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L, ~VES 77 0 CRABREENHEORBICKEL, BRBRELE LT
ENLBENOL VWA ETEIEERLERIEPMOENT VD, ZHNITERR
LIAAFENEEL TV D E, B ETIE~YAF U 7R RICE - THRERHRE
PIETTDH2DTH2L50, 20D, BBRFEERFIZIEIT TS T 7 0 AR
RICEFEABRORBELZER TEX D L5, 1.3 TR X 9 7235 BCH E R
ARLERT DL RLETH D, A KE TIE R 5 RCH E R A P E
MY D ENRROEN, 2019 FIZIFTXTOMNTHEAMPEBMNIT DI, 5%
. M OLEEEICESNT, AFza—R 0@ RE 2, F30EHY
T4 OBMPHERIND XD RENOKRZ T m 77 AR EHFEND 2 &N
INTWVD D HRTIT40E "D 69 E T RETYUET T 7 0 B2
ZTHIOHBEINTEY, BHICOWTHEHBEANINLTWDLIEMTHLSL, L
LILEM R E X B T b 2 & 284 < | BI-RADS!'® (C¥#EHL L 7= & &b T
N XAPRHESLENTWVWRVOBERTH S,

XBEGRT T eI ho T 4 P2 VICBITLEZ LT, B8, 77 40—
FT4 Y ENv~rF27 774 (FFDM) OF 4 ¥ Z )V fE %z MM L7 volumetric
breast density measurement (VBDM) 3B S iL7c, ZhHIZ K-> THREE O E
BERFHHIAWEEICRY 5O H 5, AW TIE FFDM (2 X o TARR & 472 ) 55 H
EHEALCHLMEEZ CHRICIRETH22OOH LV FEERELE D, Ly
L. V777402 7T THREE] & THBRMERKICKL > THENRIND
U227 LOEBNRBAMRITIELZARICSA TR, Chiu biT L E =2 —F
T TRHMICOEE2EHHAET, WRBEPLBERIER - A7 —2 - LT R -
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YAXFUITHREBEL TVWOIRBEE~ARETEEICONTHLNIC L2
FTIXIFEAERN] IR TWD ®  F7, Bkpo b 9 FL < OXMkE A L
oA R, TIEWIMEABEICR T 2®MBEALFEO~Y VEZ 77 4 EKEITT X TOX
MCT—EHBELTEFLTIEWVWSD DD, £DETFTHEIL22.1% 006 70.0% £ T &
SETHD] EHELTVD, Z0XIHIC, EFEOMOBRYVAREE L~ E
777 4 THEPREIND Y A OBAKRITELEENIIHLAIZSIATWVDS &
EXEx RV, LER-> T, SV ETS T 740 BRZVALMBEEICE SV, LV
RO REIMEEZ ~AT v 77 v 73 5121E, FFDM O 7 ¢ ¥ Z VA2 & 5+l
SNTABREBEEL, WEVPBRIND U A7 08K EZHMBICEENLLT D2 LMK
oD,

VRIS T T A ORHBEORIE L L THBBMBEOEEIH LS Z &N
HoH, THBELZ MEOY VTSI 7 0 BMZORREIFELZKBLTWND &
WEL, Tz BEEE L THOWTE RN, 1.3 TRAZ X S ICFMEEO
BEORIERYIIAATH LD, ZOREITEEITIEKR D SRy 202D F
2. ZTOFEREYMIIRZZ2Z T TV LZEICLXIE L TR &6
7. Hollingsworth (3~ V7 7 7 4 EEOEME L L CHMMELER T2 2 &
WY TIE AV ERR TN D 2D,

ZOXEHIC., WEBEGEHWNT~Y ST 7 4 OB HIERE &2 5k e
L2 EEIRNEETHDL, TZTH2ETIEH, v ES 7740 THEMICHVL R
TS X MR A X—ORFEMICH LT X MBHEENELEEEME 2D
LB E AR A Y P 7 7 b A % B3 L T Receiver Operating
Characteristic (ROC) EBR AT W, AMEEN ~ F 27 T 7 1 O HEE ~ KT

W EEREAT D,

22 AREEVERIESM 7 7 FLDOBER
221 77 bMADOERAEMH

—RIL~Y BT T T4 EBTHOONDERILE T 7 A, FIZIER D A
FNALZ 7 U L— K77 kA2 R K[E Computerized Imaging Reference
System (CIRS) fLH#EAEX LTV 5H ACR @R E FFDM 7 7 > h A 20 |, <
TSI T4 THERAESND XBETFTZFUX —HEO 8 (FEICIE— &) TL
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MEAFBICHLTCHELE XBEBEHRELZ RS RW, 7205, ZEOALEMEE
FERRLIMEOMEEZ 7 7 FPAICHWTWD 2, a3 b T A RN EEE
DAFEG TR > TV D, AR EEE & JLR 5 2 &R EICBEEMA T 2
OIZiE, BEOABBENRDLDLr>TEY, o, BIKTO=a M7 X ML
EMICHA L XHEHBEHVWDILENS D, 22 CEALRE LRAFEOMEN L
WOFEMEZHNT AR BELEEICHEAIRRILE Y 7 A2 L7 (B
T AV F LT 7o b)), 2077 hAF~RES T 7 4 RETH
WHNDLDE XM Fo XNV F -G CTEALE LFE L XBREBFEER OO,
MR TOS U E7 77 4 DBBHMELZERT LI LN TE D,
AETHBELEAV T L7 70 b A B EMEM=C:72.0%.0:16.4% .
H:92%., N:24%, AMEMIZEM =C:69.5%. 0:173%. H:89%. N
23%. Ca:14%., P:0.6% CHif I TH Y, (k) mMEBy L LFEBERELEL
LD TH D, T ORI E B kR AL E Z B2 (ICRU) Report 44 27 [Z
# & T 5 Adipose tissue 3 L (N Breast tissue Dk L 1FE AR L TH 5,
FVTFNT 7 SIS T D NG NN FE A & R AT 3R O X BRI 5 Fr
PMEEMHRT DO, BREM ORI RE 2 KEREEEIN DR RZEST L7 —2
— ALV AT 5 XCOM THHE L, ICRUReport44 Off & [k L7, 22T, H&E
Vo 55 R B 2 RIS AR SIS B B 72 0 O W EL LI R Report 44 O fE (Jig Vi 4R
% =0.950, AWM =1.020) ZH 7, 21 IR FT Lo, MFEMLE~
BT 740 TCHERAEIRL XBE TR X —FAaKkiconwWTAHY VI LT 5
¥ h AL ICRU OBEBRBILI IS —H LWL ZERNbnD, LR T,
VBDM Z BB & T 556, TNODRMITAE7 7> b LA &EEKT 2 02 HM
WARFEMTHY, SEMERLEA IV CF AT 7o b AL ELEOLREEDE
ST 2 BRI % © L BRI & FRARICFEM T2 Z &N AR TH D,
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10000 (a) 10000
T 2 T (b)
£ :
£ 1000 [ ¥ 1000 [
S i @ . .
£ —— Original phantom 'S —— Original phantom
7} &
8 100\ - ICRU composition g w0 f \ - ICRU composition
S \ <
£ 5
g 10| g2 10
£ £
@ 5
£ 1 £ 1
-
0.1 0.1
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30
Photon energy (keV) Photon energy (keV)

K21 KFHETHBELEFGYV T 772 P ADRBIGFEI (EHR) & ICRU
Report 44 IZH#H X7 TS AIFDRMGGF I (RR) DHE. (a), (b)IFH 4
AL L NIEDOFERE R L TREY, EE bHFFIZLS —FHL T35,

222 77 ¥ hADER

FYVFNT 7 b AITH TRl A e K OVEL R Sl 3R A o0 B ik
) Nl N Nl S

O MEMEMBM EEALMEMBMOX—ZAEEZ ., A Z 5 E - XKTE2 H

WTO0.1 77 LHEATHEBICHERET D,

@ taicHBLEEE, BEEBEATHIEZNRT S,

@ H#IEzHHOMIC A B 24 WEFE CE S 5

@ b L7eBIEZ R0 LkET 5,
EROTXTORAT v 7 & BE 40% ., HE 23°CICHBE I N —EDENSKME
TTHEATLE,

ERL L2 BB S M FE M 2 K& X 120 mm x 120 mm, B & Smm (54). 10 mm
(3#). 20 mm (3#). 30 mm (24) ODATZT7IRICIML L, o, ARE
MHEMIXEEOLROETICES T D720, EHEO03mm » 5 2mm, £ I 50
mm OFRIZM LT L, ME&ERZ 250g & L7,
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(a) (b)
Adipose-equivalent slab

® w00 « ® « ® 05 » « °

Fibroglandular-equivalent tissue

K22 FUVFnTr PADHIK. (a) # AT TE, (b) A MREMF
HDOE—XD—F. ZHEAEDE—X i E A 2508 (kL 7.

22 A VY F NV T 7 PADMANTCFIEEZRT, 5. (DX IHIZ
77RO FEMBM 2L LT, KE 5mm, #E 120 mm, BATX 120 mm &
S 10mm OSEARR v 7 A ERR L7z, IZ, (b)IZR T K 9 e BOR o 7L 5 i 57
MazEFRETHELAMNOALREE (25%. 50%. BXVO 75%) IZHAET 5
2 (R212R) 2Ry 7 2ICRKELLEE, BNOLRBEICHY T L E
SORTTRIEMFMHAM THZ L, EBIAEE (compressed breast thickness :
CBT) 20 mm ICHS 254V YV F 77 v b a&mERLE,

K21ICARMETHWZEN B LXOCAREMEM ORI L IOEHERZE - HE LR
To ARICEBWTHREBE LT, F-ETHELZERITHEN, BB IR

SMAEMORERICH T I2AMEMEMOEROE A EIET., X 2.3 THRE
B 25%. 50% . BELO®T5%ICHTHE LAY VT L7 7 b AD X BREHE R
T, HBEEIXXY ) VAT BNV AT AR Peru-tu, ¥—4% v b/ 7 4 b
X Mo,/ Mo, 77 v M)V T 47 27 % (FPD) O F# P A X :85um x 85 um,
HoA L ~L 13 bit, R SIEIE CBT 20 mm 2% L CTHIE TH W T WS O & [
U (&®EE 29 kv, % EI 18 mA. auto exposure control : AEC i i) T. HE %
WUBR TG R B4 & Rk IC BB Rk E & LTz,
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£ 2.1 FAREEICX TSN EMFEN S AREGFEHD/ESELOEE. I/t d CBT
20 mm (2% 9 5.

