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("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English(lang] OR Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb]
AND ("1985"[PDAT : "2011"[PDATI)

2011/10/7

609

PubMed

(("breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND "neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "breast neoplasms"[All Fields] OR ("breast"[All
Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "breast cancer"[All Fields]) AND ("diagnosis"[Subheading] OR "diagnosis"[All Fields] OR "screening"[All
Fields] OR "mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR ("mass"[All Fields] AND "screening"[All Fields]) OR "mass screening"[All Fields] OR
"screening"[All Fields] OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] OR ("early"[All Fields] AND "detection"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All
Fields]) OR "early detection of cancer"[All Fields]) AND ("self-examination"[MeSH Terms] OR "self-examination"[All Fields] OR ("self'[All
Fields] AND "examination"[All Fields]) OR "self examination"[All Fields])) NOT ("therapy"[Subheading] OR "therapy"[All Fields] OR
"treatment"[All Fields] OR "therapeutics"[MeSH Terms] OR "therapeutics"[All Fields]) NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review
literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH
Terms]) AND (English[lang] OR Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985"[PDAT] : "2011"[PDATI)

2011/10/12

420

PubMed

MMG_RCT
LISt

(("breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND "neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "breast neoplasms"[All Fields] OR ("breast"[All
Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "breast cancer"[All Fields]) AND ("diagnosis"[Subheading] OR "diagnosis"[All Fields] OR "screening"[All
Fields] OR "mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR ("mass"[All Fields] AND "screening"[All Fields]) OR "mass screening"[All Fields] OR
"screening"[All Fields] OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] OR ("early"[All Fields] AND "detection"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All
Fields]) OR "early detection of cancer"[All Fields]) AND ("mammography"[MeSH Terms] OR "mammography"[All Fields]) AND
("mortality"[Subheading] OR "mortality"[All Fields] OR "mortality"[MeSH Terms])) NOT ("therapy"[Subheading] OR "therapy"[All Fields] OR
"treatment"[All Fields] OR "therapeutics"[MeSH Terms] OR "therapeutics"[All Fields]) NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review
literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields]) NOT (("random allocation"[MeSH Terms] OR ("random"[All Fields] AND
"allocation"[All Fields]) OR "random allocation"[All Fields] OR "randomized"[All Fields]) AND ("prevention and control"[Subheading] OR
("prevention"[All Fields] AND "control"[All Fields]) OR "prevention and control"[All Fields] OR "control"[All Fields] OR "control groups"[MeSH
Terms] OR ("control"[All Fields] AND "groups"[All Fields]) OR "control groups"[All Fields]) AND ("clinical trials as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR
("clinical"[All Fields] AND "trials"[All Fields] AND "topic"[All Fields]) OR "clinical trials as topic"[All Fields] OR "trial"[All Fields])) AND
("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English(lang] OR Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb]
AND ("1985"[PDAT] : "2011"[PDATI))

2011/10/12

505

PubMed

AF3~ &

("mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR ("mass"[All Fields] AND "screening"[All Fields]) OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] AND
"cancer"[All Fields]) OR "early detection of cancer"[All Fields] AND "mammography"[MeSH Terms] AND "sensitivity and specificity"[MeSH
Terms] AND ("breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND "neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "breast neoplasms"[All Fields] OR
("breast"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "breast cancer"[All Fields]) NOT ("magnetic resonance imaging"[MeSH Terms] OR
("magnetic"[All Fields] AND "resonance"[All Fields] AND "imaging"[All Fields]) OR "magnetic resonance imaging"[All Fields] OR "mri"[All
Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English[lang] OR Japanese[lang])
AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDATI)) NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as topic"[MeSH Terms]
OR "review"[All Fields])

2011/12/22

423

PubMed

AF3HEHE I

"breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] AND "mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR ("early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] AND
"ultrasonography"[MeSH Terms]) AND "sensitivity and specificity"[MeSH Terms] NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as
topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields]) AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDATI]) NOT ("magnetic resonance imaging"[MeSH Terms]
OR ("magnetic"[All Fields] AND "resonance"[All Fields] AND "imaging"[All Fields]) OR "magnetic resonance imaging"[All Fields] OR "mri"[All
Fields]) NOT ("mammography"[MeSH Terms] OR "mammography"[All Fields])

2011/12/21

124

PubMed

AF32%2

"breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] AND "mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] AND ("physical
examination"[MeSH Terms] OR ("physical"[All Fields] AND "examination"[All Fields]) OR "physical examination"[All Fields] OR ("clinical"[All
Fields] AND "examination"[All Fields]) OR "clinical examination"[All Fields]) AND "sensitivity and specificity"[MeSH Terms] NOT
"review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields]) AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT : "3000"[PDATI)
NOT ("magnetic resonance imaging"[MeSH Terms] OR ("magnetic"[All Fields] AND "resonance"[All Fields] AND "imaging"[All Fields]) OR
"magnetic resonance imaging"[All Fields] OR "mri"[All Fields]) NOT ("mammography"[MeSH Terms] OR "mammography"[All Fields])

