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HR. THEREEAFLTXNTERAIN, B EABFELRFHFFLLIM.
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%+ Exm/\iﬁﬂéﬂm K, LEEEF2RREFS2ERFERS
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AR AR FREE R OIEH HEFT
(Ll AR K225 EBE R I S 2ty R 250033;
IR KT E BB IR 2 Aty 1L R 56 L S B B R B 506 55, P Fd 250012)

WE 4 A& (colorectal cancer, CRC)Z 5 = K w LB MAITIE, 42 2% EA XL
W ERRAZ—. LF R, MEIFHAFNFEARFALE O LE, IRBATEN NG R
F e R R A RTIE . ADNAT L. dE%BRNA. 78I AY 7 40 it %klﬁﬁ&'f&i%#h%?
E I ARATENBE R A MG TR P A E S5 6, ECRCHFI5-F4 . Rte BN ATz $16
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biomarkers based on DNA methylation, non-coding RNA, circulating tumor cells, gastrointestinal microbiome

lm%Flﬁﬂ 2023-11-06 F232 I 2023-12-06
AR TE SIERTRIGIHE 5 - 2021ZL.GX02) 3 1 iR
*le WWER . Tel: 0531-82166802, E-mail: lutaodu@sdu.edu.cn
Received: November 6, 2023 Accepted: December 6, 2023
This work was supported by the Key R&D Program of Shandong Province (Grant No.2021ZLGX02)
*Corresponding author. Tel: +86-531-82166802, E-mail: lutaodu@sdu.edu.cn



1784

ST - RS ST BT R

and metabolites have gradually become the key directions in cancer diagnosis and treatment research, and play an

important guiding role in the early screening and diagnosis of CRC, efficacy testing and prognosis evaluation. This

article reviews the application and progress of commonly used CRC tumor biomarkers and new tumor biomarkers

in the diagnosis and treatment of CRC, and discusses the potential application prospects of big data and artificial in-

telligence in the diagnosis and treatment of tumors, in order to provide a reference for the research on the diagnosis

and treatment of CRC.
Keywords

2t H )17 (colorectal cancer, CRC)/&JH L R Gt fix
i L PR S PR, HG R RN BT T B A SR A R R
3 AL JE B = AL AES Ay, R E U N R R, R
[ 72 CRC A X, R R 19724 (192,753 T
F20194E/1919.39(F:10 17 N4F), BiiiafE #=igl,
I, AT HEECRC ST JERE, o8 38 T o 4
S RVE R EE SRR JRE AR 5 A T e e R A R
T, B A 0] b e 4 B R B R T S R AR BRI
FRE e Bl iR e A kR ) — 2R R, R TR A
G4 A B, STCRCI G BhZ Wi, 97 25 )
DL G vEAL B B B R 4R A E, 18T A CRC
SITHHEA TR, MERERHY . MR A,
% J R A 2 FIAR U 2H 55 3 M 2L S P B e N T
BRERI KR, IDNAF AL, JEZRASRNA L JE3H i
TN T TE R A AR A 3 %S ok B AR b
EWWRIN, #— B 7 MR EWAECRCSTT
HE RS Ak, Sk A [ 240 S R
FRWI N, Sk =4 REE 5. 24K
B, BN TR e 70 25 A2 30 far 56 R 88, g2 ar
R iR A, T, WIERY, 22 RN H RTCRCEE
A MR 2T R B I A ) E R A AR B R
‘w5 PR 988 i 540 e R 71 5 (carcinoembryonic an-
tigen, CEA)&%E, LLASHT LR bn B ATDNA AL |
JEGmIRNA L 1 4 I8 41 Bl (circulating tumor cells,
CTCs) Wi W S AR PIECRCIZ YT H (1) B 32
JERAT T 258, FIR S 7RIS KB &5 5 N TR
REAECRC2YT H 1l R B AT 5%, NCRC#E— 2 (1)
YT R SR AR R

