasm$)).tw.
4  or/1-3 87,313
5 exp Mass Screening/ 102,411
6 screen$.tw. 446,038
7 5oré6 481,078
8 exp Endoscopy/ 258,195
9 endoscop$.tw. 130,899
10 exp Photofluorography/ 473
11 Photofluorograph$.tw. 296
12 exp Fluoroscopy/ 13,363
13  exp Radiography, Abdominal/ 34,646
14  exp Duodenoscopy/ 2,685
15 exp Gastroscopy/ 14,209
16  exp X-Rays/ 16,462
17 X-ray$.tw. 191,077
18  xray$.tw. 380
19 Fluoroscopy.tw. 9,633
20 Duodenoscopy.tw. 629
21 Gastroscopy.tw. 3,486
22 8or9or10or 11 or12or 13 0or 14 or 15 or 16 or 17 or 18 536,075
or 19 or 20 or 21
23 sensitivi.mp. 1,187,192
24 diagnos:.mp. 1,926,368
25 difs. 2,002,404
26 23 or 24 or 25 3,910,880
27 4 and 7 and 22 and 26 591
28 limit 27 to yr="1985 -Current" 515
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13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

exp Stomach Neoplasms/ 107,733
(stomach adj6 (cancer or adenocarcinom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 21,379
or neoplasms$)).tw.
(gastric adj6 (cancer or adenocarcicnom$ or carcinom$ or tumo?r$ 67,539
or neoplasm$)).tw.
or/1-3 121,815
exp Endoscopy/ 403,367
endoscop$.tw. 196,692
exp fluorography/ 27,362
Photofluorograph$.tw. 326
exp Fluoroscopy/ 27,486
exp gastrointestinal radiography/ or exp abdominal radiography/ 31,936
exp Duodenoscopy/ 3,589
exp Gastroscopy/ 18,287
Fluoroscopy.tw. 15,080
Duodenoscopy.tw. 982
Gastroscopy.tw. 5,367
exp X-Rays/ 39,821
X-ray$.tw. 261,287
xray$.tw. 2,030
fluorograph$.tw. 2,640
or/5-19 826,472
exp Mass Screening/ 156,572
screen$ . tw. 586,503
or/27-28 644,541
difs. 2,645,041
predict:.tw. 1,135,466
specificity.tw. 384,458
24 or 25 or 26 3,869,442
4 AND 20 AND 23 AND 27 922
limit 30 to yr="1985 -Current" 877
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Cochrane 1 MeSH descriptor: [Stomach Neoplasms] explode all trees 1,486
Library 2 (stomach near/6 (adenocarcinom* or cancer or carcinom= or 1,954
tumo?r* or neoplasm=))
3 (gastric near/6 (adenocarcinom=* or cancer or carcinom* or tumo?rx 2,291
or neoplasmx))
4 (#1 or #2 or #3) 2,809
5 MeSH descriptor: [Endoscopy] explode all trees 13,161
6 MeSH descriptor: [Fluoroscopy] explode all trees 344
7  MeSH descriptor: [Photofluorography] explode all trees 3
8 MeSH descriptor: [Radiography, Abdominal] explode all trees 857
9 MeSH descriptor: [Duodenoscopy] explode all trees 169
10 MeSH descriptor: [Gastroscopy] explode all trees 750
11 MeSH descriptor: [X-Rays] explode all trees 42
12 endoscop*:ti,ab,kw 10,311
13 Photofluorograph=:ti,ab,kw 4
14 Fluoroscopy:ti,ab,kw 654
15 Duodenoscopy:ti,ab,kw 210
16 Gastroscopy:ti,ab,kw 1,040
17 X-ray=:ti,ab,kw 6,894
18  fluorograph=:ti,ab,kw 8
19 xray=:ti,ab,kw 9
20 (#5 or #6 or #7 or #8 or #9 or #10 or #11 or #12 or #13 or #14 26,209
or #15 or #16 or #17 or #18)
21 MeSH descriptor: [Mass Screening] 4,611
22 screenx:ti,ab,kw 16,843
23 (#2171 or #22) 17,119
24 (#23 and #4 and #20) 23
25  #24 in trials 14
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HE 4 32U DB 23 HA Ha}

ARl 0] 21t
KoreaMed  gastric [ALL] cancer [ALL] screen* [ALL] SEAHA =
stomach [ALL] cancer [ALL] screen* [ALL] 330

gastric [ALL] endoscop* [ALL] screen* [ALL]
stomach [ALL] endoscop* [ALL] screen* [ALL]
Upper [ALL] Gastrointestinal [ALL] screen* [ALL]
upper [ALL] gastrointestinal [ALL] series [ALL]
radiograph* [ALL] gastric [ALL] screen=

"X-ray" [ALL] gastric [ALL] screen* [ALL]

