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U} Johne' s diseasel} Brucella 2 ¥ ofj Ao} Zro]
ELISA ZAIE Adtsl= A9 = d43oa 1
AL AR E FT L4975 (ot
off value)& oft] 2 Hshrpo] Tat A
A E3) QAo A A A Aol 78}
Az A2 AHS AIAY AT E 2

wYe /12HL AU A AL e
T3t} o 2|3 =9 YAHAH o] 2 (dedision
making theory)& 2|8} HEA|7l 49 ROC
A2 JAET 4 Y o] o]22 signal
detection theoryol| 4] £%3sto] 1960 off 4] 2] 3}t
ALl A 22+ (sensory experiment)
A A48 ol Asfstoln ABAAY SAL
kst 2H02 FH S o] §H 2 e
gl Sojsol A 39 AH o2 BeH)

shest Fof ol 10g ol &
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2 ewdMe 2 } Al AR E HF L Z ROC
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gk A ¥R °1]7< © Ak E4 3 st
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disease) 9| ko] 0]-§-¥|= ELISA o] A&

% (accuracy)$} A2 = (reproducibility) % o =

T (predictive value)E 4 3t= A O Z A
ROC¢} 9= Hi(likelihood ratio)®] &-§& 7154
£ AR, £ AL HFA 2 JL
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At AEEY A SAAZ EAFY lactate 5=
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E oE$ 2gol7] W&ol %9 signalo] 9]
£A] (present) &2 signalo] §l=A] (absent)E
BB BRolE B4 ol AEY BBAY
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Signal
Present Absent
Yes hit false alarm
Response
No miss correct rejection

38 1. CT NI 32 BEY fo| 758 2
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949} 2L AN B &
dET AR Juo PE
acquisition) © £ 4 CT imageo] tj3lo] o=
Aol QES Fuo] ofe oujgit, =
Q1 ¥ 223} £9o] 9= 5 22 9] imageo] o
3 AB Hatol o A He Lelo] gl
Aol g Ao R o] 18, E W AT B
#o) Qle. wheba] AR o) ofo] Iml F42 hite}

correct rejection % o] = 3}t WA T 714 o]

714 2910]
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< (criterion) ©. 2 F U3t imageo]| thste] ) Alu}
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451 St 5o 243}

AL AR 73% EOLERBIE R
T YT 4 QAT HEH Ao 287
Q1 Berel A Aelo) WA 7] z0] chA &
£ 5 gk o] elF 42T BEY AL A
$o 2719 7132 A BHL 47} 28
o ko2 Bo} 7 4 k. o2 So] yesz
Ao o] Qs Al BHa st Yol
$EL WA Shof 229 v} P2 Any
A8 7hFA7E ANE 1, Wy R Bhel
Aol St AL nom BHFO RN 2GS

A B E A4S SR 8
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+ CTimage®] Ao G|z A 1} 9l 3kab4 of
A UERd 7 (bad spot) © & 213 TEo 93k
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Ao7E Qg 7He = WiAIE 4= gick 319
FETEAY AT B g0z A of

58 image 4124 0.2 B 4] et
BT 4] DS 399 198
Aohe FAA A AIA 2
o] & doctor’ s internal response}
external noise+= Q1 914 0.2 AJFHE ol Jx of
A4k internal noise+= 7 o] &7}&3}t},

39 2= 5 7§ 7444 9l internal response
curves A/ SHoE A © 2 o] IR0 A Ak noise-
alone (g4} =), Bi= signal-plus-noise (F0Fo] 9}
£ 3e] 2 ol e
&, 24 9] 0]+ internal response?]
o) duht A5 WASH=A o WES yeha
& &8 AASE AL B
signal-plus-noise 2] internal response7} YuFA ©
2 2Ag A 79 AL ofyh

internal response,
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g
internal response
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JIEEe 9E : oAt BYY RFE EEslE 7HE
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criterich response
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miss
internal response
criterich response
false
correct alarm
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internal response

