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H GUOXETION MOGTOYPAMIKAG EIKOVOC
KOl HETEYXEIPNTIKACG SI0YVWONC
o€ un Ynaaepntéc RGeS paotou

YKOMOZ H avixveuon NPWIMOU KAPKIVOU MAGToU oTIC un WnAa@ntéC BAd-
BEG KOI N CUCXETION HOCTOYPUWIKAG EIKOVAG KOI GTASIOU ThG VOoOU.
YAIKO-MEQOAQZ Zg 227 aceegveig, yéong naikiag 50 €Twv, nou unopAn-
enkav o€ 231 BloyYieg YeTd and evronioud tng BAGRNG e BeAdvVa Kopans
unoé HOoTOoYPAWIKO EAEYXO, N JOCTOYPAWIKA €IKOVA TnG BAGBNG TaZivo-
MABNKE OE 6 KATNYOPIEG: KaTNyopit 1: GNONTEG MIKPOUMOTITAVWOEIG, KO-
TNYOPIOl 2: COOTEPOEISNG BAGBN LE ONOTITAVWOEIG, KAThyopia 3: aote-
POEISAC BAGRN XWPEIG ANOTITAVWOEIG, Katnyopia 4: unonth BAABN (oKid-
on-6Z0¢) n apxopeEVN oKioion UE aca@n OpIt Kal UIKPOOMOTITAVWOEIG,
Katnyopia 5: unontn BAABN XWPIG LIKPOAMOTITAVWGEIG KAl KOTnyopio 6:
SI0TAPUXA TNG (PUOCIOAOYIKAG CIPXITEKTOVIKAG SOUNG. AMOTEAEZIMATA E-
VTOMIiOTNKAV CUVOAIKA 54 KOKONOEeEIC BAGREC (23,4%), 18 O NPOEUMUN-
VOMAUGIOKEG (15%) Kol 36 OE PHETEMMNVONAUGCIOKEG (37,1%) ao0eveig. To
63% TWV BAABWV QUTWV OTASIONOINONKAV WG KAPKIVOMATA in situ Kai
otadiou 1. £To 77,7% TWV AVIXVEUCIMWV KOKONOEIWV EVIONIOTNKOV Ma-
OTOYPAPIKA MIKPOOMOTITAVWOEIG. AVTIOTOIXN CUOXETION SEV NOPOTNEA-
ONKE OTIC KOAONBOEIC BAGBEG. AVTIOETWG, TO 92% TwV BAARWV Nou Tail-
VOUABNKAV OTN MUCTOYPU@IKA KAThyopia 5 ATav KOAOABEIC. KapkKivol in
situ ko otadiou | opadoNoIoUVTAV KUPIWEG OTIC LOCTOYPAPIKEG KATNYO-
PieC 1 Ko 4 (74%). YMMNEPAIMATA TO NOCOOTO CIVIXVEUGNG KOKOROEING
HeTh and Biowio un Ynaag@ntwv BANRWV TOU LOoToU Rtav 23,4%, UE ME-
YORUTEPN CUXVOTNTO OTIC METEUMNVONOUCIOKEG O10OEVEiG. H nAgiovoth-
TO TWV KAKONBEINV EMPAVIZOV MOCTOYPUQIKA MIKPOONOTITAVWOEIC ME
XWPIC AARO0 GUVOSO MACTOYPUMIKG UPNUA. AEV OVAYVWPICTNKE GUPAG
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A€8g1g evpenpiov

Bioyia pactot
Kapkivog pactot
Mn wndagnti BAGBn paoctod

YnoBAn6nke 1.3.2001

OUGXETION TNG MOCTOYPOPIKAG EIKOVAC KAl TOU GTOSIoU ThG VOoOU.

O KAPKI{Vog ToL paoctoy gfval o Mo GLXVOS YUVAIKO-
NOYIKGS KApKivog Kal anotensl tnv npadtn artia Bavdrov
YLVAIKOV pe Kakonbeig veonnaoieg. H evpeia xprion
npoypapudrov nAinBuopiakos en€yxou (screening), Ka-
B¢ Kal n ovonparki napakoNovBNoN TV YLVAIKOY
He BeKS 11 PN AvapvnotikG €XouV @G OTGXo Ty §yKal-
pn Sidyvmwon Kal Kar' en€KIacn aviperodnon Tov Kap-
Kivou touv paoctoV. Zrta nnaioila avid, §yive Svvari n a-
vd&ein vnon®wv pactoypa@IK@S AANOIOCE®Y, Ol OIOoi-
£¢ efval pn avixveoipeg kKAvikd. Kabaog omv nasioyn-
@ia twv nepimaosnv n Blowia kpiverar anapaifintn yia
0V KaBopiopd tng 10TONOYIKAG Tavtdtntag twv BAaBdv
aAutOV, avantixOnKe n TEXVIKA TOL MPOEYXEIPNTIKOL -

