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Proportion of persons receiving cancer screening by municipality, fiscal year 2008
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60 T Proportion of persons receiving cancer screening by prefecture, fiscal year 2008

[l F=H A Uterine cancer screening
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Proportion of persons receiving cancer screening by the 18 major cities, fiscal year 2008
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% Proportion of persons receiving cancer screening by the core cities, fiscal year 2008
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Proportion of persons receiving health checkup by municipality, fiscal year 2008
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Proportion of persons receiving health examination by prefecture, fiscal year 2008
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Proportion of persons receiving health examination by the 18 major cities, fiscal year 2008
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Proportion of persons receiving health examination by the core cities, fiscal year 2008
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