
Entscheiden trotz Unsicherheit: 14. Jahrestagung des Deutschen
Netzwerks Evidenzbasierte Medizin
Deutsches Netzwerk Evidenzbasierte Medizin e. V.

15.03. - 16.03.2013, Berlin

Systematic Review of the Clinical Effectiveness of Biomarkers as Cancer Screening Test
offered as Self-Pay Service in Austria and Germany

Meeting Abstract

Entscheiden trotz Unsicherheit. 14. Jahrestagung des Deutschen Netzwerks Evidenzbasierte Medizin. Berlin, 15.-16.03.2013. Düsseldorf: German Medical
Science GMS Publishing House; 2013. Doc13ebmP112

doi: 10.3205/13ebm103 , urn:nbn:de:0183-13ebm1033

Published: March 11, 2013
© 2013 Luzak et al.
This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/deed.en ). You are free: to Share –
to copy, distribute and transmit the work, provided the original author and source are credited.

Agnes Luzak - UMIT, Hall i.T., Austria; Oncotyrol, Innsbruck, Austria

Petra Schnell-Inderst - UMIT, Hall i.T., Austria; Oncotyrol, Innsbruck, Austria

Stefanie Bühn - UMIT, Hall i.T., Austria; Oncotyrol, Innsbruck, Austria

Anja Mayer-Zitarosa - UMIT, Hall i.T., Austria; Oncotyrol, Innsbruck, Austria

Uwe Siebert - UMIT, Hall i.T., Austria; Oncotyrol, Innsbruck, Austria; Harvard School of Public Health, Boston, USA

Text

https://dx.doi.org/10.3205/13ebm103
https://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:0183-13ebm1033
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/deed.en
https://www.egms.de/dynamic/en/contact-form.htm?id=pWFd6s22xY33CxLrgiK1KynyIhQDIobq&text=%20%20Agnes%20Luzak%20&ref=/en/meetings/ebm2013/13ebm103.shtml
https://www.egms.de/dynamic/en/contact-form.htm?id=dt0XaaFEVZwu*zVXtkyg4TkC4tQqObrT43hwHnKqH1w.&text=%20%20Petra%20Schnell-Inderst%20&ref=/en/meetings/ebm2013/13ebm103.shtml
https://www.egms.de/dynamic/en/contact-form.htm?id=20lOZqk6GJa3%2FmYPGR5mDw7oqe6ZlUun&text=%20%20Stefanie%20B%FChn%20&ref=/en/meetings/ebm2013/13ebm103.shtml
https://www.egms.de/dynamic/en/contact-form.htm?id=mLa8%2FrbrhVxwaVJnktPu0H3dqPwyzpOu&text=%20%20Anja%20Mayer-Zitarosa%20&ref=/en/meetings/ebm2013/13ebm103.shtml
https://www.egms.de/dynamic/en/contact-form.htm?id=*xrlz6KL5X1woLpNkfuOLSnyIhQDIobq&text=%20%20Uwe%20Siebert%20&ref=/en/meetings/ebm2013/13ebm103.shtml


Background: Individual health services (IGeL) are medical self-pay services that are not under the liability of the German statutory health insurance. Up to
14% of IGeL are blood or laboratory and cancer screening tests, which are offered to asymptomatic individuals [1]. The aim was to investigate the clinical
effectiveness of eleven biomarkers that are the most often offered biomarkers for cancer screening by physicians and laboratories on the internet in
Germany (i.e., AFP, CA125, CA15-3, CA19-9, CEA, Cyfra21-1, β-HCG, NMP22, M2-PK, NSE and PCA3).

Research Question: What is the benefit-harm-balance regarding patient relevant outcomes (mortality, morbidity, quality of life) for using these
biomarkers as cancer screening test in comparison to usual care?

Methods: Firstly, searches for Health Technology Assessment (HTA) reports and systematic reviews (SR) were performed in three different databases in
spring 2012. Secondly, randomized controlled trials (RCT) that were published after the end of the research period of the most recent included secondary
study were searched. We included publications in English or German which compared cancer screening with one of these biomarkers in asymptomatic
persons to unscreened controls. References were independently screened by two reviewers. One reviewer extracted relevant characteristics from full text
and evaluated the quality of included studies.

Results: Five HTA or SR dealing with CA125 (4) or NMP22 (1) and 2 RCTs (CA125) were included. For ten biomarkers, incl. NMP22, no direct evidence on
patient relevant outcomes was available. One RCT combining CA125 and vaginal ultrasound for ovarian cancer screening provided results of interest [2].
Screening compared with usual care did not reduce ovarian cancer mortality (RR, 1.18; 95% CI, 0.82-1.71) [2]. Harms occurred through overdiagnosis and
false-positive results, e.g., 20.6 complications occurred per 100 surgical procedures in women who underwent surgery after a false-positive result [2].
About 4.5 surgeries were performed per one case of invasive cancer identified through CA125 screening [3].

Conclusion: While ovarian cancer screening with CA125 showed no survival benefit, false-positive tests, overdiagnosis and -treatment resulted in harm.
For ten biomarkers no sufficient evidence was available. When IGeL are offered, patients should get comprehensive information about the lack of evidence
on patient-relevant outcomes and potential harm caused by biomarker screening.
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