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Fig. 1. Comedo DCIS in a 51-year-old woman with clustered microcalcifications identified on

a screening mammogram.

a. Antiradial US scan shows a 20-mm, microlobulated hypoechoic mass. Punctate
echogenic dots (arrows) within the mass are probably due to the calcifications.
b. Craniocaudal mammogram obtained after US-guided needle localization shows clustered

microcalcifications adjacent to the needle tip.
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Fig. 2. Non-comedo DCIS in a 45-year-old woman. Radial US !
scan shows a 10-mm microlobulated hypoechoic mass (arrow).
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