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Etcaywyn

v H paotoypadikr afloddynon twv nukvwv paotwv (ACR C/D) cuvbéstal pe petwpévn suvatodnoia kot auEnuéveg emavakAHoELS
000EVWV yLa CUMITANPW LOTLKO QTIELKOVIOTIKO EAEYXO

v' H evowpdtwon cuotnudtwy texvntic vonuoouvng (TN) otn Stadlkacio avayvwong armookomel otn BeATiwon tn¢ SLayVwoTIKAG
oKpiBeLag Kot armodoTLKOTNTAC TWV TTPOYPAULATWY TIPO CU LITTW MATIKOU EAEYXOU LE pooToypadia

H avadelén tng ocupBoAng tng TN TNV EKTIUNON TIUKVWY LACTWY

ZtoxoL tngG mapovoag Epyaciag: I:
H a&loAoynon tng enidpaong tng TN ot HElWON TWV EMAVAKANCEWV

TWV €€ TAIOPEVWV YUVOLKWVY




Control Group Al Group
2 AKTLVOSLAYVWOTEC AKTLVOS1aYVWOTN G + EUMOPLKO
(double reading) cvotnua TN

1.642 npoAnmuikeg b dLakég paotoypadieg

Katdtoén paoctoypadlwv avaloya Pe TNV TUKVOTNTO Lallkoy
adeva

Katnyopieg ACR C/D = cUoTOON YO TTEPALTEPW ATIELKOVLOTLKO
€\eyxo = emavakAnon acBevolg
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Ewk. 1: Katdtagn pLootwv avaAoyo Le TNV MUKVOTNTA TOUG

TOotnpa TN:
* Avwvupornoinon e€etacewy
* Avdluon paoctoypadlwv
* Avixveuon UTIOTITWV TEPLOXWV
* Ymoloylopog risk score (1-10)
o 1-3 2 low risk > &gv anatteital mepaltépw EAeyX0C
o 8-10 - high risk 2> clUotaon ywa lepelivnon — avénuévn B avotnTa KakonBeLag

Ewk. 2: Napddetypa e€€taong mou aloloyrOnke ard to clotnua TN
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Low risk by Al
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ACR C/D: 44.6%
Maotoypadisc ACR C/D mou xapaktnpiotnkay “low risk” amo
to cuotnua TN: 25.4%
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Low risk by Al

o ACR C/D: 55.9%
*  Maotoypadicg ACR C/D mou yapaktnpiotnkav “low risk” amno
to oUotnua TN: : 29.3%

Control group: og 0Aeg pactoypadisc ACR C/D cuotBnKe cUUTANPWHATLKOG EAEYXOG LE UTIEpNXOYP AP NUa /Kot MT HaoTwy avaAoya LE TG

evOel€elg yla TNV kA Be e€etalopevn

Maotoypadisc ACR C/D mou kpiBnkav wg xapnAol kKvduvou arod o cuotnua TN = OxL amopoitnTog 0 TEPALTEPW EAEYXOG = HEiWON

ETAVAKANCEWV

2€9,6% kot 1,2% TwV MEPUTTWOEWV YLO. TOV TIPWTO KAl SEUTEPO AVAYVWOTH AVTIOTOLXA, O LOOTOYPAdIEC TIUKVWV LAOTWVY TTOU
xapaktnpiotnkay and to cvotnua TN wg xapnAol KivdUvVou, 0 GURTIANPWHOTLKOG OUTELKOVLOTLKOG EAEYXOG OVESELEE UTTOTTTAL

suprpata yio Kokor0sia (BI-RADS 4/5).




Low Risk by Al — NMeputtwoeig pactoypadiwv ACR C/D tou abBwwdnkav anoé to cvotnua TN aAAd
ovadeixbnkav UTOTTOL EUPHHLATOL OTOV TIEPALTEPW EAEYXO

Al classification: Low-risk

e Juotaon Al: Aev antatteitou
TIEPULTEP W EAEYXOC

*  Juurm\npwuatiko unepnyoypddnua: BI-RADS 4a

* Blowia: IDC
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Al classification: Low-risk
JUotaon Al: Aev amateitol mepAUTEPW EAEYYOG
MT pootwv AOYyw auEnUEVNG TUKVOTNTOC: avadelén umormntng BAABNG

OTO KATW NULHopLo AP - BI-RADS 4b
Xelwpoupykn €alipeon - totohoyikr): IDC




Zwotn afloAoynon paotoypadiag wg low risk and to cvotnua TN

ITI¢ paotoypadieg mukvwy paotwv (ACR C/D) mou tafvournOnkayv
arto v TN wg xapunAoU KvéUVou, 0 CUUITANPWHLOTLKOG
OLTLELKOVLOTLKOG EAEYXOG SEV AVESELEE UTTOTTTAL EUPHATOL OTO:

* 90,4% TWV TIEPUTTWOEWV yLa TOV senior reader

* 98,8% TWV MEPUTTWOEWV yLa TOV junior reader

Limitation: Aev mpoonABav OAeG oL YyuValKeG YLl TOV CUUTIAN PWHLATLKO
QUTELKOVLOTIKO ENEYXO, YEYOVOG TIOU EMNPEALEL TNV aKpiBeLa TwV
QTTOTEAECUATWY TNG HEAETNG
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* Hevowpdtwon tng TN otn Stadikaoia avayvwong LooToypadLwy oTal TTPOoYPA ULATO TIPOCU UITTWHATIKOU TTANBUGLAKOU EAEYXOU UTTOPEL val
' . v v , ' ’ ’
OUUBAAEL OUGLOOTIKA OTN KELWON TWV 1N OVOYKOLiWVY EMOVOKANROEWV C€ YUVAIKEG JUE TTUKVOUC LaLoToUG
* QoT000, N avelpeon UTOTMTWY gUpNUATWY (BI-RADS 4/5) 0& UELOVWIEVEG TTEPUTTTWOELG UTIOYPAUUIZEL TNV AVAYKN TIPOCEKTIKIG A€LOAOYNCNG TWV
It ' . I . . It I It I I
QITOTEAECUATWY TWV cuoTnUATtwy TN Kat EMIKUPWAONE TOUC OE EUPUTEPOUC TTANBUGHOUC, TP LV OO TNV KABOALK EVOWUATWON TOUG OTNV KALVLKN
A
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