"X-ray" [ALL] stomach [ALL] screen* [ALL]

NDSL (1Y and BRI or (Y and M) or (LHAIF and (§ or & or Y 85
or #4%) AND (M8 or &3l)) or (%] or 1% or 212) and T:ZF) or
(UGIS)))) AND PY:(1985~9999) AND TY:(NART) AND DBT2:(JAKO
or CFKO)

KISS et Azl SEHH =
g ME 41
LHAIZ AND A2 AN
LHAIZ AND € A
LHA|A AND € AND &2l
AME AND 2F or 2232 AND 29Y

KISTI (((BI': #12) AND ((BI: %) OR (BI4ZE))) OR ((BI:#{UAIZ) OR (BLR{ZE 119
LHAIZ) OR (BI:?ILHA[Z) OR (4F LHAIZ)) AND (BI:EZ) OR (B
OR (BI:?I&*)) AND (T:Z2%¥)) AND PY>=1985 AND DBT:jlmle)

KMBASE  LjAIZ+AR+22l 224 £
e+l 41
Sleh+H
A% YA
LA 2
Az 2

ZEH &
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13k A4

B0 21

JAMA

((BES/TH or B A/AL) or (BES/TH or B%/AL) and (EMNIEZ/TH or %2 754
/AL) or (EMI#E2/TH or 22 )—=>%"/AL) or (AEF v 2/TH or ARF v 2/AL)
or 3ERI/AL) and (FT=Y PT=EZER @i, B0 X5 QA EE (SH=2IMHF A,
W, I RES T XHREZ T, T A& 2T, BB IRE2 ) OR (B2Mr/T1)))

24

2l
—

HH

JAMA 1 (BlEHE/TH or BAA/AL or BYE/AL or BH > /AL) or ((B/TH or B/AL) and 1,669
(l&%/TH or #A/AL) and (ARIF v 2/TH or ARIFK v /AL or &£M#2/TH
or ANEZ/AL or EBIEES/AL or #IUMRES/AL or P ABEZ/AL or FEEZ/AL or
7 #2/AL) and (DT=1985:2014)) not (PT=EFIRE or PT=4F&% or PT=2
Eik or PT=IX&i or PT=3% or PT=fi% or PT=—f&)
2 ((NTREE/T) and ((BFSEE/TI) or (BIEA/TI) and (B/AL)) not (PT=2xi8k) 68
3 ((EEBBEBEERME/T) or (EEBILEBR/T) or (BILEXEWE/T) or (BX 30
R/AL)) and (PT==iEEkBR < ((SH=E1%-BIfEM LFHHE 7, EZER) OR (B
YER/TI)))
4 ((EBBBIBEERMA/T) or (LEEBLEER/T) or CBILEXEWME/T) or (BX 3
#/AL) and (HRIRE/TN) and (PT==3EEkBR <)
5 #1 or #2 or #3 or #4 1763 1,763
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Overdiagnosis BZ}7F 40| Ol CHE foIe2 Atder Zolhl: AZIZ Agsto]
0| At Rtket= F2
Adaptation 4712 7|28 25 UA=ET FR
1) 7|29 A A IFLQ| 2IZE2|2(F 112 (8 systematic
review)0| Q| HHUAUFZZ DF Hslet= FR
2) 2 A JUe| =R |2(H1N) (Z2 systematic review)
0| 54 OfL{jof 7HEE|AD ZHAQ 27t 2AH7t Sle B2
3) YA A JUQ| JIEA|RI(HD) (B2 systematic review)
O] ZHISAYHEZ AT FRAHAX 28 HMof ofst 21
7t 3, HAQFRIR| 274 Ato|of HES AHAAVE U= A, 22
AGREE &#HZ 471 50% 0|40 A=)
4) A A | JI=X|2(F1eH0| =71 52 ciEAQl &
2[0|A THES B2
Screening E4% 20| JAS =E0| 27 ot0] Y RFLE EF5t14}, Of
2] SA0| Qe AMZO|AH ATHHAIEE H8st= A
Clinical o1 2|=2HE0| st O|S2t fIshol| Cist HES EUE XA A
Practice 12s S0l Hojzl YE= 24| x|gYE Histe s, S,
Guideline O|AIZ} Btztol AetE RIGhst 2|&stel| QAtEEE 57| ¢
off HAHC=E =l 2|
Randomized HAOAO| £l HHE2 FARE MPTH =, H¥Z0e HF+ =
Controlled Trial, 20| &= MYEZAE Al3oto] LY7|2t 2H2U42S S8l ch=
RCT ot Hwsto] MHEZAAS| E0E HAtsts 2™
Number Needed At 1012 of|esty| et ME AALE
to Screening, NNS
Stage Shift Axg oz 42 Y2 goo &HA
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