TR Y= FAFTA v
oI

KAA R T A I IREREZ W I 351 2 [HHCEEEAN . Fric 7 ¥ 2 VBB o IG I
FEDitERE, whole slide imaging (WSI) O #3521, HAREFAES TV 23y vy —iet
ZEAVPTEHRE o THHE I N2 DTH 5,

INFET, TYRANY B —RFHRARDIER L 72 [ 79 2 RIS % v 7 RS
WDz FE & |, ZREEMEREAMKEAL 7 203y vy —Hifii R S MER L 72

RHEZM D=0 DF Y R AN 0 — o 27 AR | AR h<Tw3, —7. B4t
FiEA . EZUTFERFRE AN B ARERITERFEEE MBI 0 b &, WSI % Hlw 72 iRE 2 kG
BT 2T Vv ABPBAEROLN TS, AHA F T4 VT, TOILET VR, BX
DCHREHRREIN T A2 D LI, 5oz YV =Ar sz 2F 3 v (CQ), FNITHT 2
MEZRR L7z, WInd [N ATRED | e &, HEEE %2 2T Hv CQ TH 2 72 DS
FEME I N T D
KHARITAvE [F92AREEGRE 72 REZH O o0 F5] & | DEHZE O /-
VDT RN MY = AT LEHERE] & B ITER L T 22T NIEENTH B,

2018 £ 11 A 23 H
AARHEYAT S 2 sy oy —mitEES
(L& E)
A ]
s/
=
1k 2 K%k
e 5 —HR
FR—HR
AHE— (ZER)
L BATE.
HEHE
P >

AR T A VAERIC S T2 = 4e ks G, A+ E)
FILEE, PR bE, fERED, FTH—E, HFREC



CQ1  WSI % F\»> 7= R ERES 7 13 T >

Answer :  WSI Z W CRBEZKI 2175 2 EXR[EETH 5, 7277 L. FhExics Tk
<L 60 FEFIZ VT WS e H T ART A FaeHn2We hind 3 RaFEH % E
fEL. ZDENCDOWTHRICHEEZ TV, MGk e L T2 HR T 208035 5, 77
LPEEARSL F LAFRAEFERICE T 2REOBEICIIRARH Y, 2o oRFICONT
Fhiax TR L WDKK A BB T 2 M ERH S,

figeant

WSI (3 2000 EFIFHIC A » THEA D~ v £ —iC X ) FAFE X 11, % DEERE A O " HEME A%

JE X iz, WSI Bds 0 EEET I O BEAE R I Nz 03, mANCEfM S 7z WSI Ik 3

validation study 1% 2006 FICKRECTITh I, £ T Tl 25 EF| OB 23 LEdReT & v

Too % DFEH 25 EFIT 17 HICEHIO A A LI, 2 F ¥ v OH IRTEMIEICE 5 sk

WEEZFEKRT 2 ECRMAED VWL XL TH L Z BRIz, LaL, FEFES R

BT VAL RVEERGS DTH o7 [1], 2011 FLAKEIZS < OMGEDIZE AR S iz (K

1), [1-22]

ekicsiF 2 WSLo A4 F 74 v [23]Cld, &2 BiEMNIC 35 W TRIK 60 § DA

Bz <, HE JEEAR, filgie Oov=am v ief) AR, BHREAR, MEHEERD

HF) =T EICREET 5 2 L B EID T B, fEG A~ DGR TIZEIC 20 Fl okt

BEhD LN DY, B ZRE~OHIED FESLIEL LT3 (2], [FIEROMGEFEE O HEEH

WA FZXDOHA F T4 vThmfAInTE Y, RHTDHEMEICIH T 2 MEEFERZ i <

HRET 20D A 5,

CAP 3 X O F ¥R a3, il L TR 12 THH OMGEEERZHEE L T3,

1. WSI % EEHRICIGH T 208 T R 13 A ik CHEEEER %2 i 5.

2. WREESEER I WST %2 v CEBOIR & FRkORIcEMmEI N2 &<, v 2D
KBIHEONEDDEEETHRETH 5,

3. MEEEBRIIEBCHERAI AT 2b0 (BB ZH WAL ARIA FEHn
W) L OHIRICTEMINERETH D,

4, WEEIE WSI > 27 L% 2 CTHfEL CTEIN 2T TH2D (),

5. N7ARTA4 FEHwZl e oFedir4d U788 13,. 20T X CCRRK % HiRGE3T
%,

6. WSIZH W2 L —=v 7 %20 7-—Ad L IZEEORMIEIBEEERRITND 5,

7. WEEEERTIE. HE REEAR, g2 Oov=aw v uf) B, SRIEA. MREE
AR EDHKEAZDHNT TY —ICBWTHHEZEICRCEBET 207 &b 60 il % Wik
35,



8. MAEEFEERILX, Fl—o@lEHFICKk 2 WSI #2277 AZXF7 4 FEHWz2ko
i T 5,

9., MEEEBRIC BT 2BEDNATFIZ T v XL THZ HTHRLATH L,

10, MEEEIHIZARTAFE WSI 2 ZNZNHNICBIEL, ZOERIPMEENRE 25
23, FCIE% wash out 5729 ICWTF N DFHIi%Z L7-D b 1347 < &b 2 E DA
THTEMEDD D,

