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Table 1. Summary of studies of screening breast US

Investigator Year No. of patients No. of Biopsies(%) No. of Malignancies(%o) Prevalence (%) of
Cancers seen only US

Gordon 1995 12,706 279(2.2) 44/279 (16) 44/12,706 (0.35)

Kolb 1998 3,626 NA NA 11/3,626 (0.3)

Buchberger 2000 8,103 362 (4.5) 32/362 (8.8) 32/8,103 (0.39)

Kaplan 2001 1,862 102 (5.5) 6/99 (6.6) 6/1,862 (0.3)

Kolb 2002 12,193* 320 (2.6) 33/320 (10.3) 33/12,193 (0.3)

Crystal 2003 1,517 38(2.5) 7/38 (18) 7/1,517 (0.46)"

Shin 2005 576 73 (12.6) 2[73(2.7) 2/576 (0.35)

US= ultrasound; NA= not applicable

2 Number of studies of women who show dense breasts on mammography and normal mammographic finding and physical examination.
b Cancer was found only on US in 4 (1.3%) of 318 women with first-degree history or personal history of breast cancer and 3 (0.25%) of

1,199 women of average risk.
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