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Author Number Cancers/1000 Cancers Size (mm) Invasive Cancer (%)*
Gordon and Goldenberg (25) 12706 3 44 1 100
Buchberger et al. (26) 8103 4.1 40 9.1 975
Kaplan (27) 1862 3 6 9.0 83
Kolb et al. (28) 13547 2.3 37 99 97
Crystal et al. (29) 1517 46 7 96 100
Berg et al. (ACRIN 6666) (18) 2809 4.2 32 10 94
*Invasive cancer () represent a percentage of invasive cancer among all cancers.
Table 2. Review of Studies about Screening Digital Breast Tomosynthesis
Author Number of Patients Recall Rate (%) Cancer Detection Rate (%)
2D 2D + DBT 2D 2D + DBT
Skaane et al. (34) 12631 6.1 53 6.1 8.0
Rose et al. (35) 9256 8.7 55 40 54
Haas et al. (36) 1602 DBT 12 8.4 52 57
4178 DM
Ciatto et al. (37) 7292 44 35 53 8.1

2D = two-dimensional digital mammography, DBT = digital breast tomosynthesis, DM = diabetes mellitus
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