11, MEEEBRICEOT, TXRTOEARRF ¥ v T 25 0 OMGE D [FRFIC FE S
%,

12, #MEEEROGRE ik, BAEER, &R Y) 2RFT 5,

F WS RT7 L8 WSIAF v ) —, #lfEIPC (VY70 =2T7E), Ay 7 —7, %
=& —Ewvofz WSL W CRBEZN 217 5 BIC B A ETch Y, MRz a2 @il
AT DTIEARL, —RELTITH, AT 2 HEBILT L ERESRHFE T2 0T
HBMFEITT D, WSL v R T LI X BIRBEZW 2150 588, 2 WITZEHICR o 2[RI
VAT LeRE L CHHEE S 2 ER D B, BiERE OBIEARICEE L T, BfrieEx
SigD L,

2017 51272 » FDA AF T3 PMDA 25 WSI BéE: % KA L T\ B 243, KEH X NL7-HERs
Th, ML ICBAEZEUERHY 5 270, ik & OMGEFERISLETH % L 2018 4
I CAP OF Y 2A "y ud—REERPRL TS, HoaBEE% T - 2RI &hizkic <
WSI D[R %2 A L 72 IRICH 2 T 2 2 L B8 0ETH 5,

HE §:thd 7'v + a — v O Fad i34 4 Ofiik THEICIT S 2 & 23kd b b, AMED #
oW cix, HEIREEELZ O H T, PREHROY @hﬁ SRR A2 2 2, 11 & —
YO HE 2ttiy 7 AA 7 A4 FZRAERL 1 thD WSIHUY A IKTRAF¥ Y, ZNFNAD
»&~V%ﬁm?5tb:ﬁb@%ﬁ@@@%#«77&b,él3&k@ﬁ@£»7y7
— MEACiHiiz{To7z 25 (B R, v, £, L OREERE L L Jfi 2 —
VIZT o8z —v (63.6%) E1ED T, 2D ki3, HE RAEGR O 13 KR I R
THDEILHERLTWD, JRHEZHICY 725 TiE, a7 a b a—riconT, &k ct
NEBEEBI AR LBV ETH D,

¥, AMED FHRIECTIX 9 DDA 2508 IC W CZHNEED 72 DiEEZN1 5 2 b T
W WEF 270 FEBI 2 BB L. WSI 2 CHGFHOIF ANk Y avIrr—va
YERATo T2 Z DFER. 30%ICHE W TERMIMEE ., 27T%ICHE TR 22BN S
TEDRENTZ, £72Z D 27T%DIEFID 5 B 89%DIERITld = v H L Mic X 2BWA LY
FELlweaveyHRZX VBTSN, &9 \0o Wik E RGN, EFEEDOK 5%
KRS L7z, 2F 0. KD 1.2%DEMICE T, WSIoavyHrF—vavick o
ZWIBBIEI NS Z RN, WSI Zflviza v s— a v oFHTEDHER X



770

F 1 s /- WSI oBREEffgE ) 2 b CCiik1-22 o &)

Author Year | Journal Validation Outcome Eviden | Other points
target ce
level
Gilbertson | 200 | BMC Clin | 25 mix cases by | 17/25 I\
JR et al 6 Pathol 3 pathologists | concordant
,8/25
discrepanc
y
Jukic DM 201 | Arch mixed 101 major III
et al 1 Pathol Lab | cases by 3 discrepanc
Med pathologists y (3,3,7%)
Al-Janabi S | 201 | Hum breast 100 kappa = v 82% success
et al 2 Pathol cases 0.92 digital Dx
Utricht
Al-Janabi S | 201 | ] Clin Gl tract 100 95% v 5 surgical/95
et al 2 Pathol cases identical biopsy
5% minor
Al-Janabi S | 201 | J Clin dermatopathol | 94% v
et al 2 Pathol ogy 100 cases concordant
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Al-Janabi S | 201 | ] Clin pediatric 100 90% for v 80
et al 3 Pathol cases WSI, 93% consecutive
for glass bx and 20
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Bauer T et | 201 | Arch 607 all surgical | major/min | IIT hematopatho
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Med 1.65/2.31 included
%,
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0.99/4.93
%)
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Pantanowit | 201 | Arch guideline training III metaanalysis
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pathologists (microscop
e 0,4,7%
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Peckmezci | 201 | J Pathol 97 neuro by 2 | concordan | III mitosis and
M et al 6 Inform pathologists ce: 94.9 nuclear
and 88%. details are
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Snead D et | 201 | Histopatho | 3017 cases by concordan | III 2666 biopsy,
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al 7 Dermatol by 3 ce to
dermatopathol | groundtrut
ogists h WSI:
949%,
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94%
Saco A etal | 201 | Dig Liver 176 liver 96.6% and | III
7 Dis biopsy by 2 90.3%
pathologists agreement
s
Tabata K et | 201 | Pathol Int | 1070 cases by 9 | major/min | III Japanese
al 7 pathologists or (0.9%, validation
3.5%) study
Araujo 201 | Virchows 70 oral cases by | 97% 111
ALD et al 8 Arch 2 pathologists | agreement
LeeJetal |201 |Am] 77 skin 326/333 I 333 findings
8 Dermatopa | inflammatory excellent, in 77 cases
thol disease by 2 6/333
pathologists adequate,
1/333(gra

m positive
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