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Qo2 (22)
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AAA AR A<E(Stereotactic Breast Excisional Biopsy)< 5% QAISAE tjAlo 2 ¢
A AZ71HE o]-&sto] 3AHPH 0 R AAE F3 & HA| A= 7|&olt

2 7]&2 20029 HlEolE SAE e AT EIAAE7FEIA ST 71&9] Folst 41 fist
of A B axpgel Hiet urieAB7IE =R mAdTE AF Sk ool 2021 Al5
Z ow71eAB7HE2](2021.5.14. )94 = & 71l sl AAZ £LELS ol8st] 49 U]
£ 7dste] b B ol tisl Bt E Aefstalen, 20221 A4t o7 |eAlE e
3](2022.4.15.)°14 & 719 434 b4 9 avhd g7t disl 254 skt

B g7k Sueh S tho e AuE Ao A QA SR EAASe] daHoE kst
T aBHAXNE B7e] S5 AAA BALEE st BE BpES BlRAS wes
of “YAH SHEAANAS 2L Ol3h ‘AU 2 BP9 4o)E A S 4988
L gagolat 29], QAOIsE 28], e} 19, ANl 1919] HE} & 69108 TAISSL

B7ke] SAREL YA PPRAGALS Y GBS o A BHOR AL
QAFH 0.2 QISITL HIFHQIAY 0I9LT, PN At Tl HAbg 2 olAhug, mabe 2%
4 A7te, AN, AAE, oleaseld] gFoz kst

a

YAH FEANEES AFEAHAE 7R IAGE AU S FARYel “advanced breast
biopsy instrumentation (ABBI) system= ©]-&5}0] Al&3t 73-9-0f g} 2 7|&E o] 1o,
AA| ABBI:= 2006 19 19%Y0f| AF2JEFA A9 517153 AXINPEsto] AR AREE L QA
U2 7leE SRIFU. ok&?] JAH FHEAEES YolA 2 ATEZIABHAES A
|5t0] YdollA EEEI U= A= ERIFIT ol wat B7 k= ABBI?F UAIA H{7H< o]
29t A3H 2 A A H(stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy, SVAB) T 7HA]& F-&E3slo] H7}

AAA £rEd2 919 dHEES Ediz = glolgHo] 570(KoreaMed, fSh=-ZtolEH|



NEC IR QUIEHIMZIZ

olA, drzHolgHolA, INuSTEFEY, Al|AAR) E ] folEHolA 370(Ovid
MEDLINE, Ovid EMBASE, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials)E ©]-&5}o] &3
= Aol 23 A7 9 A7 S 282 53 TR ARnSE, BEY A B B
5 279 BT 5940 951910, o EUX7E W A3ALR} @A =2fsto] ofstR
ot vEY A Hrle A7 AT 49 Quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy
studies-2 (QUADAS-2), H[FZQ] A+79] 739 Risk of bias Assessment for nonrandomized
studies (ROBANS) 2.0 55 ol-&sto] B7Islqict. 49193]9] AEYHS 11Esto] o=r|«
AB7HEBoA 254 F HilEEE AAISHAT:

ITHH 7 A 1424, 9152 A+ 14, S
Rom, SVABL} ABBI HF 4843t I+t 212 25T TP B7FATE SR1E 3L

W3t A= F 4W(ABBI 1#, SVAB 3#)Co® H% &2 AA84(open surgical
biopsy, OSB)Z} H]w5}3itt.

NS 918 WA AT JRE $FHOE At olFoliAL 5
7482 AN} 9lo] ABBI 50%, SVAB 87%014 2t 418 ¥ 52 1%

ABBI

ABBI9] P4 AxR= 19804 SRIEQICE bdAof digh WiekLA A3} 535 P35 ThIE(1219)
2% (%=32%), 55 28 TYEGH) 0.8% (P=12%= °] F YFZ oz o] = 53t &8 WYE
B2 0.6% (*=0%)°1Att. S A4 L 7Y TYE(15H)2 0.7% (P=54%), FATHA ALY
EGHE)NA 12% ([P=90%)=Z A=A} 1 Qo 55 & Eu7t DYEGH)S 1.83~5.88%, U5
A4 AAl AzRZA T EQE)2 212 0.76%, 11.76%°1R 0, E2F B2 718, WA
%S =]

9 UkS dhEo] ZF 1HoA 1.39~4.17% E =Tt

olof] &9dgjollA= ABBIS] AAF B o dikS Bl FAR82 i or s &rkstt eEl = b
e skt

ABBIY] 83Mg A= 8HollA ZRlE et 2A5H AP7ke-2 19 ATH1H)NA 1.89%=
yert o AT WY (ductal carcinoma in situ, DCIS)(4H)L HEREA A3} &35} H]E0] 5%
oltt}. AHFIBH)E WL 97~100%, E°l%= 100%, w315 99% QE)=Z 1=t
7 A9 JF 1HA FAA FA(positive margin) H[E°] ABBI 63.6%, OSB 50.9%%=
1t -Folgk Apol & Holx] gtk
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AHged2 18 SVAB, OSB 242 99 E(d % 5 F28 Al v¥l18) 4.76%, 0.96%,
=3NS 99.61%, 99.77%, W= 95.24%, 99.03%= H IS,

ZZA5HA AyP7E-2 HAY TATSAS(atypical ductal hyperplasia, ADH)O| tiaf] 1HojA]
SVAB 33.3%, OSB 0%, 1HollA SVAB ol AT 0%= E 116t o, DCISO] thsll 1#HollA SVAB
16.7%, OSB 1.3%, 1304 SVAB 33.3%, OSB 4.5%% SVABOIA 2|8t #17180] ¢ &7
UeRtom 27t 2jolofl thgt A4 F-2/d2 AAI5HA] Ut

olmATlole] ke 1ol P AT FAER] A9 FHE L A7 v 8o] 9lo] 27
S0J3k Aol g Hol x| Gkom OPYEYC] A9 ST} S&) B X|HB-L Ul &S SVABTHFJ5)
A 9kt 1HolAE S8 A3 DCIS Aol SREse 498 IR qutoz AAe

LR ABZ S 510JA] SVABE A5 A= 104cm’, OSBE AFFAE A= 183cm’ 2.2 SVABS
FYNA Rl A F-2loHA| 2HA LERS T

9 Aebof ot wEREA A3t S 22T A7 1999~2009' A7HE0HONA 17%
(’=65%), 2010~2021'd A7HGOB)ONIA 12% (1P=86%)= SI=|Act. DCISS] 22|84 #|H7hg:
of ek A At £ vl&-L 13% (P=75%)°] et

A/3ES SVAB 23 FHTYOE UL 9 5 2402 Feld Al vle(33H)9] 4% et
2HAT} 5T v180] 0.6% (P=71%)0191.07, 2% o] SHgFYO R 2ol B9 F SVABA
Aedol g At HlE(8W)2 HEREA A B3 Hleo] 4.3% (I=76%)= A=,

SVABY] AHAYSAIL 23Ho|A] HIZE 87.5~100%, E°|% 62~100%, SAIGZE 90~100%=

9,

]

=

49 Q3o A= A YA A ADHY DCISC.2 Adte] &2 44
o2 ADH, DCISQ] Z2s+2] AW7lgo] 15% JFLd 58 7Ms3t S50

P 2

£ grjold 2olE 2518 A7l S IPHOE 5§ TRsiche oololth. 9e4E
= A Aol FAETeL S 2R BUABHE Aol 41 RS Sge] o]
B HaE ASHE S5 HE5] S87Fste] SVABE ko] gl 7142 Busialh
AR ASRdlA AE PIEARALY AGHIS 2N X vEAY S, 2800
A wlo] SlEl] o A9 % wulo] SelEl 497t BE EFEIgom, 1 oo FAH 7%
glo] FFHOR SUAES U TS T B A9 w2l Telw 5}
S1LOR HIEAA FEH thgolut oA o] Holx) gk AR AR W vk
of 2717} ARSI SIS A9ASIOIAE A4 ARIAE AAH SR EAYELSo] 283}

iv



ABBI:= 99} SHEHE th0 2 kel B0 2 ARgA] SESHY AT 12 WersAr,
chet, @A) 284017} 2006100 A EIREIAAL] $715- ARl A ALGET 91X 9
o Jjez FRlF YT

AE A HE o1 8% AFREFINALL e GBS o2 W BHo= ALg

20224 AU RIS 2022.4.15)01 4 £91908] HE Zjo] 2Aste] 9274
AN B AUEA 105 AA “YAH LAANEES O] s cheat Zo) Hejstert

olg7| &R B SISk ABBIO oA ot eldeE tito e Ay BxHoa A48A] ol
st walael 714w BEsIgon @A) AaAhulzt 200610 AlEolokEebaAe] S71ES A

Hhgsto] A ARSEAL QA 2 7Ie R BRlE o] HalsHEe 25| V1= St

WA FEAYEE, ABBL UAIE FH7 S o8t e EEERId e, A, 2t

Stereotactic breast excisional biopsy, Advanced breast biopsy instrumentation,

Stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy, Safety, Effectiveness
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1. B4

AANA A& (Stereotactic Breast Excisional Biopsy) U SJ4ASAIE thAt o2 QA4
J9171HE o]-85to] 3xpA 0 = 912 & A3t T A B sh= 7Ie= 200280 HlFo 2 A=

ZFEAANAIE 7T ofH| o] Fof| A BlFo] Q] Fofot =21 flof YA FEAEdEe] Q=T l=A

71E SR A E AGHof 9 E5H Foll wWeH20214 39), g0 28 EfdAd w5 QJAFE Ao

83 FARARE AAIIAF & 7]&o] thet B4 9 23kgo] sl BV S sk

X

)

o

e oF

1.1 7Y 2=7l= 71

111 UHA SUEHMAS

B JolAl A B Ao =M HAo 3 YA 7ot
T 1 2AE ok 71EE 9 omARe FE U YE(mammography)S ©]-85HH,
Ao g2 = Aol = B3 Fo] ABF(large core needle biopsy)e ©l-&st9G o o=
AZEZZAYA o] de] ol8=1 JIoke=rades], 2017, diekaaidelsts], 2011;
Renolds, 2009).

Advanced breast biopsy instrumentation (ABBI) A]AEIS Lorad stereotactic digital
mammography2} ABBI device”} 23 Fei 2 - 2G5 G442 AFEE ol-&sto] HHQ] A&
S, 4], Zlo|&2 Yehd thEof| ofid F4= WA ABBI device(F7 5, 10, 15, 20mme] S2HAE
7HEe] £l F2HE Y39 Zdo] A7 e o] 93] FHste] £4& AF)E ol-&sto] 2212 A ck=
71€2, S4% A84(core needle biopsy) °-83t YA 8 HES] AP E oIt IHE 5,
1998).
Affirm Prone Biopsy System HEF ANE FU= SAlo] tis] 84848 35| 91t
tomosynthesis”} 7Fset A8 -9 A AKX AR 2 A (Stereotactic) W tomosynthesis GA
< 5ol FHE Aktste] O] YRS FRIT 5= UTHAE IR A A5 7]7] AR S5 o]
2 9EPEARR] Q] Eviva® Breast Biopsy SystemS ©]-85}10] -3:}143

=
A)). Affirm Prone Biopsy System-< -5+334
A& 5t 4= 9121 Eviva® Breast Biopsy System= 32 2808842 2 golEtiHologic



NEC IR QUIEHIMZIZ

ZHo]A)).

=

)
ABBI-SYSTEM(EF54: & F-8AAGA)E 19999 9¢¥ 2790l 57F Bgkou 20064
19900] 517152 Ak A 02 SRlE g
DR AP T5 A )0l QA Aol AFBER: 41 S SRS T Affirm
Prone Biopsy System & I A|°F4 5|7 AR # 1,13} 2Tt

Aol eREPAA(Ol8) “AoFA) Qw771 HEE FHo|A|ofA $UES 371 AT A}
1

2 1.1 AQZH| 3{7tALet

CXERUELE AN FHX|
SI7HAS (5171 01 20-40585(2020.01.23.)
22Z(22E) EIKIE*O“*5*°“R°"A**I*XI(Aff|rm Prone Biopsy System)
EZAC(83) A11060.02(2)
AEEH M SE 2o RYS M2 CH2 ZT0A EYote AAM MR

IOIT—L

= YR HEE AMZ =AU 2R ol R HHS +&lok| AAeh tomosynthesis
(g

PoF Ol AX-XR0P| | Tt ks fEIXIE* QUEIEA AAM ZIX|0|C. Stereotactic(HLH) L tomosynthesis &4
= Solil AH 71|*f0f04 %‘EQI AXIE SQIBITY
EX: AZOUFAUTK 257|7| HATHET EHO|X|

ok
olgk

1.2 7Y dzrls2 =mUie] 23 3 HHASH

e AAEAGHA vE 55 5 FAvFo=m=2] dAEel A= el e

A GRA
S A%} 2 TAGE ARG E 1.2, 3 1,37} 2. ojeh fARE AFTHE P EL ATl
48712 9 W] B AR} AR Lol SIS DY) A S

A= 13l e ofof TRt -8  1.49F L.

B 1.2 2223 2% 3015301 I S5 S1 8202244 281

—-O o
=RMHS Ic =5
2% HASH S5 HU7IX [T H AEKE
& A
HAH WAIE, BA 3 M=
[OIH[-AH?'l]
LI-864 QEMMA [HZ] Breast Biopsy
C8641 7t. &MA Needle Biopsy
C8642 Lt E7HMA Incisional Biopsy

HI3= 89| B0l 25



=RHS Iac =5
H2% HA=
HAE IAZ, TR 2 M=
[erdA]
QXA UEFMZE Stereotactic Breast Excisional Biopsy
=977 Cz977 Z=: ABBI(Advanced Breast Biopsy Instrument) System& 0|25}0] A|&3t Z<0|
oIt
HoHE =2
[f =311
XZEHX QF MZA| QF X211 i i
987 £7987 5 HZX Q4 MAA RE =3I Ultrasonography During Vacuum Assisted Breast
iopsy
H 1.3 27 DAR=S AA|
HIREWHS | 977 HIEDIZE Cz977 =0{0{ HIZx
AH(EE) | UMY SUEMMHS
SHOIH(HR) | Stereotactic Breast Excisional Biopsy
X=X = RUAE Lo HHO| that HHleS YU 810], £ localization 1EG10| 4
Ho| 2 MSZ | oA Computer?] =22Z Mals| MA[ot! T %QEX'QI EAHE ZAs0l0, RUAELIS H
HE ARHE 0[8% 3XIHEHLE X|E HotK LAIS3tE BladeE 0180t HAMAT
HIEHO
(@)=
© 2A0H, needleS HHO| MO'(mammography i)
@ T-markerg ZAISHH Hi=2 RY0| DE(1X EF)
AlA|gb O LREH &Y = M7|2HZ cannulars 22 W2 MTQX 2Y)
="los @ electrocauteryS snare@t HZAA ZEEES HZ(postexcisions FHEL| 8l specimen
29)
® L2sE
Z=: ABBI(Advanced Breast Biopsy Instrument) System= 0|235}10] A|&8t Z0] STt
EXN HZEEMAEI R BHO|X|
H1.4 QYF0Q XME 7|& I YHO| 25t MEAR 0 MAIK|IE(2021E 72T
a2 s MIFIEAR
f8647f ouwm[m |-EIMZi0| ARFAZ AKE} [QEE HE]
L OHFA A X|DHX OHFAHA ood ooTE oo T =
Ultrasound gwded Biopsy _%%llr LEZ(LI956LNR} siE MA 29| AMEMLE MHoIH
=30 EEHHI EOAE, & =30 gAe 20 7|1Es EEs g
M F, R4, ZAM9 Asp|rat|on (1A] H2016-1905)
X A2 SHEFPS S =0 FEotH Lget
(1Al H2000-73%)
A7 HNE HES2 2AAEY QUZ0HQ| 7|Z0] &t 7] M10Z201| o7 Aol27 &2 AME S= 5 0/0| AV [ZCR 28
S0 Qe E=Y



NEC

2

H fUENdds

1.2.2 = 0|1 2

U

o
aTr o

AR EES 5 o] gEoR

200,0009€01A4] |t 2,500,000 HEZ ERJIFETHAZRE F A7 SH|0] 7], 2022.6.14. 7],

I 1.5).
H 1.5 HH 728 UAAN SYENMA= HE0 7t
T=E E| X =
AT ESHE Y 243.,9008 2,156,000%
E35HHY 200,000 1,550,000
e 500,000 2,500,000¥
X AZEEAEIIDTISHHHISHTIEHFE)H D E FH((F45UR: 2022.06.14.)

BA0 Zulgo|E| A A=A E 1.60] AA]
ZoRt A3 9] o

=okd] o
O o0 X O

SIS QIEHE 1.7, X 1.8).

|
A

[eR=]

YIS olg3to] Rt B

PE0F0] B 9 A0kFolH] 85 olo] A

T= HHIALC =3 F=d
D050 AEHAEUS Lobular carcinoma in situ
o8z D051 U MR AE Intraductal carcinoma in situ
D059 HHET FH HARYS Carcinoma in situ of breast, unspecified
D242 FEo| Het oy AMME Single benign neoplasm of breast
QUMZQF D243 FUo CHY Y MME Multiple benign neoplasm of breast
N608 7|EF 2 REH G0 Other benign mammary dysplasias
£X{: KOICD AHHEIYEME SHO|X|
H1.7 a8 U9 A4ZTY atXj+ F 2AZ0H|E SH
AUHRIIAS RIS ERLER] el
oz _ _ _ _ _ HIXI2|4E _
X, QYZOHIESY, X, QUZOHIESY, 2K, 2UZOHIESY,
) MH 3 e 3 e
20174 1,393 1,410,295 17,729 35,283,199 10,620 17,825,847
20184 1,599 1,691,809 20,294 47,925,162 11,913 23,487,918
20194 1,802 2,002,262 22,565 58,291,312 12,754 25,544,301
20204 2,033 2,563,741 24,554 65,797,298 13,066 25,907,017
20214 2,367 3,163,953 28,059 80,923,144 14,167 30,421,817

EX BHORHHOEPHUANEK S SAYR(RE/AIRIE Ad2SAEE MERUT 8 SAEMAE 7IE TBER: 2022.06.14)



E 1.8 ASE Qo YN B4 U 2UF0lH|S 5

O

o el d
Qupo| £y °rg uuE  Que| trﬂ* uy MME Tl Y °9;§Mow
HE axa,  eYS0HIZEY, X4, eYZ0HIZSY, X, 2UI0HISEY,
o w8l o z8l o w8l
20174 81,678 9,472,786 74,610 6,823,579 34,937 3,104,795
20184 84,728 11,189,989 80,911 8,393,930 39,369 3,945,582
20194 80,408 11,252,692 83,457 8,962,735 42,728 4,011,605
20204 76,733 11,765,804 81,309 9,138,857 40,206 3,989,265
20214 96,618 19,308,892 91,5682 16,749,347 49,795 8,553,153

EX BHIZHIHO EPHA M QR SAPEECEY/ARIE Sk MERUT &8 SAMIE 71 TSR 2022.06.14.)