1 ERMBIRSYECRCIE T HRIN
L1 fEEUR

Je IR Pt Ji7 (carcinoembryonic antigen, CEA) /& —
FobE R E, R TR TR 40 M R 23T (carcinoem-
bryonic antigen cell adhesion molecule, CEACAM)ZX

colorectal cancer; tumor biomarkers; early diagnosis; prognosis

R4 B 22—, FEA# R A A, L3 7K P 1R
i, CEA/KFFEml WL FCRC. B s,
HXTCRCIARBhIZWT . BRI TS T 55
HA 2 SME. fECRCIZIFTH, #FFREM,
M7 . 22 R FAF T I CEA ik 7K F 5 8 40 1L 2
FEE bR B BH I 0SS R AR OG, R 2 AU AR
WREEE RS K AE R, CEARIE /KT N s, 3%
{f % 1 7 CEAZK " 7ECRCH ¥ BLAT B 4T 14112 Wi 2%
fE, T T HHICRCH 2 . fECRCTUS Wi il
JrTH , YOUZE R IR G CEARHM: K& CEAK V-5l
R A T A NA-HAL TR o b Aotk B3R i A
5%, HARJGCEARATE. CEATHE I B R 2, 7
A JG CEARH 1 FICEAZK T FF i1 il LA T AT
WICRCHIMAL G N & o BuAh, E—T05F1 02741 &
H A M b, BEAE R IN, ARG CEATH = 1) i
3T IE K AT M (recurrence free survival, RFS) ¥ 3%
K FCEAIE R M EEDY, LLEEF LR, CEAZKF]
PAAE NCRCIZ W AT 1 il 48 b, FLAE il PR
FE FHPICRCHEM bR EY), BARFF 2R, 1245
SR R EOm s T e, (H RSB ke e
P, 0] LA IR A2 Ak, 5 TR SRR T AT AU
WAy B A EEANME .
1.2 HEXEME

It K 5 CRCAH 5% 1) 5 H % 28 471 i (carbohydrate
antigen, CA)AREFE CA19-9. CA724. CAS50
o CA19-9 2N A b [k R o3, FLAE M3s A 32 2
DAME R 86 2 T AR A, 2 — WK A MR b
EW), THTCRCEZFEML RF MR RITH A %
P S0 5 VAL . — TR 57844 CRC A A1703
42, fide B XoF HR (4] 1ML 375 C A 19-97K 1 32E A7 I 5 (1) T 70 4
7R, CRCH M35 1 CA19-97K F & 35 2 T o) 1
2, A DR S 1 1K 92%, R BICA19-97E A5 ICRC
HEE - EIRARME. FF, CA19-97] /£ HCRCHF
et B SRS AE TN R -, e 1ENCEAfRR
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% EE A R 7. LIUZEUOSE B X-tile 3 BT i 2
691 CRCHT #5 # £ # CA19-91) fi £ I 58, K I
/K CA19-9 8535 1 RESHILE A= 47 3 (overall sur-
vival, OS) I 2AIL TIK /K- CA19-9 85, CA19-97K~F-
B AECEAZK T UK FRFSFIOSIUI, £
RO MTIESEAR BT CA19-9/& RFS (AL T Kl 7. bk
4h, CAT2-45CA19-928 1Lk, 72 — Fit i Jd AH G B 2k
Fl, fECRC. B 55 2 Pl i mh i  i meak, a4k
T8 HAECRCIZ Wi 7 T PE BRI 22, BURBEAS /230%! 1,
TE TG Rtk B2 45 5642 75 THI, CRCHE 3 MLIECAT2-47K
S5 AN KT R b R 4 e A W 2 A R,
1.3 EEBMIRAE