EykpiBnke 31.5.2001

vromopov g un pnaagntig BAGBng pe BeAdva vnd pa-
otoypa@IkS €Neyxo, Ue otéxo v akpiBni agaipson av-
TG KAl TNV Arlo@LYN €KIENEONG ELPUTEP®VY, PN anapai-
INIOV EKTOP@V. ZInv napodoa UENETN, MApoLCIGZOLUE
v epneipia pag and mv e@appoyn Ing avetEépm He-
B680v kai e€etdzovpes tnv mBavi GLOXETION TNG PACTO-
VPAPIKAG €1KEGVAG UE TNV 10TONOYIKA Tautdintd TV avl-
xvevolpwv BAaBdv.

YAIKO KAl MEOOAOZX

Kartd 1o xpoviké Sidornpa and tov lavouvdpio 1990 €wg tov
OxtdBp1o 2000, 227 acBeveig pe pn wnAagnti BAGBn pactod,
péong niikiag 50 stdv (ané 33 dwg 75 st@dv), vnoBARONKav
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O€ MPOoEYXEIPNTIKS evionmopd ng BAdBng 81d Aemntrig Bendvag
vné pactoypa@iks €Neyx0o KAl Otn CLVEXEIA OE a@aipeon Kal
Bioyia avrnig.

[Mposppnvonavoiakég ntav 129 acbeveig, pe péon niikia 45
€ (33-60 £n) ka1 pereppnvonavolakeg 98 acbeveig, pe pé-
on nAkia 60,5 € (49-75 €n). Askaori® acBeveig eixav n-
Alkia >65 e1dv.

e 6Aeg 1ig acbeveig, o svromopdg tng BAGBng npayuaro-
noimbnke vnd tomkn avaicbnoia Kai pe t xprion Asmtnig Be-
Aévag Kopans kai €181koU aykiotpowtod odnyol obpuarog. H
B€on tov aykiotpouv eNfyxOnke pe NV npayparornoinon véou
Haotoypagirol sAdyxov (mAdyla Kkair kegpanovpaia Ariyn) Kai
KpiBnke akpiBrig, Stav n Kopuen tov aykiorpov Bpiokdtav os
andoraon §mg 1 cm and m BAGBn.

AronotBwg, pe 08nys 1o dyKIoTpo Kal LIS YEVIKA avaicOn-
ofa yivétav n Xe1povpyikn agaipeon kai Biowia tng BAdBng. H
nAnpdInta g Xe1povpylknig eaipeong emoronoleito pe 1o pa-
OTOYyPAPIKS ENEYXO TOL XEIPOLPYIKOV MAPACKELACUATOS.

Ta xeipovpyikd svpripara nov pag o8nyncav CIov MpPoey-

XEIPNTIKS VIOMOPS TNG VNOMING MEPIOXNS KAl akoNovBwg otnv
agaipeoni ing, karatdxOnkav oe £€§1 karnyopieg:

Kartnyopia 1: “Ynonteg pikpoanouravadoels (CUppEoLoES ;i un)

Katnyopia 2: Acotepoeibrig BAGBn pe anottavadosig

Katnyopia 3: Aotepoeidrig BAGBN xwpig HIKPOANOTITAVAOEIS

Katnyopia 4: “Ynomtn BAdBn (okiaon-6zog) ri apxdpevn okia-
on pge acaen 6pla Kal HIKPOANOUTAVAOELS

Katnyopia 5: “Ynomntn BAGBn xwpig pikpoanotravadoelg

Katnyopia 6: Aiatapaxni Ing (UOIONOYIKNAG APXITEKTOVIKNAG S0-
pig.

ANOTEAEXMATA

Tpeig acBeveig vIOBANRONKAV TALTOXPAVHS OE EVIOMI-
ous 8Vo Siagopetik@dy un ynAaentadv BraBadv otov i-
610 paotdé. H nelovdinta tov pactoypa@ir@dv anhoi@d-
oswv evronicOnke oro dvw €€w teraptnudpio Tov pa-

ooV (52,2%) xa1r omoBobniaiong (12,4%).