FE(current procedural terminology, CPTIZE)Z YA|Z
A7 ol et SR A8 TEsA 19081, 1908271 el 9o,
Y& A7 B4 FeHols A I FEOE D410°E FRIFJTHA 1.9).

=7t =5 Ic HE

Biopsy, breast. with placement of breast localization device(s) (eg. clip.
metallic pellet). when performed. and imaging of the biopsy specimen,

. . when performed, percutaneous; first lesion. including stereotactic
1= CPT guidance

each additional lesion, including stereotactic guidance (List separately in

19082 addition to code for primary procedure)

e
rc

T FEESHHE D410 Breast puncture or needle biopsy (one side)

CPT, current procedural terminology
=X American medical association 2021
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S71oEaL Q] HIEA A Rk et Pl Hol 7hsAdo] Aol 27|XH 9 ABA] £2 AT S

7| &’171 w2l et Adske Zo] Sa3IHels< 5, 2004).
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(core needle biopsy), A7l 7 (excisional biopsy), BAAA(incisional biopsy)°] 12.H,
Sko] Fu] 4 S 58D ul ARSEE QY HIE FREG77), 25T AV R IE
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1.4.1 7i0|=2}Ql

E 71&7 H3E lo|EeRlo g nj=to] HAR Akl oz e EA FAHAgency for healthcare
research and quality, AHRQ)(2016), €& 9 YAF 7Fol=2k1(Horii et al., 2015), =Y H-oI¢t
87} 18%{(German gynecological oncology group, AGO)(Scharl et al., 2013),
FHEY8S](European society for medical oncology, ESMO)(Senkus et al., 2015)°l14 AAA

39171 Hof| et Y-go] ER1=]Ack
AHRQ (2016)°14= JAIH FA71Hor A5 BHGAE o83t - Stereotactically guided,



automated) XL, FHEC| == ZH2E0.97, 0.97, DCIS A1B7HE2 0.26, YAIAE F9171Hst
AEEXEAFAE ]%?} 739(Stereotactically guided, vacuum-assisted) BSEULE
SASol== 474 099, 0.92, DCIS A¥7kee 0.112 DA BF HE Hro
TAGE(moderate)& HEFHIL DCIS AW 7o tiet 2A4ES BF R0 & Hilsteich

A G A 7Rl =RRI(Hortii et al., 2015)00141= AAIA 71 X3 H 2882 /et
O SR} F BISAG HHOHA HEGE A SRlEE A XS dArE A daskal Rllom,
AGO (Scharl et al., 2013) ¥ ESMO (Senkus et al., 2015)°4= 7% 5} =
SAFAIARR O] LA A o]FofA o) si=t]| A S o] me} 223t E= A H9)7Hs)0] o]Fold
o AL A AsHAT.
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KSR 5 401 HIE A S S-S Ao R URIA A9 S 4 2 AXstect
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ABHZ 0.84, 0.97% SAF IBH 1A= B #A Uttt
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AG7HeS ¥ WE 4 e Ao 482 WHH
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T2 TR HHEZ ARESHo] QoA S5 Q= A L= FRIE|QIH. o]of et Bl e

ABBI2} A4AIA 753—?47]% 2 0]9-0} 3R ZZoI A (stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy, SVAB)

flo 1o

l



shEA] 2% e Yje)7] thgo] 2HTEE FTREAN]) Zkslo] AT S WA}
Hmate] QAIA FAAALe) oRATelY] GF 5 AN AFE] ElElo] v T
Sa4) AAES 71estct

CPIEHDCIS F 24 ¢ 5oz gl 24oH A7He-e 8 AR Bl
71 9jof) S A FHFPOR USLoL 2 Alrto] oPEeRo 2 L Aol thet v 8-S At

S 9le], o] A|2S PHAA Bl 1
=@} | mzAtet

4
ot
=
S
>
uit)
)
L
ol
i
o4
S,
1o
fru
i
5
©
of
ook
%
ok
)
o
my,
%
=
gl

CHAA, R38R O] 749 P EL T AES oA o A o AlA A AR FEEZAA
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(negative predictive value, NPV), 34158 %](area under the curve, AUC)S 54 0 & 3RI53c}

371 AR 7 4 840 ok AR U8 B 2,13 gt

H 2.1 PICROS-TS MELiE

T= MEWH2
Patients =
(CHAS BEXP) * YUY A=At
o =
o OIX| N QUMK MZAS
Index test U=l
B - ABBIS 0/83t 32
RACLESINE
Comparators
Reference standard - . -
=ik =N o 2N HNYY E= FHIUECIHA HOIE QMR
Ol
(oY)
ZA B 2 NE 2 014
(594 )
Outcomes L RRBH HEIIS
(Zpe2) e NS/ E
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- Rty
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) glo]eMlo] AL ofle] 57) AN ol BIATKE 2.2). HE AUAL 20219 7H 1992
AR A R AT (B2 3]0 A sk

B 2.2 mU HXt H|O|E{H|0| A

U E8 ZMA URL =4
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
9|Sh=20|0|E{H| O] A ZHAH(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
S| 0| HH|0| A ZM(KISS) http://kiss.kstudy.com/
St SskEHERI(RISS) http://www.riss.kr/
AOIHAR(SCIENCE ON) https://scienceon kisti.re.kr/

1.3.2 12|

=9] glo]efHo] A% Ovid-MEDLINE, Ovid-EMBASE, Cochrane CENTRALS o]-&3}o] A A4
FAE Al 8 HAAoR wHELE HolEHo|AE EFSITHIE 2.3). HAol= Ovid-
Medlineof|A] ARG HAHOIE 7|20 = 7t A= 219 E/dof| SHA| 4513 2.1 MeSH term, =2 A4HAY,
At AN 5] A7 245 &5ttt 2S5 AL 20219 7¥ 199 = A2 Q1 A
4 AAATE= [R5 3]0] AAISHAT.

H 2.3 22| Hlo|EH|0|A
I 2 M URL =+

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed
Citations and Ovid MEDLINE(R)

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://www.thecochranelibrary.com
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NEC QRN QUIETIMIZIS

ARt 2 AE /A 7152 E 2.49F Zr

H2.4 dE/HH71E

MEHT|Z(Inclusion criteria) i X7 |Z(Exclusion criteria)
- ST L= HYAAT
- X7t ot AKBHY, letter, comment S)
_ _ - SI2 £ 902 SHE X U2 25
. OHIO} OJA] = [HAtO 2 & ul = o o 5o o
FUH NS Hgoe ooy SMBH(ES0r SR E 017, Soje JHLEIN S SRANE 7
- UAN RUENYAsS st AT XK e Zo
- BHet o2 Z0E ofLt Ol B3t A A

. ZEEDE o7
Y2 g 2}

HIEE Y187 B AEA T 5E 2 02 Alg¥shal, oJAEUA| Al =0& &5 251 HIEH

5 = AR ol wet Bl ERR AT AR Bl g, IR E AT SRR A
A% A 5)= Risk of bias Assessment for nonrandomized studies (RoBANS) 2.0 =53,
A7 £39] vjEH Y33 7H= Quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies-2
(QUADAS-2)& AR&stlom, HIEH 13 1oz 9 H7FA7} Q OFf= Review manager 5.4 2 94k

olgsto] AAJsteic

1.6 XI2x&E

AmFE2 AR Aokl AmFEA41 412 B8oto] F B AEAV5HA 02 =3¥stal, o4 EYA7t
A= 3% 29 Bl =2Jsto] elstelt

AmFEA] A2 AR okt 2t

A, A EFHAE E3vttt surgical excision, surgery, excisional biopsy 2% Th¥sH|
HESH IRl om, B pad dAHO =X 22 7|e= Hix Erhs 49193] =99 R
AR A(open surgical biopsy, OSB) 2.2 8015 SYsto] Aotk Tt &4 AAPH-2
A EE e ol-85to] == = ERIE ] it 71k 5L 5HA OSBE AAISHAH. Tt Tasi
5(2019) 994 ¥ Liberman 5(2001) 7= H|ZHALE &4 dANAHLCRE B FIHEFFAE
717y e AAYE B 34T Sed AXjoA A1 RAHALE 7|22 = AAsHL Qlof sig
8oz 71&si9ch

R, 2284 AP 7H&2 SVAB 2 FA1 ¥ 52 11913 3K high risk lesion), DCISE U2
$-3ollM A A T2 F2TE 3] P SHDCIS 22 IDC 5) 22 ke -2 oIt

vttt underestimation rate, upgrade rate, upstaging rate 5-2.% TS sk Qlo] ¥

oM, r

Flr



underestimation rate (UR)Z SYUs}0] 7]&5}3ic). of&d, F3lofA A5k AH7e-S A{A oz
A AISHA] YA A-ATE Fofl Alito] 7Fsdt Z49+= AkoA AxkEAlo] Zgstoit

AR, AS44ES SVAB 23 FAEYF 5 34 A9 vl&=2 st 4-(Atasoy et al., 2015; Bae
et al., 2015; Penco et al., 2010; Kumaroswamy et al., 2008)2} 1 HEFAAL A} o dEgo g
LR A2 2o A Y84 AH|Q] BlE&E A oJgt - XOhsumi et al., 2014; Venkataraman et al., 2012;
Hahn et al., 2011; Huang et al., 2011)2 &Q1¥| o] Z7-& L&A E4of 2351t ok&d,
A YASAES AFZHOE Aot A= FUA AFEIE Bl AAbo] 7153 H9+=
AlitoljA] AIHEAof 2ot

A, Lee 5(2010)2] AA7tollA A AXE vRe1lg A5-S2HH-2 243t | W@ AT of 7] wj&of|
S W82 A|lLlokal AAIE A 78-S o83 558 H ] thigh AAPETT Ak EAof] gteloirh
CHAA, Liberman $(1997)9] A5-= SVAB HAFE T} papilloma®} atypical ductal hyperplasia®]
4% A3} cribriform ductal carcinoma in situ = DCISZ YERFTHL A A5 0L ZF2He] 7SS
HSER] Qkott. E3E & A} HA| 0] St AJA[oFA] Qfof 225k A7} of 5 et 4= glo]
Sl &2 A7 oA ALlolal Al A o ekSTt Zglelr| 2 olal S| AR B0kt
oJAlA, Salem 5(2009)9] <
H5HR] obo} 55 I 2yE

M AEE TF F=E FrdtsiA AAlshaL iz dgHES
/g Aol A= AT
AF WA, Schaefer 5(2012)2] A7 mammotome™ @ ATEC® FH|E TLESA o] S-S
H15kaL Qlof AIREA2 EA A AAISHIH.

S WA, Yonekura 5(2019)9] @74 F8EY 5 F2EE F WA 449 PIF T2 A= A

8 Al Q1A s ZRANA B=SHA] AIAISEAL QA] kot AFRE Aol A A 2JsiTt.

okZ ¥A, Ouldamer 5(2018)9] ALollA 2T & A
ZAA, A2 AR 2R HestA ZRANA AAISHL UA] ot AIHEA oA A l5t3iH.
& WA, QA Aol A HEAFH Aot TE W82 Als T oS s R0 = ER0
oY AmF2E E AIREA o ZFFeIA] ATk

o rr

HHAYSE 274 9] ol Z0Fo| ZZ|5HA | F 7}

2 0v

1.7 Xz

A2 FA 4 (quantitative analysis)©] 7Fs 3¢ HEREA S 35, 2712 47 24
HE(qualitative review) & Z-8-50] A| Aot

AEEAA] A AR o Ak

A, A7 B4 A3H= ABBI9} SVABE F-825}0] Z}zko] Qb AvtAdS AASHC

A, G2 Ale B oPIES e AR W8-S SRER FHESt] 24 Ve 9 dF ol il
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o “
Q3 A%, Aleo] ST A% 5ol el skt 24 SV 5k ‘jr.
AR SVABS} tomosynthesisS 0]-&3%t AHH 23 A= v w3t A7(Scaperrotta et al.,
2021; Weinfurtner et al., 2021; Bahl et al., 2019)2} digital rnammographyQ]- digital
tomosynthesisE 0]-83t 275 v WSt A-HRochat et al., 2020)2] 739 HERZAA] 1719] 232
Qiksto] EAstoirt.
A, SVABS] B3}1/g 23} 5 1193 Aehte] 221 A7k £-40f 2ok £3lo] 1001 oo =
BRI o] HEREAA] AEE o} 04(1999L% ~20094, 20108~2021) A5k
oA BA, gF AtolA AR AR 843t HEE Q= S, HIEREAA] HAE FATSHA]

oAl WA, SVABS} ABBI B 93t A7 2+ sfg|ol tigt oled) ztzto] mE mgsiol
2485t

UF HA, e R(version 4.0.3, 2020.10.10.)& ©]-8-5F1ch.
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SR eIy

£ g71o] F B SEL = uiAAR-E ESolo] 19 3.10] AA9] 7[&sid o, 25 AsEd
20 A AR} QEX]40 2 [HE 5]0] ABBISF SVABE J-E510] A|A5151. 2 H(ABBIS} SVAB &
Z9eE B398 Zhztof| i Egh) B apgofA] viA|E EL [EH 2]0] 7]&3 i
AuA I of| A aejE AR ofefe} 2t

AR, Gumus 5(2013)9] 7= 3 gAIAA 22 T3S A9 2 EFSIR] &2 AAIRE
S-S v w3t F92 F-otA] -2 75472 vjAetqit.

E4), Mendez 5(2004)9] 9= SVAB 2= 1 HEZAAIR B, SHIE4] Oist 245
AATokaL Qlo] 2 -o}A] k2 o7 Av=E ujA|otitt.

AR, Bianchi 6(2012)% Bianchi §(2013)2 722 JAAFOA L& Axtoyt 212 ARt ¢
oAyt get ¥ Eejote] IR AHEdA R E3elqt.

YA, Dominici 5(2012) GFE= letter PO 2 SWE|Q OV A7 HEZE gl AFH o Aol
Aej7]50] L5 Bgtolo] AgEHA o Iglolort.

AA, Ohsumi 5(2001)3} Ohsumi 5(2014)9] 7<% A77|7to] AXHA Ohsumi 5(2014)
A7|7te] ¥ A3l Atde] o o, Ohsumi 5(2001)2] A7H8-2 5 Elskal Q1o] Ohsumi
5(2001) A7= A &5ETE A 27] =70 & A|95ka Ohsumi ${(2014) A7 ABEHOZ
ESSHATE.

XA, Ferzli 5(1997a; 1997b), Ferzli 5(1999)9] 4% A77|7to] HAAHA] Ferzli $5(1999)°]
AL71700] B A1, Aol o Bow, b e-S i 6&6}1 2201 Ferzli 5(1997a; 1997b),

no('
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AL A4S0 A7 27] EOR A5 Ferzli $(1999) 78 HATHOT HsHAr,
U8, Yang $(1998)7 Yang 42000)4 B9 A7 1 A Yang 50000 2771221 o
13 Ao go] o gow, by 8-S BE EHHT o] Yang $(1998) A (453 A7)

%27] =202 A|QJ5}1! Yang —(2000) A= A ‘E‘ii 235190k Yang 5(1999) A4-2] 49
Yang 5(2000)7} AA7717t0] AA|HA dA7t7|7to] ¥ A1l Aol o wor, ebEA A3bt o
ZHH 0T SRIEY, 2ASH AP7REE Yang 5(1999) Aollgt A=l qlo] B7HEAoR
Aelsts], avby Aat 240 Zgsiict

e A, Kettritz 5(2005)2} Kettritz S(2004)2] A% A7L717to] B AXAA eFdA 9 aykA] X 37}
X LA|51A] ot N A= 7zt AestoiTt.

d

AP sBEE T 3.13 P,

A

=2| HO|EH|O]A (n = 3,179) =LY HIO|EHIO|A (n = 128) 714N (n=4)
* MEDLINE (n = 1,145) « KoreaMed (n = 24) « KISS (n = 7) * Google (n=4)
* EMBASE (n = 1,977) * RISS (n = 32) * SCIENCEON (n = 25)
* Cochrane Library (n = 57) « KMBASE (n = 40)
I
Z‘_E Y R AE S HiHE 28 2 (n =
1,893)
SEAE U MUMAIH ¢7E (n = 15)
= = os X7t opd AL (n = 335)
SEMH 7 2 28 .« BHR0{ 2 0|2 STEX| LS 017 (n =
(n = 2,068) 29

« M2 (n = 343)
* X0 K| Q2 7L (n = 437)
o QHfoF OIAMISIXIE [AtOZ ASHE|X| OF

=2 ﬁ?(ﬂ =18
* HHGHA| k2 o2 ZnE Hiist 4
(n=510)

- YREPEIHn = 1)
- NAET 07 5 £7|917(1=4)
« EREE O (n=1)

Lt MEE 23 4
(n=175)
ABBI = 20; SVAB = 157(2H& ABBI, SVAB 25 255t
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NEC IR QUIEHIMZIZ

1.2. MEiZS EY
FE Mg 2312 & 1758 0 2 ABBIE AR5 42 18H, SVABS ARG A9 155H0]9).01, ABBIS}

=
SVAB & t} AR5} A9 23 (Weber et al., 2005; Velanovich et al., 1999)2.2 SRIE|ITHIE 3.1).

