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Clinical Woman’s Health
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Left MLO mammogram shows 

asymmetric density at 9 o’clock.

2A Ultrasound of the left breast shows hypoechoic mass at 9 o’clock.2B

Post-contrast axial 

T1-weighted image with fat 

saturation shows at 9 o’clock 

a rim enhancing mass and 

segmental linear enhancement 

at the medial lower quadrant 

of the left breast.

2C
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Case 2 
A 37-year-old female first noticed a left 

breast lump in January 2007. The mam-

mogram showed asymmetric density in 

the left breast at 9 o’clock position with 

bilateral scattered benign and coarse mi-

crocalcifications in both breasts (Fig. 2A). 

Ultrasound showed a hypoechoic shadow 

measuring 8 x 6 x 8 mm at 9 o’clock posi-

tion of the left breast (Fig. 2B) with a cyst 

at 10 o’clock position. There is also a cyst 

in the right breast. The left 9 o’clock mass 

on ultrasound was highly suspicious for 

cancer and was also confirmed on FNA. 

In view of the surrounding benign appear-

ing shadow on ultrasound, breast MRI 

was performed which showed the index 

lesion in the left breast at 9 o’clock posi-

tion to be highly compatible with carcino-

ma, measuring 1.1 cm. It also showed 

extensive intraductal enhancement in-

volving 6 o’clock to 10 o’clock area mea-

suring 2.3 x 6 cm (Fig. 2C). Because of 

the MRI findings, the initially planned 

umpectomy was changed to mastectomy. 

Left skin sparing total mastectomy and 

sentinel node biopsy with TRAM flap re-

construction was performed in February 

2007. Pathology showed 0.8 cm grade III 

invasive ductal carcinoma at L9h posi-

tion, associated with an 8 x 2.8 x 1.3 cm 

area of ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS), 

sentinel node biopsy was negative for 

metastasis. In summary the patient 

had stage I carcinoma of the left breast 

T1bN0M0 ER170 PR180 PI 8% c-erbB2 

strongly+. She was put on Tamoxifen 

as adjuvant therapy.

Discussion
The success of breast conservation treat-

ment depends on removal of all tumor 

with clear margins at the time of surgery. 

Any residual tumor will increase the 

chance of recurrence even after radiation 

therapy [1]. Surgeons are sometimes 

faced with reoperations on patients who 

appear to be suitable for breast conserv-

ing surgery with clinical, mammographic 

and ultrasound assessments. Often, these 

are intraduct carcinoma with no appar-

ent mass formation and do not produce 

microcalcifications on mammogram. 

Multifocal (more than 1 tumor in 1 quad-

rant) and multicentric tumor (tumor in 

more than 1 quadrant) occur in 6 to 34% 

of breast cancer cases [2].

MRI is now considered to be the most 

sensitive method to evaluate the extent 

of breast cancer [3]. It is superior to 

mammography and ultrasound. Breast 

MRI has very high sensitivity of 90% or 

more for breast cancer and near 100% 

sensitivity for invasive breast carcinoma 

[4, 5]. Recent literature studying high 

risk groups such as those with BRCA1 and 

BRCA2 genes show specificity of 93 to 

99% [6]. This is achieved by using a dedi-

cated breast coil and meticulous tech-

niques. Lesions are analyzed by their 

morphology as well as their enhancement 

characteristics [7, 8]. The sensitivity of 

MRI in detecting DCIS is lower probably 

because of various subtypes. Menell and 

colleagues report a sensitivity of 88% 

[9]. Traditionally mammography has been 

used to evaluate DCIS showing areas of 

suspicious microcalcifications. However, 

mammography frequently underesti-

mates the size of tumor and as much as 

60% of breast cancer do not form micro-

calcifications. MRI can detect DCIS with 

microcalcifications as well as DCIS with-

out microcalcifications. In the two cases 

presented, the areas of extent DCIS did 

not show any microcalcification and were 

mammographic and ultrasound occult. 

Our two case reports illustrate the use of 

breast MRI to fully evaluate the extent 

of breast cancer before definitive surgery, 

thus avoiding multiple reoperations due 

to unexpected positive tumor margins 

from clinically occult extensive DCIS.

Conclusion
It is yet to be evaluated whether MRI 

should be a routine procedure before all 

breast cancer surgery. It may prove to 

be a useful adjunct in preoperative assess-

ment in young breast cancer patients who 

often have dense breasts, where mam-

mographic accuracy is reduced. It may 

also be useful in patients with fibrocystic 

breast change, showing multiple indeter-

minate shadows on ultrasound, as illus-

trated in Case Two. When there are discor-

dant findings on clinical, mammographic 

and ultrasound appearance, MRI will pro-

vide more information on breast cancer 

assessment, as illustrated in Case One. 

The cost of breast MRI may be a concern. 

However, the cost becomes insignificant 

compared to multiple reoperations.
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*Some of the concepts and information presented in 

this paper are based on research and are not com-

mercially available in the U.S.