O 1010N0VIKGG €neyxog avédelle 177 kanonBeig kai 54
rakoriBeig (23,4%) BAGBeg. To 91% twv kanoribwv Bha-
BV apopovos anNoIDOEIS IVOKLOTIKAG pactondBeiag ri
kai woaddvmua (niv. 1). EmBnAiakni vnepniacia napa-
mpribnke oe 70 acBeveig (39,5%), evd 14 acBeveig
(7,9%) napovciazav drumnn vrepnAacia ornv 1GTONOYIKA
TOULG €1KOva.

To 35,2% (19/54) tov avixvebolpwv kakoribwv Bha-
BV agopovos pun SinBNUKS Kapkivopa, eved os 4 a-
oBeveig (7,4%) n BAGBn tavronoiiBnke wg rnopoyeveg
rapkivopa in situ (DCIS) pe pikpo&iibnon (miv. 2). Ka-
1d tnv 1eA1KA otadionoinon, 1o 63% 1wV acBsvdv €na-
oxe and npdIpo kKapkivo pactot (otddio 0 kai I). Auvtd
nov eivar svia@épov, sivar n avebpson 630 acbsvdv
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(3,7%) otadiov IV (miv. 3). Kai otig Vo nepinmtdoeig, ot
aocBeveig eixav yvmorég nnankeg peracrtdoeig Kai n Bio-
wia ng pn wnhaentrig BAGBng tov pactov npayparo-
noiritnke pe otéxo TNV 1I0TOAOYIKH TALTONoINcN NG NP®-
tonabovg sotiag.

2e 1pornonoinuEvn pIzIKNA pactektoun vnoBAnBnkav 25
acBeveig, o ovvinpnukn enéuBaon pe 1 xwpig Asppa-
SevikS kaBapiopd 24, svd os 5 acbeveig Sev anairibn-
KE N €KTENEON CLUMANPWUATIKAG XEIPOVPYIKAG EKTOUNAG.
Merteyxeipnukri akuvoBepaneia éhaBav 6Aeg o1 acBeveig
rov vnoBArBnkav oe cuvinpntkn enéuBaon. Emkoupi-
ki oppovoBeparieia pe tapodipaivn EnaBav dheg oxedov
o1 aocBeveig ka1 xnueioBepaneia (CMF) xopnyribnke otig
aocBeveig pe BetikoVg pacxaniaiovg Neppadgveg.

Y UOXETIZOVIAG TN HACTOYPAPIKA KAl I0TONOVIKA E£1KG-
va twv BhaBdv, SiamordOnke ot 1o 55,4% twv Ka-
noriBwv kai 10 77,8% 10v kakonBwv BAaBdY epgdui-
Zav MIKPOAIOTITAVACEIS OTN HACTOYPA@IKNA TOLS E1IKSvVA
He 1 x@pi¢ dhdo cvvobé6 ebpnpa. To 91,5% twv Ka-
noriBwv BAaB&Y tallvopriBnke otig pactoypa@ikeg Ka-
yopieg 1, 4 xa1 5, evd 10 77,7% 10V KakorBwv otig
paoctoypaikég karnyopisg 1, 2 ka1 5. To 92% twv Bha-
Bav nov tafivopuribnkav orn pactoypa@ikni Karnyopia
5 ritav kanonBeig (niv. 4). Téhog, 1o 74% twv un 8in-

Mivakag 1. KanoriBeig BAdBeg: IotodoyikA eikdva.

IMpo-EI Me0-EIl Zdvodo
(v=113) (v=64) (v=177)
Ivokvoukni véoog 94 44 138
lvoabévana 6 6 12
[vokvotikA véoog
+1oabévapa 6 5 11
Afnwpa/Mnoddng
VEKpwON 4 2 6
Aepgabévag 1 3 4
Aidgopa 2 4 6
[Npo-ElM=Ipoepunvonavoiakég acbeveig
MeB-ElM=Mereppnvonavoiakés acbeveig
Mivakag 2. KakoriBeig BAdBeg: lotohoyikA eikdva.
Mpo-EI Me6-Ell Zivodo
(v=18) (v=36) (v=54)
DCIS 8 9 17
LCIS 2 0 2
DCIS
pe pikpodiribnon 0 4 4
[opoyevég 8 18 26
NoBiaké 0 5 5