2011/12/21

55

122




PubMed

AF3H Cfil

2

"breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] AND "mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] AND ("self-
examination"[MeSH Terms] OR "self-examination"[All Fields] OR ("self'[All Fields] AND "examination"[All Fields]) OR "self examination"[All
Fields]) AND "sensitivity and specificity"[MeSH Terms] NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR
"review"[All Fields]) AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDAT]) NOT ("magnetic resonance imaging"[MeSH Terms] OR ("magnetic"[All
Fields] AND "resonance"[All Fields] AND "imaging"[All Fields]) OR "magnetic resonance imaging"[All Fields] OR "mri"[All Fields]) NOT
('mammography"[MeSH Terms] OR "mammography"[All Fields])

2011/12/21

PubMed

(("mammography"[MeSH Terms] OR "mammography"[All Fields]) AND ("di is"[Subheading] OR "di is"[All Fields] OR
"screening"[All Fields] OR "mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR ("mass"[All Fields] AND "screening"[All Fields]) OR "mass screening"[All
Fields] OR "screening"[All Fields] OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] OR ("early"[All Fields] AND "detection"[All Fields] AND
"cancer"[All Fields]) OR "early detection of cancer"[All Fields]) AND ("breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND
"neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "breast neoplasms"[All Fields] OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "breast cancer"[All Fields])
AND overdiagnosis[All Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English[lang]
OR Japanese(langl) AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDATI)) NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as
topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields])

2011/12/21

55

PubMed

AF4{51551%

"mammography"[MeSH Terms] OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] AND "breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] AND (false[All Fields]
AND positive[All Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English[lang] OR
Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDATI)) NOT ('review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as
topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields]) NOT ("magnetic resonance imaging"[MeSH Terms] OR ("magnetic"[All Fields] AND
"resonance"[All Fields] AND "imaging"[All Fields]) OR "magnetic resonance imaging"[All Fields] OR "mri"[All Fields]) NOT
("therapy"[Subheading] OR "therapy"[All Fields] OR "treatment"[All Fields] OR "therapeutics"[MeSH Terms] OR "therapeutics"[All Fields])

2011/12/21

425

PubMed

AF4~ %
i<

(("mammography"[MeSH Terms] OR "mammography"[All Fields]) AND ("radiation"[MeSH Terms] OR "radiation"[All Fields] OR
"electromagnetic radiation"[MeSH Terms] OR ("electromagnetic"[All Fields] AND "radiation"[All Fields]) OR "electromagnetic radiation"[All
Fields]) AND ("risk"[MeSH Terms] OR "risk"[All Fields])) NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR
"review"[All Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English[lang] OR
Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDATI))

2011/12/21

260

PubMed

AF5E R
JiE

(("breast"[MeSH Terms] OR "breast"[All Fields]) AND ('biopsy, needle"[MeSH Terms] OR ("biopsy"[All Fields] AND "needle"[All Fields]) OR
"needle biopsy"[All Fields] OR ("needle"[All Fields] AND "biopsy"[All Fields])) AND accuracy[All Fields] AND ("diagnosis"[Subheading] OR
"diagnosis"[All Fields] OR "diagnosis"[MeSH Terms])) NOT ("therapy"[Subheading] OR "therapy"[All Fields] OR "treatment"[All Fields] OR
"therapeutics"[MeSH Terms] OR "therapeutics"[All Fields]) NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as topic"[MeSH Terms]
OR "review"[All Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English[lang] OR
Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDATI))

2011/12/21

356

PubMed

AF64MA
F%

(("breast"[MeSH Terms] OR "breast"[All Fields]) AND ("pathology"[Subheading] OR "pathology"[All Fields] OR "biopsy"[All Fields] OR
"biopsy"[MeSH Terms]) AND ("neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR "neoplasms"[All Fields] OR "cancer"[All Fields]) AND ("diagnosis"[Subheading]
OR "diagnosis"[All Fields] OR "diagnosis"[MeSH Terms]) AND adverse[All Fields] AND effect[All Fields]) NOT ("review"[Publication Typel
OR "review literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields]) NOT ("therapy"[Subheading] OR "therapy"[All Fields] OR
"therapeutics"[MeSH Terms] OR "therapeutics"[All Fields]) NOT ("risk factors"[MeSH Terms] OR ('risk"[All Fields] AND "factors"[All
Fields]) OR "risk factors"[All Fields] OR ('risk"[All Fields] AND "factor"[All Fields]) OR "risk factor"[All Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH
Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English[lang] OR Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb] AND
("1985/01/01"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDAT])