A 15 1143056 (fecal occult blood test, FOBT) ]
SRAG 2 3618 r B B 110 21 40 M B8 20 B 1 2, WA
THALTE B L& — TR A 2 Wby, 2T
CRCT £ [ — 0 LG, HAS I 77 72 K 27 AR
KRB G A 2R, 4kt — 25 Mo Rk
FlE | WA, LEEZEMINT 58 4 7F — HiMeta 7 7
XTFOBT Il R S MM B #EAT 18 55, R ILHAFCRC
2 Wt 1 B 83%, i T AFCRCHE A2 154%. 3%
15 G B Ak 22 56 (fecal immunochemistry test, FIT)Z%
FHrIE-PoaR s RS I I 21 2R 1, HLXF N I 4T 2
I EA R, 7ECRCIR & it BAT Sy )R I,
XFCRCET I I BURNE . RER it SRS Wil 22
ANTY% 94%F195%(), BbAk, — T N BT 2 i 56
W7t & B, FOBTHH & A B T B CRCEE TS,
T2 [ CRC & # IOSHL T A i 25 K Wl 2| (I CRC A&
&, TR (ISEEOS 1Y%, AT A kG I
[FISEEOSHT0%! . DA AF 5T 3 B, S 9 i 56 7E
CRCTH &2 W 7 B A — e E, I H A% e il
J&, AT ABERICRCI A ) B 3 T B
14 BEMEREYNEKENA

EH T i 8 s i 47 . R N N A R R B R P
AN, H AT AR R IAT AR — A% G5 g A E )
AR F AT LA A2 CRCIG ARSI 1Y) 75 3R, 2 hr B
I e AT 3 — 28 2 iy L AECRCH (1 I R A 1B
YANGZ "R LA A CEAL CA19-9. HEA
fi#2(cyclooxygenase-2, COX-2) ] 5/ % 5 I5 A I 1) A
2, FEmL. IHCRCIZ W i BURK E FRE 53 8, 40K
CEA. CA19-9F1COX-255 % f5 & 9 Bk & Ko il &
T CRCH- WL Wr. ZHANGZ: ISR B CRCAT#4 7% i
HIMiE CEA. CA19-9. CA-125/K VT, M T

CEAFRFR B I, CEA. CA19-9F1 CA-1258E4
A6 I AT B2 1 L2 Wi CRCHT 55 7% (1 B0 1 (76.8% vs
68.1%). b4k, LISEM V7 13 53941452 6 1)
FRARMICRCEFH RET KRG KEAEIT AR CEA.
CA19-9. CA125=Mr B, KI5 =Fatx
[ IS} PR A ZELAR L, BAAICEA T4l CA19-9TF &4 .
CAI1257F i 20 X = F6 b [F I T 2 A BB T XU B 2y
BION1.59. 1.55. 6.25. 12.40, W bR EWEES T
TCRCTG T, HART s —br . WFFR 8wk
FIARARIN 7, CEARIRBUBE: % 51 46.59%, HoAth#
P bR B BUR A NCAT2-4>CA19-9>CA125, HF—
BT 53 W 2.0 24350 A 2 PTG R I 1) A PR R R
TRE A AN, R4 R b 25 A A A I UK
AR 4266.67%, LA, 45 B i it k&, CEA.
CA19-9. CAT24FHMEZ M, 25 b, JLBRBUE
RS VR RE % TR LI MR b S (R BB sl o] LA
PE ARG R AR S ECRCISTT R IR H . &
F 038 i b 0 R B A AN T FCRC 12
Wr, AT T IRRAS VR . R RS TR0 K 105 VP A

2 HBEREYECRCEST RN AR
HRR

Il PR 8 F (I CRCHR EY) T EALFECEA. CA19-
9. CA72-455, F 6P CROA M (1) B sk i BT St P ¢
N R, ML ECRCE WS W MR Kk WA
a0 K. bR m HEmi 1, PR 2B B MR b B
FROANVFZ W TG ER E . BT, BN ORI
HDNAF L. JEZRIDRNA. G348 R 4n e, B
T8 A T 5 22 OUHT Y AR WA B ), 1K e Y b B TE
CRCIZ Wi il Ja JI W A7 50 25 T 2L A i
(1 IS FH I 5%
2.1 DNARE{L