J23, 7|&H9) Medu} internal response probability

0] 599 BY7|28 wEr s AY
2 Ak yes= W Aol o] A% F
o S8 o o[5S ol 48 Aol b

¢ Follrk A thiie) 397} yes
HREHO T Qe A2 o2 false alarmJ T
FhER ol ME ulg BUAY 4R ¥
£ 397 SR ) S Baelor B it

NEREARLE 2HT RS AL Y e

ratet= 10

© o2 BAEDZ false alarm | EX|T F
4 BHHE 7H5Ad o) 718 Hrk (T 4).

hit=97.5%
false alarm=84%

hit=84%
false alarm=50%

hit=50%
false alarm=16%

a4, 7|28 o]0 T2 hit Y false alarmrate®] H3}

99 13 401]*1 &5 U=
false alarmo] ¢l 7]&
29 49 15382 of
o2 sjo HIT WAL T 4 9
Aeahs Ao] A Rol.
ROC ZX-& x&0 false alarm rate [7} ¥ A&
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& aYor BE AN WHEY Fol=
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Al A& d o I O] T2 Q] 2R = Ik A o A 246

= AL 5 bg +102% (95% A2 FL7h), 28kA o)l 4] 56.5+9.3%,

ﬂﬁl Ae stk Bpzoz a3® 39 oA 882+£55% 8 B otk (14-15). dLo]
=% ]ohne disease?] 7 A o] Ay A7} ostH HAAF & T TZ I (test-and-cull
SAE A7) g2 7y program)°] A-&5 = Lol A EAAF QA 1-2

HRFofw] T A el i
3 F57] SACNAY Nid = o2 455+67%0]

5 A
= W AL S2ol A o] o] el tiEE ok OB ITHAIE A 4e A7 S B 2y
o 2= A Q4 Dl preclinical stage)ell SFE AL A 545+7.3%, g a2 AX S0 7
o uhehA 24 2 tﬂ°ﬂ et A 7l £ 335+6.9%, agar-gel immunodiffusion test®}

AL AFAoA o HAAdEY A (F d7): > 1116) 266+
©5] o2& 29lolck £8] o] Ao AL AL 65%0.2 R H YT} (14, 16) ‘
I A A Ao GS nH 29
SR DY B4, AGAAL 7 off 7121
Hohet WA (bias), 49 Ao 2HEY 58 QAN Bojs AR 1) qares M
Bl E3te] APt AT v g & A st v
G 7120 Thopy So) B 18 ek (11-12), H 2|22 AY Ao ujgge

, O 2 BAE s S o2 gho] Bk
RIZLE : Johne' sdiseaseol} ZHE ¥ 271 A oAl dRldtol R =R FkAIT AL L 7Hed
2 AGHA N SO e vl gEA g oo QYL A5S AT OZ AR

O S0lE : A2 Johne's diseaseo]] ¢ =] o]
HEA)ol ke Solth HAIR B2 A4

=

<>

A A AN A (infectionstage)el  sp017) mmojgict (12, 18). 7] 7be] W22
gt gpeta & ok gL vaE o) Zt= Johne' s disease®] YAMA oA 2 9135}y
L EDIAY B7I DD W WA o pew st zgse ope PSS
FHWAZL B5 AR WEN A U et 0208 By sl gLom ojais
AL otth A Q] H3to) YFL WAL 29l AL 5RO 377 A4S djrpio] Aol
& 2% 4% (infection dose)d}t EZA] A B 3 9l gAatoloh whakA o3t o HE WA
EHRT RUAAULY SOl ol AB3 L sication biag) Bo| % 247 0] AT
WAZFEASAIIAC B DPIARN D oo ey rete] gl go o= BEe
BHOE Aol F& B o g W&l o 610 = 233 =

& Aotk 28 2A4Y dARA 2 :E %A;’}i;z]j;;?f ;5)(n—1194)