AR AHEE/ AT 1508, B FA91T 18, ST 24%10]90ct, 0] 5 ABBITH 5%
QA70) A9 A BT 6B, ST 128, SVABTH a3t 7 Arhg7 7 1428, wjwt
ST 18, ST 128o|3L0m, SVABS} ABBI W5 a5t Q17 288 w5 Wrhiulalpalt

AF=7PRE ml5o] AA A 40% (7T0H)= 7Fd @o] ARSI oM t3-0.=2 o[=z|o} 15% (26%),
=1 11% (1949), =2 5% (89), et 52 K5 4% (79H) A= SRIE T 1 2jofl 2914, 22,
At 8717148, 9= 39, 282, 7)o, A7IEe, R AEE|o}, 0] B 28O0 2 SRRIFE o,
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ADH, atypical ductal hyperplasia; AEH, atypical epithelial hyperplasia; ALH, atypical lobula hyperplasia; BIRADS, breast imaging reporting and data system; CSL, complex sclerosing
lesions; DCIS, ductal carcinoma in situ; FEA, flat epithelia atypia; FNR, false negative rate; LCIS, lobular carcinoma in situ; LN, lobular neoplasia; MLL, mucocele-like lesions; OSB,
open surgical biopsy; RS, radial scars; RSLs, radial sclerosing lesion; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy: UR, underestimation rate
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LaRaja{1999) 1 127 #— 0.01 [0.00; 0.04] 171%  17.3%
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Matthews] 1994) 1 0.0049 [0.000; 0.051) 21% T.0%
Rebner|1999) 2 0028 [0.003; 0.087) 0.5% 1.9%
Leibmani 1999) i} 0.000 [0.000, D.087] 1.1% 4.0%
Damascedi(1998) a 0,000 [0.000, 0.048] 21% T.1%
Weber[2005) .1 0067 [0029 0127] 0.3% 1.4%
Kelley] 1908) 1 0002 [0.000; D.008] 7r.3% 30.0%
D Angedo (1997) o 0.000 [0.000; D_148] 0.2% 0.9%
Common effect model 0.003 [0.000; 0.006]  100.0% -
Random effects model 0.007 [0.002; 0.013] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: (¥ = 4%, «* = 0.0001, p < 0.01 ! ) I I
o gos 01 015 02
J3 311 otHMd AIABBI, X 2 Z4H)
H 3.5 QMY ZIKABBI, 7|E})
O[AlHIS L HXIR zn}
55 % 2z
M| 2 1 2 34 5.88 -
1 Perelman(2000) EVCES RN 5 2 5 38 S=s
2 Weber(2005) A&EX0 E5/2HY 4 150 2.67 -
3 Kelley(1998) TISH XY 12 654 1.83 -
0|4 d AL MEFY A
AL Z OA [T = = 1HO X|X{ ol H}
=32 FEEE OlF & 1H2 °1%F 2 2y
1 Perelman(2000) Xgé%* 2 4 11.76 Az 9—|3<H>%I% %g =
7oM| EtXt= HAT B A
2 Ferzli(1999) e A 2 1 0.76 N ¥ & O2Yd X
BB 5 5215
71E}
674 & 22 e flolo
' =
1 Hanna(2005) A 1 89 1.12 2 Ata
2 Perelman(2000) =0t drxt 1 34 2.94
=3 1 72 1.39 -
3 Rebner(1999) M HES 1 72 1.39
s 3 72 417 -

n, A 2 =0 N, BH AL -, LHERt

gjo
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H 3.6 2% ZuKABBI, Hx[2E)
OAMIS = Ziq}
At M1, Ryl H|3
1 Perelman(2000) 718X 2H| 11 34 32.35 -
2 Ferzli(1999) AN Q&S 31 132 23.48 -
XtH|O| OXI=02 0|5} R
AEAl 3 99 303 40D SIS SNSSE R AEA
20
QXIEL HFIZ EXES} O (0] =7
Bloomston ;ﬁo_ |:|‘||ET—|EE ‘I’;| |0'||O—|—'”
3 (1999) QXE 2 99 2.02 ot FHHC= HME Soll 52 4
HE HAoIHS
RAFO= lof A= 7P O
e - - CE e
S TAL &7\ e Mol FHm 4 2
4 Leibman(1999) Lol gty 1 53 1.89 =2 018510 R247 TRt 240 Ht
2afy 9 B9 IS YBHOR HH3!
Damascelli
5 7|1H™N 22X 2 75 2.67 -
(1998) PIH EH
n, Abd M 20N, BIH| CHAERE = -, LI8SIS
Weight Weight
Study Events Total Proportion 895%-Cl [common) (random)
Perelman(2000) 11 34 0.32 [0.17; 051 18%  154%
Ferzii{1999) 3 132 b oiiia—— 023 [017;0.32] 8.4% 20.2%
Bloomston| 1994) 5 09 B— 005 [002 011) 23T%  214%
Laibrmand1999) 1 D e 0.02 [0.00; 0.10] 329% 21.5%
Damascelli{1998) 2 fis) ""i 0.03 [0.00; 0.09] 33.2% 21.5%
Common effect model 393 < 0.05 [0.03; 0.07]  100.0% -
Random affects modal — T 0.12 [0.01: 0.23] -~ 100.0%
Heterogeneity © = 90% = = 00148 p <001 ! J J !
01 02 03 04 05
J% 3.12 2trM ZIWABBI, X[ EHE)

41



NEC QIR QUIMHMZIS

ABBI9] td/d Ayt 9ok & 3.73 Pt

oAl =2 HAmA Ho| 9 HIEHE A
oL S oTr T T aoTl, /0 _—I_I_B_JI\_ %éu“ Hl%, % |2, %

e 12 0-125 12 2 32
= TA 6 0.67-4.17 5 0.8 12
=Y YYHoR o0 Y= £ - - 3 0.6 0
= 2 2.67,3.94 - - -
¢ 14 0-2.94 - - -
oA 8 0.76-10.11 - - -
dX 3 49 - - 15 0.7 54
S5 3 =8d 3 1.83-5.88 - - -
OjFdEd i HESY 2 0.76,11.76 - - -
SR 5 1.1-32.35 5 12 90

MY 1 1.12 - - -

=0 & 1 2.94 - - -
7|t Q=3 1 1.39 - - -

g JHS 1 1.39 - - -

s 1 4.17 - - -
-, HEStE
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2.1.2. SVAB orHd Zut

SVABS] QA e vl G 2 BUT AR TEsle] AXISSc,

2.1.2.1. Hlu At

SVAB®] H] i A= 1%¥(Tsai et al., 2019) 02 OSBL} HIA] 4 TS FAE 0.72% (2/276%8),
Bl 2.4% (13/54179), & THEL SARE 0% (0/2767), WAL 0.55% (3/5419) & Aol
o WA HAEHE 3.8).

T 3.8 OFMA ZIKSVAB, H|wz %)

AXA ogES = Z,
AHH H| 11
@) s=xguyg M N uE % =
SVAB 2 276 072 59 gt oMo
241 1% HH2e 5%, 78 Ao 2459 =
T_ 0SB 13 541 240 G aTi IS ey
(25%> SVAB 0 276 0 -

0SB 3 541 0.55 13 2 SSH0M  XEH A
(tranexamic acid injection) £04
1A CHAXE 4= OSB, open surgical biopsy; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy

Rl

n, At 2 2N,
)

FE DS 4184 0~93.75% 2 WA A3 53 BF DS 13.1% (P=99%)°] %tk o] &
W= o Sl= EE(GE2 AV B/SHAY Aol BRTFH B Al SHol B/ B 52
8HAA 0~6.18% =07 HUEUT wekEs Ay 55t dF WPES 0.1% [=74%=
P tHIE 3.13, 11 3.14).

H RS2 30HA 0~17.42%% BV E At HEREA 4
T YO ou] 9= &8 WA ELS 18HA 0~8.89%= HIEREA] A3t B3 &8 TAYES 0.5%
(I’=79%) ©1ATHLH 3.15, 19 3.16). 0] & FEAAY FS1A| A 25 = oS thfo = 9=
A= 2H(Chetlen et al., 2013; Melotti et al., 2000)°]21tt. 1H(Chetlen et al., 2013)94=
FEHA| -85z o 22 SVAB =3 23 5 WE°] 25.5% (51/2007) UEhd 2o &
Hrseltt. U A] 18(Melotti et al., 2000)2 B-821A] £-8 SRS E3lolo] FF WPES Bl
0} 3L A 55 W AR} A 55 WA o2 SRR1o] EF WMEES 22 45.03%, 37.50%= f-2Jet
Aol 5 HolA] kgl

= 75 EE WS 3% (P=94%=

o
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NEC

URH RUEMSHE

P H1 XX} o|MElS E= A H|T
e (¥ix) B2 =8 n N HEg % -
Si=
=20
Weinfurtner sx _
1 0021) SiZ 23 250 9.2
2 Li(2020) e HE 13 587 2.21 -
=3 EEE 740 él_f
==TE° | 276 319 8621 -
3 Lin(2019) == oL =cco
SBECSSEY g0 319 313 smYW 5¥ 3R
Ariaratnam = _
4 (2018) SiZ 1 38 2.63
5  Safioleas(2017) A2 sz 35 825 424 -
49: 1~2cmZ HEXOoZ x|zt
I =X S QK| AUS
6 Esen(2016) gz 5 195 2656 1% AL S T AIZHS0| M 2
20 30| AN sher B9 o
B85t = 3cm 2719 0| 42
7 Lee(2016) 205t g2 8 106 7.55 -
Mariscotti o = — =
8 (2615) ! MAEOEE 7 160 414 A2 3 2% 30| &0l
9 Eller(2014) g3 74 179 4134 MHZ SYFIS0|M =0IE
OAEO 2 Q05| DE B XNANOR iAHYHS
10 Wan(2014) oro S 3 41 7.32 O YMMOZ ofp| Q= EE2
o 295 x| 22
= [Eoy=]
11 Chetlen(2013)* Eey 51 200 2550 QYUAEOZ QOGIX| ¢S
12 Gumus(2013) 85 1 1,480 0.07  #&X ol T
13 Lee(2013) gz 3 208 144  ZJF X2 TLQE AR glvls
14 Myong(2013) gz 5 127 3.94 -
15 Viala(2013) s 8 106 755  XNAMOR 3|=2g
16 Schaefer N2 EE 41 178 23.03 -
(2012) ZEC/ZRO|HE 1] 178 6.18 -
MA XS 3cm 014 F7|. 202
Huang i olete & o S 3t 5 Wl
o 011b) =S o 420 118 nog o oo sEL BE AR
OllM HOIX| 43
18 Jung(2011) EE 2 15 13.33 2= SIXE0| NAXOZ 5|25
MZI= S0t 9 BH0E B
19 Hertl(2009) g% 45 48 93.76  EYO|L} eMHo= QO U=
S2 MU 0|2 1:UNK| QIS
QAIEOZ E77
20 Hertl(2009) HSESHE o 48 000 -
Pfleiderer -
21 (2009) SIZ 1 142 0.70
Salem - MA S 165 0|F0| FHBEA R
XAE A= OT = Y T =
22 (2009a) |1 S= 36 231 1558 Srsiolaol g0l
A &5 341 1,114 30.61 -
Salem S2HO2 LIEfH -
e 5 1114 045 0| 342 NS x| 503
23 (2009b) six | 542 NEE 27| 3
=283 2 1,114 0.18 132 =A|, LA 132 LEE|
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M1 XL

o = [
(@) HIE, % -
+2H Bjo10] TS
24 Sim(2008) 928  Xi9izoZ Fzs
25  Taourel(2008) 23.61 -
Tonegutti _
26 (2008) 125
Lourenco
27 2007 1.06
. MAS QUIEASOIN HEZUC
28 Kim(2007) 393 oj4ed FWHesE s
20 O 467 48 BWHLLS A %S
30 K|(Il2%%rg)vv 0.00 -
31 Kettritz(2005) 1.24 =X S/t Lot SXt= %NS
230t 710| =610 HieS oI M
32 Della(2004) 1.45 0|5 KOIMO 2 K=
MZA 0|Z ZIH0| 4cm O|A 7|2
- 5ol
33 K;égf 0.87 25T = 2192 oz =X mEk
(2004) T 32 el 12 g BE 1Y
© 258 THS AN S vl
19 M7 3 59 5 8A 2
g IHSHS I 6cm EBX0| LAl
g oy 2= dE S0 £E€0|
- 9| i HR} 2tz T X[RH0| Y
Georglan el o|u$o.|xqge HZ2 74000 5|OE-|
72 3%z s RI28 wm el
(2002) T & 230 ZA0IAN Mz
F71= =79 Mot eIt E A
LIOX| 2719] EE2 AlE YAl &
M Zdol0] FUTUO=Z R =g
Liberman Qe AR 2o 1Y = 22 T
35 025 B HItE=
(2002) | Sr2et
36  Lifrange(2002) 2.90 -
37 Meloni(2002) 1.96  Al& 30| LA X|2 Gl0| SHEERS
28 Melotti 4503  BfS1 x|2 OF HIS B
(2000) 3750 81 X|ZE2 B}
39 Klem(1999) 078 EZEXHOZRXZ
18 £50] I $Z0| BHY B
Z 922 =22511 9= BRI
A LEIHCH, 85 B9l 41E
g0 Burbank 050  S0I0T BT H=EgS
(1997) 19§ £20] gi= #50| 42 & 2
o o kel ENERi0
M &7t X 80| 3=LAUZ
Jackman ~
M SHE 0.10 -
(1997)
=TES 60.19 -
42 Liberman 2| =711 o I4 =2l At2, 0] & 3
(1997) =k 4.00 e HHES ZSMR0 A Hit
£ 323
=35
Ex=ld
1 S(a,;gﬁis 3.52 -
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o ANEA O[gurS Ee EZE] iz
e () B2 =2 n N HE % -
Safioleas L
= o A5 =& -
2 001) = Alst &S 2 825 0.24
Bundred £ Qlof — = -
3 0016) sxes mols O 65 462 3% RE 7|2 SVABS & 233!
=3 1
. E3(withoutopen ) a8 462 -
4 Imschweiler revision)
=3 1
(2014) g8withopen oy 5308 oos -
revision)
5  Ohsumi(2014) Z0[3t &4 19 497 3.82 EM Q0| 2% & 3=
6 Wan(2014) Zoj5t 28 5 41 1220 DEZASXGIXOZ & 5l=E
0] & 142 £€ H20 A= EXt
Tothova = £ S=oICL HE MR Y2 &
/ (2013) b 2. 64 3B ohioe Uopx) 1710 23S ox
7| ol =X S HR6HRS
. == Az 30 LoGenl Az I3
8 Viala(2013) 23 5 106 472 Cagbioos
9 Schaefer A2 0| £4 31 178 17.42
(2012) EEL/389 & 7 178 3.93 -
Venkataraman == =Y M20| dIfoll +=X ZA
10 (2012) =5 2 828 024 ot \pai
0] & 182 A& = &85| 23
U0 LA 182 Nz = Alsst
NgEseAe RYEISY 30| AU oot
1 Lee0T) Xz 53 20824 g'e Zupag Aus quas
SO0IA ARRFE A BRZ. =X
17| Wod 2L YUS
12 Hertl(2009) L5t 58 0 48 0.00 -
x| 25 RIQIEl erfo] Wegton 1 At
13 Salem(2009) 539 2% 7000281 808 5o Leny -
=5 5 1114 045 A& x/|Z=%
HE Yol £E 7 1,114 0.63 Ol 349 X7 E=s
ot EEE Alz9 27| ZRE of
14 Salem(2009) A g oiE HHE 04N 3|5 A8
589 £¢ 1 1,114 0.09 OF FHE HHOZ HEIHF|T}
EXNMAESIH 15Y =0 T K
DVAB HZIE alist
15 Peter(2008) £g 4 760 0.53 0| & 2712 =8 AL ELIS
16 Taourel(2008) £8 6 216 2.78 -
Tonegutti NS _
" oo8) 53 1yt 2240 083
nro ofo| £5 1 224 0.45 AlE RIH0) Saheiots
18 Zuiani(2007) = AN=Z S92 HAUNAM E AL S
=3 2 224 089 o misiois
302 0l49l UEt0] RS ANz &
19 Kim(2007) e Yol £ 8 90 8.89 Aot £ BE 40| 5 YHIS
FE510] X[&0]| §EXO= 0|20
. SN SN EREt
g0 Killebrew ZsgoxeE 0 800 0.00 -
2006)  gmrmesay
] == MA STFSe 2tk b, A 2t=ot
21 Popiela(2006) £ 5 323 185 325 sixie 3002 ThuH 2
o Q| EH<| JIRISIH O AT
22 Kettritz(2005) XAx 53 1 485 021 |2 SEUM HIORIOH 22X

SM7t EQ0tAl= KRS
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oitH H|Z
(@) Exg 22 o N HE % 2
. P HEHA HESIACH, 0lF 5 3
23 Kettritz(2004) INERE! 4 2874 014 G lamzmimez soie
Georgian—Smith =
24 0002) =8 5 174 287 0/2lo| gL o ote
25 Lg%rg;?n s 12 788 159 ;(!Zég%HjléH 1~2A1Z7t B U0
[ER=SvN=}
Meloni == LEX & £3H0| LELL ZIHA
=5 T2/l T Z= =/M=
26 (2002) =3 1 102 098 455 1y
,,  Lifenge ZHgstEy 6 138 435 oo IUEMSAHASER
! 3|_?:|
(2002) Fostas 47 1y 300 Sopl Uee
=3 S 71 o HI© &
. Velott EE 24 171 14.04 ;gi}li Z:f.fo%:? -
(2000)" e 7 4y EoE MES B4 1= D
H- =24
29  Liberman(1998) EE 1 80 125 o=z 3=EQS
5o Liberman =5 DE QU BHO 8 U ASWOD SZERIS. B, AR E
(1997) == 7} SN2 LR AR oiots
BHyEH
1 Viala(2013) HHALES 42 106 39.62 -
2 Huang(2011) HAEY 37 420 8.81 3cm Ol 13 FHEE SIS I &40
3 Taourel(2008) HHALES 151 216 69.91 -
4 Lifrange(2002) eEY o &0lE
SIEIHA 220t 014 AL TS A x|=otd s SAF Zaf
N, AR A 20 N, FR CHAIRE
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NEC/\ arx gus