Breast
density Adipose-equivalent tissue Fibroglandular-equivalent tissue Total
(%)
Area Thickness Weight Area Thickness Weight Thickness Weight
(mm) (mm) (2) (mm) (mm) (2) (mm) (2)
25 120 x 120 15.0 216.0 120 x 120 4.8 72.0 19.8 288.0
50 120 x 120 10.0 144.0 120 x 120 9.5 144.0 19.5 288.0
75 120 x 120 5.0 72.0 120 x 120 14.3 216.0 19.3 288.0

25% 50% 75%

B 2.3 21 IS THEICHEL AV T 77 b AFREEERE L&
R TIRE L= X RN, =00 65 NEIZHJREE 25%, 50%, 75% D F &7 L TH
Y, AMEEPE R SIEELIS A S ARE MM B %> TOSET PP
NS,
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23 RERBBEOLRE EREMSE
2.3.1 ROCENOLDOEBRIERL X CEEFE

Bl 23 2R d 3FBEOAMBEICHELLZA VDT LT 70 b AICHEEBERE
A L. ROC NI D72 OB A X M4 % fERL L 72, ARAFZECH W 7o B
BTN A KA (REE V2D L EAE 100 pm o x 6 /) JEJE MR (HE1k
AU =B, BEEHOSmm), BLOAEX 2 FHRHL (BELRE R %
Mo REICM MR OZEE (AK) 26 2EAN 10mm O/NEKRE) ©3 2 A 7T
H %, K 2412 ROC ENT O 7D OB BAGAERL OB T &~ T, FLIREE 25%.,

Microcalcificatio Microcalcification

\1 [ | l"»

Spiculated 1 Mass lesion Spiculated lesion

[X 2.4 ROC BIZEFHF DIESE. 4V F N 772 PAF 2T 05 7 EEFICE Y P
L, HEIZHEFEZE D CXRIREZ7TTo72 (ZK). #ROKITZ 7> L FE
IO TEBEHREDIELED — (. LGRIZERE LT TB320ICAREH & AN
TNZIRIE L 2 HEHE D X R[5 T, WD OIREDHRGE KL THEA LTS,

50%. 75% D 3FEBEICONWTENETNR YT 4 THAMB L XA T 4 7 Wiy % 5t
100 LT DHERR LTc, RYT 4 THBICITHEX A 7 | EOBEANI iz
B, 2 FEEAINZEBEL X0 3 BET X THAIN BB EZIRES S,
EDREZATHERTT 0 THBEN S0 LD oI Lz, £HAIT, 110 mm
x 110 mm O Z & PHZ 10 mm x 10 mm (2 5% L7z 121 FEFE 23 E L. fiLEK
S L7y o THRE Lo, (EAIBERR . RE Sk, MBS MIE 222 TR &
BOTHDL E25 ICHEREEZHEALLAY LT 7 b A (LIREE 50%)
DO XMEED—Fl&k T, B E LML 2T ®RKFWbEIL, 2015 LT ¢ ¥
N~ BT T T AR EEME L TMAELTEY, v 777 0I1ICHT
D XMHAOSLEEITEDICHR S ATV D,
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AK{tm

15 5K

|

. 5 gk

2.5 ROC AEHrICHE THEIZIHO RS T v TG D —HF (AR
BSE25%). & Z TIL3 54 T DEEEHFREF T N THAII T35,
1 54 7DHXIT2 54 T DERIFASIHTEEE D BFETS.

ERLIBER A~V E7 77 A REREDRBUT RN 5 4 (GREEE
LA 54 154 18 4, 20 4) NEBERNARIC (1) HEWR HETR
W, (2) BELLIHEEE RN, (3) FHELELEARN, (4) BETOLLIRENR
HbH, (5 MEBBWRIWENHD, OSEMTHMLZ, BIESFMHFITUTO L
BOThHD, BHE=Z : fGE 5SM B2 L« BLEME 600 cd/m? -+ [ f ¥ 1
A2l A F B VBB T 4 AT VA F=F — JHIDRE 20 1x, #8525 H
BEXOBELHRE . 7Y —. window width 3 X O window level I Z[H & . i ik K
BIXOBBREITIATE L, BIRITALREEOBKWIEIZT V., FILBREEIC
BUIDE - EOBERMEZ 2BMUNE L 200U EDOA v & — L EHATK
DIBEEICE TS -~ HOBEETo, BIEEIT - HTOT VX LICERES
NZBEBICONT, B/ hARKAE, BEELIIAY X 27 BIEET Dl E o
7E % 1T - 72 , ROC 2 #T |Z 1T Web-based Calculator for ROC Curves(Engeland Morgan,
Department of Radiology and Radiological Science, Johns Hopkins University School

of Medicine, Baltimore, Maryland, USA: http://www.jrocfit.org) % H 7z,
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WMBEOEM LW ERERIIRHTNAEEERD LI E > L BT 2729
IZ Microsoft Excel for Windows ver. 2016 (Microsoft Corporation, Redmond,
Washington, USA) Z MW CHi#t Fimfg (AUC) (23 2 Student's t-rest (1 {l
& . Bonferroni #iE) #4T > 72, AMFI TIL p<0.05DFH ., MAtBICHET
HoHLHM L, AUCIE., JoF L iEN: Mo AT 4 THGLERY T

B OXTIZHT HBEHEOMICB T, RYT 4 TGO FBEZF
TEDOHBEEPEGVHERZRLTEY, ERARKENVEERTT 4 TEG LERNTT
B G EZHEYICENTETWDHIIEERLTND,

2.3.2 ROC BT #E R

K22B LU 26 IZHAMEEIZHT D AUC 2T, &K E L THMEE
DHEME L HITHEORMEREER TS 28m» R o, filxiE, FLIREE
25% wHEAEL LG A, AREE 508 L 715% 123325 AUC OK T X

5

5

H# 2.2 WHWEHD AUC. T XTDHE THIRELE 25% (KGFFZETHIEHD
BNE) DFFAUC 37D K&, () WOLEIT 25% 24T S FEE KT

Breast density

Type of lesion 25% 50 % 75 %
Microcalcification 0.860 0.656 (23.7) 0.574 (33.3)
Mass lesion 0.857 0.703 (18.0) 0.533 (37.8)
Spiculated lesion 0.910 0.778 (14.5) 0.770 (15.4)
Average 0.876 0.712 (18.7) 0.626 (28.5)

MANAIRIEOBZEZN TN 23.7% B LV 333%., BREROLAEZNLEN 18.0%8
FW378% Th o7, LML AEF 2 FIZOWTITHAMREE 25% 234 5 50%
BELOT5%D AUC ODERTRITZN LN 145%B L P 154% L1 ELEALERLET
bole, ZOBRIZHOWTIE 233 THLLAERS, £ 2312 AUC D FLIRE
KAFPEIZ %9 D Student's t-test DFEFR % m 3, FLIREE D 25% 0 5 50% ~E 1L
LGB EDWAESLHEEIC AUC MR T L2, 50% 0D 15% ~Eh L5
AVEBIIABFBICAUC I T LEN, AEX 27 EWM/NARILITHEFICAEE
20



RIET 2RISR oT,

Microcalcification Mass lesions Spiculated lesions

08 08 | 08

0.6 06 } 06 |
a a a
— - —

0.4 ——25% breast density 04 —25% breast density 0.4 —25% breast density

—50% —50% —50%
0.2 —75% 0.2 —75% 0.2 —cx
0 0 0
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 04 0.6 08 1 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1

FPF FPF FPF

2.6 FFEEIZH IS ROC IR,

# 2.3 AUCIZK T BHABRELED t fE DR, HIRELE 25%E 50% [ TIET X TOHEIZ
ODNTHBEEPRDLNSD, 50%E 75% [ THIEEZE Tp > 0.05 &0, #hGK1EE
REF 2 FITAUC ICHFNIHEEEND S EITE5Z R0,

Type of lesion Between 25% and 50% Between 50% and 75% Between 25% and 75%

P 95% CI P 95% CI P 95% CI

Microcalcification 0.0144% 0.0765 - 0.3331 0.1787 -0.0576 - 0.2212  0.0003* 0.2167 — 0.3565
Mass lesion 0.0001* 0.1258 — 0.1822 0.0058* 0.0822 - 0.2582  0.0003* 0.2453 - 0.4031

Spiculated lesion  0.0465% 0.0033 - 0.2603 0.7595 -0.0553 - 0.0701 0.0093* 0.0570 - 0.2214

Average 0.0039* 0.0880 — 0.2390 0.0113* 0.0325 - 0.1405 0.0000%* 0.2144 - 0.2856

Cl ; 15/ X /H

2.7 IFHMREEE 25% BT 5T X TDORED ROC gz L, Bl
BIZELEDORELDOTH D, MEAMIZHMBEER | K0 % “junior’ | 1 4L E
6 fF AR & “semi-senior’ | 6 FFLL E 15 4F K & “senior’ | 15 fFLL E & “expert’
LT L, BInbond L 51T, expert 24 (BlEH AL B) ILIFEA
MU AUC &2, Lbicmd TmWitiiEZ R Lc, i, FMEEREDN 1
FERWBOBEF BEIRBBMENMELS, hoBEFICHO N TLHEMBEEN R
VIE ERRE S @ < e DT &2 R L T2,
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0.6
(¥ .
o observer
-
0.4 —— A (expert)
—— B (expert)
—— C (senior)
0.2
~—— D (semi-senior)
— E (junior)
0 L L L L
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1
FPF

B 2.7 3 KA T DREEENHEN S TS B EEE fE DV ROC HI#R.
F R BT PY G SE DS R VIE E BB BEF s T [ 54 5 5.

233 77V NADI)IARANRT—RARYT MV

PR 28 O ZE M R B R E DRI E L R IE TR EZH L N T D ® T,
FUVLPFNANT 7 bbD ) A ANRNT =27 L (NPS) # 2 Rim®E 77—V
TEBEEZ RO THMREE 25%., 50% . BELO T5%ICOWTHIE L7z, KET
WH T4 iz, W23DX527%7 7 b aNOBEILIBHGEO D62 E
W5, 77 v b AEBOFREERND 1024 x 1024 ¥ 7 L O Y 7 5HEK &
L, ZkZERCE2EOPMEICLY b — A2 RE DKM E RNy 7
75 RERELEHE, 256x256 E 7 B D ROIZHEL, x. v &FI
128 EZ BT O —N"—=F S LN ALMREERIC 64 @D ROl 2% E
LT2KRITENPSZHE L, 7o HF T AEHERD T, RIT, 2RI NPS O

D Z kT 7 7 A4 F O 14 742 (PLENZFORW) OF =2 2 YT 5

22



2 LKoo T 1T NPS 3R,

28 ICHABEEICHE LAV TV T 7 N ADNPS -7, 5EH
WEBBREDO O ESDTH DAY X 27 OZE/M A EKHER (5 0.05mm!) Off
X7 7 7% AL TRDT, 28 Mbbnd LI, WIREE 25%. 50%.
T5S%IZFHIE LAV VTV T7 7 FAD0.05mm! TDO AT MVE (/A X
FE) 1. ILEREE 25% : 0.17 mm2, 50% : 0.29 mm2, 75% : 0.33mm2 T®H v | I
R 25% 0 ) 4 XML LD E S0%B L 75% D /) 4 AWEFTEL L B
18U E@moled, —FH 50% & 75% TIHEBEREN R LN D o7,

0.4
~ 035
haad 1 |
E -©-25% breast density
c 03 A
> 4-50%
g 02T B-75%
v
5 0.2 F
2
O
a 015 }
@
2 01 }
0.05 |
0 L L
0.05 0.55 1.05 1.55

Spatial frequency (mm?)