2011/12/21

50

PubMed

FLS AT

(("diagnosis"[Subheading] OR "diagnosis"[All Fields] OR "screening"[All Fields] OR "mass screening"[MeSH Terms] OR ("mass"[All Fields]
AND "screening"[All Fields]) OR "mass screening"[All Fields] OR "screening"[All Fields] OR "early detection of cancer"[MeSH Terms] OR
("early"[All Fields] AND "detection"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "early detection of cancer"[All Fields]) AND detected [All Fields]
AND ("breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND "neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "breast neoplasms"[All Fields] OR
("breast"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "breast cancer"[All Fields]) AND ("mortality"[Subheading] OR "mortality"[All Fields] OR
"survival"[All Fields] OR "survival'[MeSH Terms]) AND ("therapy"[Subheading] OR "therapy"[All Fields] OR "treatment"[All Fields] OR
"therapeutics"[MeSH Terms] OR "therapeutics"[All Fields])) NOT (gastroesophageal[All Fields] AND ("neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR
"neoplasms"[All Fields] OR "cancer"[All Fields])) NOT QOLIAIl Fields] NOT ("genes"[MeSH Terms] OR "genes"[All Fields] OR "gene"[All
Fields]) NOT ("proteins"[MeSH Terms] OR "proteins"[All Fields] OR "protein"[All Fields]) NOT ('risk factors"[MeSH Terms] OR ("risk"[All
Fields] AND "factors"[All Fields]) OR "risk factors"[All Fields] OR ('risk"[All Fields] AND "factor"[All Fields]) OR "risk factor"[All Fields])
NOT ("review"[Publication Typel OR "review literature as topic"[MeSH Terms] OR "review"[All Fields]) NOT abstract[All Fields] NOT
("editorial"[Publication Typel OR "editorial"[All Fields]) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH
Terms]) AND (English[lang] OR Japanese[lang]) AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985"[PDATI : "3000"[PDATI)

2012/2/16

354

PubMed

AF g

(("sentinel lymph node biopsy"[MeSH Terms] OR ("sentinel"[All Fields] AND "lymph"[All Fields] AND "node"[All Fields] AND "biopsy"[All
Fields]) OR "sentinel lymph node biopsy"[All Fields]) AND adverse[All Fields] AND effect[All Fields] AND ("breast neoplasms"[MeSH Terms]
OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND "neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "breast neoplasms"[All Fields] OR ("breast"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR
"breast cancer"[All Fields])) AND ("humans"[MeSH Terms] AND ("women"[MeSH Terms] OR "female"[MeSH Terms]) AND (English[lang]

OR Japanese(langl) AND cancer[sb] AND ("1985"[PDAT] : "3000"[PDATI))

2012/2/16

22

Web of
Science

Web of
Science A

Z=(breast cancer screening) AND ht'vZ=(mammography) AND kt'»Z=(mortality reduction)
I K2 A p8 A7 =( ARTICLE ) AND [§4+] K% = A4 (7= PROCEEDINGS PAPER )
985-2012. 7 —4#~—2=SCI-EXPANDED, CPCI-S.

& REILE=A

2012/3/7

367

Web of
Science

Web of
Science B

' Z=(breast cancer screening) AND ht"»7=(ultrasonography)

#ViAT: F¥ 22 b A7 =( ARTICLE ) AND [(#4}] ;¥ =2 b5 +(~7=(PROCEEDINGS PAPER )
HA LA =1985-2012. 7 —4—2=8CI-EXPANDED, CPCI-S.

& REILE=A

2012/3/8

228

Web of
Science

Web of
Science C

' Z=(breast cancer screening) AND ht"»Z=(physical examination) NOT ht'>Z=(treatment)
#ViAT: F¥ 22 b A7 =( ARTICLE ) AND [(#4}] ¥ =2 b5+ ~7=(PROCEEDINGS PAPER )
HA LAN=1985-2012. T —4~—A=SCI-EXPANDED, CPCI-S.

&R L E=A

2012/4/9

173

Web of
Science

Web of
Science D

k2 =(breast cancer screening) AND ht'vZ=(overdiagnosis)

#ViAT: F¥ 22 b7 =( ARTICLE ) AND [(#4}] F¥ =2 b5 417 =(PROCEEDINGS PAPER )
HA LAN=1985-2012. T —4~—A=SCI-EXPANDED, CPCI-S.

& REILE=A

2012/4/9

109

Web of
Science

Web of
Science F

' Z=(breast cancer screening) AND bt Z=(adverse effect)

#ViAT: F¥ 22 b A7 =( ARTICLE ) AND [[#4}] ;¥ =2 b5 417 =(PROCEEDINGS PAPER )
HA DA =1985-2012. 7 —4<—2=8CI-EXPANDED, CPCI-S.

& REILE=A

2012/4/9

130

total

4867

PMID:10371567, PMID:23515946, PMID:16286905, PMID:18795941, PMID:7488893, PMID:16169887, PMID:7896450, PMID:22948855,
PMID:22282164, PMID:23239243, PMID:16030301, PMID:20602500, PMID:16287888, PMID:10517431, PMID:17404352, PMID:23171096,
PMID8667536, PMID24519768

18

total

4885
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rates among women aged 50 to 59 years.
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0.37. 95%CI: 0.30-0.46) 0 L7=, [FEEIZ, 40~695% 123\ T, ISl D(R ) —= 7
BT IR AT e) R OIS ET, [HIR1]X9vH50%@RR 0.50.
95%CI: 0.41-0.60)JH4 L7-, H as&%m/wm@%ﬁ@%ﬁ%%a BRslicaz) —=
VT E B IR, HS AR [R5, 48%(RR 0.52, 95%CI: 0.43-0.63) )k
L7z, 728, IBNA AT —=0 7 N1 ES FEHE S TR 20~395% 128\ ¢ B8l oL
DAFETZE, [IRF1]15919%(RR 0.81. 95%CI: 0.39-1.67)JEA L7~