DNA F 5 Ab & FRDNA FF 35 52 B% il 10 H 3 3t
W &G BIMEBE IR 50 SRR T b, P2 A 5-H i
WANE (R AR, 2 AR AR, R FURIRA
R IBAEAE M 2 —, BETEA U DNA T 1 ¥ AT 32
T, A R R IARY, TR, B LR HDNAH &
TR BE N 75 8 1 L3 R AR AR LSRR IR I R A2, 2
A FARTE MR FEAE 55 A [F) A2 ) FE A8 1 I DNA
H 4k o] LAVE NCRCIAE bR EWP. [ Septin9
FE[H FH LA (methylated Septin9 gene, mSEPT9) & fiff
FUEN A DNAF BT A, F Ol 98 [ &
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2l b B R L ME T CRCH I A R A0, —
T UTAty o [ 76 38 B Seprin 93 PR Y KAk 2 M fig
FIF 7T, R ImSEPTOAS MICRCHH #h £& T 1H £ (area
under the curve of ROC, AUC)N0.860, /24 Fll
153 51 NT6.4%F195.6%, 150 R T FOBTZH (/2%
P 75.5%; Fr o 91.2%), BUSME iz = T CEARY
50.9%F1CA19-9f15.5%, Iy F 4 Septin94h, i
B k-1 (tachykinin-1, TACI). “E&K 1 Z (somatostatin,
SST) A runtAf J&F% 5% [ 1~ 3(runt-related transcription
factor 3, RUNX3)%5 55 [A 1) FH B4k, th %% Uk B n]
1EN CRCH BN EY, H EIRTACI. SST.
RUNX3T%5 £ [K ) H FE 4k /ECRC - HA12 Wi b 1) 7
T T BT TERAUE B,

Wb, 2 WA AR B B SR I H BE 4T K RE,
U C ATEE ROSE 76 40 UM Il 3 vp B AT 3 v K 0 g
JIEI 75 P DNA F AL AR B T — A2 JE R
FEAL K A B (ColonAiQ), 1% 455 7 6 ICRC ) F 1
AUCH0.93, [X 7rCRCHIZE J&2 3 iR I8 1 AUC M0.84,
XTCRC(I~IVHR) I 25 BUBR FE D8 6%(149/173), X HE
2 f JRE N PRSI S M M929%(125/136); TR, iR
WS R A FAER R AR G FEAR PR R > A2 1E
B ZER, 92%II R E K B FH L IVE 5 B B BRI,
1% % BIDNA H B 46 AN AT LUAE ACRCIZ Wi br 4,
EAECRCHBAS R 0l 5 A B KW ). LUOSER
TEPE IR 2 DNA(circulating free DNA, cfDNA)H &
e B R b, L T — N ERE TS PR LAY, %
LR FNG PRRRAE 45 & 32 = 1 5 CRCHIL S (1) T fg
71, T EEAUCH0.87

DNA FF AL AN AT LA I SRR A HRAS I, 7]
DATE AR A ARG I, 3 DR DR vy 7 A U 179 187 46
R TCAE . ZENGEER % 3 26 5 v 22 i 44 58 M (syn-
decan 2, SDC2)JE A F 34k, 78 5145 B e 3
[ BH 1 258 SN 77.6%, 11 SDC2 F AL BE A FIT ] 4 BH 1
HYEE F 98.0% . NIUZE PR B4 T 2648 H SDC2
R0 FH T CRC - A W ) AR 2 Wi i 8, 85 CRC
2H 2R3 5] AR AT IE A 23R B, AUCTH]TX 3)0.92,
IR B 96.8%[11 45 B W 41 23 v SDC2 H B4k K
i T 55 R H A2, S0 F R ALSDC2A X 45 B g
Jee R AR IR (UG H 2R 0 39 N8 1.1%158.2%, e PE A
93.3%. 3 —HiHF FL R B3 T SDC2RISFRP2H B AL
KRASTEAG ML 21 8 19 44 1) 23 S A5 AL 6 CRC I B
TN S91.4%, XoF IR (1 UM H60% R 1R