X 2.8 BFHRELEICHEITS AV T 772 FAD NPS (7K @ AREE
25%, & :50%, #:T75%). X ETF =2 T DLERE KA (79 0.05 mm!)
TIEAREE50%E 75% D/ 4 XBFEIZTEL L THEY, Eb68625%E
LN THIE I 0.
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24 B
EfERILREEGFR HFIEREYL S ELTH, vV BT 7 4 TEFALR
WWRAEPRIND YV AR TL2AMEEZEOLERNMAINLRVIRY | HLIRE
FEAZIS T2 @B O3t ML T2 Z L IXWEETH D, BRIKE B %2 H W 72 B H R
OFACIE, LIRBEICMZ, LWRMEEO S, RYva=r 70 EEE

JER EOREREM, FUISNELEOES, RE OFE ., miEd 0L F I,
ANBHTZY OFFE, BBRLESEERE, ZOBRPEHICERY G- TE
Bl @MEINTEY 9, ZTA6OFENUIHE M T EEN R D
REBEHTHEREICRLD2ZEEFHALNATHDL, LEDN->T, HERIAREE
P OREEMT 270103, Mx0BERESWMLZT 70 —FNBHELR

2
ARETIEH, vV EZ7 774 ORMBEICHT 2ALMREEORBRIZTEZMWH~D
I, AMEEEZERICATLETE LAV VT ALT7 v PAZERL, 2hz

MWTROCERAZIToT-, BIEEIZIEE . KPTERELER T 2AWMBRZ OME
RIECBET D~ B 7 7 B2 OEIN, G, MEERICET M T s
T HNTaleERBREr= 1, REZIG LR BREM TH - 7,
FT. ARETT oAV T A7 7 bAIZE D ROC EBR A i U IR~
VET T T4 HEHBETETNDLINE I NIZOVnTIHRRD, K 2.7 IZART X
HRRBEEENREWAT 7 UBEF1TE AUC D RESBHEN &S WEmICH -
oo 72120, ABIOERTIIFBEFICOE 3IEOBEFER (B/haKi -
B e A X2 TH1E) OFHLIRLZZENTERVWZDODREZEMT T 5 Z
EHRHNETHY, BIBEOHRIEEBOEDRKINICAETHDL Z L ERIET 5 2
ENTERDPoT, LnL, BEBEIEW, TR0 E7 77 0 DRI
HEDLoTVLIHHEAREWIEFERIERAEWVEMICSH D Z &N ERKE RN OHEE
ENT, LER> TAMETHELEAYV DT L7 70 PABIOEEKL %
HAWTZEBRIZE > T, BIR~ U EZ 77 4 TORERE ORI Z i 8IZ {3 T
LB TRBEINTEEERD,

AR OALME ERFAMEIZONTIE, <AL TWD THBREEN®
VEEHABRBERENSE T TS L ORBRANEITIT B L, L2rL, £22
CROND KT, ABFE TIEAMEE 75% D AUC 1% 25% O AUC % L &
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K 37.8% DK T T > 727, Mandelson b DS 29 TIHAEMHEALREIZX T 5
FREAFOBRHEEOK FTERIIHKRT 62%ThHY . KFROMER LT 20%
UEDENRS o7, ZHIFEICHI LELREELANA DO WL D00 BRI
2, FHEMEZHOCTHEZIT I ENEEBLTWVWDL EEX D, ZoOfllic
JEMitESLE IR T 2mBELEO~ T T 7 4 EOK T RN AR KR
FoEmOVEEREAINS (Mousa et al. 3¥ ; 34.3~62.5% . Ekpo et al.'”; 22.1
~70.0%), Y~V ET T T 4 OBHEERT~OXNEEZIT O 2DIZIE, KA
LHERNENENDOREZMATHZENLETHLIN, OB ROEEIZ SN
TIEHA®BOBETH D,

K23 BLUOM 26 ICBWTEBMEREOKREMER CITAREELSNITLE
BHBEIAECERTLERS, —FH, P A AR KEL I T A MDODRE WAL X
2 THES, YA XAREFIT/HhESL 2 T AN EW/N AR TIX, AR

B 25% L SO%MTCTIEARBRENBDOLNTZ DD 50% & 15% DO MIZIEAE
RENRP o, FIZAEX 271220 TIEIFEAEBRBBEICEN R T,
AV TN T 7 b A OIEE LR 0 22 W BRI & RS A 0 22 R JE
B A TR R, WEX AT (FARXRLar b T A DN) 1Tk TIEHARE
EOREEZ I WEMBERETR O LHETES, K28 TR LEEA
UYPF N7 7 b ADOEIMBEED NPS & AV X o 7 & O 22 [ J& 3 5 ik
DOBIFRIZEK 2.6 ® ROC B DOFERE —FL TRV . AETHW AV PV F 17
7V N ADGEE BHK 10 mm OWERO BN E OB EZ T2
WEWD T ENRB SN, UM AR OB R R Y 25% A
550%OHTRMICET LR, TR EAREEN G 2o THHEERE(
Witz Z &b BUNAIRKAE ORI BERFAET 2 /TR Rk S
oo TNHDZLENL, RUET T 7 OBRHBRECH T 2ARBEEDOREL
ML DGE. MAEDX A TG U THIMEE & B HIRE OIERE 2 BGR %25 K
TOLENDDLEEZ D,

Z 2 TAE®D limitation IZO W T R%, 12, ROC FZH T W 7= 4 5

BEWZE, vV ES T 7 4 CTREMENNLEREE L LT HNTH D IERE.
WhARE, ACX2TO3REDIREL A T7H1OT DL L, HKE B

THEHFHEDOHRST A X, BLXOPa L TR MREREZETHD, 5%, X
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ZLDOREL A TEHOTEERL, AUAMBEICO TS EFAROELT
WHOLMZ 7 7 P AT AR Y, FEMEG 42 L0 — &5 IR R I
STLERHBEEDOERANSLETH D, H I, AETIE S NORE LR
PREZAT 2 ROC EBOBEZITo 7o, SHICEZL OBEELBEBMT HZ & T,
FOVEBHEOGWHRELZES LN TELHLEERD, 4%, 206X AN
TeRFFEIC X0 (HLIREE B A R R O BRI Y X0 BRI s S AR BUTE
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3.1 &S

Global Burden of Disease Cancer Collaboration? (2 X % & | FLog X o Lotk
DBRIVBRBRLHEERTE | MICT 7S8R TVS ABECREZETSES
ZEDNFEHENTVEOIM—DELX VT 4L LT, YU ET T 7 4 BIRLSHEHS
NTWLHR D, —FTYUEST 7 4 ORI E LT, 62 B R 23 7L IR B
DBEZZTRTL, RREABE TERENRINTLE ) ITRERAFGWZ &
WOWTIHE2ETERTLLBY THD, SHICHREALE CITABRIEY R
IR T D52 LIEMETHY O AEORIEY XA ETARTHIAET
NOMESLNLETHD, b L, AMBEZRZBN, o, BREICEMET D
ZenTENRE., ERVATZETARNHNAET VORESL~DRT D 2 & DA HE
ED, TOLRIBEHNDLYUES T T A RBZTIIAEMKEFMT S 2 &
NEEHINTEY, AEBRICESSEItbINTHmEZ T e 7 7 AT R
ZoaMEE LY i EE¥ 5 L nHIfFCE 5, Hollingsworth'Vix, [ Z @
ERMEERORRTIX, BHFETAEZMEH LBENICHE Y 27 %2 B HFBICEHE
TOZOLMAULEIIC, HMNOBZEELHET L2 LI MEOH 2 HEL Ak
INLHRETHDH] R TWDH, £, HIbENTE~ T T 7 4 B2
L B RN E TR A I e R (BRARA IR Bk & 7 E &Y ENE)
B LV Dance'? BWBT 5~ 777 4 OIS MELRT LA E
(mean glandular dose: MGD) # @A T 5 Z ENEFE L\ B0 | L, fEX
TR EEZ ERICERMLT 22 ENNETH -2, MGD B HICIE—
S50%DHMMBEEN A NS TE o, 5%~ OFLIREE CHIE L 72 EfE 7 F
BIF MR & (BLT . corrected MGD L KT %) #BHM T 5 Z LR HFEINLD,
KENX, 2019 FIEERBE T T 0 Z2FHL T, 33 X_XTOMDT X TOZHEE
(i x DFLBEMEE OB E BHBEMN T ERONOETH L, 2L, BAE, LRE
EAHATLEOCHERATE2Y 7 by =7 3G b0 T VT Y X AT
MBEARTHY . HFEINEEEZY 7 bV 271X TREL ER TS T
B, FHE T MEMbshREZ7Ta s 7 AU BERIEHRET — 2 Z2#Mk3 5
WX, SR 5HMWEMANRLETHD, LEN-T, KETHRDLHHLR &
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ol © & AT RITEE L 220,

€Sk . T8 A K R R P RRE A RE 0 A RRRE R R0 R R B A AR B A T
STHRICEVREESNRTEY, TO/MR, BIREZMHOLEHNBHETHLZ &
Mbno>TWD W, THE, ZALDOMELMET DI, arEBa—%—(C
LY AB{EEN VBDM BAEA S 225 5 023, VBDM Tlx, 52K %Gt
MR EFTHZENEL HEN D ZofE, LIRS GFEET D MEOR
DIZE s THAMRBENB/INFMEINDI I LICEETLILNEND D, EHIX
VBDM O &t & Ge el & U T\ BUIE 9L AR % 23 47 7E 9~ 2 fH 4k (dense region) & |
S5 E IR AFE L7 b & -k (diffuse region) ® 2 50
I X A T 2N ONWTHIT DL ENH DH EFE X T D, Dense region (X4
NEFELRICEBIN DML BEEBEL TCWDIFEFICEERERTHDL, —
J7 . diffuse region T FLIRF Z B T c& << TH, BEICHEEL T
FLEZLNIEBLED TWVWAH I END, ILERIEY 27 L BT 5 #HE T
H%5,M 3112 VBDM TIEZINh B 200X A4 F7OFLMRENZ GRS L+ 52
EOREREMEERT P, AERELHUGRE LESEEIRCAREE CTH - T
b, TNTROMESNIZHEE CIIAMBEENBEEZF R Lo TWDZ &by
XN

I, BEMEO GV VBDM 2 EB T 572010, NLHEEINO —#TH D
T4—7 T == WA RERO BB AR A ST D 2028, F R
BEOEKERERIT MGD O&mBEREHICSORN S, UL, FLIREK
OBRBERHIT, BREATEELE+DICEEILIIN TS EITFE AR, RER
B O R R E T HE IS R O BRI O W THREES LTV 5 721 T, VBDM
W& o THBEBARARLIABEES MGD P RE L L7ZRIAEIT E > 72 <1TH
NTWRWhDHThd, EHIT, JITHFZ TIX dense region 721F 23 FHl%F 4 &
ENTEY ., diffuse region ITILFERIE D 2 7 LR T 512 b b & 5l &
BLEINDZ LTz 2028,

W
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K 3.1 FBRESEG R D e 8 D F, BRI O L. AJFE R
ﬁfé%ﬁﬁﬁd@(@ééﬁbﬁ%fﬁé% @@%Fﬁ@@
<¢5

HLE K M HE T I SL IR FE IR IS diffuse region & B 5 2 L 2 BB T TV 5,
LrL, 20283 T4 =77 == 7 HINOERKICE > T ITHEER X
20 T Db, RS diffuse region (ZFEIK OB ARBEBICIT - &0 L @B%T
L ENTERVMLLTHD, HEEHEDOHMBHIRY ., VBDM O 7= (T diffuse region

EHBRRE L CT =7 T —=r T HE#EH LR IIIThbiL TR0,

~VERIT T AW EEEZ VBDM EBL OO, ik Lz 2 o0 %
A 7O BEEEZFRERS BECASME T2 L, BIUB~rE7 T A
FOBRMOHROEEZ BEEICRET D ERLELRSL, ZbD 55, JE
fIfi O F @ FEIR O 8 K E 2R R BB IOV TIE, T TICER LR EITHREICB VT
YUET T LAOBEHFRRMBMICESSH LWFREEZRE L Y, AETIX., E
FEEOBWENLRZ~ /T 7070l T 00EREERL, T4 —7 7
—= 7 EAWT~ T T A0 5 dense region & diffuse region % H B
W2 FiE, BIOZOMBREEZ IR E & corrected MGD D #5752 b 43 47
T 5 FHEICOVNWTIRAS,
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3.2 U-net Z AW IR DO B Bhhh i
3.2.1 FLRFEHMOER
~UET T 7 4% Mz VBDM O EFHIKIREEE L 72 D dense region B LW

diffuse region @ 2 DDFEM X 4 TOERIZHOW T T 5, 3.1 T L9

(a) (b)

[X] 3.2 Denseregion (55 TP FIL/ElE) & diffuse region (78 TP F 71 7= 6 5 )
DB (a) IdET —F RSE, (D) IZHENTPEA JE D — G T, Z5 013 )7 B 5.
— B 24), AFHELEE T P TR (FR, M) L VG —

