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: ent serum samples were assayed for carcinoembryonlc antigen by radiolmmu-
noassay and enzyme immunoassay The samples had carcinoembryonic antigen values ranging from
. approximately 1 to 35 ng/ ml. The two test had posiﬂve correlation xr=0. 98)
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148 1965 Gold wat Freedman lawulusfiu
riismiinaniiaifianzi3een colon carcinoma waneNYiu
fanansonuTalua1d Fu uazfudaunassaaundl
auszanes 2.6 e Anfu SeldmedaTusiuiia
carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA)

CEA §iulnalaTusfnfiacae T lunse perchloric
Krupey uazAnie lodnim CEA nnifadiazaduzise
A48 immunodiffusion  uAYEH lisnasosaIm Iy
Fanld wasnnfivsuna luiundanianunn (AuUnd
flidu 25 wTuunsy fa §addns) FannFeding
Wau13Ensinlaeds
WAZ enzyme immunoassay (EIA) ANNEAY

radioimmunoassay (RIA)
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iHlasennasmsne CEA ldlumshinmunisine
ot TildlumsnssuendionTseazife Foi
fiieuduanleflazAnwnnnadaiusiaten CEA  Tae
38 RIA waz EIA waifiuuwanelivanufifinnslu
maianlfiendusagu

1. ¥e;m379 CEA Tan38 RIA fia Diagnostic
Product Corporation (DPC), calalog number KCED
1 (100 tube), lot 242, exp. 07-31-90

2. Wems7e CEA TaeAS EIA fiia Roche
100 tests, Ch B, lot R 2138, exp. 03-91

3. WundasgianlsanziSoudasing 4 91uu
30 518
NSNAdAN

1. 11 calibration curve taninen 2 tiln tfinae
2 A3 ¥y 1 Ak tﬁaq;'i'l'lumimaamwiazﬂ?ﬂ

sufludiaeri curve nopsansalsi
2. fiamsATamAl  CEA hwiundandilae
§ma 30 378 AN TRN plot anlunsWiagAIN
s shanemussnAamdnlssandandaniug
lunanease szdaerindug (duplicate) uae
UfjtiRnatiaunzritzaumasuism

71197573 CEA lagi5 RIA (DPC)

nanms

il double antibody CEA fifinaainsias
1251 9zutiedt antibody site fiu CEA luiundaugion
1218 second incubation ﬂﬁﬂﬁ)'\n‘ﬁu antibodyﬁﬂﬁi
1uz1 bound form azgnANAzNAN uaznATIAUTINM
S0

Tunsanaznan vsEnuussin I lieTaedubu
(refrigerated centrifuge) fANM32 3,000 G 1uwu
15 Wi wAnaneaaet liedaniuanasnaunfinna 52
4,000 50UABMT (rpm) 1uuU 20 Wi TamFwan
NINGAS

G force = 28.38 x (rpm/1000) x radius
(inches)

N3IAIUIN

A13ANINAT CEA 91nA1 count per minute
(cpm) TaeninANLRAEYEs nonspecific binding (NSB)
#inanAuaienas CPM

Net count = Average CPM-Average NSB

INNNNHNAIUINAN percent bound TaalH
Aadttas maximum binding (MB) fivnanaAady
ya NSB ud? sl 1007

Percent bound = Net count/Net MB count x
100

1éinszAw logit-log Waam percent bound W
uaNse  wazAdsndiniuluunuuau (s‘fu:;uﬁ' 1)
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nc. (ng/ml)

Quality control parameters A 1 A 2 niiae
Total count (average) 24103 21413 CPM
% MB (maximum binding) 24.44 23.51 %

% NSB (nonspecific binding) 0.67 "~ 0.65 %

20% intercept 48.0 48.0 ng/ml
50% intercept 11.5 11.8 ng/ml
80% intercept 2.7 2.8 ng/ml
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Calibration curve CEA 35 RIA
® AN 1
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n37529 CEA 1ag38 EIA (Roche)

nanm3 '

14 solid phase enzyme immunoassay Toe
nann1s sandwich CEA 4ufiu monoclonal anti-CEA
(coated bead) Wae anti-CEA peroxidase (ANsubstrate
waldifed mnudsaedfiinenifnsuina enzyme
Talan photometer ﬁ 492 nanometre (nm.)

