56

papers

59

all docs

567281

986 15
citations h-index
59 59
docs citations times ranked

477307
29

g-index

1428

citing authors



10

12

14

16

18

ARTICLE IF CITATIONS

Evaluation of Combined Artificial Intelligence and Radiologist Assessment to Interpret Screening
Mammograms. JAMA Network Open, 2020, 3, e200265.

Digital Mammography and Screening for Coronary Artery Disease. JACC: Cardiovascular Imaging, 2016, 5.3 04
9, 350-360. )

Breast Cancer in Male-to-Female Transsexuals: Use of Breast Imaging for Detection. American Journal
of Roentgenology, 2014, 203, W735-W740.

BI-RADS 3: Current and Future Use of Probably Benign. Current Radiology Reports, 2018, 6, 5. 14 61

Breast Imaging in the Era of Big Data: Structured Reporting and Data Mining. American Journal of
Roentgenology, 2016, 206, 259-264.

Dense Breast Tissue Notification: Impact on Women&€™s Perceived Risk, Anxiety, and Intentions for Future

Breast Cancer Screening. Journal of the American College of Radiology, 2015, 12, 261-266. 18 a4

Breast Density: Comparison of Chest CT with Mammography. Radiology, 2014, 270, 67-73.

Observation versus excision of lobular neoplasia on core needle biopsy of the breast. Breast Cancer 05 39
Research and Treatment, 2018, 168, 649-654. :

Breast Arterial Calcification in the Mammogram Report: The Patient Perspective. American Journal of
Roentgenology, 2019, 212, 209-214.

Information given to postmenopausal women on coronary computed tomography may influence

cardiac risk reduction efforts. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 2007, 60, 389-396. 5.0 26

Breast tissue markers: Why? What's out there? How do | choose?. Clinical Imaging, 2018, 52, 123-136.

Impact of Screening Mammography on Treatment in Women Diagnosed with Breast Cancer. Annals of

Surgical Oncology, 2018, 25, 2979-2986. 15 26

Pre-Biopsy Psychological Factors Predict Patient Biopsy Experience. International Journal of
Behavioral Medicine, 2014, 21, 144-148.

Physician Knowledge, Attitudes, and Practices Regarding Breast Density. Journal of Women's Health,

2019, 28,1193-1199. 3.3 21

Added benefits of early detection of other diseases on low-dose CT screening. Translational Lung
Cancer Research, 2021, 10, 1141-1153.

Incremental Role of Mammography in the Evaluation of Gynecomastia in Men Who Have Undergone

Chest CT. American Journal of Roentgenology, 2016, 207, 234-240. 2.2 15

Racial/ethnic differences in supplemental imaging for breast cancer screening in women with dense

breasts. Breast Cancer Research and Treatment, 2020, 182, 181-185.

Magnetic Resonance Imaging of Breast Implants. Topics in Magnetic Resonance Imaging, 2014, 23, 345-353. 1.2 14



20

22

24

26

28

30

32

34

36

LAURIE R MARGOLIES

ARTICLE IF CITATIONS

Factors associated with mammography use: A sidead€byéa€side comparison of results from two national

surveys. Cancer Medicine, 2020, 9, 6430-6451.

Cellular fibroadenoma on Core needle biopsy: management recommendations for the radiologist. 15 12
Clinical Imaging, 2016, 40, 587-590. :

Utility of surveillance MRI in women with a personal history of breast cancer. Clinical Imaging, 2017,
46, 33-36.

The general radiologista€™:s role in breast cancer risk assessment: breast density measurement on chest 15 10
CT. Clinical Imaging, 2015, 39, 979-982. )

Developing a Culturally and Linguistically Targeted Breast Cancer Educational Program for a
Multicultural Population. Journal of Cancer Education, 2021, 36, 395-400.

Early Discussion of Breast Density and Supplemental Breast Cancer Screening: Is it Possible?. Breast 10 9
Journal, 2014, 20, 229-234. )

The chest radiologist's role in invasive breast cancer detection. Clinical Imaging, 2018, 50, 13-19.

Spuriously aggressive features of a lactating adenoma prompting repeated biopsies. Radiology Case 0.6 8
Reports, 2017, 12, 215-218. )

Large Subpectoral Lipoma on Screening Mammography. Journal of Radiology Case Reports, 2017, 11,
22-27.

Digital breast tomosynthesis of gynecomastia and associated findingsa€”a pictorial review. Clinical 15 ;
Imaging, 2014, 38, 565-570. :

Massage therapy in the breast imaging department: repurposing an ancient anxiety reducing method.
Clinical Imaging, 2020, 67, 49-54.