RIES

Mzl

S

AL, Two-County Trial Tl ZI R —al iNAbIATZ0 2O Zh R /NG
SN TNHEL T, P —E R e L TEBRIRZ A 2T T2E L2 T o728 T, iz d
BHIMEDRESEFTHH L= D THD, H CEIRAAT ADKEEZ R L CND, T,
1968~197TH- L LT IRE T IEOHERSC | AT IEEO RN DO b7 8 O BN E
FHEINTOBAHENEL B ATV, Bl ITAE TR, 20~397% TIL19%DIE TR
BN BNBEESN TS, LT2R3> T WBAAZ) == I E» T, JE TS R %2 48% )
SHB LT BRI, MO EEZ B KRICFHMEL TWBE & bt lbins
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Duffy SW, Tabar L, Olsen AH, Vitak B, Allgood PC, Chen TH, Yen AM, Smith

Gl RA.
B4 Absolute numbers of lives saved and overdiagnosis in breast cancer screening,
= from a randomized trial and from the Breast Screening Programme in England.
HERE4 J Med Screen
) = 17(1): 25-30
TR 2010
e T A HEVE A b bl IEERBR(RCT)
A 51k ~ ST 4
AF 1
BF4e 4 (Hhleg) Two-County Trial(A#7=—75">), UK National Breast Screening Programme(Z[H)
Two-County Trial: 40~74%
AR UK National Breast Screening Programme: 19894 J050~645%, 20024 J050~707:%
(ZHER, 20054E K0 4T~T3IRITHER
S Two-County Trial: 40~495% L2412 1[F], 50~T745%(%£337 H 1Z1[H]
" UK National Breast Screening Programme: 342 1[H]
771 Two-County Trial TIZMLO(WNAMEHML) 15 1) Bl
Two-County Trial: /1 ABE77,080 A, xtHERES5,985 A, 40~495%1XZ E4119,844 A |
K 15,604 A
UK National Breast Screening Programme: 19884 135%5: A 1 D2.5% L7152
T EER EOMRZBARIT1989F L A2 LT
Two-County Trial: 19984 KF T, fxF-21.54F B Hf
BRI UK National Breast Screening Programme®#FAfi 1%, 1974~20034FEDFLH3AFREER
&L 1974~20044F D FLHNAFE L =R A fd H]
KGR O Rt IR
Two-County Trial: Kopparberg(=t>/ 1) Ostergotland(= 27 /LA =—F 72 H#1
KIGEMDOBRESRME | DOENT, WA TR OB LR H5H DIXERIMRCT)

UK National Breast Screening Programme: —fi%{E B (= —MJF4E)

AHE R (= RARA D)

50 DI Z B LT A D, 1,000 N2 H 70 D205 OFLN ASE T D # L,
1,000 NEZH T2V D204E [ D FL A3 A s FIFZ Wik

PR EE DR S5 i

[E DR BERRE

/(‘n %

50/ H20ME T O T2V AD AMRZ A RIE LT G G L I AICE DI CE S TENTED
DIx, 1,000 AH7=98.8 A(Two-County Trial), 5.7 A(UK National Breast Screening
Programme) SHEES AL, £ OFS, BEZESLH01E, 1,000 AH7-04.3 N (Two-
County Trial), 2.3 A (UK National Breast Screening Programme) & H & S47-

RES

2~2. 5 NDHNASET ZBI ZEICR LT, LADBRIBZWNAEFNTND

P

1) RCTEV—E ARSI —= 2 VA% A L RO KEE0mERZ e a L,
RCTHIFH OV figghir

2) ANARRZ OB RO REXGOENH204EM, ANAMBERMELIZGE, WAL
FEZBISZEMTEDLDIL, 1,000 AdH7-08.8~5.7 )& IERIF2 I O K& D5 5
(2~2.5 N\DHB AL HBHS ZEIZH LT, LADBREZW BN A FNDIZHONTIL, 12D
RAELLTZITANATHETHD
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EH Frisell J, Eklund G, Hellstrom L, Lidbrink E, Rutqvist LE, Somell A.
R4, Bandomized study (?f mammography screening--preliminary report on mortality
in the Stockholm trial.
HEREA Breast Cancer Res Treat
E(G) = 18(1): 49-56
SEATHE 1991
W7 A AR 2 b FLigo FEGAUBR(RCT)
WA Tk ~ LRI TT 4
AF 1
fF 4 (Hidsk) Stockholm study (Aby 7R/ A AT 2—F )
A i 40~647%
Ll 287 A
J71 MLO(MAMEHL) 1517
IS Jr AHE40,318 A\ X 1HEL9,343 A
BB 19864 R ETICMISNI= A A% 1989451 H £ TIBHN, FHIBH M 7.44F
KA DR Greater Stockholm i [X 7 Fg VE H#E O
X GAE M DOFRIMIEE: TS A OBEE, BAEB LD FIETIEAE R (1~10H £21~31 A AR
Jr AN, 11~20 A A= At gL LT:)
VI —bORE: A ARE19814E3 H ~198345 H | i f#£19854210 H ~19864:5
MBEMOBERM | AR 5% 25 11 H 79.7~81.8%., 271 H 79.2~81.1%
XTRIEIC BT 55223 76.6~79.3%