86.1%P",

2.2 FE4RFERNA

22.1 ##RNA  f#iZPRNA(microRNA, miRNA)&
— PP 20~ 24 MZ H R I IR PE SRR IRNA, 18
15 mRNAREF PSS G 55 7 sUR TR R A B, i
B miRNAT LUl 5 E AR 4SS ER RS
B VDB AN UG AE T A E A7 AE, miRNAT 2K 7
L CRCH A& A= Ak g ¢, BRI A /E ACRCZ
J TG b B 11023, AR R, &% T miRNA
MBI 7T R R 22, — S AL & 18T O¢ T-miRNA-2 17
FLI MetaZ> BT, S45 7 miR-21%F CRC2 W I 47 4 i
JECE R S 20 R TT% A 83% 0 2545 B ALLAR
o 4.20, 24 BATERISREE M 0.30, AUCH 0.8754,
PARDINIZ B51ifi 4 4% miR-149-3p. miR-607-5p-
miR-1246. miR-4488 FmiR-6777-5p7E P 1154 215
miRNAZE TR H X /rCRC & 3 5% IR 4L [ AUC
20.86, [F] B 75 A 46 UE H (FJAUCIE F 10.96, X &
N TGRSR oK B ML 0E A2 2 () miRNAHS 0] LAE
CRC T f) i 98 b 4« MiRNA [H] £ X CRC ) T
Ja B SEH. ABEDIZEEVR Bl 5K £ iAmiR-410
(B FF LG, ik miR-4 100 82 R I BK I
T AR A7, Cox[H1JH 43 BT IE 55 T miR-4105% 15 F 1Y
JE IR ZE T AR AL T PR OAUR: B 2,71 [RTRE
H, ZHANGZEPGF LG 1 i B A#FEFICRCE 2 i H
miRNA-317KF, &I I35 H 5 7K F FmiRNA-31 7]
BE & T CRC &8 35 & A2 bk EL 45 #6810 380 40
25 b, A miRNA KT 2 P miRNAF R ECRC
RIS VPAL A — o R AT R, HIE TR ER
FEA BRI R BA B FEAIE S I R 1E

222 KAEJEHBARNA  KBEIESITRNA(long
non-coding RNA, IncRNA)& —RA G A Yuh 55 1
SEAK 200 ntf)KEEJEgRISRNAS T, B0 {E
BES I DL N SR IR P S 2 A 2 TH R R R %
ko JEAESR, WS WIIneRNATE 45 Bl R 4B R
&\ R Z ML 2 k4 SR RPY. fECRC
2 Wi 5, GHASEMIANZE BIRF 57 & Bl CRCZH 4
HLINC00978 51 % 1A, F| FILINC00978 ) #1A [X 73
CRCAHZL AL IEH AL AUCH 0.81, H M2
W7 R BURRSE 972.7%, r 11 481.0%, L B-cateninfik
A G, 2 WU $E T 286.0%, X HEZRLINC00978
BB ZWICRCIE 71, LAh, WF 7R BICRCHE # 1ML
2% F11IncRNA CCAT 1 FTHOTAIR i 7K *F 5 % T =,
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CCAT ¢ E- HOTAIR % CRC [ 46 Wl R & Hy84.3%,
R N80.2% . —THIE9 00044 52 i3 [ CRCH-
ARSI A 7T R, — Fh 22 B S S RN A (multitarget
stool RNA, mt-sRNA) 45 AR AECRCH M = i R f
JE 11594.4%, o35 0T 2608 e AL SR M (FIT, 94%
vs 78%, P=0.01), A5l 33 Ji& 1A g8 1) U 945.9%,
HASZ AR 200, W] AR R R il 6 61 T A e (R
ROk £, AR5 P 77 1, SHIGEYASUSEM R
IncRNA PVTI1 1] =R IA 5 CRCE #H WA A7 R AR A
K, IncRNA PVT12&CRCHE 3 1l f5 A R 1 57 7
- FAM83H-AS1& JLFi i JiE o 2% U ) IncRNA
2=, BAEG i B R s A, I B SR
AL TRIAE SR, 149 Bl IncRNA MALAT1f#E
W4 CRCHL 7% 1h 72 vp Ji 98 56 [RIRUNX2 1) % 55 i
BKF, HMALAT1AT DAE N T CRC 3 5 R
RIS E Y. LIUSEMER B 2 48 B Cox([Hl 15
ST A5 3 M IneRNA(AP003555.2. AP006284.1
FILINCO01602) (1) 7 5 AU 23 2, AR U453 23 2H 1 OS
T = AR, 34F A1 54 OSIH AUCH 518 0.712F1
0.674, E7RIX 3/ IncRN AT A48 I A 784 a6 Ay Tl
CRCEH WG IR EW . 8 LATER, MOk Z
f{) CRCH 5% F34 [1) IncRN A % 58 ik, HAECRC
()12 W B F0UJE T 55 77 T EL A 99 AE 00 I R 2 FH A
18 -
2.3 {EIFBhE 4HAR

