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%1 DBT+ FFDM versus FFDM : false positives, recall rate, cancer detection rate, invasive cancer detection rates.
(BExm1) &5 Hs%)
study DBT + FFDM FFDM
- cancer detection invasive cancer - cancer detection invasive cancer
false positives recall rate X false positives recall rate N
rate detection rate rate detection rate
European studies
STORM 254/7294*! 313/7294*! 59/7294 52/7294 322/7294 362/7294 39/7294 35/7294
(3.5%) (4.3%) (0.81%) (0.71%) (4.4%) (5.0%) (0.53%) (0.48%)
OTST single 670/12,621*2 351/12,621*2 101/12,621 81/12,621 771/12,621*2 265/12,621*2 77/12,621 56/12,621
reading (5.31%) (2.78%) (0.80%) (0.64%) (6.11%) (2.1%) (0.61%) (0.44%)
OTST double 1057/12,621*2 463/12,621*2 119/12,621 94/12,621 1286/12,621*2 365/12,621*2 90/12,621 67/12,621
reading (8.5%) (3.67%) (0.94%) (0.74%) (10.3%) (2.9%) (0.71%) (0.53%)
US studies
Destounis 19/524 22/524 3/524 1/524 58/524 60/524 2/524 1/524
2014 (3.63%) (4.20%) (0.57%) (0.19%) (11.07%) (11.45%) (0.38%) (0.19%)
Lourenco 767/12,921 827/12,921 60/12,921 30/12,921 1107/12,577 1175/12,577 68/12,577 41/12,577
2014 (5.94%) (6.40%) (0.46%) (0.23%) (8.80%) (9.3%) (0.54%) (0.33%)
Friedewald 14,591/173,663 | 15,541/173,663 950/173,663 707/173,663 28,519/281,187 | 29,726/281,187 1207/281,187 815/281,187
2014 (8.40%) (8.95%) (0.55%) (0.41%) (10.14%) (10.57%) (0.43%) (0.29%)

* 1 false positives and recalls for the DBT p FFDM arm of the STORM trial were calculated using positive integrated DBT and FFDM as a condition to
recall (i.e. exams which were positive based on FFDM, but not DBT, would not be recalled) .
* 2 false positives for the OTST were calculated as the number of participants without a verified cancer who were referred to arbitration. recalls were
determined based on cases sent for further evaluation after arbitration, during which FFDM and DBT information was available for all cases (including
those sent to arbitration based on FFDM data alone) .
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