HdHs

Weight
Study Events Total Proportion 95%-C1 [commaon)
Weinfurinen(2021) B 20— 0082 [0.058;0,135] 0.0%
Li(2020} 13 587 0.022 [0.0120.038) 0.4%
Lin{2015) 28BS M9, — 0.893 [0.854; 0.825] 0.0%
Tsaa(2018) o it 0.000 [0.000; 0.013] 2.2%
Ariaratnami2018) 1 36— 0.026 [0.001;0.135) 0.0%
Safaleas(2H17) LI 0,042 [0.030; 0.059] 0.3%
Esen(2016) 5 155 b~ 0.026 [0.008; 0.055] 0.1%
Lee{2018) & 108 !=—t 0.075 [0.033; 0.143] 0.0%
WMariscoti2015) LT 0.041 10.017;0.083] 01%
Elleri2014 ) T4 178 : e 0413 |0.340; 0.489] 0.0%
Wan(2014) 34— 0073 (0015, 0,155] 0.0%
Chatien{2013) 51 200 g S 0255 JD.186; 0.321) 0.0%
Gumus({2013) 1 1 0.001 [0.000; 0.004] MN.T%
Lea(2013) 3 208 - 0014 [0.00%; 0.042) 0.2%
Viala2013) 8 108 §——+ 0.075 [0.033; 0.143] 0.0%
Myongi2013) 5 13— | 0,039 [0.013; 0.085] 0.0%
Schasfen 2012} 55 178 : H = 0.30% |I}2{2;U.352'| 0.07%
Jumgl2011) 2 1§ m——f— 0,133 [0.01T7; 0.405) 0.0%
Huang(20116) 5 420 % 0.012 [0.004; 0.028 0.5%
Heri(2009) 45 48! —_— 0.838 |[0.828; 0.887] 0.0%
Phieiderer(2008) 1 1= 0.007 [0.000; 0.035] 0.3%
SakemiZ200%a) 3 23 : e 0.156 [0.112; 0.209) 0.0%
Salem(200%6) M8 11141 - 0.312 [0.285; 0.341] 0.1%
Sim{ 2008} 8 &7+ 0.083 [0.043;0.163) 0.0%
Tapurel2008) 51 218 s 0.238 |0.181; 0.298] 0.0
Tanegutti2008) 3 M0 0.013 (0,003 0.036] 0.3%
Lowranco( 2007} 13 1223 : 0.011 ID.DOE;U.I}TEF 1.7
Kim(2007} 3 80— 0033 [0.007; 0.004] 0.0%
Zografos(2047) 5 qor —— 0.047 [0.045; 0.106] 0.0%
Kilebrew(2006) o soolR 0.000 [0.000; 0.005] 18.5%
Kettritz(2008) & 485 B 0012 [0.005; 0.027] 0.6%
Dela{2004) 1 68— i 0.014 [0.000; 0.078} 0.1%
Kettritz(2004) * Wrap | 0,009 [0.008; 0.013] 4B%
Georgian-Smih{2002) 3 1T 0.017 [0.004; 0.050) 0.1%
Libsrman{2002) 2 7esfm 0.003 [0.000; 0.009] 45%
Meioni{2002) 2 12— i 0.020 [0.002; 0.085) 0.1%
Lifrange{20:02} 4 138 e 0.029 [0.008; 0.073] 0.1%
WeloHi( 2000} B 179 s —_— 0447 [0.373;0.523] 0.0%
Kiam{ 1898 2 2%+ 0.008 [0.001; 0.025) 0.5%
Burbani(1937) 2 kb 0.008 [0.001;0.021) 0E%
Liberman{ 15957) 65 0B, S 0602 [0.503; 0.65%] 0.0%
Jackman( 1997} 2 20530l 0.001 [0.000; 0.003] NT%
1
n
Common affect model 17633 1 : 0.003 [0.002; 0.004] A00.0%
Randam effects model e 043 [0.063; 0,199] -

Helarogentity: I° = B8%, 1 = 00455, 5 =0
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L=

T T T ]
oz 04 (111 AR

712 3.13 QY HIKSVAB, EF M)

Weight
{random)

24%
2.4%
2.4%
24%
2.4%
24%
24%
24%
24%
2.3%
2.3%
2.4%
2.4%
24%
2.4%
2.4%
24%
21%
24%
24%
24%
24%
24%
24%
2.4%
24%
24%
2.4%
4%
2.4%
2.4%
24%
2.4%
24%
24%

24%
2.7%
2.4%
24%
2.3%
Z4%



Study Ewvents Total
Lin{2019) 5 30
Gumus{2013) 1 1480
Schaefer2012) 11 178
Salem(20000) G 1114
Killebrew{2006) 0 BOOE
Kettritz[2004) 4 287403
Burbank(1997) 2 M0
Libermani19497) 4 100
Common effect model T205
Random effects model

Heterogeneity: I© = T4%, ° = 0, p = 0.01

8 3.14

Study

Safioleas(2017)
Bundred(2016)
Imschweiler(2014)
Dhsumi{014)
Wan{2014)
Tothova{2013)
Herti{ 2009)
Wiata{2013}
Venkataraman{2012}
Lee{2011)
Salem{2009)
Pater(2008)
Tacurel{2008)
Mekatti{2000)
Toneguitij2003)
Zuiani{2007)
Kim{2007)
Killebrew2006)
Popielal 2006)
Kegnta{2005)
Kettritz{2004)
Salemn(2002)
Schasler2012)
Georgian-Smith{2002)
Libserman(2002)
Medoni{2002)
Lifrange{2002)
Libemmani1998)

Common effect model

Random effects model
Heterogensity I = 94%, ©* = 00010, p =008 ' !
0 005 01 015 02 025

Events

5

2
1

T " al e
= T =k R LD ok NS0 R A s R RO S ha ChoD LA b

2 3.16 QHuY HIKSVAB, £€

]
| ——

P
—

———

4
I I
0 002 004 006 0.08 01

2t ZUHSVAB,

Total

823 1 1
85 =
ws -
497 1 ™
4!
B4 ———
ame—
108 t ++——
828 %

B ——
231 :—v—
TO0 *

2B ——
17

240 =—

224 b

a !

800

33
485 %
741

114 =
TR | |

174 ——
TEE

102 3o
138 | ———
80 H—+—

.

851 |
.

Tx])

Weight Woeight
Proportion 95%-Cl (common) (randem)
0.016 0.005; 0.038] 0.4% 0.4%
0001 [0.000; 0.004) TE% ATE%
0062 [0.031; 0.108) 0.1% 0.1%
0005 [0.002; 0.012) 316% 36%
0000 [D.000; 0.005] 220% 220%
0.001 [D.000; 0.004] A54%  254%
0006 [D.001; 0.021) 10% 1.0%
0040 [0.011; 0.009) 0.0% .08
0.001 [0.000; 0.002] 100.0% o
0.001 [0.000; 0.002] - 100.0%
UMHOZ ojn| U= HF)
t  Weight
Proportion  95%-Cl {[commen) [random)
0.4 0003 003 0.5% 4 1%
005 (001,013 0.0% 2 6%
006 [005; 0.08] 22% 4 %
004 (002006 0.3% 4.0%
012 [0.04; 0.26] 0.0% 1.7%
003 [0.00;0.11] 0.0% 29%
0.00 (000, 0.07] 01% 3.5%
005 002, 011) 01% 3.0%
000 0.00,0.01] T.5% 4.3%
002 [0.00; 0.0 01% 33%
003 007, 006 0.2% 3%
000 [0.00; 001] 32% 4%
003 0101, 0.0 02% 38%
0.14 009 020 0.0% 2.5%
0.01 [0.00,0.03 06% 41%
0.1 [0.00; 0.04] 0.4% 4.0
009 [0.04,097] 0.0% 2.3
0.0 J0.00; 000 28.1% 4. 3%
002 J0.09;0.04] 0.5% 41%
0.00 [0.00; 0.01] 52% 4%
000 [0.00; 0.00] 45 2% 4 3%
007 J000; 0.01] 30% 4 3%
021 [0.16,0.28] 0.0% 2%
0.03 [0.01; 007 01% 3T%
002 001,003 1.1% 4 7%
001 [0.00; 0.05] 02% 315%
0.04 (002,009 1% 3.3%
001 [000;007)] 0.1% AT%
0.00 [0.00; 0.00]  100.0% -
0.03 [0.02; 0.04] - 100.0%
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Welght  Welght
Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl {common) {random)
Safiokeas(2017) 2 B25 % 0002 [0.000; 0,005 54% 10.2%
Imschweiler{2014) 30 508 = 0.00% [0.007, 0.012] 9.0% 10.7%
Tothova{2013) 2 64— 0031 [0.004, 0108] 0.0% 0.5%
Herth{2009) il 48 - - 0000 [0.000; 0.074) 0.1% 1.0%
Venkataraman{2012) 2 BmE 0002 [0.000; 0.009] 4% 102%
Salem{2009) T 23 i ——— 0.030 [0.012; 0.061] 0.1% 1.5%
Peter{2008) 2 THD ¥ 0,003 [0.000; 0.009] 4 6% 9.9%
Toneguitii2008) 2 240 'r-— 0008 [0.001; 0030 0.5% 4 2%
Zulani{2007) J 24— 0013 [0 003 0.039] 03% 29%
Kim{2007) & 80 i 0089 [0.039; 0.168] 0.0 0.2%
Kilebrew{2006) 0 Bl0® 0.000 [0.000; 0.00S5] 20.3% 11.3%
Popieka (2006) 5 323 0015 [0.005; 0.036] 0.3% A4%
Kettritz{2005) 0 4B5# 0.000 [0.000; 0008 T.5% 10.6%
Kettritz{2004) 3 2874 0,001 [0.000; 0.003] 43 5% 11.5%
Salemi2009) T 1114 'r-— 0.006 [0.003;0.013) 2 8% 41%
Schaefer(2012) 7 178 §f —————— 0039 [0.016; 0.079] 0.1% 1.0%
Meloni(2002) 110 1'-'— 0010 [0.000; 0.053] 0 2% 20%
Commeon effect model 14494 + 0.002 [0.001; 0.003] 100.0% -
Random effects model_ hiJ 0.005 [D.002; 0.008] - 100.0%

Heterogeneity [° = 79%. t° = 0.0001, p = 0.04
] 0.05 01 015

123,16 94 ZINSVAB, YAXOR ojn| Y 58)

7 A E2 13HOA 0~2.4%, A4 L FS AYES 6HOA 0~9.76% = H 16t o, HEREY
Ay} B3t 7+, AFA d A2 DHE-L 0.1% (1°=34%)°] ATHIE 3.10, 1 3.17).

E= g EE7H S-S GHoA] 0.18~33.33%% HEHEA Z3t 3t E= dl EW7HURIES 7 2%
(1’=96%) 2 EFFTHIE 3.12, 718 3.18).

0|FA1 744 24 B o AHES WSS 200 A 0~6.67%E HEREA AT} £} n|FA14A] S4F
OJAHES HPHE-LS 1.1% (12=69%) ©1ATHIE 3.12, 1 3.19).

718t FEO0 2 73K breast induration)= 1HOA 2.44%, A3HE-2 57]1(air at the biopsy
site= 1HOA] 72.22%, A7 5 BH7 52 FIX = 1Ho||A 3.09%, FEEAIE 1HOY|A] 4.64%, TR
1A 0.03%, B1E-S 1HOA] 14.6%E SRIEJTHIE 3.12).

71 9Jof| 26H(Scaperrotta et al., 2021; Weinfurtner et al., 2021; Li et al., 2020; Bahl et al., 2019;
Yonekura et al., 2019; Esen et al., 2016; Lee et al., 2016; Chang et al., 2015; Eller et al., 2014;
Wan et atl., 2014; Lee et al., 2013; Viala et al., 2013; Venkataraman et al., 2012; Huang et
al., 2011a; Huang et al., 2011b; Koo et al., 2011; Lee et al., 2011; Akita et al., 2009; Pfleiderer
et al., 2009; Salem et al., 2009a; Salem et al., 2009b; Uematsu et al., 2008; Lourenco et al.,
2007; Zuiani et al., 2007; Joshi et al., 2001; Burbank et al., 1997)°A= Al& 5 HAHE A&
F 5348 5o WA stk Bashet
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H3.10 2tHY ZuK(SVAB, ZE 2 &*)
O[AfHIS EE Zi7}
NAXHAZ)  emgze 0 N HB =
7t
[=J =}
1 Eller(2014) a3 0 189 0.00 -
Imschweiler S0 _
2 (2014) aa 2 5,308 0.04
3 Ohsumi(2014) 40/8 24 1 510 020 HEH SO MK =AM X=E
4 Lee(2013) 4 0 208 0.0 -
5  Tothova(2013) 4g 0 64 0.00
MAS 4Um 1H0 | FOo| Ltal 7:1*%%
6 Viala(2013) 44 1 106 0.94 40| HH LN 220 SOIZ|RA
O, SN X2 & 2l=E
Pfleiderer
pae:] _
7 (2009) 4 0 142 0.00
Kumaroswamy S0 B
8 (2008) 48 0 100 0.00
9 Tonegutti =24 FAEH g3 3 240 1.25 -
(2008) =25 1 240 0.42 -
Lourenco e _
10 (2007) 4 0 1,223 0.00
11 Weber(2005) X 4 2 150 1.33 -
12 Joshi(2001) e 0 185 0.0 -
13 Jackman(1997) Xz7tEQstd® 1 2,093  0.05 -
o4 ¥ A
, Eferd =
1 Lin(2019) HEAZ 3 319 0.94 -
2 Wan(2014) Z0|st EfEEA 4 41 9.76 REISN2XHXOZ F=2E
A1t HEst EEAY Hg ¢
3 Lee(2011) QHFTI|EHO| FAL 1 81 1.23  of Ajtiet 271 R0 | TR
e MY
4 Peter(2008) MY 2 760 0.26  SMH Xz HR
- = xis FUFez HHL= FF A7t 3
5 Kettritz(2005) 5 = 2 485 0.41 g O[S SHR| 7| EHE*O% ©
& HH 0 150 0.00 -
6 Weber(2005) Z39| Bt/ M S B X7 = BEX
Tgus 5 190 333 Fac oqgicge
] = QMA(mastitis)22 THEE= E5
7 Kettritz(2004) AE S 2E 5 2,874 0.17 IM 2N, 0|SS SAMH| X2 HEr%O
n, ALA M 2= N, BH MXE 2 -, LHESIS
H3.11 QMY ZIK(SVAB, FRIAS )
Z
At HNXX(ALE) Ol E= B FR =
n N HIE
1 Imschweiler(2014) 7|AN 2EE 33 5,308 0.62
2 Salem(2009) 7|1AN AT 0 231 0.00
3 Georgian-Smith(2002) 7|AA A 1 174 0.57

