
 
 

4.Discrimination 

-2 DBT much poorer than 2D 
 

-1 DBT slightly poorer than 2D 
 

0 DBT equal to 2D 
 

+1 DBT slightly better than 2D 
 

+2 DBT much better than 2D 
 

5.Overall opinion 

-2 DBT much poorer than 2D 
 

-1 DBT slightly poorer than 2D 
 

0 DBT equal to 2D 
 

+1 DBT slightly better than 2D 
 

+2 DBT much better than 2D 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Please score items 1 to 5 by ticking the appropriate box: 

1.Suspicion 

1 Normal 
 

2 Benign 

3 Probably Benign 
 

4 Suspicious
 

5 Malignant 
 

2.Lesion visibility 

-2 Only seen on 2D 
 

-1 DBT poorer than 2D 

0 DBT equal to 2D 
 

+1 DBT better than 2D 
 

+2 Only seen on DBT 
 

3.Lesion extent 

-2 
DBT much poorer than 
2D 

-1 
DBT slightly poorer than 
2D 

 

0 DBT equal to 2D 
 

+1 
DBT slightly better than 
2D 

 

+2 
DBT much better than 
2D 

 

 

DBT MLO Slice no. 
 

DBT CC Slice no. 
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