Mammographic Screening for Breast Cancer: 2010. Mount Sinai Journal of Medicine, 2010, 77, 398-404. 1.9 6

The implantable loop recorder and its mammographic appearance: A case based approach. Clinical
Imaging, 2017, 43, 1-5.

Variable Appearances of Ductal Carcinoma in Situ Calcifications on Digital Mammography, Synthesized
Mammography, and Tomosynthesis: A Pictorial Essay. Canadian Association of Radiologists Journal, 2.0 6
2018, 69, 2-9.

Introductory pictorial atlas of 3D tomosynthesis. Clinical Imaging, 2014, 38, 18-26.

Screening Mammogram Adherence in Medically Underserved Women: Does Language Preference 13 3
Matter?. Journal of Cancer Education, 2022, 37, 1076-1082. )

Breast mass assessment on chest CT: Axial, sagittal, coronal or maximal intensity projection?. Clinical

Imaging, 2020, 63, 60-64.

MRI Features of Free Liquid Silicone in the Transgender Female Breast. Journal of Breast Imaging, 2021,
3,322-331. 13 3



LAURIE R MARGOLIES

# ARTICLE IF CITATIONS

Mentorship Interest in Breast Imaging: Survey Results From the Society of Breast Imaging. Journal of

Breast Imaging, O, , .

Delays in Follow-up Care for Abnormal Mammograms in Mobile Mammography Versus Fixed-Clinic

38 Patients. Journal of General Internal Medicine, 2022, 37, 1619-1625.

2.6 3

Localization of Image-Detected Breast Abnormalities: Radioactive Seed Localizationa€”An Alternative to
Wire Localization. Journal of Radiology Nursing, 2016, 35, 290-295.

40  Theneedto beallinclusive: Chest CT scans should include imaged breast parenchyma. Clinical 15 5
Imaging, 2018, 50, 243-245. :

Reprint of: Breast tissue markers: Why? What's out there? How do | choose?. Clinical Imaging, 2019, 55,
196-212.

42 Mammographic Artifact due to Film. Radiology, 1998, 208, 552-553. 7.3 1

Breast Magnetic Resonance Imaging: An Overview for Nonradiologists. Mount Sinai Journal of
Medicine, 2009, 76, 598-605.

44 The mammary ridgea€”A case report of multiple ectopic breast masses. Clinical Imaging, 2017, 45, 34-36. 1.5 1

Reactivation tuberculosis presenting with unilateral axillary lymphadenopathy. Radiology Case
Reports, 2018, 13, 1188-1191.

Reply to &€ceMammographic Reporting of Breast Arterial Calcificationa€: American Journal of

46 Roentgenology, 2019, 213, W146-W146. 2.2 1

Pushing anxiety as a risk of screening mammography is benevolent sexism and bad for women's health
outcomes. Clinical Imaging, 2020, 68, 166-168.

Screening Mammography: Guidelines versus Clinical Practice. Journal of Breast Imaging, 2020, 2,
48 217204, 13 1

Mammography, Breast Density, and Major Adverse Cardiac Events. JACC: Cardiovascular Imaging, 2021,
14,439-441].

50  Who Is Ordering MRIs in Newly Diagnosed Breast Cancer Patients?. American Surgeon, 2018, 84, 351-357. 0.8 1

Impact of Screening Mammography on Treatment in Young Women Diagnosed with Breast Cancer.
Annals of Surgical Oncology, 2022, , 1.

52 Magnetic Resonance Imaging in Breast Disease. Topics in Magnetic Resonance Imaging, 2014, 23, 327. 1.2 0

Clinicopathologic predictors of MRI utilization in newly diagnosed breast cancer patients. Journal of

the American College of Surgeons, 2015, 221, e50.

Pandemic Response to COVID-19: Lessons from Restructuring Breast Imaging at a Multi-site Academic

>4 Center in New York City. Current Radiology Reports, 2021, 9, 11.

1.4 (0]



LAURIE R MARGOLIES

# ARTICLE IF CITATIONS

Examining gain- and loss-framed messages in a novel breast cancer screening/cardiovascular context:

Does framing matter?. PEC Innovation, 2022, 1, 100007.

ASO Visual Abstract: Impact of Screening Mammography on Treatment in Young Women Diagnosed

56 with Breast Cancer. Annals of Surgical Oncology, 2022, , 1.

15 (0]