n, ALA A 20 N, HH| ChARE
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NEC/\ unx uzmyzs
Weight Weight
Study Events Total Proportion 96%-Cl (common) (random)
Lim{20119) 3 Mo+ 0009 J0.002; 0.027] 0.1% 0.4%
Tsai(2013) 2 276 b— 0007 [0.007, 0.026) 0.2% 0.5%
Eller(2014) 0 180 b= 0000 [0.000; 0.014] 0.3% 0.9%
Imschweiler(2014) 2 5308 0.000 [0.000; 0.001] 28.2% MNE%
Ohsumif2014) 1 510 F 0002 [0.000, 0.011] 1.1% 3.0%
Wan(2014) 4 M 0008 [0.027, 0.231) 0.0% 0.0%
Lee{2013) 0 208 4= 0,000 [0.000; 0.018] 0.4% 1.1%
Tothova(2013) 0 64— 0.000 [0.000: D.DSE] 00%  0.1%
Viala(2013) 1 106 +—— 0.009 0000, 0.051] 0.0% 0.1%
Lea{2011) 1 81— 0012 [0.000, 0.0ET) 0.0% 0.1%
Phiideres(2000) 0 142 0000 [0.000; 0.026] 02%  05%
Kumarocewamy 2008) 0 100 — 0.000 [0.000; 0.036) 01% 0.3%
Peter] 2008) 2 T80+ 0.003 [0.000; 0009} 12% 34%
Toneguiti{ 2008) 4 240 i— 0017 [0.005, 0.042] 0.1% 0.2%
Lowrencol2007) 0 1223 0.000 [0.000; 0.003) 12.4% 19.1%
Kaettritzi 20:05) 2 485+~ 0.004 [0.000; 0.0135] 0.5% 14%
Weber(2005) T s8] ——— 0.047 [0.019; 0.094] 0.0% 0.0%
Kettritz{2004) 5 2874 | 0002 [0.007; 0.004] 6.8% 13.6%
Joshif2001) 0 185 i— 0.000 [0.000: 0.020] 03%  00%
Jackman( 1997) 1 2093 0.000 [0.000; 0.003] 18.1% 22.T%
Common effect model 15254 'i 0.001 [0.000; 0.001] 100.0% -
Random effects model i 0.001 [0.000; 0.002] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: 1 = 34% 1°=00001, p=00F | ' '
0 005 015 02
J8 3.17 2tHY ZUKSVAB, ZY, X L &F)
H 3.12 Q%4 ZIKSVAB, 7|ED
o AR OINEIS EE BXE EZF e
- (HE) & n N HIE
53 % 2my
1 Lin(2019) SSE==0HY 22 319 6.9 -
203t S5 & EfEty 65 195  33.33 -
2 Esen(2016) 55835 1 195 0.51 -
a5k £ 1 195 0.51 -
3 Salem(2009) 585 2 1,114 018 A& X7 B8
4 Zuiani(2007) =Hz 1 224 0.45 -
5  Weber(2005) ANEH S5/EHY 2 150 1.33 -
Lifrange P 5 SO NME7| 0% FIH5Q
x Xt ?_:‘E X 235 oo . =] T
6 (2002) S & ACX| =8 12 138 8.70 SROEFTEE
Liberman =
Ex NE= Il
7 (2002) £S5 1 788 0.13 &2 Z7|&
19 421 O[3 012 & S0t 19
H2S0| 55 Asl. s52 0
0| X{PIHOo= sHZAE
10: M74 EOt A5t EX
Burbank =x HRIA OIS (18 i L&t
8 (1997) = 2 340 059 Zols. OI=FHE Al [
Xylocaine =22 E0{GIHLE
epinephrine2 20| £0{5IFH M
0|20 85 ZH0j| 0242 Zet
eit= GlRis
OFAEY 3¢ &
. == by =] |I:I|3I- [[H_‘?_O“ 3Hllr EAIOS O A )\-Ii| ol SAl &
oo x 0 [Lm O OO [=m =S
1 Li(2020) AlAl 1 587 0.17 oi51 5] = ™
2 Bahl(2019) X7| ®Mets(self 2 1,050 0.19 -
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I-“"X-le- OlAH:II_I'Q E:_E HXI 741'.
2 (e """z T n N HE Hlat
limited)®! O|=AAN
S
3 Lin(2019) EINEZVEETE) 1 319 031 Mz i &/ =25t
Safioleas
O|=A|ZdA = A
2017 |Z=AZA ZAL 10 825 1.2
. Ohsumi DIFAEY B8 26 510 510 QA 7E A5 ZS ZA Sy
(2014) 455 34 1 510  0.20 -
6  Wan(2014) O AIZEAN A4l 1 41 244 DE EAS XOEHOZ 52
O|=A|AM HEZ EEE (e}
7 leeoty) CFUBLESESTE 5 508 oo -
Myong XA 5 22 XAt 50|
8 0013 Byt 0 127 0.00 -
il = QAl 315 F=
9  Jung(2011) Afm}} iog uEféJEm o O 15 0.00 -
=L Ei LLOO L-O
10 Salem(2009) Z¥ E=OIZFAZANZA 0 231 0.00 -
1 Sim(2008) O|:AEN A 2 97 2.06 -
Tonegutti
O|=A|AM HEZ —
12 2008) |Z=AIZA B 1 240 042
13 Zuiani(2007)  OFAZEN OmAE 1 224 045 -
0N BNS o4, w2 35,
: o AK| 22424, AMOZ LIEKFOH
O|=A|AM HIS i = M ’
14 K|m(2007) |—|—|_oo kS 6 90 6.67 ?:['% §§% 6I_E)\_I _§_M §_ %Egl
I=ELAS
Kettritz IES P
15 2004) oI 5 2874 017 -
16 Lee(2004) or7to| OfX|H= 1 21 4.76 -
Georgian DE DIFAA SA2 o2 XA
O|=A|AM HEZ [ TLOC o X
17 ~Smith IFHad s 10 74575 ues
(2002) R NES 1 174 057 -
Lib
18 '(2%@;?“ OZ=AIZA BS 2 788 0.5 -
19 L(';rgg%e MM DIENZHEE 3 138 217 AZIE ER AR L
0] & 182 3719 =& Ax A
. 3 3 WMEIZOD] 0|2 FITHS 9
20 gg’gg DIFAAY S 5 102 490 o RN A7 ARE Lo 42
L2 274 Hof| LYotAeH HE
Hojl Al=2 Metsst
Liberman O|FAEY 8BS 1 80 1.25 = _
21 o|5HE Z=Xfl 210| 3=
(1998) QA 1 80 1.5 =IH SM B0l 2158
7|Ef
1 Wan(2014) =Y 38 ALS KIO{ RO |
E RAO X S|E
an (breast induration) ! Al 2.44 =E SIS NANCE 2158
9 Schaefer 2 oy k=1 21 178 11.80 -
(2012) C=SC Tzeg/zx p 178 2.81 -
. 87 S0t Zofy 0] 5 132 YS 42 + el
S S smz Ly 9 8309 g Vi ome mE AE Al
4 K'(”2%%r§)w BIHZO02 Z0[3t SZ0|L SH0| UKL 7|20 I DS Az AR QUS
i _ HE 2M7tO Il 4
5 ng(')eg)a A% 2uy 15 323 4p4 S =UES Ko HEaE 20
Kettritz _
6 2004) gzt 1 2874 003 ZXf 5 uxt Uy
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NEC/\

AN FUENEHE

H|1 XXt O|MUIE E= HXR Zg
ot = ol
(BEx) a5 n N HIE
Liberman R
7 (1997) MAHO 7| 78 108 72.2
n, AH A =~ N, MR CHAAE
-, e
Welght Weight
Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl |(common) (random)
Lin{2019) 79 Al — 0.069 [D.044:0.103] 07%  144%
Esen{2016) 67 195 . 0.344 D277, 0.415] 0.1% 13.4%
Salem(2009) 2 11145 0002 [0.000; 0.006] 83.0% 14 6%
Zuiani{2007) 1 24+ 0.004 [0.000; 0.025] 6.7% 14 6%
Weber(2005) 2 150 | 0013 [0.002; 0.047] 15% 145%
Lifrange{2002) 12 138 —F— 0087 [0.046G; 0.147] 0.2% 14 0%
Burbank( 1997) 2 340 i'— 0.006 [0.007; 0.021] 7.8% 14.6%
Common effect model 2480 1 : 0,004 [0.001; 0.008] 100.0% -
Random effects model e 0.072 [0.000; 0.159] - 100.0%
Heterngenety I = 96%, 1° = 0.0136, p = 0.01 ' ! L !
LI} 02 03 04
J% 3.18 T AIKSVAB, 83 ¥ =HZ)

Weight Weight
Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl (common) (random)
Lil2020) 1 BAT 0.002 [0.000, 0.009] 10.1% T.3%
Bahi{2019) 2 1050 * 0.002 [0.000; 0.007] 16.2% 7.4%
Lin{2019) 1 39+ 0.003 [0.000; 0.017] 30% 7.0%
Safioleas{2017) 10 825 ."'_ 0.012 [0.006; 0.022] 2.0% 5.8%
Csumi{2014) 27 51— 0.053 [0.035; 0.076] 0.3% 4 7%
Wan{2014) 1 e o 0.024 [0.001;0.129) 0.1% 16%
Lea{2013) 0 208+ 0.000 [0.000,0.018] 2 6% T 0%
Myang(2013) 0 127+ 0.000 [0.000, 0.029] 10%  63%
Jung(2011) 0 154 0.000 [0.000;0.218] 0.0% 06%
Lee(2004) 1 H = 0048 [0.001, 0.238] (0.0% 0.5%
Satemni2009) 0 21 1-- 0.000 [0.000; 0.016] 3.2% 7.0%
Sim{2008) 2 o7 b— 0.021 [0.0030.073 01% 3.3%
Tonegutti{2008) 1 240 ++ 0.004 [0000.0.023 1.7% 67%
Zuiani{2007) 1 224+ 0.004 [0.000,0.025] 1.5% 6.6%
Kim{2007) 6 90 ——— 0067 (00250139 0.0% 1.4%
Kettritz{2004) 5 28748 0.002 (0001, 0004 48 6% T a%
Georgian-Smith{2002) 11 474 1 0.063 [0.032,0.110] D1%  2.4%
Libenman{2002) 2 TBE ¥ 0003 [0.004; 0.009] 9.1% 7.3%
Meloni(2002) 5 102 i 0.049 [D.016;0.111] 01% 2.0%
Lifrange( 2002} 3138 S— 0.022 [0.005,0.062] 0.2% 39%
Libenman{ 1998) 2 80 5—'— 0025 [0.003, 0.087] 0.1% 26%
Commen effect model 87411 0.002 [0.001; 0.003]  100.0% -
Random effects model i 0.011 [0.004; 0.018] - 100.0%
Heterogeneity: I° = 6%, 1= 0.0002, p =01 ! I ! !

0 005 01 015 02
121 3.19 QMMM ZAIKSVAB, O|FAZAM SA 2H3)
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SVABS] QP A3 QSRS B 3. 13(TE A, B 3. 14T Aol AL
H3.13 SVAB QY ZAnQok(H|w A7)
o|dug BF SVAB OSB
a3 0.72%(2/276) 2.4%(13/541)
I 0%(0/276) 0.55%(3/541)
OSB, open surgical biopsy; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy
H3.14 SVAB O34 ZTIQYEHYZT 7
oL O oTr CTeT aTl, 70 ﬁ:r" _JF %E‘, Hl%, % |2
g3 41 0-93.75 42 13.1 99
UAMOZ o0 Ql= EF 3 0-6.18 3 0.1 74
£ 30 0-17.42 28 3 94
UMXNOZ o0| U= EF 18 0-8.89 17 0.5 79
HAEY 3 8.81-69.91 - - -
3 13 0-2.4 - - -
dM Y ES 6 0-9.76 - - -
48, ox, 85 - - 20 0.1 34
HR[HH 3 0-0.62 - - -
S Y=Y 6 0.18-33.33 7 7.2 96
0N A HESA 2 20 0-6.67 21 1.1 69
LEZA3Kinduration) 1 2.44 - - -
MAZS 37| 1 72.22 - - -
ME E EHY E= 20 1 3.09 - - -
4 =28y 1 4.64 - - -
ER 1 0.03 - - -
s 1 14.6 - - -
-, Li2eis
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a7+ A7M= ABBI®} SVABE F-HEolA A HEZ A|A5H Tt

2.2.1. ABBI &1} A1t
ABBI®] BI3L 248t A@re, Aekgery, oladsioe] ggtos TuaA At

2.21.1. II"I-IJI17|E

ABBI®] ZZA5}2] #g7}&-2 5Ho|A A|AJSISL) o] & 1
(Leibman et al., 1999)°14] 1.89%= LR O™, DCIS £2]5H2 A H 72
Slolx] Qv WlEREA At 5% (1°=0%)°| YTHIE 3.15, 713 3.20).

J0|'

9P WL 23 A7HeL 19
g 4TOIA 0~33.3% =

T 3.15 XX|&HX MI7I2(ABBI)

|1 XX} _ SVAB #HuEFEZH A
o1 HDEFZA s
(@I5) al HA 7} ARz} n N HIZ, %
oS EEEN MBS
Leibman AR R A . intraductal
1 (,I 999> TETE 1|o:| atypla carcinoma 1 53 1.89
DCIS X3t ME7te
1 e aEEEMME DO ic 2 6 33.33
2 Gy *EHIMEE OIS ic 1 12 8.33
3 ooy AEMEMEZ DO I 0 4 0.00
: Da(nggf W semmmez oois I 0 9 0.00

ABBI, advanced breast biopsy instrument; DCIS, ductal carcinoma in situ; IC, invasive carcinoma; n,
HOEZAA Z0F 4 N, SVAB Z1t £, SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy

Study Events Total Froportion 85%-Cl Weight
Matthews(1999) 2 6 ¢ ' 033 [004 078 60%
Sheth(1999) 1 12 =——— 008 [0.00;038] 349%
Yang{1999) 0 4w 0.00 [0.00;060] 123%
Damascedli(1998) 0 e 000 [0.00,034] 468%
Random effects mudul 3 e 0.05 [0.00; 0.14] 100.0%
Heterogeneity: |~ = D% +<00001,p=03 ' T T T T 11

0 010203040506 07

712 3.20 HEFEA Z1KABBI, DCIS ZZIEHE HIItE)
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2.2.1.2. ZlPgskd
ABBI9] ARG WIZtE 97~100% (3H), E°l= 100% (1#), S4dZE 99% (%),
Ay &d(diagnostic accuracy, DA) 99%, 99.4% Q)2 SRIEATHIE 3.16).

H3.16 TIEEE(ABBI)
o HNXK HDEEH
5 e RO Y aw s sp NPV DA
HIEXY QU FEH oy g
1 \é/ggg X2 BIRADS 3 = BAIYY Ei %"55*42415; 973 NR 990 994
491 2(174) Frmy TS
ALK
,  Mar HIZX|4 0| K455t WTF;& I oHE NR % %
(001)  QYEHBR0) T arom (1274
T =
Velanov ALK
3 ich QUM 285 XH(104) ;XHEM; NA 100 100 NR  NR
(1999) °°

ABBI, advanced breast biopsy instrument; DA, diagnostic accuracy; NA, not available; NPV, negative
predictive value; NR, not reported; Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity;

2.2.1.3. olzZujofo| Hsk

Q1A & QHFAAE AL 0I5t o7 A o) 9] ¥&e B 13t 1H(Velanovich et al., 1999)0]4] AA|A
FA(positive margin) Bl &2 ABBI 63.6%, OSB 50.9%% 7t -5-2J5t 2}o| & Ho|z| gioron] AA|d
FAELI9] ZEF 9K residual carcinoma) B2 ABBI 71.4%, OSB= 70.4%= &7t Z}o]o]] gt A4 4

fo32 AXBHA BITHE 3.17).

T 3.17 Q=2Z10|o Fek

o HXX " =

W (9E) AT XE ABBI 0SB p
OHIMZH ASHE} X HMH| QFAMH|S 0 0

: Velanovich —IT&CB);_'»I_(;]_E |' X;ﬂ'!:_opo)\fucl)'gc)' 63.6% 50.9% NS
. o M C o oTTI— 0 0

(1999) 0SB: 520%) XZot | 71.4% 70.4% NR

ABBI, advanced breast biopsy instrument; NR, not reported; NS, not significant; OSB, open surgical biopsy
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NEC QIR QUIMHMZIS

2.2.2. SVAB 214 Zu}
SVABO] Eabg e Hlm 7o} e A Fsle] 2 AmER AN

2.2.2.1. Hw7 A Zut

SVABS} OSBe} B W3t A= 33 (Tsai et al., 2019; Liberman et al., 2001; Al-Sobhi et al., 1999)0]lA]
SRRIE| it

21514 A H718-2 2W(Tsai et al., 2019; Liberman et al., 2001)°]4 1= i}, o] 5 ADH
2154 A B71e-2 1H(Liberman et al., 2001)°14] SVAB 33.3%, OSB 0%% UEelton, =
19(Tsai et al., 2019)014= SVABZOI AT 0% 2 2 15190tk DCIS 2484 AH718-2 1H(Tsai
et al., 2019)°l4] SVAB 16.7%, OSB 1.3%, Y A] 1#(Liberman et al., 2001)°14] SVAB 33.3%,
OSB 4.5%= SVABOIA B &= Uehstow F2t 2jolofl thet -SAA 7212 AIAISHA] BUTHIE 3.18).

BN BN

¥ 3.18 ZZE5H MLIH2(SVAB, H|u# ¢7)
1 KXt

o o ENEZAA XE SVAB 0SB p
1 Tsai ~&% =HMZ  DCIS UR 16.7%(2/12) 1.3%(1/76) NR
(2019) T MY ADH UR 0 - -

,  bberman s ADHUR 33.3%(1/3) 0%(0/1) NR
(2001)  T=T=SS  pCISUR 33.3%(14/42) 4.5%(1/22) NR

ADH, atypical ductal hyperplasia; DCIS, ductal carcinoma in situ; NR, not reported; OSB, open surgical biopsy;
SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy; UR, underestimation rate
-, AR Qi3

2.2.2.1.2, Tleysty

AL 1H(Tsai et al., 2019)°114] SVAB, OSBS} H|WA] S E(QHA] 2 Z 984 AH H]R)
4.76%, 0.96%, 2= 99.61%, 99.77%, AT 95.24%, 99.03%% SI=] ATHIE 3.19).

H 3.19 ZIEHYEHY(SVAB, H|wz ¢1)

H1 X XHSHEE) NEFEHA XE SVAB 0SB
FNR 4.76%(1/21) 0.96%(1/104)
S5 AN E
Tsai(2019) _',-:HJ_,_SQF - NPV 99.61%(255/256) 99.77%(437/438)
T2
Sn 95.24%(20/21) 99.03%(103/104)

FNR, false negative rate, ZI& 21 24EU = SVABL| 54 Atd| H|E; NPV, negative predictive value; Sn,
sensitivity; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy; OSB, open surgery biopsy
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2.2.2.1.3. |2 Z0|Q| Hsk

oz Ao 9] P 0SB} H] w3t A 1H(Tsai et al., 2019; Al-Sobhi et al., 1999)0l|4 EH1513iLt.
Tsai 5(2019)2 ®¥&|sH4] d34(Pathological correspondence)©f thall SVAB 50%, OSB 63.6%,
QF A AE{cancer clearance rate)> SVAB 37.5%, OSB 34.1%& o7t -3-2]$t x}o| & Ho]|A] ¥t}
A o] Tl A FEZTY AFE 2] H- F2EE U QA v]E0] Qlo] w1 -ReJ’t ZJolE HolX]
Ao oM dEFe] 49 7t et 7 X =RES HE-2 SVABZF-F-2JoHA| #=A] EALE ATHIE 3.20).
Al-Sobhi 5(1999)2 7487 2= DCIS Reho} =&(lumpectomy) Bh2 LS tC 2 A|AH
SR AEFES SRIA] SVABS A3t AR= 104cm?, OSBE A|FFE A= 183cm’ 2 & SVABS
YA Zpol| A F-2lotA| ZHA UEPSTHAE 3.21).

