References

1. Sprague BL, Gangnon RE, Burt V, et al. Prevalence of mammographically dense breasts in the United
States. J Natl Cancer Inst 2014;106(10):10.1093/jnci/dju255. Print 2014 Oct.

2. D'Orsi CJ, Sickles EA, Mendelson EB, Morris EA. ACR BI-RADS® Atlas, Breast Imaging Reporting and
Data System. 5th ed. Reston, Virginia: American College of Radiology, 2013;

3. Byng JW, Yaffe MJ, Jong RA, et al. Analysis of Mammographic density and breast cancer risk from
digitized mammograms. Radiographics 1998;18:1587-1598.

4. Alonzo-Proulx O, Mawdsley GE, Patrie JT, Yaffe MJ, Harvey JA. Reliability of automated breast density
measurements. Radiology 2015;275(2):366-376.

5. Gubern-Merida A, Kallenberg M, Platel B, Mann RM, Marti R, Karssemeijer N. Volumetric breast density
estimation from full-field digital mammograms: a validation study. PLoS One 2014;9(1):e85952.

6. Harvey JA, Bovbjerg VE. Quantitative assessment of mammaographic breast density: Relationship with
breast cancer risk. Radiology 2004;230:29-41.

7. Tice JA, Cummings SR, Smith-Bindman R, Ichikawa L, Barlow WE, Kerlikowske K. Using clinical factors
and mammographic breast density to estimate breast cancer risk: development and validation of a new
predictive model. Ann Intern Med 2008;148(5):337-347.

8. Hoff SR, Abrahamsen AL, Samset JH, Vigeland E, Klepp O, Hofvind S. Breast cancer: missed interval
and screening-detected cancer at full-field digital mammography and screen-film mammography-- results from
a retrospective review. Radiology 2012;264(2):378-386.

9. Kerlikowske K, Zhu W, Tosteson AN, et al. Identifying women with dense breasts at high risk for interval

cancer: a cohort study. Ann Intern Med 2015;162(10):673-681.

The Society of Breast Imaging ® 1891 Preston White Drive ® Reston, VA 20191-4387
Telephone: (703) 715-4390 e Fax: (703) 295-6776 ® www.sbi-online.org



10. Tornberg S, Kemetli L, Ascunce N, et al. A pooled analysis of interval cancer rates in six European
countries. Eur J Cancer Prev 2010;19(2):87-93.

11. Boyd NF, Guo H, Martin LJ, et al. Mammographic Density and the Risk and Detection of Breast Cancer.
N Engl J Med 2007;356(3):227-236.

12. Gierach GL, Ichikawa L, Kerlikowske K, et al. Relationship between mammographic density and breast
cancer death in the Breast Cancer Surveillance Consortium. J Natl Cancer Inst 2012;104(16):1218-1227.

13. Bertrand KA, Tamimi RM, Scott CG, et al. Mammographic density and risk of breast cancer by age and
tumor characteristics. Breast Cancer Res 2013;15(6):R104.

14. Chiu SY, Duffy S, Yen AM, Tab+ir L, Smith RA, Chen HH. Effect of Baseline Breast Density on Breast
Cancer Incidence, Stage, Mortality, and Screening Parameters: 25-Year Follow-up of a Swedish
Mammographic Screening. Cancer Epidemiology Biomarkers & Prevention 2010;19(5):1219-1228.

15. Arora N, King TA, Jacks LM, et al. Impact of breast density on the presenting features of malignancy.
Ann Surg Oncol 2010;17 Suppl 3:211-218.

16. Anonymous Dense Breast Info. http://densebreast-info.org/. 2016. 6/1/2016.

17. Pisano ED, Gatsonis C, Hendrick E, et al. Diagnostic Performance of Digital versus Film Mammography
for Breast-Cancer Screening. N Engl J Med 2005;353(17):1773-1783.

18. Webb ML, Cady B, Michaelson JS, et al. A failure analysis of invasive breast cancer: most deaths from
disease occur in women not regularly screened. Cancer 2014;120(18):2839-2846.

19. Tabar L, Yen AM, Wu WY, et al. Insights from the breast cancer screening trials: how screening affects
the natural history of breast cancer and implications for evaluating service screening programs. Breast J
2015;21(1):13-20.