191181 CEA

photometer taguUI¥Na1N1I0AMIMNAT CEA

TnednTusiannstandard curve MnlafiiASan EIA-
photometer AENATNIIOUIATNINABAUUNTZATHNIIN
AR absorbance (A) (fuunusn uazArAbniu
Suunuuau fogud 2

Tunsasaan CEA lwiundaedioe 30 31
#1138 RIA uay EIA Wnadiaisned 1

WA CEA fildtamuasumaannsan Taalvien
CEA (RIA) agfluunuss uazAn CEA (EIA) aglu

unuuau Aoguf 3

2.5 5.0 10.0

150 Conc. (ng/ml) 200

P a
31]1! 2 Calibration curve CEA 35 EIA
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@50 1 uaavA? CEA lughhe 30 518 #2835 RIA uas Ela

aauMaLg A1 CEA (ng/ml)
RIA EIA
1 30.0 35.78
2 9.0 10.34
3 1.15 1.044
4 1.5 2.13
5 7.4 7.83
6 11.8 8.18
7 1.3 1.81
8 1.3 1.917
9 5.5 5.543
10 2.7 3.183
1 2.1 2.514
12 2.3 2.348
13 3.0 3.483
14 1.7 2.823
15 0.97 1.141
18 0.52 0.702
17 1.25 1.792
18 1.2 1.459
19 7.1 7.368
20 6.5 6.431
21 7.6 6.431
22 16.5 18.42
23 4.2 4.144
24 4.3 4.824
25 4.0 4.005
26 2.0 2.237
27 4.3 4.673
28 4.0 3.969
29 4.1 4.378
30 8.1 9.944
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Uil 3 wWiBwiigua CEA 7ilaa1n35 RIA usz EIA
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- Zxy - Cx) Sy)/n _
B2 - G2/ [ 3 - Ev1P/n]

= 0.9868

wasINyavA? CEA 35 RIA
Sy = wasawyavA1 CEA 35 EIA
n = FIUINYUIARIAEN
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#alunneuan (positive correlation) 1ot TAFNANIsEENG

L4 J o L 8 Yo o L4
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winlainn1smsie CEA midasisecsians
wIanfiavsznay Taeds RIA scdanfin3amnsaainded
o [3 .

(gamma counter) uazmiaﬂﬂumu (refrigerated cen-
trifuge)  w3aAdaifunnAznanfifinlts lsisindn
' o acs ¥ a d v
3,000 sausaunfl @38 EIA awfaeiia3acdna (washer)

as photometer fifiNaAAS 492 nm.
g o o
2. dumay luniiuazszezna luns
-3-1 Ha U » L4 U
38 RIA ftfumawsnnnan wa liaamiaenan (Ussane
5-6 1)) #IAMINIAE  mnddmauannes 1
Al (naamas 1w

34 Gz ¥ 4 N v ’
26 EIA dtumaulasni um'lma'mwun'n.

(Uszanes 24 ) Hangaufnienesdiasiuin 910
manaaanTaefin[iuusnn 30 wfishsniawseuiey
AtalAAef uidAnTiuundndidesitiniu

3. 119 calibration curve

A3 calibration curve AYUA control NNAZY
9NN curve ¥l 1 §UArinudn 38 RIA en
count fianan  uuuei3s EIA ¥ slope fisinan

4. ¥e19373 CEA

%% RIA fiagn1slferauinedu (Uszana 2
\faw) uafidaedafinde (0-100 ng/ml) dm38 EIA
finynsldemenandn (Ussanes 8-10 aw) usisiaedn
wAUNI1 (0-20 ng/ml)
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