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Meta analysis of diagnostic value of mammography for breast cancer
Wang Wenjuan' , Zhang Xudong® sWang Runhua*”
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Abstract: Objective To apply Meta analysis to process a systematic comprehensive evaluation on the diagnostic value of mam-
mography(MG) for breast cancer. Methods The original literature published in home and abroad on the MG diagnosis of breast
cancer from 1990 to 2010 were collected and screened according to the assessment standard. The fixed-effects model, random-effects
model and summary receiver operating characteristic curve(SROC) were used to evaluate the accuracy of the mammography for di-
agnosing breast cancer. Results The pooled sensitivity of MG for diagnosing breast cancer was 84. 03% (95% CI:82. 04% —
86.01%) ,the pooled specificity was 77.59% (95% CI.72.89% —82.28%) ,and the pooled diagnostic odds ratio(DOR) was 15. 05
(95%CI1:10.32% —21.95%). The area under the SROC curve was 0. 874, the true positive rate(TPR) was 81. 62% , which repre-
sented the accuracy index of SROC. Conclusion MG has higher accuracy on diagnosis of breast cancer, which is a better imageologi-

cal method for diagnosis breast cancer.
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