IZ dense region X EF FLIABAEFE L TV DK T, AR & A5 HE# T
XX BRICK T DRI RFEN R 5720 BRI E O 21T X > THR Tk z
M4 52 LN TE S, —F. diffuse region % A # TIT LI AL %2 Wk T & 2 <
TH, MELHFELTWELEEZDLONDLMHEEAE EZD D572 OB IEEOEIC
THMT 20N KNEECTH D, Fiz., diffuse region IE T A< K 5 56 70 % B
T, AMERO X5 ITH LIRS FAE L RWiEEIEZ O 20, R E
L CHBE»DWERICHm D> TRWIRICIAEDND LI REIZ/RD, K 32 IC%EDL
(2 & B TR AE Sk oo LR Y 7 4l ) A R T 2,

3.22 FT—HIN&E
ARKECTHWZEBG I, TR RZPHRFET20214F 4 A5 10 HETICEE SN

725 703 Kt DA % & £ 72\ medio-lateral oblique (MLO) view ¥ > & 7 7 A
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T, FEIL 225D 80 %, CBT 16 mm 226 82mm Th 5H, FEiHEN 90 N £
WRIORY Y a = 7 AROEBITRII L, EHEETIE2HELFALTDH
D, WMEICIZAECEFH L, ~ VST 74 VAT A, |REFBICET —X
BELOEKZE CTHWDOL LD B (B, BEELEBs L OF 1T
v 7 LU VEMMOLE) LT —F THRIND 2EEOY L ES T AR H
BICERT D, ZOIBLAET X~ E7 T LAFHARBEEFHERE LT, £
CHBAEBE O~ CEF T T MIIREBEAE A & U THE AT 0 7~k LT,
B AT IEERFEZTMEFEEZBSOKR (R02-237) 215 T, A%
SMLIET R TOERENPLEHBICLDIA 7+ —2 Farvry NEIAL
THEITES T,

3.2.3 Ground Truth ®{Ef&K

B THWOIEBGAIEDO~ TS T AEHH LT, HMERERE 20 4,
10 45 .1 45 @ 3 44 O 2 92 H i B £ B 23 dense region 3 X U8 diffuse region @ ground
truth (GT) Z M~ L CHER L7z, 1 HD~> 27 7 AICE W T, denseregion &
diffuse region Ol F Z# @i TE R TH, EHLONVREHETENILGT £ LT
WAL, 3402 BEMIL. EEORNIZ 208U LORBREFFOLRE
P9 Jik &% %% B £ 7> © Breast Imaging Reporting and Data System: BI-RADS?*V|Z & 5
V7= dense region 3 & % diffuse region IC O W T 6 WHRBT2HE DL 7 F ¥ —
A2, TORIADOMTT A AN vy a r&2fF0v, EENANEEZHEMBEL TV
HZLEMRLE, ZOXIR2EIZDIEDZ VI F X —OFMEIL, LITHSR
THRALE #» Th D 31,

3.2.4 U-net T VORELE
323 THER L7 GT 2 flio THEEFT 202k H ., WHE LT X TOLER
(B A X 2016 x 2816, = > h T A MREE 13 £ > b, i KEFEE 7500)
A FEY A X 256x256, 2 8T A MEBE S Yy b, HRKBIFEME 2562V Y
A AL, avta—X7T7y 74 —25EL T MATLAB 2020a (MathWorks,
Natick, USA) %, % v b U — 27 O % #HIZ|% adaptive moment estimation (Adam)
optimizer # F \» 72, 33WCAMRTHEM L7 Unet Of&EZRT, RESRM
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FUTOEEY Th o, EMHIEE : ReLU, AR : XE- U PrE—, X

A4 R, 74— a3 e

1. & E 00001, =Ky 7% :50, T =
FHA X8, T DS % dense region & diffuse region @ il {2 3@E H L 72,
input output
size l ch 256%256| conv 1x1 2
256x256| conv 3%X3 |64 256%256| conv 3%3 64
256x256|__conv 3x3 | g4 256x256| conv 3x3 | 64
concatenate
128 % 128 | max pool 2% 2 | 64 256 x256| upconv 2x2| 64
128x128| conv 3x3 |128 128%128| conv 3x3 |128
128%128| conv 3x3 |128 128%128| conv 3x3 |128
] [ |
64 ¥ 64 | max pool2x2|128 128 %128| up conv 2x2 | 128
64x64 | conv 3%x3 |256 64x64| conv 3x3 |256
64x64| conv 3x3 |256 64x64| cony 3x3 |26
32 % 32 |_max pool 2 X 2| 256 64 x64 | upconv 2x2| 256
32x32|_conv 3x3 1512 32x32 conv 3x3 | 512
32x32|_conv 3%3 |512 32x32| conv 3x3 | 512
16 %16 | max pool2x2 | 512 32x32| upconv 2%x2| 512
16x16| _conv 3x3 [1024 16x16| conv 3%3 |1024
16x16| conv 3x3 |1024 = 16x16| conv 3%3 |1024
l drop out 50%
8x8 max pool 2 X 2 1024
8x8 conv 3x3 2048
8x8 conv 3%3 2048
drop out 50%
16x 16| up conv 2 %2 | 1024
K 3.3 KEFHE TH = U-net D%,
U-net ET7T NV AMET LHEIIC, WELLEFZEHERIZREY RN & 2D

DT, 4 fold O EH W4 % 400 K. &
T ER L,

AL 5 2 100 £ & U 72 5 29 BIAZ = Gk
FEAM 46 12 13 Dice £R %% 3P, 4 fold ] o 25 B O 7 45 ik UE 134 Ve {fF 75
(SD) < 0.05 & L7z, 5 EILZEBRIEDHZ., FEMT —% 500 w42 HnT
FLEE N ET VAMEL, MY L TIRE LT XA MHT—% 203 @A
LTETVEZBEA LT,
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Frequency

3.2.5 Dice fREIT L B U-net &7 L D F Al

#3112 5 DHERERIEDOFERZ T, & fold DFE¥) Dice tR%EI%. dense
region Tl 0.857~0.893, diffuse region TI¥ 0.920~0.939 O #[H TdH » 7=, SD
EENZEN 00138 L0007 L WVWFNLHAFRLEREL L0052 FTH->TEY,
WELEVET TAZRY DB RN ERDND,

K81 5 RELERFICE IS fold D Dice

Region 1 2 3 4 5 Mean SD
Dense 0.893 0.857 0.879 0.892 0.877 0.880 0.013
Diffuse 0.929 0.936 0.926 0.920 0.939 0.930 0.007
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K] 3.4 U-net 23#iH] L =itk > GT @ Dice fF# D
X F2ZF A, (a) dense region, (b) diffuse region

3.4 12 U-net A4l L7 & GT @ Dice 5%k b 2 N7 7 A& RT,
(a). (b)IL % % dense region, diffuse region O & TH 5, Dice R 2 0.90 UL |
L7 o 72 EFI A 1%, dense region TARMAR D 62.7% . diffuse region T 91.2% TH
. BRARMHERTH -2,
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33 AREEORH

WEEAZFEST 720 WAL o 7 A h i 203 A% LT U-net
25 H B Al L 72 dense region & diffuse region 38 K U8 3 44 0 38 1E 72 5 M 5 AR 2 Bl
BAERL L7 GT Z 7 U — @i Y 7 b7 =7 Imagel] (National Institutes of
Health, Maryland, USA) # HW TR UEEMICH 24T — ¥~ E 7 7 A EIT
RE L7, ZhE, IR E OB HEME & X SRR E O BRI BRSNS Bk S
NH>EDTHDH, T —F~ 2 EFV T LIZEIT 5 denseregion, diffuse region 3
KOV GT OFME E A (3.1) %o CTHHE L7z 3,

ln(Pgla)
7 —_ \Paai) (3.1)

gla —
Haai — :ugla

T 2T, Tea WEHMMEEEDOE S| Poa B X Puai 135 # FLARGEIL I K OVHE B #H
D W FAE . pgia B E O paai 1EH & FLARFL IR I K OVIE W5 AE ik 0> S %0h 5 6 38 4% 2K
T Do paa B E O praai 1 CdTe BB EFE > THELZ X BT R F— 22
7 bR (3.2) &R (33) Ik TEELE,

I 1(E) pguq (E)AE

.= 3.2
Hat [Pmex [(E)dE (3-2)
e [ (E) pgai (E)dE
Haai = k — Pad (3.3)
Jo " I(E)dE

CIZTLVIHE) TR VFX—ETOXHETETHY ., B & 7R O fR
BT REITE 223 & A XCOM A2 i - TEH L 5 AE D0 E S 13R(3.4)
WX RD=,

Taai = Tpre — Tgla (3.4)

T 2T, Tere X CBT T, ~VEFV T 74 EBENPBRERHICERTAEEZLZ AW
7~
wiz, A (3.1) WRAT IR EEL X O EE O\ FEO KD HFizon
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Tk~ %, FLIREE O FEME Poa 1. A7 — X ICTIEF S 72 U-net 12 X 5 HE)
fh H #EE (dense region & diffuse region) 35 KON GT O XM FMAE H W7o, —
.~ rETTLANTCBT RERMEIZELTEY, o, ARMEEEZ & £ 700
NEWG#L A& 72 O s 2 R o3 THEETH Y . BHEGH Y 7 b 2R+ 5
A= =T EZLEDOROAFBLIOEONTZEFEMMEZR T L TRV, IENHE
e FMEIER (3.1) 2L OO EELRLIETHY . ZOMEICEEMENR
WZEN, AL B TLEMIT L THHA— T — M CHBREENEEFICR
BRHBEREL S TWD, FHOITEATH 22U T Image] @ threshold H# fE
ZFML, v F 77 L2OMHFHRMBICESWIBEMEBOREELEEZERL

DO TUTICHHAT S,
llIXMy

< >,
<

&
<

(c) (b) (a)

A

fibroglandular tissue air

air

detector

X 3.5 FH 7D Wy E A

35 FAFEOWEMRAKTH S, ik (a) FHLFORIRIZE &2V CBT 28
ERBICELTELT XMBEBTMICEROBERNEET D, £7-. (¢) DOFE
S I G AR A & PR AR AR N IRAE T DT H 5, Ik (b) (X CBT BEREIC
ELTBY 2o WBRMEBEATFEELRVEETHY 20 X 5 kA X (3.1)
D Pogi IS T %, FEFHIXLATHFE 22T Imagel @ threshold #ERE A VN 2 @ K
O IR FEME AT T2 L7, Image] O threshold il (3% & M % ) % fix K1HE
(LB MNAFEE LR WZER T OFEBICH Y LRI TH W22 E TiX 7500 &
ROLENTWND) ITREL, TOH, Wx blo/RWH— O ERFRELZ R~ IZ

R
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< LTWS &, | 3.6 (a)-(c)DKREBEEITDO X ) REEBMBMEDOHME R D2
ENTED, REBEBMEAALFENIZADL L, T (D X5 2R OHEES RS
N5, ZHIEK 35 D@ICHEY T 28T, 22 TIEMENSNAFTHICAH LT
LAV NLVEHFOREINRLD . TRICHEVERME S B2 D 72— 0@k
EOMITBMRTERINDZLITRD, REBMBMEL 2K 2D LK 3.6
DX HREEFZNIENY KGO —HLABRMEHEOSMRELND XD
Z7 %, ZOB\BBRICBNT, K3S5OICRT L% CBT AERMBICEL TEY
(ThbbWNAFTHIZBHLTHL ~EDES LR TWD), 230, TR
GFELRWHEBICRERZENEO bNEHAE. K 3.6(b)D X 52 U fHEKE
HLIZIEN D b OO0 MaERAZ LN TE 5, Z OFRFOEE H &8 25 K5 I 38 5k
O H FE A Paai TH D,

(a) (b) (c)

] 3.6 JEH A D EfFEE P, &HRE T S 7DD threshold %D ik 7 4.
HET SH—DEFME (threshold 18) & EAEHTICE N X E 256 FD
AT (REF ) & HH THEPOP,, 2XEFTS. (a)/d CBT 757 fH
ICEL TORVEED 377, (D)IZAEN7E1T Dz #)iIZ% L Ti 3
AT, ()T K CH IR FE TN o0 HiaRL THd.