19794EF 5.0 StockholmIZ BT D~ TF T 7 4 R54158% Th o723, M ARED25%13%%

PERNC~ 'S T T4 & TN

S FERE (R A F)

FLAASE LR

R R LR i

HBAEE DT —H X —22AERL | BRIRIEDD O HE R G+ ABE IR RLek TR

251k

1) s BT ABE42801, <t REE43961 CTh-7-

2) DA% REIE X, MRS TiE1,0004cME5H7-94.0, 2[EH TiE3.1Th-o7=

3) T AE DB T OFLAAFETIIS AREII A, XTHREESON Th o7

4) 40~645E DI AIELCIT fé*ﬁxﬁ”w“ $0.71(95%CI: 0.4-1.2). 50~647% Tl
0.57(95%CI: 0.3- 1.1)Tﬁ.m7kﬁ TIEL TR o7, 40-495% TlE1.09(95%CI: 0.4-
3.0) CENRD - T=

kS

BINO~rE777 013118 H5.1%. 2181 H 3.1%, fiftz2. Milai2iE1EH 1.5%. 2= H
0.8%, BMEOFFHERIT1E H0.2%. 2[5 H0.09% (51 3CHEk L)

AR

1) ZOBRO~ T TT 41T BOREEITH EVELIN -T2 B ZBND, 2 DR
I M2 VR Z BT 5E72%, 225515 TIlE52%, I AREDIE 39651, 17641
(44%) 3 R FETHAZN A 1461(36%) D3RS 23 . 861(20%) M3 REZH R Ch -7z, Rim3L T
1. FEIRTEMEFLE D3 A (DCIS) FLR T ARET 2%, xHIREE10.2% 78> TV

2) T.4FERIBHF D preliminary report, Z DK . CT50~645% CIEA E TILZR2WAS, JELL R
TN RAZDNT, 40RR R TITFRO B o T
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= Frisell J, Lidbrink E, Hellstrom L, Rutqvist LE.

R4 Followup aftel? 11 yearg-up@ate of mortality results in the Stockholm
mammographic screening trial.

HEREA Breast Cancer Research And Treatment

E(G) =Y 45(3): 263-70

FEATHE 1997

WHET A VR 2 b Hig o G BR(RCT)

TR 1 ~ETTT 4

AF 1

T2 4, (i) Stockholm study (AhZ7R/V A AT 2—F )

A i 40~645%

Gilz) 287 H

J31A) MLO (WAL 177 11

ISES " JrAHE40,318 A, %H 19,943 A

B BB 11.44F

XL DR Greater Stockholm i [X 7 Fg VE H# O
STGAE O BRI IEE: D3 OBE(E, BAER LD FIETHEAE B (1~10 A £21~30 A A= Fh
AP ABE, 11~20 A A= st L LT:)
U7 v—hORiH: i ARE19814-3 H ~19834F5 H | xt FE19854-10 H ~19864F5 H

SREMOBESRM (AR B T D525 181 H 79.7~81.8%, 2[A1H 79.2~81.1%
XTRIEIC BT 55223 76.6~79.3%

1979@51?“5 D StockholmIZBIT A~ T T7 (M 1L8% Th 7273,
BERNC~Y BT T T4 HZ T TN

I AFED25%1T 5%

AHE R (= RARA D)

HLASATEL

AR O 5 1k

HAAEE DT —H = 22AERL | BRIRIEDD O HE R G+ ABE R RLek TR

1) BIUSCEROD S 7 AEOBHRAR o CIE, FLASASE TCII ARESI A, X BEE30 N TH -
7273, BRI 23 AFEAE V=2 22, 66)\&45)\ WAL

2) 114450 8% OFE S fE R E130.74(95%CI: 0.5-1.1), HFZEBRAAEE50~645% Tl
0.62(95%CI: 0.38-1.0), 40~495% CT131.08(95%CI: 0.54-2.17)

kS

BIMO~ 2757 01310 B 5.1%. 201 B 3.1%, fifitz . a2
0.8%, BRI ARIE1EIH0.2%. 2[E H0.09%

WE1ETH1.5%. 2[5 H

AR

1) 50~645% (ZBIL CIISE - R R NFROHINDLN, A B KUEITITEL TRl

P14 OB COATTFRITI ARE84%, xfﬁlﬁﬁim%o 23RN A224%1,

M 23 AU 135061 CREF L7282 1362.4%

2) BISCHRCIE. FEE LS 25 A (DCIS) LRI ARET. 2%, %FHREE10.2%L 72> Tz

D3, ARG SCTIIAN AREL0.0%., K FREEG.5%E72> CNDRE | RO ITIX R ER B+

ITH5H

3) Malmé study<=CHIP study &1 35ERIffEE F7 L3 58700 | SLAAZWIE OFE A1 A

FHEL TS

4) 4055 TH R AN I ATETE1T45.8%% 15D TWAHZEN D, THTER T DB 05K
Tl Fﬁﬁ%%ﬂ@“m%kbﬂ\é

5) FEA HICEDEMF D72 | EHELICETHNL00 TR RE Th D
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Bjurstam N, Bjorneld L, Duffy SW, Smith TC, Cahlin E, Eriksson O, Hafstrom LO, Lingaas H,