20. Skaane P, Bandos Al, Gullien R, et al. Comparison of digital mammography alone and digital
mammography plus tomosynthesis in a population-based screening program. Radiology 2013;267(1):47-56.

21. Ciatto S, Houssami N, Bernardi D, et al. Integration of 3D digital mammography with tomosynthesis for
population breast-cancer screening (STORM): a prospective comparison study. Lancet Oncol 2013;14(7):583-
589.

22. Rafferty EA, Durand MA, Conant EF, et al. Breast Cancer Screening Using Tomosynthesis and Digital
Mammography in Dense and Nondense Breasts. JAMA 2016;315(16):1784-1786.

23. Haas BM, Kalra V, Geisel J, Raghu M, Durand M, Philpotts LE. Comparison of tomosynthesis plus digital
mammography and digital mammography alone for breast cancer screening. Radiology 2013;269(3):694-700.

The Society of Breast Imaging ® 1891 Preston White Drive ® Reston, VA 20191-4387
Telephone: (703) 715-4390 e Fax: (703) 295-6776 ® www.sbi-online.org


http://densebreast-info.org/

24. McDonald ES, Oustimov A, Weinstein SP, Synnestvedt MB, Schnall M, Conant EF. Effectiveness of
Digital Breast Tomosynthesis Compared With Digital Mammography: Outcomes Analysis From 3 Years of
Breast Cancer Screening. JAMA Oncol 2016

25. Corsetti V, Ferrari A, Ghirardi M, et al. Role of ultrasonography in detecting mammaographically occult
breast carcinoma in women with dense breasts. Radiol Med 2006;111(3):440-448.

26. Berg WA, Zhang Z, Lehrer D, et al. Detection of breast cancer with addition of annual screening
ultrasound or a single screening MRI to mammography in women with elevated breast cancer risk. JAMA
2012;307(13):1394-1404.

27. Berg WA, Mendelson EB. Technologist-performed handheld screening breast US imaging: how is it
performed and what are the outcomes to date? Radiology 2014;272(1):12-27.

28. Weigert JM. The Connecticut experiment continues: Ultrasound in the screening of women with dense
breasts years 3 and 4. Radiologic Society of North America 100th Annual Meeting Program 2014

29. Ohuchi N, Suzuki A, Sobue T, et al. Sensitivity and specificity of mammography and adjunctive
ultrasonography to screen for breast cancer in the Japan Strategic Anti-cancer Randomized Trial (J-START): a
randomised controlled trial. Lancet 2016;387(10016):341-348.

30. Corsetti V, Houssami N, Ghirardi M, et al. Evidence of the effect of adjunct ultrasound screening in
women with mammography-negative dense breasts: interval breast cancers at 1 year follow-up. Eur J Cancer
2011;47(7):1021-1026.

31. Kelly KM, Dean J, Lee SJ, Comulada WS. Breast cancer detection: radiologists' performance using
mammography with and without automated whole-breast ultrasound. Eur Radiol 2010;20(11):2557-2564.

32. Brem RF, Tabar L, Duffy SW, et al. Assessing improvement in detection of breast cancer with three-
dimensional automated breast US in women with dense breast tissue: the Somolnsight Study. Radiology
2015;274(3):663-673.

33. Skaane P, Gullien R, Eben EB, Sandhaug M, Schulz-Wendtland R, Stoeblen F. Interpretation of
automated breast ultrasound (ABUS) with and without knowledge of mammography: a reader performance
study. Acta Radiol 2015;56(4):404-412.

34. Tagliafico AS, Calabrese M, Mariscotti G, et al. Adjunct Screening With Tomosynthesis or Ultrasound in
Women With Mammography-Negative Dense Breasts: Interim Report of a Prospective Comparative Trial. J
Clin Oncol 2016

35. U.S. National Institutes of Health. Clinical Trials.gov.
https://clinicaltrials.qov/ct2/show/NCT02643966?term=PR0O14100275&rank=1. 01/24/2016. 06/23. 2016.

The Society of Breast Imaging ® 1891 Preston White Drive ® Reston, VA 20191-4387
Telephone: (703) 715-4390 e Fax: (703) 295-6776 ® www.sbi-online.org


https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02643966?term=PRO14100275&rank=1

36. Saslow D, Boetes C, Burke W, et al. American Cancer Society Guidelines for Breast Screening with MRI
as an Adjunct to Mammography. CA Cancer J Clin 2007;57(2):75-89.