Dance b *NZ X 5 &, FLIRE E LA MMM LB HKEOE & & L TER
nNTWwad, Lo T, X (3.1) BLOKX (3.4) THEAELZARMES X OE
Witk DR S I/« OB EELZ T U CHRELZRDZ, & 512 Dance b Y
F, FHSNTEABES mm O TENBIZHEATEY , AMEEILZ DKL

THENI I 2 R\ 72 e fH Ik T & 5 central region (IC O W TiHAEERIT o0 &
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LTWb, L2rL, BAALHEDOALFEIZR K A & iy E 7= 30 A5
TR TENBOES 2 25mm CEAEL TCALBREELE N L,

3.4 FHILBRHREOEMH
SYUET T T 40 X BT HEEIT-MWITA (3.5) ITL o TKREDFEHAMR
# B (mean glandular dose: MGD) # H W\ TE S5 12,

D=K-g-c-s (3.5)

ZIT. D IFEHHRRE, K FALEREICK T 52K —~, gl CBT (Zxf
TOMERE, ¢ TABREEICHTIMERK, s 34 —F v b/ 74N HIC
MNP HMIERETH D, AHFIETIX CdTe B #F % 2 7= EMF123 X R A X7
Fw A—% (EMF-JAPAN, [, AAR) ZH W T KZMELR, 1€k, ALIRE
EOEWBREAZFR TERN oo, EEMICHLIREE 50%CxIET 5 ¢ 7
727 % (=1.0) X MGD OFtRICHEHI N TE 7, L LAMETIE, LIRE
BN T 5 e 7727 2% (3.5 ICRAT 22 L T~ OEMZ MGD (3.1
Tik 7= corrected MGD) % % Hi L. dense region, diffuse region 33 X O GT IZ
MLTHEMA LT, ¢ 7727 ZOMEIZEZE I 12) OF 6 D fE% CBT 1 mm
k. FLIRE E 1%M MR MM L TRV,

3.5 AWRBERIOCEHILBEREIC K D U-net 7 )V OFFAl

3.5.1 FHffi 5

HEH L 72 U-net 7 VORI & LT, FLIRE E I L O corrected MGD O i &
(22T U-net 254l L 72 L GT M OMBBREEZRD S L & &2, Bland-
Altman (B-A) fi##7 D% > T, U-net O [ FE i H © AT REVE & FEAl L 72, B-A fi#
Br TIE LR JE I KL O corrected MGD Z #6545 & L T U-net 28 fil1 i L 72 fH M & GT
DEEEELLITEBEZUTICART 4AHAICESE ) T A MY v 7 IZ5FHM
L7239, (1) 95% — R (95% LOA) MR +4ricskivy. (2) 95% LOA @ LR
ETFRAErZHL )7 ry MIHTO2RRERPAERMBEET Z R0,
(4) EUFEROME O I5%EEXHE (CD) AEw i, HE (1) 2T
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FUEL LT, U-net & GT O RIEME D 72273 FHE D =20% AN T 2 8 E R 75%
UEThoHas [Holckyw EERLE, HE (3) 220 TIE p<0.05
ThNIEMFANAEEERH D& Lic, ERE4EHERN T XTI TV DL5HE,
U-net 25 il i U 72 80 & GT 1 FL IR & JE £ 7213 corrected MGD (22 W T A% TH
HEHEL, AHATRTAWAEZINATEHW 2D ETHE (1) BNk
SNTWLEGEITHEBERNH D EHELL, 22T, F%MEIX U-net 28 HhH
L7cfHkE GTEZZDOFFEEIMALIENTELHZEZEWRL, AN LT
WA R IC L 2MIEZMZ D2 2L THEDANEINARTHDL I EHEKL
TW3,

3.5.2 FRMEAE R

3.7 B XK 3.8 IZH MR E B L O corrected MGD (Z%f 9% U-net 23 i HH
L7k e GT MoOMBEMAZRT, FLIREEIZA T 5 U-net AAHlH L7288 &
GT OFHEIFa % 1X. dense region 2% 0.994, diffuse region 2% 0.986 & R4 CTH -
7o F 72, corrected MGD Z %t 9~ % #H B 4% $ 1% dense region 2% 0.997, diffuse region
770994 L ZHHL BRI TH T,

3.9 BLOK 3.10 (T4 % FLIRE £ I X O corrected MGD IZ%f 3% B-A 7
oy h&E/RLTWD, £/, £ 3.2 12 dense region, diffuse region ® 95% LOA
BEXO7ey MIHTHREIGEROMTERE T, K39 ICxTELoIC. A
R FEIZ BT U-net & GT O I EE O ZE N O £20%LL NI A D 5EE 1T,
dense region T 98%., diffuse region T 754% CH »7=, F7-K 3.10 1259 &k 9
2. corrected MGD (Z 3 T i dense region 3 £ % diffuse region @ i J5 T, |
FHOE T T T (100%) EHED £20%LNIC A>T, “hbdoOfEE T, 9
% 35 X OY corrected MGD D i # & & U-net 28 fliH L 72 Ik & GT [ O [F %
MELFAEBEELHEST D22O0HA() WML TWVWDHZEE2RLTWVD,
o Xk oiT, WIRBEIZOWTIE U-net 28 L7226 E GT M o[RS N
dense region 3 £ (% diffuse region ® [l F 12> W CREHH Sz (F 3.2, 3.9),
L 722 L ., corrected MGD (ZOWTIXHYREMICAHERBEEZ VPR DO LD,
dense region 3 X O diffuse region ™ i 712 -2\ T U-net 28 fli i L 7= 583k & GT [
O HMAMED B PFEH S e (R 3.2, 3.10),

41



U-net

U-net

(a) o'

a) 160 (a)
140 .
120

.
o
100 b
.
e
g 80 v/
= 60 o'’
So
40 .
20 y
.
0
.
20 N N N
20 o0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 1609%
Ground Truth

(b) (b)
160
140
120 ‘o

.
.
100 <
. .
A
5 80 S
= 74
- B
60 <
oo
40 . P
° <
20 . 300
kel
0 B
)
-
20 " N . N N N .
20 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 %
Ground truth

X 3.7 Dense region (a) & diffuse region
(b) I 51 B A JRESE D U-net 73/ L 7=
Ak » GT ] O B K. #6 B 7 %013 dense

region: 0.994, diffuse

region: 0.986.

mGy
2.6
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0.994.

X 3.8 Dense region (a) & diffuse region
(b)IZ 55115 corrected MGD @ U-net 7371
LS GT OB, #1467 %
(% dense region: 0.997, diffuse region:

# 3.2 HRE/ETS L O corrected MGD (24173 U-net 737/t L /=8 & GT [f]D B-A fiF

Breast Density Corrected Mean Glandular Dose

Parameter Dense Diffuse Dense Diffuse
95% Limits Lower -6.7 -8.7 -0.04 -0.08
of Upper 7.3 11.2 0.04 0.06
Agreement o qp 14.0 19.9 0.08 0.14
Slope of Regression | ) 154 -0.0022 -0.0299% -0.0443*
Line
95% CI of Lower -0.0023 -0.0255 -0.0407 -0.0592
the Slope  Upper 0.0272 0.0211 -0.0190 -0.0295
* AR ERICHGERBEEH Y (P <0.05)

Cl: 17 # [X A
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X 3.9 Dense region (a) & diffuse region (b) /X 3.10 Dense region (a) & diffuse region
I(CB1 S AREED B-A4 7 2 > b, BRIE  (b)IZFIT S corrected MGD @D B-A 7' 17 >
U-net 23] L7284 & GT DFZED KL, AT U-net 2311 L 7= 5% & GT D
FMRIZ 95%LOA, 75T 77 MICK TS FEOFL, FHIZ95%, FRiET 7 h
[EIIFE . (a), (b) & & FMBEEITIE SRL IS T 3 EVFER. (a), (b) & b [ 47 EH R
b ICHEREE P IESE. (p<0.05)

3.5.3 LRSI O Hh H B

3.11-1X] 3.14 |2 U-net 23l L 7= SLAR Ik & GT o s 4l & o1 97 3.11
L[X3.13 1% Dice BB A fE L LTHWEEAOREMN M H T, (a) Dice £#
BRERKERSTH, (b) FHEICK TN >0, (¢) /b oz L
Tn5, 312 L 314 FHAMEE AEEL L THWES A OREN 24
BT, (a) U-net 2Afl1 i U 7= 84 & GT ] THIMRE E D E N e b /NS o T2l
(b) FHHTHo>7fl. (c) Kb RENoLBIEZTLTND,
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/X 3.11 Dense region (ZX/7 5 U-net 73#/1 L /Z i & GT [ D Dice 2 D H #
#l. (a) ~(c) /L 4% Dice FFF P EAXME (0.975) , FEE (0.895) , &K/ HE (0.682)
D—p. FRIE U-net ML EARELE, #HEIZTGT #£L Tis.

(b)

/X 3.12 Dense region (ZX/ 7 5 U-net 231 L 72 id1 & GT D A JRE & D L # .
(a) ~(c)I2H % AIREFLDZEP RN (0.1%) , HFE (2.8%) , &KL (10.8%) &
oo/ —fl. FRIL U-net M L72AREK, HEITGT #2£L T35,
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& 3.13 Diffuse region IZX/ 7 3 U-net 23 L 72 1% & GT [f#] D Dice 7 # D 1 #5E
#l. (a) ~(c)lZ % 4 Dice FFE D RAM (0.975) , FHME (0.939) , &/ 1E (0.863)
D—p. FRIZ U-net ML EARELE, #HEIZTGT #£L Tis.

(b)

[ 3.14 Diffuse region [ZX/ 935 U-net DM L =Gl E GT D HWREE D I #&
Bl. (a) ~(c)lTH 4 AREEZEDEF 7 (0.0%) , FFREE (3.6%) , &K (16.4%)
E o —f. FRIT U-net M L7EAREE, #HE/TGT 2HKL T3,

3.6 B%

D@L A7 ) —=v T~ 77407077580 A~DILIE
BE WIS BREOBMOGFEMEEZA ESE57-0I1C, M= X A= FC X
5 ABCHBICRZ CTHBEEZHNCLENFIERILEY SDOH L1, ZOFIE
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CHETHLI~YEZ 7 2 PO REMBEBE~T =77 —= T i %
ICHTE 2 BEEHmFI L, B, SEIERMETCT s —TF T —=0 7
inFIHSN WK~ €7 T 7 4% MRILIC I T 2 68 8l H I 728 B
EHBMEEAEAL TR, INETOMRIZTHBI—AIZLD 2RTTOMHE
Iy HY 26-28-400%0 Dice R E & HI W 2 R EEREA T HIC B R RS T T e, L Ly
AR TIEBRE T T MBS RERIC L TRBLELREES
HLIREECHE L PR EEL GT L L bICHIi T2 ENEETH D &
ZAxTC05H, 22T, AMRBEBLOHEEBREOB A2 D U-net 1T X 53,
JiR BE e B BBl O RR IR E T O W REMEE B R T D,