HH Mattsson J, Persson S, Rudenstam CM, Save-Soderbergh J.
The Gothenburg breast screening trial: first results on mortality, incidence, and made of
ek d ) - o
etection for women ages 39-49 years at randomization.
Mgk 4 Cancer
B =Y 80(11): 2091-9
FEATH 1997
WET A A 2 {1 ek R BR(RCT)
. ~UESTT 4
BRAIT O ATE: 180 A BIS. SIELHGAT. KB S AREDBIE 12 &b C IR0 2 17)
AF 1
Wge4n (Mileg) Gothenburg study (f=—F R, AV =—F>)
Al 39~497%
I b 187 A
Ji 1A FENE277 P . 208 B AR LRI FEIC LD 105 1 TR E RIS 7= (K930%) 13 177 iy
aHe g SENTELL 724 N HRTE14,217 A
(18%IFFEAE HIZL D7 TAZ—T 5 IME, 82%I3 53T 4 2:k)
1B B Xt BREE O H) B2~ 19944 K B
" : , 1923~19444R1 A = — T R TAFEN I LV (39~59m0) &k G ZORCTZBAIGL . DI B D3I~495 a4
KRR ORE FIO A ST
S AR DTG FEHE: 1928~19444F (A =—T R TAEEN - Lobk
KEGAE I DBRSNEE: FLAA DRETE
SHBEMOBESRM: V7L —hORY: 19834E9 H ~19844F4 /1
s Wi 1982~19914E(1923~19324F/E 41 Clt4.84F, 1933~19444F A= FH CTlE7.04F)
BRI 19944 K E TN ADIE LA IBER
A FE AR LI RGO AR D~ T 57 L 3 Hek 7FAm)
= RHA R R GORAR O~ T/ 77 R IR

FHmEEE DR T 1A

A x—T DI B Ek(Swedish cause of death register)

1) 2 I ARECIE PRI 85%. 28] H 78%. 30| H 79%. 481 H 77%. 58] H 75%, xRt Clix(1[Elo
Fr, I ABED5[A] H 2 ) 66%

2) FRER R M ARECIIWIEI25.9%. 216 H 3.7%. 300 H 3.0%. 471 H 1.8%. 5[ H 2.1%, % REETIX
2.5%

RS SN T TR A ARECITOIEIRE 2 1.5%. 200 3 1.3%. 3[5] H 1.5%. 4[] H0.7%. 5 H0.8%, %I
HRRECIX1.3%

SRR TR A ABETIIWIRI20.5%. 2171 H 0.3%. 3[r1H 0.3%. 4181 H0.3%. 51 H 0.3%, xRt
T130.6%

DIAHE R A ABECIIAIEIRZ0.17%. 2[5 H0.11%. 35 H0.16%. 4151 H0.23%. 5[E H0.23%, *FHERE
T130.43%

3) SE L E AR RHERE (RR): /1 ABETIX188,402 AAET18 AL, % HRIECIZ168,025 AMET39ASEL,
RR0.56(p=0.042)

4) BIEILAASE L M2 BAAATE 6~84F T ABEL KT IRBECRH & bhe | D, 283K

5) FLANATE R (R EC A ABETIE81,341 AAE TILS A s 14461 [ MEFLAE 23 A (DCIS) 2041, 1=
PEFLE B AIDC)124451], *FHEEETIX98, 748 NAETILAAZKI19561(DCIS13%1, IDC182/1), FA%HH#E &
#0.90(95%CI: 0.72-1.12)

6) ILINASETE TR INASE /AT, I ARETIZ40/506, 168,025 A4, RR1.00, % HEHETIE18/409,
138,402 A 4F, RR0.55 (95%CI: 0.31-0.96), p=0.035

AF4E

2 RIRRIE180 A T, P RISINANZ0~120 A TIL18%7=A3, 124 H LA L Th2%EH N4 2%, SEHAERIE
0.3~0.6%|ZHiifT

AR

1) 40RO VT D~ BT TT7 AR DI D N F1$45% THE ThHoT-LLTWD, #llalZ2
DINIFERZENR0.1T%EEL, FT21~3E B O ABEDO~ L TF T AHEEIT IR (LI —EHY)Th
0, VIO~ BT T7 4 OREEILRORCIEWV A REMED RIBE NS, 72720, BRI AR TH5.9% &K<,
PaBPEIT D720, DCISIL, i AJET20/144%1, 13.9%, THRIHINS AL, 128 H Kii1218%., 120 H LIKE1S
71 H RGNT52%E 1 LLIRIC < HBLL TRV, 405 COMBZRIIRE 1L.FEEL, EO R\~ TS T L5k
DHIEMMEELIR TS

2) B DI ARED~ T TT7 4Z21128%T12 08, RMBEETIIN ARED A ) —=2 7T RORIZ51%
M2 BT 5T 4% U, RHBBEDa L ZI 30— a BE WL T, A E AR CEARWTTRENED D
3) RAEIRBEL SIE, M AREE KRR CIRIZ R THD

