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Table 1. Sensitivity of Mass/Microcalcification by CAD System in Different Views
Sensitivity of Mass Sensitivity of Ca++ Total Sensitivity
cC MLO ML cC MLO ML cC MLO ML
Total 0.78 0.74 0.72 1.00 0.97 0.93 0.87 0.83 0.80
(n=65) (360f46)  (340f46) (330f46) (300f30) (290f30) (280f30) (660f76) (630f76)  (610f76)
Fatty 1.00 0.86 0.86 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.89 0.89
(n=17) (140f14)  (120f14) (120f14) (50f5) (50f5) (50f5) (190f19)  (170f19)  (170f19)
Dense 0.69 0.69 0.66 1.00 0.96 0.92 0.82 0.81 0.77

(n=48) (220f32)  (220f32) (210f32) (250f25) (240f25) (230f25) (470f57) (460f57) (440f57)

CC:craniocaudal view, MLO:mediolateral oblique view, ML:mediolateral view

2 markers - R2 ImageChecker V3.1A I markers = R2 ImageChecker V3.1A
a b c

Fig. 1. A 57 year-old woman with screening detected mass. The final pathology was infiltrating ductal carcinoma in left breast.
a, b. Standard mammogram shows scattered fibroglandular densities in left breast. The CAD system marks the mass in left central breast
correctly on CC view (asterisk), and false positive mass mark (asterisk and arrow) is seen in left outer breast. On MLO view, the mass is
correctly marked by CAD system.
c. Mediolateral view taken after 21 days of the standard mammography. The CAD system marks the mass (asterisk) correctly, but false
positive mass mark (asterisk and arrow) is seen below the true mass.
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