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Objective: The aim of this study was to evaluate indicators of opportunistic mammographic screening performed in the 
state of Goiás, according to technical, social, and economic aspects. Methods: Ecological study, where the Diagnostic 
Centers that performed mammography, were observed. Data were collected on the characteristics of the equipment, pro-
duction, value, and sources of payment for the examinations. For the 2019 data, the following variables were analyzed: 
imaging technology, availability of mammography devices and estimated production, mammography expenditures, and 
mammographic coverage in the female population aged 40–69 years. The ratio of non-Unified Health System (SUS) and SUS 
examinations and the Composite Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) were also calculated to compare the indicators of oppor-
tunistic screening between 2008 and 2019. Results: In 2019, 164 mammography machines were identified, and of these, 66 
met the SUS. This year, 400,896 examinations were produced at a cost of R$41,931,120.00. The ratio of expenses between 
non-SUS and SUS care was 10.3, and the number of tests performed for non-SUS and SUS was 3.87. Opportunistic scree-
ning coverage was 69.8%, with the share of non-SUS services being 56.3% and SUS only 13.5%. When compared with the 
results of the 2008 study, a reduction in CAGR was observed: 16.3% for conventional mammography and 17% for digital 
mammography. The CAGR of the female population was 1.9%, and those aged 40–69 years showed an annual increase of 
3.5%. There was an increase in the number of equipment used with a CAGR of 4.3% per year and an increase in the num-
ber of examinations of 2.5% per year; the CAGR of mammography coverage was -0.9% per year. Conclusion: The indicators 
show improvement in the technology park. The annual growth of the female population demonstrates an aging popula-
tion, and the increase in the number of examinations was just enough to maintain mammography coverage.
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