Insights from real world evaluation of an Al tool within the breast screening program - a single centre experience.
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CONCLUSION

This single centre evaluation highlights the potential value of humans and Al working
together. We found cancer detection was increased by supplementing standard breast
- screening with an extra read from Al, even though we were restricted to only recalling
RESULTS potential cases which would fall into the group of category 3 interval cancers. Further work
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context. Overall, the promising results offer reassurance that patients can safely benefit
from the use of Al as an extra reader in subsequent larger-scale evaluations and future
deployments.
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