CTCse M i Jir8g It v 3] 4= B 706 24 Btk
RS A, W] DA Al 30 3 b 2H 2R W e 7%
VB R AR A AR T A I B 1 oy, 5L TN
e ARG U0 60 A 00 £ ek R A b S AR L, CTCs B
Gy TWUER R85 BT R 4 IR VEAN 1R AT e 1 SRR 3,
RS W, ST R 52 R TR0 DA K TS 40 i <5 07
T LA A K S F 9 191, CTCs i $i ] $2 7 Ji g %
& JRCS: A% B g 23 B, BRA CTCsTHEURT 2R 5
T EL A LTS SRR S B0 BT S A R VT A
TR IR A A R FE . CellSearch R Gt T o 7 HiG Bk
PHME & 415, & BNk — 3RS L E & R4y
LR (FDAEUER CTCsKEI 51, B &0E X b
F KR CTCs, BRI EpCAMANH i F 25 (1 N BH T, T
CD45 N PEHS, 3T CellSearch® & 4t, SASTREZ:
TE9MFI CRC % ) ML A T 48 5E H136.2% [ CTCs,
CTCs 511 A HARRAE (U 5k R B 2548
LR IR b B PI(WICEA . LR i U ) /K °F 2 1EAH

5, TR By WG 1 CRCFE I H 1) CTC/K Pk iy .
755 —WiHE 70, COHENZEHR BLCTC/K T 7] PATH
MCRCEHEE TG, CTC/K (>3 CTC/7.5 mL)
B ELCTC/KTAR(<3 CTC/7.5 mL) I e i o ik Jig
£ A7 3 (progression free survival, PFS)FIOSEE £ . &
T CellSearch® 2 4t 4b, #R 4 & Rz Jirb 98 241 o 1) K /N 43
BICTCsHIF- & 7 LA mLAk & L FE A H i 38 CTCs
BEAT THEOR 05 TE A5 25 3 1), BAEK S5 P05E T I o)
88BIF 2 Wi (ICRCHEH AT THEFL, KILT B
B P CTCsHUE & T B 4 . £57.5 mLIMK
HHCTCs =51 (8 3 R I HH 5 22 (I OSHIPFS, 32l &
T AEHRFAE 1 26 (receiver operating characteristic curve,
ROC) & /RCTCsH#7E [X 73 78 5 AU R 4H T 1 B A
R I BUBMEAVRE S (9 N 75%F0100%) o EAE,
CTCsvH 3 & 5 FU e Ax S 7] 2 1R =2 Wi
JEE . B, U R (1 2 T Cyttel 77V 0T 5 45 SR
.7, CTCsit £ 5 CEARK & 7] I I~DHCRC A & 11
BT HURPESE = 2284.38%1,

