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582-583. 78 2
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Noncalcified Ductal Carcinoma In Situ (DCIS): Rate and Predictors of Upgrade to Invasive Carcinoma.
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Symptomatic ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS): Upstaging risk and predictors. Clinical Imaging, 2021, 73,
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Evidence-Based Pragmatic Approach to the Management of Borderline or High-Risk Breast Lesions.

American Journal of Roentgenology, 2021,, 1-2.
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Ductal Carcinoma In Situ (DCIS) at Breast MRI: Predictors of Upgrade to Invasive Carcinoma. Academic
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Harnessing the Power of Deep Learning to Assess Breast Cancer Risk. Radiology, 2020, 294, 273-274.
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Unnecessary Surgical Excision. Radiology, 2018, 286, 810-818. )
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