H3.20 Az ZI02 FHSVAB, HluF A7, AHHE X FYHH 0|F )

HI1 XXt SVAB 0SB
O SLCHAL X|E
(HE) T | (n: 276)  (n: 541)
Helot A Ay 50% 63.6%
(pathological correspondence) :
OoF (=]
2 375%  341%  0.240
(cancer clearance rate)
ALY HAH Aot
. 252 434
Tsai =[ESYNFS] TOEE (98.4%) (99.5%) 0.201
(2019)  Qugw szt 7] 4 2 '
oo
QUM 013 BE o Le%) (5%
OLEE Y MAET
FIMH &1 16 48
SHH X |2 (94.1%) (48.0%)
= ~ 0.001
M 22 gl0| 1 52
= (5.9%) (52.0%)
OSB, open surgical biopsy; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy
H3.21 Q=Z0f|9] HSKSVAB, HluF 7, RUEEE 5 HHE RUXTZIZE H|W)
HIKIKE SVABO|E OSB 0|%
5) LB it QUEZS 43 QuEZS ¥ )
. (19) (16)
: FUdHo=R
Al-Sobhi _
(1999) DCIS ZIEHEHO} HHE RYEXZEE* 104+59 183+83 0.003
RUEES SAl5HA

DCIS, ductal carcinoma in situ; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy; OSB, open surgical biopsy
*em®, B+ BEHR
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SVABE 3¢ Tda A+ 53 2 22oH A97te, A48, Ao r 23t
o

3] ofe] Agkito] £ 797} alslo] 12} Befsto] ety

2 4stict. o] % 191 Aslol| ek 2A5kA Am7he-L 23t £3lo] 1008 o] o] o] 1999~2009
of wE} Shoick. Eat stol B0 2 AL TS ARleA

ADH, 2:85jol}A] B0 9. 9l tiby, HI5:214 el el choALe kAl S B9 B 240

ABHES SIS

S1SHES SVAB 23} PHEPOR BN A9 F 92 Al M1 &2 AN A9k 3 Aekol

oPgEFO R BRIEl A9 B SVABY] 9184 Al MRS AT A9 TEste] ANt

AL F3o A AAISHL Q= I, Bolk, YIS E, S-S E, AUCH s =3E=
0]
=

;

291 Aol gt 22)hA A7 ka2 A 1118014 0~100%C1 3t &2 AV8HES g4
APE 3 840l M A SH AT 0~100%, a2 ZAE 9 Fadde A asdaz ¢
618N = 0~52%2 SRI=SITt. HiEREA B33 22 oH 4572 1999~20099 A-H528)°
A 16% (17=63%), 2010~2021 AHG0H) N4 12% (I*=85%) 2 SRI=QTHIE 3.22, 71 3.21, 1€
3.22).

H 322 ZZ[EIN ME7H2(SVAB, 1oeiEie)

o RIRRHIE) SVABZW  ATEZZALZY =

n N HIZ, %

atypia DCIS, IC 31 295 10.51

ADH DCIS 20 243 8.23

1 Gagnon(2021) ADH IC 7 243 2.88
FEA DCIS 2 44 455

FEA IC 2 44 455

Kunjummen

2 (2021) LN ILC 5 81 6.17
3 Liu(2021) RS F= CSL malignancy 0 31 0.00
4 Scz(ang;o)tta High risk lesion malignancy 0 49 0.00
5 We(gg;t)”er high risk lesion IC. DCIS 5 33 15.15
6 Li(2020) High risk lesion IDC 2 32 6.25
7 Rochat(2020) High risk lesion DCIS or IC 32 220 14.55
FEA DCIS or IBC 3 46 6.52

8 Yu(2020) ADH DCIS or IBC 14 52 26.92
High risk lesion DCIS or IBC 17 98 17.35
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H1ARET)

SVAB Z1}

FOEZFHAL 21}

21

N HIE, %
9 Bahl(2019) High risk lesion DCIS or IC 20 297 6.73
10 den(2019) High risk lesion Invasive 1 4 25.00
malignancy

11 Tsai(2019) ADH DCIS or IC 0 7 0.00
12 Yonekura(2019) Indeterminate malignant 38 36 22.22
13 Amitai(2018) ADH DCIS or IDC 4 14 28.57
14 Arl(z;r(;a;trg)am High risk lesion malignancy 2 14 14.29
15 Ouldamer(2018) FEA IDC or DCIS 3 20 15.00
16 Ruggirello(2017)  High risk lesion DCIS or IC 10 57 17.54
. High risk lesion DCIS or LCIS 3 66 4.55

17 Safioleas(2017) ADH DCIS 1 31 393
18 Badan(2016) ADH DCIS 1 4 25.00
19 Esen(2016) atypia high grade DCIS 2 19 10.53
20 Lee(2016) ADH DCIS or IC 0 8 0.00
21 Atasoy(2015) ADH DCIS or IC 0 3 0.00
22 Bae(2015) ADH - 1 5 20.00
23 Cheung(2015) High risk lesions - 5 124 4.03

Dominguez
24 (2015) RS DCIS 2 19 10.05
25 Ha(2015) MLL DCIS 1 27 3.70
26 Hawley(2015)  benign papillomas DCIS or IDC 5 78 6.41
27 Mariscotti(2015) B3 DCIS 1 27 3.70
28  Agacayak(2014) ADH DCIS or IC 0 4 0.00
29 Linda(2014) high risk lesion - 1 5 20.00
30 Mi;g‘ﬁ?"” ADH DCIS or IC 13 101 12.87
31 Ohsumi(2014) ADH IC or DCIS 3 10 30.00
32 Youn(2014) ADH DCIS 9 27 33.33
33 Bianchi(2013) B3 DCIS or IC 48 286 16.83
34 Gatta(2013) ALH or LCIS DCIS or IC 9 93 9.68
35 Gumus(2013) ADH DCIS or IC 21 102 20.59
36 Lee(2013) ADH DCIS 3 18 16.67
37 Tothova(2013) ADH DCIS or IDC 1 2 50.00
38 Villa(2013) FEA DCIS or IDC 7 121 5.79
39 Myong(2013) High risk lesions IDC 1 23 4.35
40 Bernardi(2012) B3 in situ, IC 14 141 9.93
41 Bianchi(2012) B3 Malignancy 114 589 19.35
42 Dominici(2012) ADH DCIS OR IDC 52 166 31.33
microscopic radial
43 Lee(2012) scar, microscopic DCIS or IC 0 15 0.00
papillomas

44 Ve”g;r;)ma” High risk lesion malignancy 19 153 12.4
45 Allison(2011) ADH DCIS or IC 20 97 20.62
46 Bianchi(2011) B3 IC or DCIS 349 1644 21.23
47 Hahn(2011) high risk lesion DCIS, IC 2 38 25.00
48 Huang(2011a) suspicious DCIS 1 12 8.33
49 Huang(2011b) ADH DCIS or IC 3 27 11.11
50 Londero(2011) B3 IDC 9 72 12.50
51 Luparia(2011) B3 DCIS 6 142 4.2
52  Resetkova(2011) RSL focal ALH 2 79 2.53
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22 P2

7
G HIRRHEID) SVABZN  mUEZZA N L
n N HIZ, %
53 Tabrizian(2011) ADH DCIS 2 17 11.76
b4 Villa(2011) ADH DCIS or IC 9 102 8.82
bb Koo(2011) ADH DCIS or IC 0 7 0.00
ADH DCIS 3 10 30.00
56 Lee(2011) cis iC 0 8 0.00
. DCIS or invasive
57 Flegg(2010) atypia malignancy 23 94 24.47
58 Graesslin(2010) EA, AEH DCIS, IDC 7 68 10.29
59 Kohr(2010) ADH DCIS or IC 20 101 19.80
60 Linda(2010) RS without atypia DCIS 1 19 5.26
DCIS or
ADH infiltrating 13 46 28.26
61 Penco(2010) carcinoma
LCIS infiltrating 10 47 21.28
carcinoma '
62 Tonegutti(2010) B3 IC. 'DCL'C'D and g 102 4.90
Wiratkapun
63 D D :
(2010) ADH CIS or IC 6 50.00
64 Jackman(2009) high risk lesion malignancy 14 111 12.61
65 Pfleiderer(2009) ADH DCIS 1 45 2.22
. FEA DCIS or IC 0 20 0.00
66 Piubello(2009) FEA+ADH DCIS o IC 3 10 30.00
67 Salem(2009) high risk lesions ILC 3 31 9.68
68 Wang(2009) high risk lesion DCIS or IC 0 5 0.00
69 Eby(2008) ADH DCIS or IC 26 123 21.14
70 Forgeard(2008) ADH DCIS or IDC 29 116 25.00
B3 DCIS 4 15 26.7
7 Kumaroswamy B4 IDC 1 1 100.00
(2008) B3 or B4 DCIS or IDC 5 16 31.25
B1~B4 DCIS or IDC 8 25 32
72 Londero(2008) LN(ALH, LCIS) ILC or DCIS 5 22 22.73
LCIS IC 1 7 14.29
73 Rovera(2008) AH DCIS or IC 5 21 23.81
Sigal-Zafrani ) . . carcinomatous
74 (2008) high risk lesions lesions 19 157 12.10
75 Taourel(2008) ADH DCIS or IC 7 26 26.92
Teng-Swan
7 D D 14 .
6 (2008) ADH CIS 61 22.95
77 Tonegutti(2008)  borderline lesions DCIS or IDC 5 27 18.52
ADH IC 1 5 20.00
78 Uematsu(2008) — i ecioins IC 1 8 12.50
79 Lourenco(2007) ADH DCIS or IC 21 73 28.77
80 Sohn(2007) ADH DCIS or IC 14 78 17.95
borderline lesions DCIS 2 14 14.29
81 Zuiani(2007) LCIS a DCIS with a 2 v 2857
microfocus of ILC
82 Kim(2007) borderlline lesions DCIS 1 3 33.33
IDC and lobular
carcinoma, ILC,
83 Mahoney(2006) LN LCIS. DCIS. ADH. 5 27 18.52
DCIS
84 Kettritz(2005) high risk lesions DCIS or IC 12 23 52.17
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o HMNKRKAT) SVAB Z1} ATEZEHAL 2t 0 =
n N HIZ, %
(MIN)
85 Della(2004) atypia DCIS or IC 0 4 0.00
86 Kettritz(2004) ADH DCIS or IC 32 135 23.70
Lomoschitz
87 (2004) ADH DCIS, IC 2 4 50.00
Ambrogetti
88 (2003) ADH DCIS, INV 5 17 29.41
89  Dmytrasz(2003) ALH DC, IDC 3 7 42.86
Greenberg DCIS, malignant
%0 (2003) ADH (with invasion) ~ © 39 15.38
invasive
Tubulolobular, IDC
91 Middleton(2003) LCIS, ALH, LN and DCIS, IC 4 29 13.79
with ductal and
lobular, ILC, LCIS
92 Pandelidis(2003) ADH IC 5 37 13.51
93 Sneige(2003) ADH DCIS or IDC 3 42 7.14
94 W'&%hoe;ter ADH DCIS or invasive 11 65 16.92
95 Zhao(2003) ADH DCIS 7 32 21.88
9% Georgian—-Smith ADH DCIS 2 7 28.57
(2002) high risk lesions DCIS 2 8 25
97 Jackman(2002) ADH DCIS, IC 22 104 21.15
98 Liberman(2002) ADH DCIS 12 49 24.49
99 Meloni(2002) ADH DCIS 1 2 50.00
100 Pfarl(2002) ADH DCIS or IC 6 17 35.29
101 Irfan(2002) ALH DCIS 1 7 14.29
102 Lim(2002) ADH DCIS or IC 1 19 5.26
103 Joshi(2001) ADH DCIS or IC 0 15 0.00
104 Maganini(2001) ADH DCIS or IC 4 43 9.30
atypical papilloma
105 Mercado(2001) with ADH, DCIS or IC 0 6 0.00
atypical papilloma
106 Burak(2000) ADH, ALH DCIS or IC 6 46 13.04
107 Brem(1999) ADH DCIS, IDC, 4 16 25.0
tubular carcinoma
108 Klem(1999) ADH CIS 1 5 20.00
109 Liberman(1998) ADH DCIS 1 10 10.00
110 Burbank(1997) ADH DCIS or IC 0 8 0.00
111 Jackman(1997) ADH DCIS or IDC 13 74 17.57

ADH, atypical ductal hyperplasia; AEH, atypical epithelial hyperplasia; AH, atypical ductal or lobular
hyperplasia; ALH, atypical lobula hyperplasia; B3, radial scar 52 ZHA #H European Community
Guidelines(NHS 20010 M2 £58(B1-B5); CIS, carcinoma in situ; CSL, complex sclerosing lesion; DCIS,
ductal carcinoma in situ; EA, epithelial atypia; IDC, invasive ductal carcinoma; FEA, flat epithelial atypia;
HPL, hyperplasic—proliferative lesions; IBC, invasion breast cancer; IC, invasive carcinoma; ILC, invasive
lobular carcinoma; LCIS, lobular carcinoma in situ; LN, lobular neoplasia; MIN, minimal area of intraductal
neoplasia, differential diagnosis between DCIS and ADH: MLL, mucocele-like lesions; NA, not available; n,
HOFEZHAL 2t 2 N, SVAB Z1t £~ RS, radial scar; RSL, radial sclerosing lesion
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Waght  Weight
Study Evants Tots Proportion $5%-Cl [cOmmon] (randodm)
Gagon 2121 n == an  paraig a7 28%
Wy 2021} 54 =t a0 porasg s 2%
L T a wnE— oM kAl 11% 244
Scagpmrrottal 2021} o wmiE— Q0 [0 0o TR 26%
Werdrmer X121} 5 B 2 —b— Q15 s dam [ L%
L 202 7 m ——— G068 ooz [T L%
P 200001 o = i a5 k0o 27% 24%
Yol 2000 7 @ —— a7 paaag 1% 20%
By 2019 = = =: 007 jse o Ti% 28%
oo 207 1 a i 0% o aarn s 0%
T 2001y 8 T —— am oL 2% L%
Yorwiaral 2010} i =  EEa— LB RS TE ] 0% L3%
Aemiss{2018) £ . t . 025 Lo o5 at% 8%
M aren 2016 2 W —— 4 poxosy 0 0o
oy P M —— a5 s 0 A L%
Rluggiraitey 2017) nw o —— 018 EoRaa 0% L%
Snlcheme) 01T 1 W = s ooy 27 2%
Saclari 2016} 1 a ¢ 03 potoar ars [
oy 2178 3w —— AT oo e 1%
Low{ 2006} 0 8 —t— 400 0037 LE 12%
—— e 3 4 am s ar) A% ads
Bl 2015} 1 s t 03 potary 0 0T
Cherg 2015) 8 1 -I—E and  jan oo A 25%
015} 2 W —r— an  Eotoiy 0T 3%
m o ane r;.mn.-rq 1% 21%
Hamdep! 2015) s ™ 1 A pozaig 2 7%
Mawesoom | 15} 1 O ——— 008 oo a s 1% 21%
Aegcapiol 2004 o &— 000 [O00 060 T 5%
Lircla 2118) 1 & ¢ ax ponary A P
ML) 274} nowm e a1 Eozozy . 2%
Ormra 2114) 1w ¢ e o1% LS
Your 2014) s ¥ - a— 41 17454 [k 0%
B 2013) & e (—— a1 pina 11% 244
Gatial 2017 s W = N posaig 1% 1%
Gurmess X015) oo § —— ax  Einass A 2%
Len{ 2083 3 owm —— Q17 oS aen 0 10%
Uyorg 13 1 1 ——— ane oo Qs La%
Tatoea 2013 T 2 ¢ s jaonosg are w1
Vil 2¥11} 7o == am Qe aig 1 244
Berrard{ 201 w W e Qi e O 245 17
Sarer 2012 e sm E | s ooz AT 9%
Diminici{ 2012} = 88 ¢ _— a3 o 1% 21%
Lo 2503} g B —— 0 jaokazs ams L%
Verkamamat 2012 B o —e— 12 JoR a1y 21% 2%
Mlisen 2011 n o« f —— a3 o [T L%
S 2011) E¥ T i — 0 iy i 26%
My 2011} 2 ( A3 s i s
Humrg 2011) T w7 —et— Q06 o 0 i 1%
Posrgt 011} @ —t— a1 o 4% 8%
] 2011 a T—t— Q00 ook aaf ik 10%
Lasenl 2001 3 " —i—-— 417 a0 .4 0% L%
Lo 2011) 8 ” —e— 12 joe a2 10 20%
—— R e jass boR T
Tabrisan(2011) 2 W —— 12 oo 0% 1.1%
Vel 311 s w —=— 06 ook aE 1% 2T
Flegg 2010} n . { ——— 026 U6 034 T 1%
G st 2000 7T e —— 010 [osoay L% 2%
Kb 2010 - (—— X inoey 10 205
Lol 20161} 1 % —"—E— 008 (oo 0 [T L%
Do 20110} n = (| —— 45 pEas Qi L%
Temgas 2000) 5 @ R Qs jEaat 1 244
Wiratian 2010 i 8 : s pizasg it o
i
Common sffact mosst &153 4 O [EANetI W% =
Bangdom #fects modst & o1z o e - e
Hatarogansity I = BN, T SDOCHE g < 0o : ' ! '
q a2 o4 LT af

17321 HEREA ZIKR SRl TS XEIIZ, SVAB, 2010-20214)

ng!