3.4 12”89 KX 91T, U-net 23l L7 ik & GT [ © ¥ Dice ££4413 dense
region £ Y & diffuse region D A @ -7, ZTHIEK 3.11-K3.14 26005
X 91z diffuse region D AR RIC L > CTHBHAT LI ENTE D, Ll
3.7 & 3.8 [T L DI Umnet 2AHlIH L2 S GT MOAREE L IO
corrected MGD O #H B 4% #% 1% diffuse region & ¥ % dense region ® J5 73 i »» o 7=,
Z O IL, diffuse region | dense region & b TR EHE I WHEEEZ £ < &
ATED, TOX S REHBICIZFEEAEE, T200bHEULRAREENLF LN
TWARWEBENFET 2720 CTh 2 &5 2 5, B EBILILIREE OB /NG
flids X OVE AR E O @ RKFEMIZO2R” 0, AREEFTRHOGEEEICEELY
FIiET, ZOX57RBRIF, 2RIE~YVET T A TEHIFEEAFEKZERNICE
BTERNWIED Dice FRETIEFIM T 5 2 & N TE R,

WIT, B-A T OFERICTHE S E U-net 2, 1Kk HHEIZ X 2 3 s gk fh 1 1<
R CHERKREH T 2 AMEEMEIC DWW Tk X%, Dice £2 #i% diffuse region £ ¥ %
dense region O 7 3K r o 72y (K 3.4), 2D X 5 7 Dice fRE D 2 13 F IR & &
DEHFEICEENREEZEZ TN, ERb6, 3.9 BEUE 32 TR T
Ko, AMMBEEICK T D U-net A L72fEHELE GT M@ B-A TR 1T
dense region 3 KX % diffuse region & & R EME E L ITAMBWMELZRIET H72D D 4
HHIRXRTZWIZLTWLEINLTH D,

—FH. R32BLOK 31060025 K 51T, corrected MGD (2%t 3 % B-A
fEHT CIX. BEUREMRICHEFWICHERBEE, TROLEMABRENRD b,
LoL, RISEEELTAEBELRIET SO0 4HBEO S bIHA 1 25T 2 1
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HZ7z LT\ 7=, corrected MGD IZ%f L T % U-net 2SNl L 72 fif{dk & GT
MICITABMERH D L #Eim CT& 5, Corrected MGD (28 1F % tE 7% 721X dense
region £ Y % diffuse region ® F B E TH o772, L2L. 95% LOA (LK 3.10
O X il O #iPHIZ X T 43 i sk < | dense region Tl 9 h 4.4%, diffuse region
THTI8%THDLZ b . ZDOHAITBREIZ L > T U-net 284l L 72 881K & GT
FICRIEMEEZF 2L LN TEDEE XD, B-ABITICE W THIRE JE I
UL CIEREMENDEO bl — 5 T, corrected MGD (2%} L CTIX AHMEIZIRE S
B MmE LT, MGD BHMRBEL T Ch<, v v EI/ T 70 A SN K
¥ XBEBECOLEGET LN - RNTHEEEXD, RE X RENSHENT S &
corrected MGD &ML, ZOfEFR L LT U-net A LZfEHEKE GT Mo
corrected MGD @2 KX <7 d, L7 > T, K 3.10 & EFEHRICH IS
BEREEVHEETD2OF Unet OFBELZ T NFERK TERNEE XD,

Dice BB E L IIALIMBE O &5 50720 2 W 72 50 5 58 0 5 H R BE o BF ff

TR+ TH D, 728 21EX 3.12(a) TlE. U-net ik > CHBHE S A
B AE R D Dice $2%01% 0.893 Td v ¥ (0.897) o T 720 Flal» 7223, [A LA
WAz 3 2 MR E1E U-net: 95.8%. GT:95.7% L IFEHIC L KL TWiz, &
OEHMIT, R FH~DIARAT ITA AL NP RERETLIEDTHD, T2
b, AMERELRZ R GE. &2 TIE U-net © 5 05 FIRE D & 0
& E A, BIOEY TIEWFICLREEODKVHEHIEEZ ZATHD Z EBNFEKTH
5o 2D KD BRIT Dice FRETHHM T2 Z LOEEMEZRL T WD, —J7,
X 3.13(a)lc 3 X 9T H MR O TR IL U-net A HHH L7283 & GT Ml T k<
—EH L T2 (Dice ff%:0.975) . AMBEE T H EYV —HML TWD LIFF AR
W47 — A (U-net: 85.4%., GT: 89.6%) bR S, Z ol iEIkEEFEKD
HEBIZLDZ2HbOTHLEEXD, ZO L) RELIT, AREEICLL2FMOE
BEHEETRLTWVWD, ThHORERN D, U-net @K EFEAIZ1E Dice ¥k L O
FLIREEE . & O ICITAME EIZIKFET D corrected MGD Z 1\ 2 Z &L WEE T
HHEERD,

AEFRIZIFTNLS OOV I T—varPNdbd, 0, K% CIEIEEAEMHE
WIZOWTEEL TV, v E 7T 7 ¢ TIHERE T IE R8N &
U, ZOHEBKOBEZMEIZTEER EILBEOMICHFET DEXDOEZETHEELY B
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B RD, 2O ® . FLREEIC B EER S E D 5SS
iS22 LICHEENSLETHD 2, B 1T, 3.3 TR L X5 ITARN%
TIEABEANETENEORE S % 2.5mm &RE L7z, FLIREER MGD % 55 7
L0 FEOLHEET VITABEORE S & IXEMERIC Smm Z/E L TWD 1Y,
EHIXZOL) e —EMITBENTIE R R TIEMEIZ CBT (B LKA
LT DZEHEARANLED FRENEEZTWD, B OIE., &R
bt C~ v E27 77 4 %% F72 7566 ADO B ARNZLMED CBT @ ¥¥7 31.7 mm T
b, BIED 44.8% H 30 mm Rili ThHho72Z EExRELTND 39, LarL,
BAEDOL ZAKRTHEMEOES ZIEMRICHET 2 HIETEEDOMDIRD FEL
v, FHI R EO K TREBEER 2.5 mm LV b EOEAIXILIRE E %2
Rl T2 Z L2720, K 3.7 BELOK 3.9 1280 TEREDK 6 % DIE #] T
PR EED 100% 2 B2 CitRsne—"ehoTndEEZXL, HEIT,ZL< 0
MREENRT A =TT == THINOERITIZITELRETZLL DO GT XLETH
HEHBLTND ¥4, Yib X, 74— 7—=v 7AW REESHE
FHEOLELAHMNED bIXD2NCRERT—F 2y NRKLETHD LB TWH
4, AR O AN — TN B R R D20, IV EZELSORF— Uk
BUORBERT— 2y P2 LB ETAVOBENLEEN D,
ARETIE, BB EI O D deep convolutional neural network (DCNN) & L
T b vy FafdE CPLAME O @ W U-net 2 W T, U-net 284l ) L 72 S I 8
THxFAN— XV ER SN A RER S RERELLTEREL S D Z & 20
PDlz, —HTHLWALMERMAABEASTHEINLTEY ™ FHO
DCNN #flii # A iAtr Z L 12 L > C VBDM OREEZ X L2 ES® 5 Z &R
s b,

37 8

AKETIE, v 77 00 REMEZBBMET 20T =77 —=
Y EMO—FETH D U-net ZEHEA L. HEKD Dice FRECI 2 THIRE E kB X
OFEH IR E 245 & LT U-net OF HIMEZBEEL 72, £ L T B-A fi##ric

W . dense region ¥ L O diffuse region O ffj 712> T U-net 23Nl Hi L 7= fE Ik &
ground truth @ [ IZ 1T LR E JE O [F % L O corrected MGD @ A # ME 73 fil 37 5
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EVEWNIHIZDEICEALEZLD T, ARBEOREIC X MBELERELZFM L
RO TH D, L, BRI E L IRE B O &k B 72 5 I E i A% e 37
SN TWiahotoizd, FEBRITIEICK > THE S/ Beckett 212 X 5 AR
BEOKERIEZTPATHRY, O~@IZE~EMEIT, ThZh o KA L
A #ME L7 x CHUICHMATS2ZET, WANWARYFaz—va i

BUIOIHABEEDORFEICKLSDZ EPHFTE D,

IO BBEEICHBEINLIDIE, "M A=A —LLTOKETHD
EEZDLDN, FORFIEHLLELINETOMEICE W TR, LIRS EOL
EHBEOBFREY X7 FIITHEBRBEO AN L OMITITEESMED H 2 w215
bR TWan, bbb, RENLANEITELHRMHT oA T RN, £0
HEOOEDEF, AT~ B 7RSSR TWRWVWEDIZ, F—HBEFD

g D FL IR E A A B TER WD &L Th D, Atakpa 51T, I
BEORKEMENAALA T~ — T —L LTHEHTLIZ LIZOoNT, W ROEME
PIZOWTIEEZL OAREEERH D, T, RIS LI L0 N D7
WD RFERPHEONTEL T, AMRBENEO LS ITEMT D07 E,
ZL OWERICHBENFEEONTTOTH D] EiEwmFIT TWD

ARETE. TP XV bEmWKENIFGF T, TEI X0 IR G <.
Mmoo, ET—H vV ETTAELBELELRVLAREED HE) CEREZYT
L, TLTHMRBEANNA A~ —T1— & L THHMHLZABEIIED TR LR
WO THFFEOREELZ XET DD, BATHE DBV TAMEBEE L FER
BN D bie CBTRFEMUAIC, FEE. mAsEE WoTov TS T 7 ¢4
THWLN I XBBENET —F 2 HEBIZBM L 72\ EF 0TI L0 #isE o
HIRBEEOWHEZR AT, LEAZBMEIRE IR~ VES T 7 0ICB8VWTAE
T—HATUETTARESIN TR TH, MERO XBRBELT —XIX X0k
RTHMEICEE SN TWD IO, THEE | 1T X2 HWRE E o R IR A3 0] 58
LD,

42 BHHREBEEBIVCAEATRERZAVELBREE TR (LITHE)
ZH DX 2017 DD 2018 FF T T T, i E O F KK (4F B, CBT, Body
Mass Index : BMI) 8 X OVAEFREE®R (HER, AREOHF®E) %> CTIHLIREE
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ETHT LM ET o DERKRFEFHMIEEEZBESKR (29-056) 1, K
IEDIERIZHTEDME LD, FHIZNFEZIRY KD
BRTHIBY T T 743 XBFEEL< LR, L, v ETTFT

4 REETICEANDOLIMREEZ H HBRE TH T X, BAIZS U ER

ZORODOEXY T 4 BIRIIESLTOND, 72, BULIEHLE I LTV D 40 5% LL

Ee2 FlZ-ELW) ~HOEEZ, FHEAIISCTHEST LS Z bR A2

Dy TNHIFARER X HEIOEBICLES2RPND2EDTHD, 2D K5

R, HENF O 2 AW HAREEO TRl 2R AT,

HEVFE SN O BEBOI IR E E . LA BII 4 #E - CBT - BMI - FfOA
- HERTH L, T2 TERIG L EEmaFEOHREEFEEEZ., BB IV
Image] @ threshold HEREIC L W ALEHMAHREL, KV OHEBE NS F L LT
ARBEZEH Lz, AW~ Y777 4 ZIEHHALE O MLO B D & T,
FEHM 457 EAG, T A NH 200 HE TH D,

K41 BB L OB E S 1 FLIRE JE 0 B 7

Regression model
Partial regression Standard partial

Regression model coefficient regression coefficients Standard error t value P value
Constant term 165.2213 - 6.9312 23.8373 0.0000
Age (years) -0.7295 -0.3153 0.0972 -7.5055 0.0000
CBT -1.1628 -0.5061 0.1019 -11.4068 0.0000
BMI -0.9358 -0.1082 0.3891 -2.4052 0.0166
Menopause -7.3069 -0.1154 2.6362 2.77117 0.0058
Parity -4.1910 -0.1429 0.9076 -4.6178 0.0000
Determination Degree-of-freedom-adjusted determination
coefficient coefficient
0.6172 0.6129
Analysis of variance
Factors of variance ~ Degree of variance Sum of squares Mean square F value P value
Regression variation 5 243194.0572 48638.8114 145.4265 <0.0001
Residual variation 451 150839.8441 334.4564 - -
Total variation 456 394033.9012 -