4) 405 TR AL END I | 505 L E TSI A DIFHIA, FEL RO RN KEN
(39~495% 0.64, 505%LL | 0.39)
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Bjurstam N, Bjorneld L, Warwick J, Sala E, Duffy SW, Nystrom L, Walker N, Cahlin E, Eriksson O, Hafstrom LO,

A Lingaas H, Mattsson J, Persson S, Rudenstam CM, Salander H, Sdve-Séderbergh J, Wahlin T.
2P The Gothenburg Breast Screening Trial.
MR Cancer
() = 97(10): 2387-96
FATHE 2003
WFRT A VR 2 (L ekt R AR (RCT)
N NS TTA
Frarik AR 187 1 BIRG. SELHET, 5 IERE: A ARESIE] F 2 &b C LEID 2:H57T)
AF 1
WFFe4, (M) Gothenburg study (f=—7 7RV, AV =—F")
e fin 39~59%%
Bl 1874 H
J71A] BIENE2 5 RS . 200 B DU EFLIRIR S I X0, LA A ChW RIS = (30%)1E 1 )7 i
S AH£21,904 A (39~497% 11,724 A, 50~597% 9,926 \)
POE- 2 %t BARES0,318 A (39~494% 14,217 A . 50~595% 15,744 N)
19355 £ FNLARNEAEA A IZ 8 D7 T AL —F 2 2l 1936454 LU TR 27 2k
JEBRHIH 19964 K H £T
R GAE R DR 1923~19444F |2 A = —F R T FT= &M (39~594%)
S ABE 6B RE=(39~4977%)1.0 : 1.2, (50~597%)1.0 : 1.6
I ABET, v S T BB L TN A IR E , AT Tt 2 g
S 2 I 1923~19324F /5 £114.84F | 1933~19444FE/E ENT.04
% HDOTp 2
REERMDRE RN SFGAE [ O3 b Fa UE: 1923~19444E 2 A =— T R T EN - &It
S GEEF ORI ENE FLAA OB ATE254 A % HREESSTA)
V7 —hOREH: B2 I 1982~19914F JBBRI]: 19964F K £ CTURE 144-M1)
AR FLAVABETS F(39~BIRRDBER T L DA ISR 2 4 % R AT
TURFA B HEAF R (39~B9R% D BEE 2 & DRI ISR I il ot A LL )
STFHD L THIN AR
) A OEPCFHIET /v 7 rha— W RN ERN DT RINA L N E B R0 ER % /058
PR AR DR 71 |@SCBRHITE T /1 A = —F 2 I3 A Gk, JE 15 Bk HIE R 2 AR (R F D 72)
@SCBEILEET /Lt AV 2 —F U BARRER, SR HIEIR 2 H04E GRIIFE & 1)
FRIIAAZR IR E T, R ERABES AT L5 TR
1) 2 PRI ARED83~85%., I IREED64~T9% 3 E N
2) BRE MR, k2 SHIRRR AT R SRR TR, 234058 Rk A AREWIE) TlE5.9%, 1.9%. 0.7%. 0.38%, I ARE(2~5
[ 1)) TlE2.6%. 0.9%. 0.3%. 0.21%, xtBRECIE3.2%. 1.5%. 0.8%. 0.60%
3) F& LS AUt A ATE3096 G723 AU 271451, in situ38fl)., xIMRTE455M (21434415, in situd0fi)
4) r NBEDFETS 3R
OEPCEFHMIE T /L A4y CIIARxHERREE(RR)0.79, 95% 15 #HIX (CD0.58-1.08, p=0.14, FHPEEAINC, 89~445% Tl
RR0.78(0.41-1.48), 45~495% CIZRR0.51(0.24-1.08), 50~547% CTi3RR1.31(0.73-2.33), 55~595% CTI1ZRR0.67(0.38-1.18)
@SCBHliE 7 /L 24E#iCIZRR0.76, 95%CI 0.56-1.03, p=0.08, ‘E#uHEHA1IC, 39~447% CTIZRR0.67(0.35-1.28), 45~49i7%
i TIEZRR0.44(0.20-0.95), 50~545% TIZRR1.31(0.73-2.34), 55~597% TIZRR0.71(0.41-1.22)
@SCBIZEET /L 24 TIERR0.77, 95%CI 0.60-1.00, p=0.05, iP5, 39~445% TIZRR0.70(0.39-1.28), 45~49%
TIZRR0.67(0.37-1.23), 50~547% TIZRR1.06(0.66-1.72), 55~597% TIERR0.67(0.43-1.06)
RCTBRAGRHFEERBINCIL, 45~49i% CRR2Mch /&< 720 [EPCRHIE 7 /L C0.51(0.24-1.08) , SCBFHAIE 7 /1 C0.44(0.20-0.95)],
FHAASEE D DR D720 DIE50~545% Th o172
5) V2’ EME IS IESR: 24EHCIZRR0.80, 95%CI 0.61-1.05, 4EHiPSHEAINC, 39~447% CIERRO0.73(0.44-1.22), 45~495% Ci
RR0.54(0.29-1.02), 50~547#% TIZRR1.16(0.70-1.19). 55~595% TIZRR0.88(0.50-1.54)
V2 EEREBEPESRIT, BT EOAERFE RIS R ORRE FIEE OB 2R LT, 39~445%0.07%. 45~495%0.30%. 50~545%
0.69%. 55~597%0.60%. Total 0.38%
AFILE BRICREARITAR D3, SV 1308~ 1. 1% T
1) 3CiikNo.310 Gothenburg Study Diflkiisi L. 39~59mk D MBS AI DI 2 5% Z L 3O DOFHME THRETL T o,
405EAICRIL T, JE TS RAL F2339~447% T22~33%., 45~497% T33~56%7-7°, H il C k> THE SO H MR R2->TVD
=y 2) 50~547% DB PP h R OMENBIRZFETL T D, FUIRE FEEF O 20— ay  RZEERE ONAT ATB 21