64



oA

Weight  Waeigal
$udy Events Tolal Proportion  3§%-Cl (common) [random)
D 20080 ® 1 P— [ 10 RS & A
Jachemard 2005 i — 013 [OOTa) 5% 13%
Phacierer| 2000} 1 EE—IE oE paeat) 1T% 1T
Pustrefion 200 L —ﬁ—:-— aiE A 1.5 28%
Babom 2008} 1 m —— Wi L e 2% 25%
W 2008} L 5 ® = a0y oo L7 1.0%
sy 200 ® A I—.— a0l 4% 1%
ey o 2008, X\ 1 e 0% BT 15% 10%
Funarmwmryd 2008 5w H o ponas) 0.4% 1%
Lormdera{ 2008 5 = _ 04X J08 045 a7s 148%
Poveral 2006 & . =l 02 R 0] ars 17%
Sl Tatbomid 2008} s W B 12 QOT aes 154
Tourel{ 2008) 1T M S P — 43 P asn oT% 1855
Tergy S 2000 oo —— an  poaaas 10% 2e%
Temexgussi 3008) 5 —— 018 (ool 0 L% 18
et 008Y 1 A L 042 |Dokosy [T 1%,
] 2007 1 3 B LER TR 0.1% 0%
Lourorex 2007) n n lh—— 0E J1E0d] 20% 15%
B! 2000} M 78 — 0iE G 03 10% 28
Fusors{ 20007} 2w o—h— wie e e 14%
Hetrite 205} 2 B I —_— a8 paary 5% 1%
Saoeny! 2000 § N —— a1 ok o L% 180
Wiy 20081) 5 = —|—|-_ 024 o e 8% L%
Dol 2008} 0 1 - 000 (Lo cs| [E s
ot 20104 2 1% j—— oM pITom 7% 1%
Lot 2004) 2 5 05 o7 s ars 0%
ety o 2003} 5 W H + 05 .M 0SE 055 11%
Drmyramet 2000} - S Tt 08 &) o %
Greerberg 207 4@ 0\ —a— WIS Lo a) L% 2%
Mickchesery 20001} 4 = —+— Wi pos o L% it
Porelskelay 200 iy —— e oA L Er
A T 8 +|— a7 oA 10 10,
Wit 200 LU —i— @17 R 0.38] 16% FE
Tre 2007 7 ® —— LE- AT TE L1% 1%
G Smith| 2003) 2 @ 5 035 [0k 06s 0% 05
i 2000 1 7 + LT T 0% 8%
arkrman 2000 2 o a2 piLa 15% A%
it 200} 2 | -:-—ln— a3 paxas) L% 2%
Ly 20012 1 1 —— 00 o0 7% 28%
Wi 2003} | - = a5 oo as a am
Pl 2007 a 7 L2 LA T L% 1.0
Josi3001) 0 15— 00 OG0z 10% 1%
Magarirs( 2001} A o B L8 Dok 0z 19% 2%
Wk 2007) 0 &= T+ Q00 L0 0] s 17%
Liberrran 1958} t o L 4l Do 46% 1%
Boromic| Y957} 4 4 —— 4t kA 1 1%
e 1957} O M —— G918 i 0o 1% 28
st 20000 a & —d— 013 (k0o 1% 20
rn ) P 1- 0 poras 0.5% 1%
P 1M — 410 pon s L 1%
Btk 1997 a9 8 —— LT 10% 17%
Jackrrard 107} 2 ™ — Q18 k0 20% 28%

H
Comemon sfiect moas e {* W1 I EK] 1k -
Ranaom stats mods: < WIS L] T
Hotregaeaity: 1© = 60 v = Bo0s4 < 001 T . J :
0z a4 08 o

25|
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XML7+2, SVAB, 1999-2009)
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71 QJof FeEFolA IS F7HA] 2o Aot A9 2 A AP 7Ha2 7HOA 0~14.66%%

e A AT} B9t &2 5%(1%=74%), LATLToNA AFEW7IA] 23 ASHH4H) A=
0~4.29%, HEREA AT} 53 8182 8%(1°=67%), FAIZTYolA LAA -] 23k ASZ(3H)
M= 5.56~23.08%, HEREA il £} 8182 22%(1*=80%)°] JtHFE 3.23, 719 3.23, 19 3.24,
19 3.25).

H 3.23 ZZSHH ME7+2(SVAB, 7|E)

A HNHKHE) SVAB Z1f ammgaM Em - SH
LHBU~ALZTY 20l Z0M =X MFIE
1 Safioleas(2017) HAH|(benign~DCIS, LCIS) DCISor IC 11 239 4.60
2 Linda(2014) H|(benign~DCIS) NR 1 71 1.41
3 Sim(2008) HH|(2) NR 0 22 0.00
4 Kim(2007) HHI(IDCHI2) DCIS or IDC 3 89 3.37
5 Margolin(2004) A DCIS, IC 17 116 14.66
6 Meloni(2002) TH|CHAE DCIS, ILC or IDC 4 38 10.53
7 Pfarl(2002) A DCIS or IC 24 318 7.55
VFHETUN ALFY =8I0 ZR0M  EESH NHILE
1 Bernardi(2012) in situ(B4, B5)(2) IC 22 180 12.22
2 Tabrizian(2011) AH, DCIS, RS DCIS or IC 4 28 14.29
. malignant or borderline DCIS or IDC 8 100 8.00
8 Tonegutti(2008) in situ lesions IDC 3 44 682
4 Zografos(2007) high risk, malignancies IC 0 19 0.00
LHBAN DeEe S0l ZRoM XS MNYIE
Kumaroswamy DCIS or LCIS or
1 (2008) B1~B4 IDC 10 25 40.00
o Georgian-Smith benign-+high risk DCIS 3 13 23.08
(2002) enign+high ris .
benign+atypical papilloma
3 Mercado(2001) with ADH, atypical DCIS 1 18 556
papilloma
(TE+38EY)

ADH, atypical ductal hyperplasia; AH, atypical hyperplasia; DCIS, ductal carcinoma in situ; IC, invasive
carcinoma; IDC, invasive ductal carcinoma; LCIS, lobular carcinoma in situ; NR, not reported; NA, not
available; n, OHEZAAL At £, N, SVAB Z1t #; RS, radial scar; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum

assisted biopsy
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Weight

Weight

Study Events Total Proportion 96%-Cl (common) (random)
Safioleas(2017) 1 239 005 [002.008] 269%  17.8%
Linda(2014) 1 T 001 [0.00;008] 252% 176%
Sim{2008) 22— 0.00 [0.00;0.15] 53%  12.3%
Kim{2007) Ba —'—'— 003 [0.01,019] 135%  16.0%
Margalin(2004) 17116 - 0.15 [0.09,0.22] 46%  115%
Meloni(2002) 4 38 . . 041 [0.03 0.25] 20% 74%
Pfarl{2002) 24 318 H—-— 008 [0.05011]  225%  174%
Common effect model B3 r-:é- 0.05 [0.03; 0.06] 100.0% i
Random effects model =t 0.05 [0.02; 0.09] ~  100.0%
2 2 I I I ]
Hetern I"=Td%, " = 0.0015, ﬂhﬂ
o P 005 01 015 02
O3 3.23 MEH2AM ZaK(TA Zetzo| XS X{HTLE, SVAB)
Weight Weight
Study Events Total Froportion 95%-Cl ([common) (random)
Bemardi(2012) 22 180 —il— D12 (008018  411%  311%
Tabrizian{2011) 4 28 — D14 [0.04: 0.33] 5% 136%
Tonegutti{2008) 8 100 —E—— DOB (004015  333%  297%
Zografos(2007) 0 19F——f— 000 (000018  201%  256%
i
Commen effect model 327 -:i} 0.08 [0.05: 0.12]  100.0% -
Random effects model 0.08 [0.02: 0.14] —~  100.0%
Heterogeneity- ° = 7% © =00023, p=0ba | T T T T 1
0 00501015 02 025 03
O3 3.24 HEMEM Za(UAEE~ALFY RetHo| XXM XHIHE, SVAB)
Welght Weight

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl| {common) (random)

Kumaroswany(2008) 0 25 ———— 040 [021:061]  200%  31.9%

Geongian-Smith{2002) 3 13 — 0.23 [0.05; 0.54] 14.1%  287%

Mercada(2001) 1 18— 006 [000;027]  B50%  39.4%

Common effect model 56  —=mme 0.15 [0.06; 0.24]  100.0% -

Random effects model —_— 0.22 [0.01; 0.42] ~-  100.0%

Heterogensedy 2 = g, o = (L0258, p < 0.01 !
01 02 03 04 05 06

13 3.25 HEHEM ZINLESY~LeHEZEY =

o B |

ISk

A

1 MZ71e, SVAB)
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SHOIE B4 0 2 ARSTIARS ARTaA 2&|5HA A8 7hgo] gt welia] Axt £ ul8-2 ADHO| A
17% (P=70%)(1% 3.26), Z-81}olA] Ho|x] QF= i thiko] A2 16% (P=70%) (18 3.27), HIZAA
S gl 13% (1%=73%)(13 3.28)°1 31tk

Weight Weight
Study Ewents Total Propostion 55%-C1 [common]} (random)
Gagnon(2021) 7 o g o1 007098  113% 3%
Yul2020) 14 52 —— 027 [0.98; G41] 1.27% 1%
Tsad 2015 0 Tt Q.00 [0.00; 0.41) 08% 1.5%
Amaa2018) 4 L . 0.29 [0.08: 0.58] 0.3% 1.0%
Safokas(2017) 1 N E— 2.03 [0.00; 0.17] 4.5 9%
Badan(2018) 1 4 o 0.25 [0.00; 0.81] 01% 4%
Lee{2018) 0 g 0.00 [0.00; 0.37] 0.8% 1.7%
Atoy(2015) a 3 Ly 000 [0.00; 0.T1] 0% a8%
Saai2015) 1 5 T 2020 [0.01;0.72] o 0.5%
Agacayak(2014) i) 4 = 0,00 [0.00; 0.80] 0.3% 0.8%
bicLaughln{2014) oW 0.43 [0.07; 0.21] 4.1% 28
O 2014) 3 10 - 030 [0.07; 0.88] 2% 0%
Youn{2014) 8 I e F——— 0.33 [017; 0.54] 0E% 1.4%
Gumis{2013) 2 W — 0.21 [0.13: 0.30] 26% 27%
Les{2013) 3 B— 047 [0.04 0.41] 0.8% 1.5%
Tathowa(2013) 1 2 T 0.50 [0.01; 0.95] 0.0% 0.2%
Cominici(2012) 52 188 . 0.31 [0.24; 0.29] 5% 8%
Allsen{2011) 0w THE— 0.2 [0.13; 0.30) 2m 28%
Huang(2011) I 7 o—ee— a.41 [0.02; 0.29] 1.3% 1%
Tabripian{2011} 2 7 —=p— Q.12 [0.01; 0.38) 0.8% 1.7%
Villa{2011) 5 W2 e 0.09 [0.04; 0.18] 5.8% 3.0%
Koo(2011) 07—t 0.00 [0.00; 0.41] 8% 1.5%
Les{2011) 3 W0 ¥ 0:30 [0.07; 0.85] 0.2% 0.7%
Kohe(2000) 20 W - 020 [0.13; 0.29] 29% 2%
Panco(2010) i 8 i 0.28 [0.18; 0.43] 1.0% 1.9%
Wiratiagun(3010) 3 8 = 450 [012; 0.69) o1 0.4%
2 113 :—Lﬂ:— 021 [014; 0.28] 4% 271%
Efleigeren 2005 1 SR Q.02 [0.00; 0.12) 55% %
Ely{2008) » 1B P 021 [0.14: 0.25] 4% 7%
Forgeani(2008] FE T i —— 028 [0.17; 0.34] 28% 1%
TacarelZ008) T = —H— 027 {0.12; 0.48] 0e% 1.5%
Teng-Swan{2008) Hoomn i — 023 (093 038 18% 23%
Uemarsui?008] 1 ) dey 020 [0.0: 0.7 0% 0.5%
Lousenco(2007) n n gi—— 029 [015; 0.41] 1.8% 3%
" TE —— 0.1 [0.10; 0.28] Za% 8%
Ketiri2004) - T i 0.24 [0.17; 0.32] 4% Fi
Lamaachasi2004) 2 4 : 0.50 [0.07: 0.93] 0% 0%
Ambrogettiliiil) 5 17 S 0.25 [0.i0; 0.58] 4% 1.1%
Geesnbang{2003) 4 3H —— Q.18 [0.08; 03] 1.4% 2.7%
Puandelidis(2003) 5 37 —&i— 0.%4 [0.05; 0.29] 15% %
1] 3 42 —— 007 j0u0; 0.15] 25% 2T%
Winchesten2003) "85 —— 047 [0.08; 0.28] Z1% 6%
Dhaa 2003} T az - .22 [0008; 0.40] [1R: 5 1.8%
Georgian-Smith(2007) : 7 + 0.29 [0.04; 0.71] 02% 0.0%
Jackman{2002) Z —_— 0.2 [0.14; 0.30] 25% 2%
Libarman{2002] 12 4B T 0.24 [0.13; 0.25] 12% s
Mk 2002) 1 2z ™ 0.50 (0.0 0.95] 0.0% 0.2%
Pani{2003) g 17 H r 0.35 [0.14; 0.62] 0.3% 1.0%
Lim{2002) 1 B 0.05 [0.00; 0.26] 1% 3%
Joshi(2001) 0 BE— 200 1000 0.22] 24% 8%
Skaganini{2001) 4 45 —E Q.05 [0.03; 0.22) 23% 24%
Sram{1453) g 118 f * 0.38 [0.15; 0.85] 0% 1.0%
e 1555 i ] + T 6.20 jo.bn; 6.7 01% 0.8%
Liberman] 19538] 1 W0 T 090 [0.00; 0.45] 0.5% 1.3%
Burbank{1557) 0§ ——r— 0.00 [0.00; 0.37] 08% 1L.7%
Jackrman 1557 iz T4 —le— 048 [0010; 0.28] 2% 25%
[E
Common effect model 2600 & 015 013 0U16] 100.0% -
Random effects model o 047 [0.14; 0_30] - 100.0%
ooty | = 70%, = » 00080 p =001 ' . ' '
0z 04 oa 08

T2 3.26 HIEF2A AINADHS| X2 X{BIHE, SVAB)
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Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Weinfurtner{2021) 5 33 —&8— 015 [0.05,032] 42%
Li{2020) 2 32— 006 [001,021] 60%
Aniaratnam{2018) 2 14— 014 [0.02,043] 25%
Atasoy|2015) 0 3 000 [0.00,071] 10%
Linda(2014) 1 5 i 020 [001,072] 08%
Lee(2013) 3 18 —&— 017 [0.04,041] 27%
Bianchi(2011) 340 1644 H~ 021 [019,023] 93%
Koo{2011) o 7 0.00 [0.00;041] 28%
Lee(2011) 3 18— 017 [0.04,041] 27%
Linda(2010) 1 19-%—F— 005 [0.00;026] 52%
Tonegutti(2010) 5 102 & 005 [002,011] B3%
Salem(2009) 3 M = 010 [0.02,028] 50%
Rovera(2008) 6 28 —=— 021 [008,041] 33%
Teng-Swan(2008) 14 61 i 023 [013,035 50%
Tonegutti(2008) 5 271 —=— 019 [006;038] 34%
Zuiani(2007) 4 21 —F— 019 [0.05042] 28%
Mahoney(2006) 5 21 —m=— 0.19 [0.06;038] 34%
Kettritz{2004) 32 135 e 024 [017:032] 67%
Greenberg(2003) 6 3@ —=— 015 [0.06,031] 46%
Winchester[2003) 11 85 & 017 [0.09,028] 56%
Zhao(2003) 7 32 —=— 022 [009;040] 35%
Jackman(2002) 22 104 Tl 021 [0.14,030] 63%
Libeman({2002) 12 49 T+ — 024 [013,039] 43%
Meloni(2002) 1 2 : 050 [0.01,029) 02%
Random effects model 2616 & 0.16 [0.12; 0.19] 100.0%

Heterageneity: I~ = 70%, v =00031, p =001 ' ! ' L
0 02 04 06 08

13 3.27 HEHEM ZINZSMOIM 2O|X| ¢hs HHH Q] 22 X{HIHE, SVAB)
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Study Events Total

Li{2020) 2 R E—
Tsai(2019) 0 TEe——
Safioleas{2017) 3 66 B
Esen({2016) 2 19 —&——
Agacayak{2014) 0 4 w—
Ohsumi{2014) 3 10 T
Gatta{2013) 9 03 &
Bemardi(2012) 14 141 =
Bianchi{2011) 349 1644 i
Hahn{2011) 2 8 —
Huang{2011a) 1 12 . —
Huang{2011b) 3 27 ——
Tonegutti{2010) 5 102 &
Salem({2009) 3 M=
Rovera(2008) 6 28 —+—8—
Leibman(1929) 1 530

Taoureli 2008) 7 26 —%—
Tonegutti{2008) 2 27 —SE—
Uematsu{2008) 1 g —4—
Zuiani{2007) 4 2 —m—
Kim(2007) 1 3

Della(2004) 0 40—
Kettritz{2004) 12 135 —
Ambrogetii{2003) 5 17 ———
Sneige(2003) 3 42 =
Jackman{2002) 22 104 ——
Meloni{2002) 1 2 —
Lim{2002) 1 19 %=+—
Brem({1999) 6 16 e
Jackman(1987) 13 74
Random effects model 2775 <

Heterogeneity 1°=83%, t*= 00043, p<0br T T T

13 3.28 HEHEA ZIKHIZAIY RYEH e

70

0 02 04 086

Proportion  95%-Cl Weight
006 [001,021] 46%
000 [0.00:0.41] 24%
005 [001,0.13] 5.8%
011 [001,033] 31%
000 [0.00;060] 1.3%
030 [0.07.065 1.1%
0.10 [0.05,0.18] 5.4%
0.10 [0.06,0.16] 5.8%
021 [019,023] 65%
025 [003,065 1.0%
008 [0.00,038] 27%
011 [002,029] 36%
005 [0.02,0.11] 60%
010 [0.02:026] 4.0%
021 [0.08,041] 2.8%
002 [000;,0.10] 6.1%
027 [012,048] 24%
019 [0.06:038] 29%
012 [0.00,053] 1.6%
019 [005,042] 24%
033 [001,091] 04%
000 [0.00,060] 1.3%
024 [017.032] 51%
029 [010;056] 17%
007 [0.01,0.19] 4.8%
021 [014:030] 4.8%
050 [0.01,099] 02%
005 [0.00,026] 4.1%
038 [0.15065] 1.5%
018 [0.10:028] 46%

0.13 [0.09; 0.16] 100.0%

| Z/3IX XL7+8, SVAB)



DCISQ] 2Z5H HE72-L 7HOA 0~54.1%2 ERIEg o HetE Ay E3F 8|82 13%
(I’=75%)°)UTHIE 3.24, 1 3.29).