= pe 997t ek (14,
0% Fg &t

”}X] oz 3“':}74]
o] oA of 3te}. & FUF kitE o] &3 w(intra-kit
Zhofof 3 lotd (inter-kit
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variation) 2-2 A& A ¥ (between laboratories)
Q27 Zhotoldtm o= A & e (quality
control)¢} &2 o] Qi) 96-well plates o]-&3}
ELISA 2 o] A2 =& Wo] A< (coefficient of
variation) 2 243+ QL H 0] W2 welld 2
65%9} A 134%, A3}0] U] E+= 986% 2 *
A=) o] Johne' s diseased] T3+ ELISAS] 415 &=
7H e w2 Ao BuErH(19).
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0} 3% o] A< wj 9FA ELISA 237} &&
80% oj4fojn, &9 fHEC] 6% U of o]
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AAROR fgol £ SO BYH 97
o 7 EAANE HIRE 7lee o 2 U
o §85 A%} Blsh Ro] ks

H 1, Johne's disease0| &t ELISA ZIo A
O8] 7tx| gholl st 2= H|

ELISA Zatet . BeAz=EEyH
gunzz  FINHE oo ey op
dgsoiop) . T emy
00 1 10
‘b5 B 3
010-0149 = 29 15
015-01% . 78 17
020-0249 64 20
f509 . 5 24
030-0349 51 24
035-0399 @ 6 24
040049 017 25
045-0499 = 194 28
> 0,50 1T : 30

* QEHl = Ztzte] ELISA Zmol tf5tol

AER 22 e blng o
AAE AARE T2 2t el g
PN

Q
o, 84 tzFHc
'S

ELISAS ODZ0]| 0.15 &2 g Bol= Johne's diseaset| Y=
7t540l 78 o 31, EHHM HRS HIEY JH5HS 24 ELISA
A1E 20l= AH HIEH 178 3cts ZHS —IDIE.) AN ZEE =
o HoIFS WSS o Ak QUNOR(ER THA) HE E2 2A

YME AR oI YR HEGUS. OD=optical density.

ELISA AAVAT | 843} Belsted 2x]9) 3
© AL SR A7 ZAF A

Hol FAEo A& FES FHs = =22
TOHE 1). -4 9] ELISA OD gho] &
A izl vl 3§ 0.05-0.099 © =& Ao
Johne’ s diseaseo]] 7+ A= x| g2 A9 YA
Hlstej of Aol T 40 oA TAT
7Fs/do] 158) =11, 34tz B35} ODg}
0] 035 &4 = Johne’ s diseaseo] 7+
HE 29 AN FEE 7H5A 0] <F 200H)
ol ot AL Yuldttt. o] AR oA L2 H]
+ OD gto] S713tel whet YA sHA F71ex)

1

l"lO c>

IT.
o
w2 8%

oror=g ol Atke] 3 7]71 Xy WjRolct.
184 OD g5 2418 439} Johne' s disease
A oot E Seu 1ho AfAe v
A=A Yebgth (¢ = 0717). 997S BEwo
]

2 Hi &8s 257 OD ol gt ¢
o

402 elste) (- 0957,

O HEHHAY 7| UK|E P

(antibody detection limit)7} tt27] wj&o|c}.
q5 o FA &AL ¢ =2 agar gel
immunodif-fusion test®] 7% 80719 A& =1
MM Fdez dgd e, FAAESTAL

vl -2 ELISAH oA = H& S4 02 1}
ehd 4 9lT ol 2s Ao} et o) g
A7) A 2o A 9] o], U5 A o
A ddol gt £33 A AE (antibody
class) 9] A4}, o= 7HA] e of A Wh-g-3h=
o) 59| Aol 2w M 4 9k

ELISA ZA3}-9] dxjA4L o2 A sh3 9l At
ol H|3lo] o Ao 7 B E Q) 14359 &
of tfsto] ELISA Wi 3} B AdAEe] A 2E

4 2
ZARRE Aol M o 22 A AU (23).