37. Berg WA, Blume JD, Adams AM, et al. Reasons women at elevated risk of breast cancer refuse breast
MR imaging screening: ACRIN 6666. Radiology 2010;254(1):79-87.

38. Schrading S, Strobel K, Kuhl CK. MRI screening of women at average risk of breast cancer. San Antonio
Breast Cancer Symposium 2013

39. Warner E, Hill K, Causer P, et al. Prospective study of breast cancer incidence in women with a BRCA1
or BRCA2 mutation under surveillance with and without magnetic resonance imaging. J Clin Oncol
2011;29(13):1664-1669.

40. Kuhl CK, Schrading S, Strobel K, Schild HH, Hilgers RD, Bieling HB. Abbreviated breast magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI): first postcontrast subtracted images and maximum-intensity projection-a novel
approach to breast cancer screening with MRI. J Clin Oncol 2014;32(22):2304-2310.

41. Rhodes DJ, Hruska CB, Phillips SW, Whaley DH, O'Connor MK. Dedicated dual-head gamma imaging
for breast cancer screening in women with mammographically dense breasts. Radiology 2011;258(1):106-118.

42. Brem RF, Rapelyea JA, Zisman G, et al. Occult Breast Cancer: Scintimammography with High-
Resolution Breast-specific Gamma Camera in Women at High Risk for Breast Cancer. Radiology
2005;237(1):274-280.

43. Hendrick RE. Radiation Doses and Cancer Risks from Breast Imaging Studies1. Radiology
2010;257(1):246-253.

44. Rhodes DJ, Hruska CB, Conners AL, et al. Journal club: molecular breast imaging at reduced radiation
dose for supplemental screening in mammographically dense breasts. AJR Am J Roentgenol 2015;204(2):241-
251.

45.  Shermis RB, Wilson KD, Doyle MT, et al. Supplemental Breast Cancer Screening With Molecular Breast
Imaging for Women With Dense Breast Tissue. AJR Am J Roentgenol 2016:1-8.

46. Hruska CB, O'Connor MK. Curies, and Grays, and Sieverts, Oh My: A Guide for Discussing Radiation
Dose and Risk of Molecular Breast Imaging. J Am Coll Radiol 2015;12(10):1103-1105.

47. Hendrick RE, Tredennick T. Benefit to Radiation Risk of Breast-specific Gamma Imaging Compared with
Mammography in Screening Asymptomatic Women with Dense Breasts. Radiology 2016:151581.

48. Jochelson MS, Dershaw DD, Sung JS, et al. Bilateral contrast-enhanced dual-energy digital
mammography: feasibility and comparison with conventional digital mammography and MR imaging in women
with known breast carcinoma. Radiology 2013;266(3):743-751.

The Society of Breast Imaging ® 1891 Preston White Drive ® Reston, VA 20191-4387
Telephone: (703) 715-4390 e Fax: (703) 295-6776 ® www.sbi-online.org



49. Chou CP, Lewin JM, Chiang CL, et al. Clinical evaluation of contrast-enhanced digital mammography
and contrast enhanced tomosynthesis--Comparison to contrast-enhanced breast MRI. Eur J Radiol
2015;84(12):2501-2508.

50. Mori M, Akashi-Tanaka S, Suzuki S, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of contrast-enhanced spectral
mammaography in comparison to conventional full-field digital mammography in a population of women with
dense breasts. Breast Cancer 2016

51. Tagliafico AS, Bignotti B, Rossi F, et al. Diagnostic performance of contrast-enhanced spectral
mammography: Systematic review and meta-analysis. Breast 2016;28:13-19.

52. Hobbs MM, Taylor DB, Buzynski S, Peake RE. Contrast-enhanced spectral mammography (CESM) and
contrast enhanced MRI (CEMRI): Patient preferences and tolerance. J Med Imaging Radiat Oncol
2015;59(3):300-305.

53. Berg WA. Supplemental Breast Cancer Screening in Women With Dense Breasts Should Be Offered
With Simultaneous Collection of OQutcomes Data. Ann Intern Med 2016;164(4):299-300.

The Society of Breast Imaging ® 1891 Preston White Drive ® Reston, VA 20191-4387
Telephone: (703) 715-4390 e Fax: (703) 295-6776 ® www.sbi-online.org