<L\ HRERTR OB GEHERL TOSL 00, 4 %B105 TIIARBGHT LORMABBELZRZL TVD
3) FEINEIE DT me AZ SHHUC /RT3, FEARURRIE R U Choo 7z, JENTEE A A 7 i R B 72 R Tl s o7z
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e Peer PG, Werre JM, Mravunac M, Hendriks JH, Holland R, Verbeek AL.

B4 Effect on breast cancer mortality of biennial mammographic screening of women
under age 50.

MERE4 Int J Cancer

) =Y 60(6): 808-11

FATH 1995

WRT VA ak—hf7E

WA 7k vUERITT T4

AF 1

e 40 (i) FA A~ (F T )

i 35~497%

[k 24F

J7 18] 175 1)

Apr 197T64EBIZ2BR AR I FAA=256,T66 A, T =3 252,810 N, ZDHH | 35~39m%iT T A
A= 18,T42 N, T —F 216,610 A Thr-7-

BB ] 1975~19904(164 )

AR OReE FTUEDF AR ET =R LD LPEER

R H D F% E S 1975 RN AL BIR LT T A A=~ b RESEDOT —RLED LA T T

A FEAE (R AU [FLASABE L

FHFER IR s [ReRECER, Ml A Bk
1 164E LB CTF A A—~18332 A, 77— R L284 NTHAADFE RS, &% DIETF

m 1345.1, 4&1@@@\ FH*TY22130.94(95%CI: 0.§8-1.29)T“33>oz”: “
2) 35~39IZIRET DL, FAA—~L2AN, T—HRLIY NTHDB DT LA, % % DIE
L#(136.1, 38.9ThH o7, FXFUA2130.93(95%CI: 0.79-0.98) Thro7=

BNk RRZ7RL
1) RRBBAARZH BRI F A A=~ & RFERDT — 3 L% HI LTz 27k — M5t

Ak 2) T M ek A ok BRI I Z 5 B L CD 03 YAV R - A3 725 TR O T I B2 Cdo

%
3) 35~39E DL I, RIVFFHEL ., T%DFE L R
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Exbrayat C, Garnier A, Colonna M, Assouline D, Salicru B, Winckel P, Menegoz

Ll F, Bolla M.

B, Analysis and classification of interval cancers in a French breast cancer screening
programme (département of Isére).

HEsE 4 Eur J Cancer Prev

H(B): =Y 8(3): 255-60

FEATAE 1999

LI Al RN

R WIRES ~UERTTT 4

AF 3

¢4 (Hitig) AB—IVI(T T R)

GE 50~69%

i1 b 30 HZE

J7 1A MLO(WAMEMD 1], 55 = Fi Y

- 30,905 A, E42,300[8] DR (B [E1127220,941 N Gt 5235 D 24%) , 2181 FH 1#:7223,834 A
G5 1 31%))

BB ] U2 v —bOHIE: 1991~19954E 2 2[R DF72 % F i

AR DReE 50~69% 21

RIGEROBRERIE |GG L 22 D BR O e AT

AHE R (= RARA B

I FE L PRI A (B T
H

WL LHIW S AL7223070 H LAN). 38 LRI O

AR O 5 1k

HUEAS A B ik

1) 50~595% T, JKE73.8%. K5 FES8S. 7%, 60~697% TIE. HiFE83.0%., i F89.7%

2) PNOW L/ SEHEF MR e FRIT, B2 3 A3 AU 73.0%., T2 /065.2%., Ui AR=Z
ZIB4.5%. B2 BHAELLRT O DN Aub4.7%

3) in situS A DFNIEIE, 2F A3 A14.6%, FEHIAAS. 4% a2 LASN IS WS A

10.1%. FRFZBAAGLART DA AU 18.0% & FEaHFHICAH B2 LERO B > 703, YN
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ElES
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e Sarkeala T, Hakama M, Saarenmaa I, Hakulinen T, Forsman H, Anttila A.
R4, Episode sensitivity in association with process indicators in the Finnish breast
= cancer screening program.

MERS Int J Cancer

B = 118(1): 174-9

FATH 2006

L A Ve TSN EE

G WoRES RUEST T4

AF 3

g 4n (M) T4 TR
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