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¥ % DENERE EREFCFRF
i 84.8
p A 42.7
Tz LT it 7 38.9
¥ B ka I 37
VTR 22.4
374 59.9
BiLEIrR 67.7
LEH % &9 4] 57.9
.4 48.9
P7ENEZ e © G 423
el 644 90.7
v B 109.4
be £ A 83.2
5 89.1
] 86.6
% 99.7
A 81.8
¥ i, 44.9
k& 86.2
EEFEIrR 93.9
PEED 90.8
TEHEANS T L1 86.3
ey 82.3
el 96.8
30 W 89.4
R 76.2
R 60
& F19 61
p N 82.7
ml 89.4
! 28.3
Ed 87.9
iR 76
¥ 2 528
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. 1o eaek - -HREALEENS X REH
¥R/ R R gl g | T RRD R E S8 4 R B % (2010)
40-49 & 50 & 11 ¥

NS 1991 MM, DM 40-75+ |2 & ) E L 3
NS 1988 MM, DM, CBE [50-69 [ & ) E 47.30%

2 NS 2009 MM, CBE, U [40-59 3 & L B
L & S 1991 DM 50-69 T P 73.00%
W N 1987 DM 50-64 & P 85.00%
= R N 1989 MM, DM, CBE [50-74 7 2 E 52.30%
KB N 1987 DM, CBE 40-69 P ) E 60.00%
D N 1997 MM, DM 50-74 T ) E 72.00%
L NS 2002 MM, DM 50-69 7 P 60.50%
TEN NS 1977 MM, DM, CBE [40-75+ |2 # ) & 19.00%
i N 1999 MM, DM 40-75+ |2 & ) & 39.30%
FEYs N 1992 DM 50-69 & P 64.00%
W N 1989 MM, DM 50-74 & P 80.70%
370 W N 1998 MM, DM 45-69 ) E ) E 67.50%
R N 1996 DM 50-69 & ) & 76.00%
B N 2006 MM, DM 50-69 & P 39.00%
7359 (° LF %) S 1990 DM 45-69 3 ) & 63.00%
FEEGEETSD) S 1997 DM 45-69 3 ) & 58.40%
REAGENE) S 2007 |ER40-64 [ & 19.00%
F317 (32 BRI %) NS 1995 MM, DM 50-69 1 P 65.00%
Y ESED) NS 1990 DM 45-69 ) & ) E 87.30%
o S 1986 MM, DM 40-74 18 T 7 2 E 70.00%
ml NS 1999 MM, DM 50-69 K 2 E 48.20%
* B N 1988 MM, DM 50-69 3 & 73.30%
EY) 0 1995 MM, DM, CBE [40-75+ |12 & -2 & 66 50%

A [0) 1990 MM, CBE, U, BSE[40-69 P [ = L% FOR
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Perdlagw] 0N (2 WM& & s % 3+ 4] National screening policy with national programme implementation ) ; NS ( & R+ ené &
bt B / % /B M eés § 4] National screening policy with state/provincial/regional screening programme implementation ) @ S

(% b e b & Fok 2 33 State/Provincial/Regional screening and programme implementation ) ; O ( 2 # Other)

2R 0E T MM (35 55 X kid 8246 & screen-film mammography ) 5 DM (#7485 5 X ki3 #44 & digital mammography ) ;
U (42 %4 Ultrasound ) ; CBE (§&4% 5 5 # % Clinical Breast Examination ) ; BSE ( §* % #& & # # Breast Health Examination )
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1B 45 3 80 pk thiE 4 e b Y T % 41%
L g 50 & 54 fk e 4 e W] Y T % 63%
N 50 & 69 fk cniE | [ T 22%
(S8 Wplad %) 353 85k oEgeufT
. #* 40.9% ;
L (P W plehe T ) 35 5 85k 10t chE#s mu| T
B 11.3%
o (R E434 %) 50 3 69 fk cris d2 0 W] F 7 & 65%
L (634 F) 503 75 &k ehi & o u| ¥ T & 48%
AT B 45 3 T4 Kk chiE 8 e s P T i 17%
PR 50 & 79 pk chiE d e u) BTk 28%
(032 BAL®)503 74 &kchEdsenF T 17%
& F19 (AL £ %) 50 3 69 e & W ¥ T & 42% ;
30 % 75} chE gk e bW T i 25%
" (13 B+ % ) 40 70 & chie d2  w] BF T 2 43%
40 3 49 fk ehiE & e B YT 29%
mt B A G dL W) Tk 43%
| 47 3 T3 finiE § m w| fF T  39%




