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SUMMARY

We examined the problems by evaluating the
current status of breast cancer screening study
conducted in our hospital. Subject of investigation
have received a breast cancer screening in our
hospital in 2010. Breast cancer detection rate in
our hospital, abnormal interpretation rate,
positive predictive value, the consultation rate of
detailed examination, data were summarized. We
referenced the date of the national average and
Yamaguchi Prefecture in 2007. The breast cancer
detection rate of our hospital, abnormal
interpretation rate, positive predictive value, the
consultation rate of detailed examination
respectively 0.833%, 15.28%, 5.455%, 98.2%. Breast
cancer detection rate in our hospital was high.
Because Yamaguchi City is shooting two-
projection mammography, the determination by
the certifying physician interpreting
mammograms even five, and the consultation rate
of detailed examination is extremely high in our

hospital, which is to facilitate the induction of
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detailed examination from screening, breast
cancer detection rate is high. On the other hand,
a rate of abnormal interpretation is high, we

should think how to improve the specificity issue

in terms of health economics. In our hospital, we
have been working to improve the consultation
rate for breast cancer screening in several

measures with the gynecologist.