CBT; Compressed breast thickness
BMI; Body mass index

K AL ICERRIMTHONTEARBEEHRETET VERT, AEKEE 5% T
s - CBT - BMI - HPENE - AR O A ED 5 HE R CTHREEICREE R
FETZENbholo, F, WEBORIIIEENMFEREIFIELE LY CBT i b ik
< BMI DK 55 Tdh oo, REICITHE., BRE, BIEEHERERLE S LI
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ZL ORFEZHRFTL TN, FRHICELZ0 Y 2T 4 v 7 BRI
AR+ %2 ERLSEHBICK- TR THD, K41 TEROSBOH TIX FHE
W45 LHEFICELS, ETLVOBRBA OB EINbNL, ElSn Pl E X
(4.1) R T, ZOFETNVICEIVABRBEORLHO 61.7%2HHTE 5 &
Dbohole, M411C7 A MEBICH L TTHXNZEHALEEREZRT, (D
yy 7uay hCE#Ax AT T ey FREEFSTEY, (DK ET 1 v
FTEFEOCHMITALAT, H—IZH0MLTWVIEFRDLND

Breast density (%) = 165.2213 - (0.7295 X age) - (1.1628 x CBT) - (0.9358 x BMI)

- (7.3069 x menopause) - (4.1910 X parity) (4.1)

(a) (b)
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Measured Predicted breast density

K 4.1 G L L EEER S L EEGGT 727 X FEFIC
XU TEHLTERR. (a)yy 72w b (FIREEDF W E vs FHIE), (b) 7
=

FATMROER L LT, AREE IR ELZRETTERFITERFEL. A%
¥zl odnl e TENFENRINMFLHNTHLIBREIZTHITETSD
L2l brole, LU, AR (REMRE) 61.7% TR THWDIZITE
PEEARtTZTHY ., ERDZADRTFOMHABLETH D,
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4.3 IMREBEEHEETT VOERFTIE
4.3.1 T—XINE

BCIL, 3 ETINAE L7 703 EARIZ 2021 4 11 H 25 2022 4 4 AITHh
JCEBERKRFRRCY VTS 77 A BREZZITZHERED MLO ~ > E 7 7 A
617 Wi 2 M x 7=5F 1320 M 2 H L7z, X TOHFE LT A OBV IE R ILFE
T, FBHEIONLUETHEISNEYVESFLThHS, HHEBITIE 2EB X
NEIETHWEDLFEL Pertu-tu (FY /) U AT 4 WV AT ARX), Bk
LA RiE 85x85um?:,. ML —L i3 13 By T |EICIT AEC %
fEH L7z, b, AP RIZIEERFEEFZHMEEFEELZBSOKR (R02-237) %
BT, MMRCBMLETRTOERENPLEFRICLLASA 7+ — L Farky
NETAS L CHEITEI N,

432 LWREBROBERMEORELE

BI3IWTHRAIE B0 AR EEICIT AL IR S BEEE L CTFIET D dense
region &, WBEICHMEMAGFEAE L EE XL LN D HEEED & 72 diffuse region
7 & %, Diffuse region IZFLIRMEE O K o2 HZA TV DH O, HEREEY X7
RHLBRERLEEICEEL TS, 202 b, AETH O ABREL X
diffuse region & L 7=,

ARETEI T RXRTO~Y TS 7 L0 BEBIT, HIHELFEL 34 DOHEMRA
TE 2B AR AT 23N U C R By O UL SEIR N o T 3R 6 2 Image] Tt
#H L T Excel ¥ — F (Excel 2016, Microsoft Corporation, Redmond, WA, USA)
WCH ALz, 2L RETEHME S RERNIC 4.3.3 TR~ % improved
threshold method 2 & - THE S AL 72 f5 i dEH I o0 ] FHE L 0 b w0l E 2 5
EFNLDHAITEOEBRAEZRS L CEHBBEMEZ RO T2, RERL, TDOLH 7R
FEIRIIEER EABEXFEOMIC, BB E D & XHBEFHO/h I NWEQE
Gtk (JEERPLFBCELTWRVWEE) Thh, SHICEZOHEEDLAR
HThrZ o, ARBEEBLIOCZOEHEEAKR T2 -OTHD, 2
nNoo—@EoFa v A XHEET 2 77 5 (MATLAB 2020a, Mathworks, Natick,

USA) Zflio TIHEAT L,
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4.3.3  H LR MG SIS B R E D R B 5
FEIETHERTZE2IC, AMBEZERKEICHAT IR bERERZ L

. AEANDOBENOAOHEBREZERICAS T LI L THD, KiTHETIE
Image] ¥ 7 b U = 7TIZHL A IAE I T2 threshold HEREAZ EH L TR O A D
TEIE & 3 5 M B @ F ik (threshold method) Z#22 L 7= ', L » L. threshold
method (FHEMIHME N F L DR VWA EL RO TIE R WEROILE @ H T
D ENWEERGANH o7, LLFIZ, threshold method # LB L, X TDOH
FBoxt L CEMEBOBFMELZEOICRE TCEL2FELZRET D,
EFHITNEMEIK O AL mAs H7- 0 OB FHEIIEBIESL Y —F v b7 4L
ZOMEF LV XBREAALF—CHETLEERFRLCCTHOHNIE, LFEOF
WM AFE T R CBTOHLEICOWTEHRLMERZIETTHDL L
IR Wiz, BT, 20B2ICESWEREENR BRI WD, 5,
T E 20 4 O 2 5 B R AT Y threshold method # %22 L CHERICH A T& %
510 ROAET — 2~ 77028 RLE, TLTTRTOYUET T LT
L T threshold method Z ZEJifi L , 45 i & (2 -2 W TS 5 5 4 oD 1) 55 1 & IR E L 72,
ZOWHBMHEEE~ET T LOHREICH N mAs JETHRL7Z%. CBT 16 mm
225 82mm T 2mm MR T/ A—7f L., &/ ZREBIC K - TEBT
5ZLTH CBT 2B HMEMEBOBA mAs H72V OBFEHEE LTT —7
b L=, Z ®F % improved threshold method M, Z DX H 7T —T L
EEMRT S LT, Uk, AREEZHUT 256~ E 7 7 L 4IC threshold
method # £ T2 LB IX 22D  CBTIZXIG LT — 7 VDI~ E T T
T4 TCHEHAINTE mAs EE R U AHZ & T, ABEBOBRMESCERICK S 37 1Ef
AN OB FMEEZRHICHEL LN TED R IIT LI,

434 HBRBEOHH

FI3IETHMFEAO 703 HBEOALMREEICTM 2, 4.3.1 TEMIELZ 617 #
BIZOWTH 4328 K 0N433127 L7z FikCHREE S L OV ik o @\ %
fExzkEL, X (3.1) BLOKX (34) TRALTHBRBEEOFFHMEE Lz, %
JRALRE MM O M ERE B L OWEBEIFEIETHVWAMBERAL TH
% .
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AEIZEBWTH 25mm O TFTEMBECHEAZAFET VE2REL 2 K
THE Wi J& % B\ 72 central region PN 0 FL AR &k & 5 105 #EL #k o0 B & bE A FL IR R L
EFE L2,

4.3.5 ETFTNVOIER L FRAE S &

HBRUHEBZEO~ 7 T LANOHARMBEZHE T 2 DI EBFE ST 21T -
oo BT 432 TROZZAMEE, AL BEI~E7 7 7 0 THEA S
NIEEEE, mAsfi, CBT B L UOHEBMAOFEHBTH L, T XTORMHLEKRT —
Z1%. DICOM ~y X — RN b~ T2 7 7 4 OBEEBICREGTETH S,

AW B EBE T ITHAZLZEICREY DRV EZHEE T 272012, 1320 D
YUET T A EM ST, FEBEAG 1056 . T A MBI 264 Fr& Lz 5 pEIR
FEMAEE EM L. 4 fold DIRERBAEZE L CTREMWRERIRET VERE L
oo BEUFGET VORKEIZLLTO 7THAIC K> THRIEL 72, OILBREEIZX T
HEHE vs HEMB T m oy b (yyZry M), @FkETry b, QIRERK. @
TR SR ZE (RMSE) . @R E (MAE) . ® — 3 -1 % 5 AR R &
R (RMSPE). @DF#Hifx it &2 (MAPE),

ARETRKOHDIMEEHEET LIX CBT 16 mm 225 82 mm £ T D JK Vi PH
EAN—FTH-H, zRE (Microsoft Excel for Windows ver. 2016, Microsoft
Corporation, WA, USA) # AW TF 2 MEICxt+ 5 FEFLIEED CBT K7
PEZ <72, CBT O IL., O18mm~36mm (84 . M\ H5). @38 mm~
46mm (91 ¥, HEHELLFE)., @48 mm~78 mm (89 #, EWVWFHE) D 3 7 v —7
E LT BRI RN 3 CTH D 72O Bonferroni DZ EAMHEIC LD, p<0.0167
EMEAICAEECHD LR LT,

4.4 FLIRE EHE T T V0N E AR
4.4.1 Improved threshold method f V7= ig I 78 18 ] 58 fE o ¥ BE K% FE

Improved threshold method Z i/ L TR E L7z~ T 7 7 A DN D
HAL mAs H72 0 OB FEMEA K 4.2 2R, BFEEE CBT OHIME & bW
LTWLS 28, 22mm, 32mm, 42mm, 52mm, 62mm, 72mm, 82 mm (ZE T

OHITRT LI R ARERAND/RBDOOLND, 25O RNHERSIX, CBT ® NI
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CH AW EEENABINICE BT AMNMEIE S CBTIZHY L CTWD, & L
EICBITA2EEBEBEOHEMIZ CBT 62 mm O %4 3kV T, THUMILTT T 1kV
Thd, T DOBEIE improved threshold method X T 72 EEEOEMIZ & b
ROMEMEBOBZRMEO LT NREMEMEICHEZ TWVWDZEE2RLTWD,
COXIHICEHETEZIRMEROBBMEEZ T — 7 b Lic 2 &3 A BRE EHH
DEEENICRKRELSERT 2D TH D,

60
50
40 °

30 b
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Pixel value /mAs at adipose-only region

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Compressed breast thickness (mm)

/X 4.2 Improved threshold method TK & 7= CBT (X #) 12X 7 & J540 6 1% D 4
1 mAs B 7=V D FE M (Y #). CBT 10 mm g TEZ/IE 1kv BT 5 =&
ICEFENE & DT IS T 5 B (open circle) FHIFEIZH Z i T 5.

442 LBREBEEHEETTNLVORE

KA2 1T 5 NERERIEICB T D ALMEEORE/RKEZRL TS, 4 fold
B W TRERBTIFHE T —Z T0857005087.7 A M7 — % T 0.84 7025 0.89
DFPANICIE D LZE L TWiz, AWFFE T fold 4 1281 2 HElRE T V&2 A
BECHHTIMEET NV ERELLL, ZOHBITFE T —F LT AT =2 W]
TOREFRBRELS . 2D, MBOEN/NS VWD TH D,
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#4.2 5 pHEKXER DOER

Determination coefficient R?