Bz}
Ay =4
ELISA ZA} M 46 21
=4 31 45
A 77 66
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&} A2 of tf8to] McNemar Chi-square 7 4%
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|7} ¢l 1 (p=0.166), kappa S|

o 5 A AL A o}

j=5)
=

oY
o
ot
i,
i)
°
=y
H
ret
i
T
lo
fu
29,
-0,
EN
il

o
v o oR e
ok oX
l‘lr f'-g
ne 2
o
do
=
)
Fll‘
o«+r
o)
llo r
N
o[f‘
oX
H
=
>
ok

=
52
iz}
<
o

H Johne' s diseaseo] ZF 9 ¥ 7§A|2 4
741717 SIS A}e} ELISA
BH o2 FAo 83 2 Rold
(combined sensitivity) 2 A F 7
E7HA o) S-S Holw
b= Wl A& Eof flellA
B AH R FHoE BHE 7H
27V,

4 ol
o

S~
-

AN Y e >
f n-qm
Hou o
=

o

I
_|
[}

e
'
e ofN ofn
2
ll‘
It

|o
KU
oxl
rE o2

3t 7ol A4
A7+ 46 (32.2%) 0| A 9B (68.5%)
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¢ AvAE A
DICe} #dlo] 3le dd54E Hol= 5979
$&o] th3te] point-of-care testS ©]-&3}]

AEEA  RFY gz

A 7158 H7F8k9dt. activated clotting time,
& 433} schizocyte =, @7 total solid (TS) %=,
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0747, ACT= 06852 UrERgTH (1 7-10). ¥ 2
Zr 7124 o A point-of-care test®] $-H|, E0]
= 9 g =g ALt Agtoltt A &5 A2
oF 3t A A3 2 2 A DIC A E-E S 65% ©]
S 158 A 5950 B2 NEO) AR
3} 3750 HHEFOE BEET (BZo
2 235 o) BAS ue A4 FAM DIC
2 HAER 165 2 125, A AT I A =7}
70% u]§kQl o] EHE 275 5 165(59%), Ul Al E3
W & H(microvascular thrombosis) 2| Z2|8}2{ ¢l

=
@)

T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 04 06 08 1.0

False positive rate for TS

3@ 7. 5959 &0 tisto DICE TH3I7| i3
Y E TS 8= (g/OI)EI HEEE HIIE ROC 4,
ZMol|l MAE £Xl= 2F =0l e 7|EHE LE
ot AUCZ-'Z-’.‘JE'E'QI A (0.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 10

False positive rate for TS
a8 8. 59%9 &=X0| thstol DICE 2! ZThetr
23 schizocyte —|—°| HEEE Holet ROC J4.
schizocyte2 £ 1000820 AM 1070 AlOE &
et ¢ AUC=-L.—*._1':.‘E'-J A (0.626).

[E

I T T I I 1

0.0 02 0.4 06 08 10
False positive rate for EST-PLT

a8 9. 59%9 fz*5;0“ tHotd DICE J‘._l t5t7| Al

S Am40| X-Igl- 7|.o|- ROC = _”_ SHATSE=

100061 E0iiM 107H AlotE HETH 2l AUC=24

2ol HA (0.747).

= -
E‘.J 1.0
£ 0.8
£0.61
®0.44
=3
20.2 ]
=]

&

$ 0.0 4
&

130 | CHEOALSIX] X362 H2s



1.0

ACT
o ©
>

0.2

1
o
o

True-positive ratefor
(@]
S

)
ACT (H:x)2l ’éQEE ot RO -I"—ﬂ. AUC=
XK

1

T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 10
False positive rate for ACT

t71 Slsh

# 2 5979 &= F A=gd MY DICEEEE
o
=

1601 DIC ZIEH
UHE, 50j= I R&H

SE [ e
5

=
3t point-of-care test2
!

0817
o5 |0

o . 119
&4 - . 0.86
(50 . . 3.58
(55 1,92
(60 1.22
(85 1.34
(70 1.29
(75 11
(80 11
>80 0

BONTODONHG HOANOAOND|RODDHHO | RO

Otk PRI G0 00 1O ok bk SRS RO b O et PO RO
GO RO OOWO | 2 PP TN A0 [ O BN O gl

PS= protamine sulfate test; SZO= schizocyte

% PLT=

E 23 ACT=activating clotting time (unit: sec)
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gold standard AN 0 &2 3ol 50% 9 A7r
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