H 3.24 ZZ[&HN XY7+E(SVAB, ZAIILHLS)
< Zg
oty H1 XKL ) SVAB Zu} ENEZEHA At =
n N HIZ, %

1 Cheung(2020) DCIS IDC 23 131 17.56
2 Krischer(2020) DCIS IC 4 58 6.90
3 Li(2020) DCIS DCIS, MI'IDC 33 61 54.10
4 Bahl(2019) DCIS IC 33 215 15.35
5 den(2019) DCIS IC 6 30 20.00
6 Tsai(2019) DCIS IC 2 12 16.67
7 Grimm(2017) DCIS IC 53 307 17.26
8 Ruggirello(2017) DCIS IC 7 38 18.42
9 Safioleas(2017) DCIS IC 8 104 7.69
10 Badan(2016) DCIS IDC 2 14 14.29
11 Bundred(2016) DCIS IC 2 14 14.29
12 Esen(2016) DCIS IDC 2 33 6.06
13 Gumus(2016) DCIS IC 63 353 17.85
14 Atasoy(2015) DCIS IDC 3 12 25.00
15 Bae(2015) DCIS NR 3 35 8.57
DCIS(#=) IDC 5 46 10.87
16 Cheung(2015) DCIS(H2+EXEE) IDC 5 61 8.20
17 Mariscotti(2015) Bba IC 1 26 3.85
18 Ohsumi(2014) DCIS IC 30 103 29.13
19 Wan(2014) DCIS IC 1 7 14.29
20 Lee(2013) DCIS IDC 1 36 2.78
21 Tothova(2013) DCIS IDC 0 2 0.00
22 Viala(2013) oty NR 5 49 10.20
23 Myong(2013) DCIS IDC 8 26 30.77
24 Venkataraman(2012) DCIS IC 18 147 12.24
25 Hahn(2011) DCIS IC 2 37 5.41
26 Huang(2011a) DCIS IC 0 10 0.00
27 Huang(2011b) DCIS IDC 3 65 462
28 Tabrizian(2011) DCIS IC 2 10 20.00
29 Koo(2011) DCIS IC 1 11 9.09
30 Lee(2010) DCIS IC 2 11 18.18
31 Penco(2010) DCIS IC 143 800 17.88
32 Wiratkapun(2010) DCIS IC 0 9 0.00
33 Yoon(2010) DCIS IC 0 7 0.00
34 Pfleiderer(2009) DCIS IDC 2 45 4.44
35 Salem(2009) DCIS ILC, IDC 9 47 19.15
36 Wang(2009) DCIS IC 0 12 0.00
37 Rovera(2008) DCIS IC 18 58 31.038
38 Sigal-Zafrani(2008) DCIS IC 39 237 16.46
39 Taourel(2008) DCIS IC 3 39 7.69
40 Uematsu(2008) DCIS IC 4 31 12.90
41 Bae(2008) DCIS IC 3 18 16.67
42 Lourenco(2007) DCIS IC 45 166 27.11
43 Kim(2007) DCIS IDC 2 20 10.00
44 Killebrew(2006) DCIS IC 7 36 19.44
45 Kettritz(2005) DCIS IC 18 118 15.25
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A HIREE) SVAB Zm  HDEZAA Zm B

n N HIZ, %
46 Kettritz(2004) DCIS IC 46 416 11.06
47 Lomoschitz(2004) DCIS IC 2 12 16.67
48 Ambrogetti(2003) DCIS IC 20 115 17.39
49 Pandelidis(2003) DCIS IC 12 91 13.19
50 Georgian—-Smith(2002) DCIS IDC 2 10 20.00
51 Liberman(2002) DCIS IC 17 120 14.17
52 Meloni(2002) DCIS IDC 2 22 9.09
53 Pfarl(2002) DCIS IC 11 91 12.09
54 Lifrange(2002) DCIS IC 0 15 0.00
5b Lim(2002) DCIS IC 15 113 13.27
56 Brem(2001a) DCIS IC 5 61 8.20
57 Brem(2001b) DCIS IC 3 34 8.82
58 Jackman(2001) DCIS IC 107 953 11.23
59 Joshi(2001) DCIS IC 1 22 4.55
60 Liberman(2001) DCIS IC 14 42 33.33
61 Mercado(2001) DCIS IDC, DCIS 2 8 25.00
62 Lee(2000) DCIS IC 6 34 17.65
63 Gajdos(1999) DCIS IDC 4 31 12.90
64 Klem(1999) DCIS IC 2 14 14.29
65 Bokran(1999) DCIS IC 3 20 15.00
66 Liberman(1998) DCIS IC 1 21 476
67 Burbank(1997) DCIS IC 0 32 0.00

IC, invasive carcinoma; IDC, invasive ductal carcinoma; DCIS, ductal carcinoma in situ; MI, microinvasive;
NA, not available; NR, not reported; n, EU1HEEZAAL 2t 2, N, SVAB Z1t £, SVAB, stereotactic vacuum
assisted biopsy
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NEC IR QUIEHIMZIZ

22222 9US8E
FREES tha AT 3.25).

SVAB 27 FFU0 2 Lk 3¢ ZF 91234 02 12 Al ¥ 82 3 33Hol|A] 0~33.3%2 HIERLA AT}

53} 8182 0.6%(1%=71%) °IATHZH 3.30).

2|Z Zlcto] oMgEYO0 = BRIH 7395 SVABOIA] 918/d 02 k2 AR Hlg-2 8HOA 0~17.65%2
wEFE A AT 55 HI8-2 4.3%(1%=76%) ©1ATHIY 3.31).

71 Qo] gole AT o33t 2t

SVAB 23} AA| S|4 913402 L2 AR Bl&-2 43l A 0~0.5%, SVAB At 31Ede A7}
EAX|E H¢- %OHH NS0 2 2 A H]&2 1HofA] 30.43%, SVAB 23 FHZTF L 94

==
HHO R U2 F¢F A= U2 Al Bl&-2 3HOA 1.10~3.53%, 2|5 237t MES
TRFATHE O Z U2 795 SVABY] 9154 02 U2 AR HIS-2 1HolA] 4.55% % ERI=|ITHE

H3.25 ?ISHE(SVAB)

o248 He| ot A1 REHSHE) B
Do= ol [y L n N Hl%, %
1 Scaperrotta(2021) 6 135 4.44
2 Rochat(2020) 7 102 6.86
3 Bahl(2019) 2 464 0.43
4 Ariaratnam(2018) 0 16 0.00
5 Esen(2016) 0 135 0.00
6 Lee(2016) 0 38 0.00
7 Atasoy(2015) 0 48 0.00
8 Bae(2015) 2 46 4,35
9 Imschweiler(2014) 34 3407 1.00
10 Shin(2014) 1 26 3.8
" Bernardi(2012) 2 341 0.59
12 Penco(2010) 4 76 5.26
13 Akita(2009) 0 37 0.00
14 Jackman(2009) 5 609 0.82
FIdd 20 SYEYCE L2 2t 5 Kumaroswamy(2008) 3 9 33.33
S Flsd At ElE Ee 16 Peter(2008) 5 354 1.41
17 Rovera(2008) 4 18 22.22
18 Sigal-Zafrani(2008) 4 27 14.81
19 Uematsu(2008) 0 60 0.00
20 Zuiani(2007) 1 78 1.28
21 Kettritz(2005) 2 333 0.60
22 Della(2004) 0 39 0.00
23 Kettritz(2004) 1 2090 0.05
24 Ambrogetti(2003) 15 192 7.81
25 Rotter(2003) 0 752 0.00
26 Meloni(2002) 0 64 0.00
27 Pfarl(2002) 7 100 7.00
28 Lim(2002) 0 240 0.00
29 Joshi(2001) 1 169 0.59
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ol M= X0 o-]- ] ﬁ
'I"Il:lo'E (=] I - I'“‘IX-IIK E) n N Hl%, %
30 Marti2001) 1 99 1.01
31 Mercado(2001) 1 12 8.33
1 Ohsumi(2014) 4 145 2.76
2 Venkataraman(2012) 22 226 9.73
Sa HANZ Ee FHREEL O — ﬁah“(éo(;ff) ; B —
MOZ LIQ ZOF Z= Ol MAIHIT} LI uang :
42% U2 S S ASGARIEUE — Jackman(2009) 5 508 0.98
e 6 Uematsu(2008) 0 34 0.00
7 Kim(2007) 1 22 4.55
8 Pfarl(2002) 7 212 3.30
1 Rochat(2020) 7 1405 0.50
RUMAZD M SO HSHEAEIZE 2 Atasoy(2015) 0 63 0.00
e Ze 3 Kettritz(2005) 2 500 0.40
4 Joshi(2001) 1 216 0.46
CIAFATION OBIMAZA TN} 20lX |5t A
;@%ﬂfég ﬁé]ﬁegﬂéfex'h . Heller(2016) 7 23 30.43
SBMZZ T} OLZEON0(LF T19laiRIH 1 Venkataraman(2012) 22 624 3.53
i o 2R ) Huang(2011) 1 60 167
= Tee = o 3 Wang(2009) 1 91 1.10
x|=Z A Z=OF = HAXRIS
HSEt sy T ddmEEs Wiratkapun(2010) 1 22 455

S ASEAMEI L= 3R
NA, not available; n, I1HEZHA 20t 2~ N, SVAB Z1t £, SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy
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NEC/A

URIE RUENYHSE

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Scapemraotta(2021) 6 135 |— 0044 [0016;0094] O07%
Rochati2020) 7102 —— 0,069 [0028;0136] 04%
Bahl{2019) 2 464% 0004 [0001,0015 B3%
Ariaratnam{2018) ] 16 0.000 [0000;0206] 01%
Esen(2016) 0 1358 0000 [0000,0027] 51%
Lee(2016) 1] 88 1— 0000 [0000;0041] 28%
Atasov(2015) 1] 48 +— 0000 (00000074 1.0%
Bae(2015) 2 45 0.043 (0005 0.148] 02%
Imschwaeiler(2014) 34 340700 0010 [0.007;0014] 108%
Shin{2014) 1 26 —— 0038 [0001,0196] 02%
Bemnardi{2012) 2 ME 0.006 [0001,0.021] 65%
Penco(2010) 4 76 i—— 0053 [0015,0129] 03%
Akita(2009) 1] T 0000 [0000;0095 06%
Jackman(2009) 5 609F% 0008 [0.003;0019] 7.2%
Kumaroswamy({2008) 3 9 0333 [0075.0701] 00%
Peter{2008) 5 354 0014 [0005 0033 40%
Rovera(2008) 4 18 | 0222 [0.064,0476] 00%
Sigal-Zafrani{2008) 4 27 0.148 [0042,0337] 0.0%
Uematsu{2008) 0 60 +— 0.000 [0.000,0.080] 1.5%
Zuiani{2007) 1 78 — 0.013 [0.000,0068] 13%
Kettritz{2005) 2 33 0006 [0001,0022] 63%
Dela{2004) 1] 39 — 0000 [0000;0090] O7%
Kettritz{2004) 1 20000 G000 [0000; 0.003] 124%
Ambrogetti(2003) 15 192 | — 0078 [0044,0126] 06%
Rotter(2003) 0 7520 0.000 [0.000; 0005 120%
Meloni(2002) 0 64— 0000 [0000;0056] 17%
Pfarl{2002) 7100 i —— 0070 [0029.0139] 03%
Limi2002) 0 2408 0000 [0000;0015] 85%
Joshi(2001) 1 1689 % Q006 [0000;0.033] 43%
Marti(2001) 1 99 0.010 [0.000,00585 1.9%
Mercado(2001) 1 12 4 0.083 [0.002;0.385] 0.0%
Random effects model 10166 | 0.006 [0.003; 0.008] 100.0%

Heterogeneity. I~ = T1%, - <00001, p<001 ' 1 T T

0 0102 03 04 05 06 07

1% 3.30 MERZA] ZIKSVAB Zit AEEIY 5 /IS HAI HIE, SVAB)
Weight Weight
Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl [common) (random)
Tsail2019) 1 2= 0.048 [0.001; 0.238] 0.7% 5.5%
Chsumi(2014) 4 145 i 0028 [D.008; 0.069] TE%  158%
Venkataraman{2012) 22 226 | j- ——= 0.097 [0.062; 0.144] 36% 138%
Hahn{2011) 9 A% 5 0176 [D.084; 0309 0.5% 4%
Huang{2011) 1 14— 0071 [0002; 0.3349] 0.3% 3T%
Jackman{2009) 5 5088 : 0.010 [D.003; 0.023] Ti™h 18.0%
Uematsu(2008) 0 3 0.000 [0.000; 0.103] 35% 1371%
Kim(2007) 1 223 0.045 [D.001; 0.228] 0.7% 5.9%
Prar{2002) Fo2E TR 0.033 [0.013; 0.067) 04% 162%
Commaon effect model 1233 & 0,018 [0.010; 0.025] 100.0% -
Random effects model === 0.043 [0.014; 0.072] —  100.0%
Heterogenetty: © = 6%, =001z, p<0m T T T T T 1
0 005 010150202503
O3 3.31 HIEREA ZINAZSZY YEEY 5 ISgAH HIZ, SVAB)
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2.2.2.2.3.

SVABO] Xk
33l

XICXSIM

O/ O

R5LA 0.

o= "o

ITHFE 3.206).

23HA ©

T 3.26 FITHNEMM(SVAB, T %)

N7 87.5~100%, £°0

1% 62~100%,

=4

&L 90~100%=

o X1 NXHH L) HILLHAH(N) Sn Sp NPV DA
1 P‘z;%”;g)ka HIAI3]A BiEI0] 21015 K213) 92’ 62" 99" -
2 Tsai(2019) HIEX[A QUIHSIRK273) 95.24 - 99.61 -

o B8l 0] SH0IE (3 - - - -
4 S(a;gﬁis HIZXIA, OINA (3881 BHRT (289) 98.2 100 97.6 -
5 B(;g?rg)d O|MA 315} 1 BERHE5) - - - 83.1
6 C(gg;‘g)g E/910] 0IMA{SI3E B XH30) - 100 - -
Mariscotti o upsoia sy pjia o 100" 82.86" 100"  86.37'
/ (2015) RUTSSY DM e BU(69) 00 91T 1007 83.917
Imschweiler Y At 2At- B3 lesions ~
8 01 A1) 915 81.9 80.5
9 Wan(2014) SVAB 2385t XK43) 876 100 96.3 -
Tothova RUEHSA OIMAM 3|5t
10 (2013) ot ** HH(semimalignant)0| 2=l 87.6 100 97.7 -
XK64)
o Hueng  REEESYOMEsEprEOEmN o _ :
(2011a) HIESX|Y SEHHO| Q= XH117)
1 Huang FEEBen HEH He0l 20 i i i -
(2011) XK376) -
Luparia HIE XA Obp b
13 oo |2 X4 QUIHE(602) 94.9 983 98.8 97.7
14 W'ggﬁa(g“” SVAB 283t XH(64) 95.5 - - -
15 Teng-Swan FUEFISZAN BIRADS 4 £= 59 ~ ~ 90.00 ~
(2008) A3|5HHH0| EH1E XHB9) ]
16 Popiela(2006) HIEXIA QUIeH 3IXK323) 98 100 99.70 -
17 Weber(2005) HIEXIA QUrsH SIXK368) 96.8 - 98.7 99.1
18 AT%%%?W HISXIA, DMASISH Qe BIRK364) 914 _ _ _
19 Lim (2002) HIEXA Sureet SIXK430) 99.3 100 99.7 -
20 Brem (2001b) HIEXY QU $IXH56) 88 100 91 -
21 l\/l(;(r)coa1d)0 SVAB ZT} QEAIEIO| BOIE BIX1(26) - - 92 -
22 Ve('iggg'fh SQUIEIGISAL O|AIHI0| BIOIEI XH(107) 875 100 - -

DA, diagnostic accuracy; NPV, negative predicative value; SVAB, stereotactic vacuum assisted biopsy;
Sn, sensitivity; Sp, specificity

— 09
ﬁl:lg-‘)u:l

"oz HXE A TEnCor AH| 0|2; TMammotome | 0|2; *malignant or suspicious lesion/AlX|
mahgnant cases, 2SHAME accuracyZ HAIGIIRUAS
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NEC IR QUIEHIMZIZ

SVABS] &3} Qo= I 3.27(225H AB7He), I 3.28F%184E), E 3.29(F
A A SFA LY.

oN

327 ZXSH MEIIZ(SVAB, HYE A17) 29
EE
= BT BA% Toome  seeig % 1%
nelEETe] A MR 110
2010-20214 61 0-50 60 12 85
1999-20094 52 0-52.17 52 16 63
ADH 56 0~50 56 17 70
2T ZNOI S0 e w24 0-50 2 16 70
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3.1 =2 HIOJEJH[O] A

3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE(R) ALL (1946~ $iX{7}X]), Z|SZAH 2021.7.19.
T= No. Searches MEDLINE
Patients 1 exp Breast/OR breast.mp 538,131
2 stereotacti*.mp 29,136
Index test
biops*.mp 542,596
4 2 AND 3 4,158
P&l 5 1AND 4 1,145
Z=E 6 1,145
3.1.2 Embase, Z|ESZMAU 2021.7.19.
T= No. Searches MEDLINE
Patients 1 exp Breast/OR breast.mp 833,459
2 stereotacti*.mp 58,611
Index test
biops*.mp 979,569
4 2AND 3 8,696
P&l 5 1AND 4 1,977
zE 6 1,977
3.1.3 Cochrane Library, Z|ZZA 2021.7.19.
# Searches Cochrane
1 MeSH descriptor: [Breast] explode all trees 7784
2 (breast):ti,ab,kw 50,572
3 10R2 50,588
4 (stereotacti*):ti,ab,kw 1,893
5 (biops*):ti,ab,kw 32,241
6 4 AND 5 209
7 3 AND 6 57
x|= 57

88



3.2 =L HIOJE] H|O]A

3.2.1 KoreaMed, =4 2021.7.19.

# Searches KoreaMed

1 (("breast"[ALL])) AND ("biopsy"[ALL])) AND ("stereotactic'[ALL]) 24
3.2.2 KMbase : 7Y HE=F, Z|ZZMA 2021.7.19.

# Searches KMBASE

1 breast AND biopsy AND stereotactic 29

2 R48FAND A AND A 1
3.2.3 RISS : mlist==E, ZSAHMY 2021.7.19.

# Searches RISS

1 breast AND biopsy AND stereotactic 25

2 8 AND 2H| AND A% /
3.2.4 KISS : M| S& HM(EI=XI2 Mg, ZZHMYU 2021.7.19.

# Searches KISS

1 breast AND biopsy AND stereotactic

2 7 AND 2R AND 4
3.2.5 SCIENCE ON : HMu|IAM, x|ZZA2] 2021.7.19.

# Searches SCIENCE ON

1 breast AND biopsy AND stereotactic 21

2 S8HAND 2H AND M7 4
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