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1 Biopsias:
3 Biopsies: stromal fibrosis

henign lesions:

9 Biopsies:
benign lesiens

2 Biopsies: fibroadenoma,
intraductal papilloma
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Category 3 lesions Detected on Screening Breast Ultrasonography:
Frequency and Outcome

Eun Young Ko, Boo-Kyung Han, Jung Hee Shin, Seok Seon Kang, Soo Yeon Hahn,
Ji-Young Hwang, Mee Young Nam

Department of Radiology and Center for Imaging Science,
Samsung Medical Center, Sungkyunkwan University School of Medicine

Purpose: To evaluate the frequency and outcome of BI-RADS category 3 lesions detected on the screening
breast ultrasonography (US).

Materials and Methods: From January 2006 to December 2006, 2077 patients performed screening breast US.
We reviewed the frequency, clinical course, and outcome of BI-RADS category 3 lesions detected on the
screening breast US.

Results: The patients were all females with mean age 49 years old (range, 21-77 years old). The frequency of
category 3 lesion was 4.4% (92/2077). Biopsy was performed in 9 patients (9.8 %) and confirmed benign
lesions. Among the 64 patients who received follow up imaging studies, 3 patients were re-categorized as
category 4. The biopsy results were all benign.

Conclusion: The frequency of category 3 lesions detected on the screening breast US was acceptable, and US
follow up was enough for management of these lesions.

Index words: Breast cancer; Screening; Ultrasonography; BI-RADS
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