B 7 CTCsit #4b, it R4 £ ARXFCTCsor +
43 B ] A T PPl PR RS D R RS HE 29T S it
FEEREAEE . DWTCTCsHKIE & A i 2
B ¥k 22—, B B 40 B 48 G AR T 4 e A
IO HHAT LR e et — T X304 J5 3 i 101 L
Jrges B O ARGE 45 R B, W CTCsH I 2
4 H B (thymidylate synthetase, TYMS). VIBR1EE &
M. Z4MIERME R 5 HARAD23B(UV excision repair
protein Rad23 homolog B, RAD23B)%5 & Hn EH
Bl T WAL 7 0T i 2550, H A TYMSHIRAD23B
TE83%MNT5% I To R ¥ h R Ik, thab, 1E 58k
()5 R ILTYMSARIE, X F B TYMS/RAD23B
FECTCsH1 (1) ik w] LLAE Bl X 73 CRCHY B2 Al G B
LZEHE . M5k £ EE #qRT-PCRYY
Hrv RNA P 53 #7 85 R AL RNAZ 38 7E 5 5% 4 220K
P RAECTCs. WANGEEPHR IECTCsTE A ] I H
FRIE) I Jz 4 P % AL 7 512 (epithelial cell transforma-
tion sequence 2, ECT2)¥ 5 [ 75 I JHHCRC &8 3 {2
RIS, ZWHUR M T MLIECEA. 7 — D4
7061 CRC & # I 5T o, T3IRI T4 & [ CTCsH
MAGEA1-68XhTERTHE IR 1 3215 7K~ B & =1 T T 1A
T2HHEF B, SHOUSEPIFE 50451 5 & B TIHHEL TV 1A
CRCHEFH HIF R T —FliFh 1) 3 T CTCs 6.5 PR Al
7, 5 CEA. EpCAM. CK19. MUCI. EGFRAI
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C-Met, 45 % i 763 [K 412 Wi CRCIFAUC M0.949,
TETRM CRC I T 5 77 T Z AR e P4 & A7 T /E S CRC
Tt e AR AT BRI RO R -, ROR T CEA. It
b, IR 4 7E B4R KT BB S I R, B
Y1 H B AR AT DA B4 o iR ) S M. — 9 TH, B
21 o RNAJ 7 (single-cell RNA sequencing, scRNA-
seq) AT LAME A R ILCTCsH i 1 g i3t Je ds S
JITH, il WS RaE 18— AR A0
ANCTCHEAT I R RN i S 2 22 A3 W e-s7) 53— T,
ABOULEILASFP R IE | — Pt 540 i o7 1575 5
A AL G R T, B i e e Ak
JA L3RG T BANCTC AR S ) 4y 7 B3, 48R T
AN T iR N FECTCs AR 22 R AE 1) 25 570 IXSRTR
N3 BT T DA S 0 i R 10 A 20 i 5 A itk R
2y SR L Ik, A B T HEBECRCHIFE 29T

HAT, SRIhEY T 2 FmmEE. Bk
CTCsr &~F &, ol H T XfCRCHE # 41 & 1L CTCs
MBS VI, SR B TRV E S A 2 7, IRIR
PEANCRCHEE JE A TS 5 6k = 48— ki . CTCs
(1) Ui A3 AT AN A BB R AR v TR MR A R
J& . R AR RN, AR TS 2 YA
FERIIF R RECA ZMCTCsKE M 724 4,
{H B Tk = 40— 1) v BB B35 R S PR s 1 e A
T, CTCsTEIG IR H R A1z KZHW5T
H BT AT, TR B ECRE IR D, & S EF 25T
SR T MR ZER AR BOFRBEAHE &%
R, RBURTE CTCsHi 3T &, I K ER
11, ¥ F& 22 Ao i E PRI 90 R AR SR B (W 78 0 )
24 PFEEERKEHY

BB 2 2 5 Re R IRAG. F R Gy
SR AR B B, N AR R 5 D) AR O (1) HE A
NS, T i A 25 25 R Ml el R A R 1) DK
WIREER R, H R, 2 R 7R B i B i DL E
P ol BB A FH s A = 1 AR BOIRAS HE T 2 5 CRCHY)
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