Data set
Fold 1 Fold 2 Fold 3 Fold 4 Fold 5 Average
. Training 0.867 0.864 0.864 0.860 0.853 0.862
Breast density
Testing 0.856 0.861 0.840 0.868 0.884 0.862

4.43 EFNDOKEERIE
# 43127 FT L OI1Z, CBT - mAs {8 - 4Fiffip - ELIX. ILIBEE L HE M
Ba/RLE, BERFETAPLELONTEZABREEOFHENLEZX (4.2) 1TRT,

Log [breast density (%)] = 1.146 — [3.239 X log (CBT)] + [2.214 X log (mAs)]
+ (0.073 X tube voltage) - (0.002 X age) (4.2)

F 4.3 X REBILFNM &0 72 A IREE D E 6] i £ 7 0

Regression model for Log breast density Standard partial
. . regression coefficients
Independent variables Partial regression coefficients  Standard error L t value p value VIF
(inlinear scale)
Age -0.00198 0.11268 -0.00090 -5.92505 4.22702E-09 1.21098
X-ray tube voltage 0.07252 0.00537 0.00466 13.50164 1.99758E-38 6.22552
Log X-ray tube current exposure time (mAs) 2.21431 0.04880 0.74422 45.37433 7.9342E-250 2.08890
Log CBT (mm) -3.23892 0.07760 -1.54365 -41.73871 2.6634E-225 8.27052
Constant term 1.14614 0.11268 - 10.17132 3.04579E-23 -
Determination coefficient : 0.868
Analysis of variance
Factors of variance Degree of variance Sum of squares Mean square F value p value
Regression variation 4 81.51330 20.37833 1304.40822 0.00000
Residual variation 1051 16.41941 0.01562 - -
Total variation 1055 97.93272 - -

Log; Logarithm
CBT; Compressed breast thickness
VIF; Variance inflation factor

FLIRE JE~FFICm < B A2 KIETR 7L CBT &£ mAsfETH Y, CBT B LV

mAs fED R BOMIIIEETLTOZEBE L ERXRZEL4BIFERBLRI158EFETH - 7=

i

(% 4.3, standard partial regression coefficient : £ ¥ {b {f [B] ) £ 20) . 4 fhn 23 HL
MREESNKIETEZETIIAL 2 200RF XM T/HhIWH OOFE BN

BODNTE (p=4.227x107), KETHWE 4 2OR 7IX, #4373 TWH
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BOSWMOANMEENSDLMD L IC, ZoERFETNVIZETL 4OON T2 5
ARG ED 1304 FE0MM N 2R (K43 TEAND 25H FiE). Z
DX BRMADNBERICEET OIHEITZIEAEE(FARAF pE) TH D,
X 43 ICHMREEOFRME L HEMORBEGKE (yy 7oy b)) 2233, X 4.3(a),
X 43(b)e bRHICHERAEEMBIIAOAT., EH0bAMMEICT 7y FR
AL TS, K 4.4 1T 43 OEATE Yy b2RLTEY ., (a)B XV (b)i
HFaH A3 D@EMICHITLTWVD, FKET vy MIZEBWTHRICHE 2
RO, (), b bBBDAT X aigMiznrLTWD,

(b)
180
160
S
= 140
>
=
S 2 120
o g .
. ‘e % 100
[
.t - o . e,
‘. S 80 Lt L
. 2 . gt
2l P
€ 60 RIPPR
5 RSP RTC R S
Fow | g
RIRE s )
LAy F
20 K 0 o
..‘.‘ 0
0
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
Measured breast density (%) Measured breast density (%)

B 4.3 AMRELED yy (FHIE vs HEM) 72> k. (a), (b)I25 4 FEEF—%,
7 X /\71“_57@/%5!55’/7?7"

64



Residual error (%)

80 (b)

Bl 4.4 AREEDIHEFE "7 > ;. (a), (b)ITH 4 FET—4, FXPT =D
AR E T

WHEET NVOMAEER 2% 4.4 27”7, £2°5 RMSE., MAE, RMSPE, ¥ &
OUMAPE ThHh D, H#HHE L OMICHEFRBAETAON R, £45 1T 3HED
CBT /W —7HOMBEBREOEIZHT D zREDOHREZ TR L TWVWD, FHAR
CBT ®HM ToH 5 38 mm~46 mm 25 1F 5 M BEILREIT 0.945 & e b & WE % oR°
L. BRALZMEIZE s TIEREWHE & 72 %5 48 mm~78 mm O AH R EIE 0.867
ElRBBEWEZ R L MR ELTEND 2HED CBT 7 /L — 7 [# TH B % 2
CHBZENPALILZ (p=0.00231),

K 4.4 FAIREEWHE T T DIEE R

Data set RMSE MAE RMSPE MAPE
) Training 10.581 7.445 0.374 0.236

Breast density
Testing 10.942 7.943 0.332 0.224

RMSE; — & V£V IR 74 75, MAE; - %) #h %1 72 72,
RMSPE; — F& V-2 7 15 iR 72 75 55, MAPE; V- %) jfh %1 72 75 5
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K45 z BIEIC L S HEHEEDH FZ M FIE

Breast thickness range Sample size  Correlation coefficient
18 mm~36 mm 84 0.913
38 mm~46 mm 91 0.945
48 mm~78 mm 89 0.867
Z-test target Test statistic p value
18 mm~36 mmvs. 38 mm™46 mm 1.542958 0.12284
38 mm~46 mmvs. 48 mm™78 mm 3.046717 0.00231*
18 mm~36 mmvs. 48 mm™78 mm 1.449232 0.14727

* p <0.0167 due to Bonferroni correction

4.5 EBE

X M~ 7774010832 4 >0+ (CBT. mAs fE. FEE., Fin)
EHEMALT, ARBEEZHEET 27200 FHF LW EZE/E L, LTI T
SEIERFERFEEEAEAFTREERZHOCETPHXZRE LS, AREEOS
EED 61.7% L0 TEhaholc, TR LAETIE, £ 43 73T

IF

determination coefficient (KEMHRE) 726, LWIRBEE O LEE O 86.8%08, ~
ET 77402 HVEXHEREHEELFEL LEE4OORFIETEZLEHL THBT
EDHZLERLIE, INDLOBNGFECHEBREBHROGLER L, FhEgmgC
VUET T A RBERBERGOLEMEL o TV D,

4.1 THRARZ XS, mAsTEE CBT OB LK~ V£V T L OLIREE
EEBROCHELZRE LS INZORBEIRIESNTELT, 727UV V7 7
YA EHWEERHFIETE, BRESNLELZGETTCOARBEE L rHEH T
BRNTeO GELNHE AL L) A MEEHEEADOBEHICIEIEL LA TE RN,
AETIE, SRECHESNTCARBELZBMNERE T2 EHEBUFSIC XY G
THHHICHAMEELFEH T2 EXN 2L,

F 43 DO 3HBICR LIEELRREIFHRE»S D5 & 9512, CBT & mAs fH

BEEEERNDEABRBEEICH L TISOBU EOREREELHE X TEBY,
IR 200K FRABRBEDIZEALEZRELTNWDL I ERbLNDL LEL
CBT B X OVE&BEEIZ DWW TITE 4.3 fix 455 D variance inflation factor (VIF) 723
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AT RO EEREN DN, HEETIL 623, CBT TIL 827 Thoiz,
YESV T 7 4TI CBT IWESWTEHEEBERNRESND 2O Z OAKE BT D
ZEIFTERY, VIFOHFAFEMIT -BMITITEDLENA TV RN, 102825
BERERETVOGEMESMEEL 2, BEOBVWHALRZHIRT 2 2 &
NEELVWEERNTWVD, SEOEFATIEI0ICEE-S>TELT, &E5I25%
FIARZZEMRAEIZ BT 54 fold DIRE/REN ., FHT —2BIOT A NTF—Z D
HZHLBELTHWMEZRLTWAREY, Hon-lREE#HE3EHET
XHHLDOTHDHEEZD, EL, ZTORICETLIASHOMEL L TATLHEE
Hifi7z 2 Hv, ZEEBRERMBEICRZL2VWE ) RHEEXNLHMET L LR
HEND, 44173 T Lo, AMRBEOHTEME L EFFRMOREZEIL, T X b
T — X 2BV T RMSE 2 10.942, MAE 7% 7.443 L 131F 10% & E XX Z LA
WCINE->THEY, AHEEXNITIHERKTOFEHEZMA TVWDH EB XD,

KASICA OGN D X O IT, HEEME & FHHE R O MR EIZIE Vv CBT £ 28 41 [H
O CBTHLEUERTHEIZEWERTH-= (p=0.00231), TOHEHH L L TLL
TOZAREZbND, ORGMILTIE., LATHERE. LENOKTIEEE
Z25mm EfELZ, Ll BEVWHLEIZOWTIER TIENER 2.5mm XV
bEWHAENZWEEZLNLD, — T, WREEIT “KTENEZRVWE
central region WIZ BT 2 MEM L ALMOE &L L ERINLTWVWDH D P KT
JEWiREZS 25 mm LV & EWH G TIEAREBE N E/NFEMIS D 2 &2 b,
M EEOFMBRENENT 5, TOME, EIRETVOHERKENIKT L7
EBRXD PRI ANEOR TIREMBOE I ZEUNICHETEDL LR,
MR EEFF NS S iIcm ETIEERFET VOHERE S S 62 m BT
L2 ENHFFETED, ORERICAEZEBET 2 EBRITRE XFH EFETT
ER<< bl EEZ Lo TWDHID, WEENLLIHBE TP ~OEHNEL 2D
FEEREXFAELEEEROEHOFHI SN D CBT OXRREICHRELELR
T 25, WREETEBN/SEZ TS BTN ELWE LTHESRD 2D
DEIBRBERIAMBEEOFHRAELHIMIE, BER/FET VORBEKRTIZS
BNBHEBEZ D, LIRBEFHPA G L e 2 LBRBEHL O EIZEB T D EMZ CBT
DERRF W LT,

ARECTHRRZFRIZITINLS D22V IT—varBbd, F 10, LWREE
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O FFHIGEE & L C diffuseregion xR & L2 & TH D, Z O E T ILERR
RO RIEROY 27 LELSBEELTWDEED, XA F~—h—L& L TLR
HBEEZFATHEOICHEDRBERTHD EE X258, b LFARHEE~DOX
AP D720 OB TH LI, dense region ([Cx T DR B E 2 HEE T 5 LB
WD, H I, ZOHERII~ VTS 7 7 4 REICHA SN D AEC DI E N
+oricm <L 2o AEC O X R B A GG S o FR I S —F L T D
ZEEEIEELTVS, AEC OREICOWTIZEE LK L TWS FPD % M\
T4V R T A EEICBONTCETSICERSRTWD EE XD,
BEIZOVWTIE, FEBOHLIAE (X BBEBERREVWFTEND L2 E)
LT AEC Z W5 &AL HE & X B SIS — B L TW 2R W Al 28 & <
b, LER- T, EATCTHBFIZRZD mAsERRLHEINTWVD L X TEET
LDRERH D, L, 3L EDEEX—I—I1F AEC O X ##% 5 5 & B
RLTWARWED, SV E T L0HBICHEDOALVOBRELZWRA T H I ENTE
RN, KRR THWE~ BT 7 4 EZEZD, 3L ALEDOERE TIEIARK
DEFMICT VR L LTHEDO XBEALFE~BHF L, ARPNEET 2 HEEKE B
BehiEi# L7222 T AEC OREHEEBEZHZTEL TWLO Tl HFNHEF TR,
L lEnwWeEEBZLN, LVERKEREEEET VAR T 202, v F
77 LfEIC AEC DR EHER AR T T2V AT 20RMEEZHHET 5,

4.6 WEE

Y UET T T A RMEOBERKICHELND 4 ODOK T (CBT. mAs i, &FHEE,
) AT OAMBELZWHET 2 DDO U TARETVEHBEL -,
ZOETNMICEY, ABRBEEOLEHO 86.8% &M THI LN TEL, ZO
R, M2~V E 7 74BN ESLH TR TYH, X BOBAKEEN
ST, AREELsSREICHET 22 A TELZ2 LA 7L T
Do REOWMRIT, v~V 77 4l 7 VRS 2R H Uz i o
FLMR 26 BT kI 7 D die did 7 T A5 AL PR S o0 RO R E R0 L T o0 R IR 2 L & B
a2 Ll M F~— I —¢L LTOMAEDEBIZEMRT H LD TH S,
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