[Mpo-ElN=Ipoepunvonavoiakég acbeveig
Meb-ElM=Meteppnvonavoiarég acbeveig
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IMivakag 3. Kardotaon epprivov pioewg oe oxéon pe 1o otddio tng

véoov.
., Ipo-EIl Me0-EIl Zivvodo
Si6d
raote (v=18) (v=36) (v=54)
0 10 9 19
I 5 10 15
A 3 9 12
B 0 1 1
A 0 4 4
1B 0 1 1
I\ 0 2 2

[po-ElN=IIposppnvonavoiakés aobeveig
MeB-ElM=Merepunvonavoiakés aobeveig

Mivakag 4. Luox€nion pactoypa@iknig Kai 1I0T0NOYIKIG €1KGVAG.

Maotoypagikn KadonOeig KakonOsig Zévono
Karnyopia (v=177) (v=54) (v=231)

1 50 18 68

2 4 9 13

3 11 6 17

4 44 15 59

5 68 6 74

6 0 0 0

Onuk@OV KApKiVeOYy Kal tov Kapkivev otadiov [ opado-
notbnke KLPIWG OTIg HACTOYPAPIKES Katnyopieg 1 kai
4 (nfv. 5).

2YZHTHXH

H gykaipn 8idyvoon kair aviiper@dnon 1ov Kapkivov
10V paoto? efval to kKAe18i yia t peioon tng Buntdtntag
g véoov. H gupeia epappoyni npoypappdrov nAnbu-
op1aroU eA€yXoL Kal n evnuépmon Kal svaicOntornoin-
OoN TV YOUVAIK®OV €XOLV WG OTOXO0 TNV AViXVeELON NG VO-

Mivakag 5. Zvoxéuon pactoypagikig eikévag kar oradiov, Tov avi-
XVEUOIHOL KAPKIVOL HACTOU.
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B. TTIATPINOY ka1 ovv

OOL AKSUN KAl O LMOKAIVIKG Otdd1o. Ze XDPeg Snwg
10 Huwpévo Baoihelo, dnov o npoAnntkég pactoypa-
@IKGG €neyxog eival evpéwg S1adsSopgvog, vnonoyize-
tai 61 oro 10% twv pactoypapidv avadesikvietal ¥ro-
mtn s1kéva kai, 1eNkeg, oto 1,5% anaiteitar n S1evép-
vela Siayvwotkhig Biowiag, piogg and 1g onoisg ago-
potv un wnaaentég BAdBeg (nepimov 6 Biowpieg avd
1.000 eheyxBeioeg yuvaikeg).! Kard tn Snpocisvon tov
anoteAscPdI®mv Ing Np@dTng edong tov NAnBuvopakoL -
Adyxov omv EANGSa, avagéperal éu 1o nocootd avi-
XVELONG KAPKivoL pactolb pikpdtepov towv 10 mm a-
vépxetal og 3,8%o.%

Me Bdon ta BiBaloypagird SsSopgva, 1o nocootd a-
vixvevong kakoriBeiag petd and svromopd kai Biowia
un ynAagntrig BAdBng pactov noikinder ané 7-50,4%.%7
>t 81kA pag oeipd ritav 23,4%, nov Bewpeitar VYNAS-
TEPO, OLYKPIVSUEVO He ta avtiotoixa 17,85% ka1 19,2%
and npoyevéotepeg oe1pés TV iS1mv ovyypagpsmv.®’ H
S1apopd avtri Ba npénel va anodobei orta avornpdiepa
KPITNpla €MAOYAG TV acBev@dv Kal oty Kanvtepn €mi-
Kovovia petal Xe1povpydv, AKTvondymv Kal nabo-
Noyoavarépmv pe Bdon tnv avfavépsvn spneipia orov
topéa avidv. ‘Oocov apopd 10 o1tddio tng véoov, 1o
17-67% twv rkaronBeidv agopoBoe pn SINONTIKS Kap-
kivopa,”** 10 71-75% Ba cradionoieito 1ehkd WG VS-
oog otadiov 0 kai I ka1 pévo 1-2% Oa sixav Sdoel
Adn petactdosig nv dpa tng Sidyvwong. ! Y1n 81kA pag
oe1pd, pun 81NONTIKS Kapkiveopa avixveldinke oto 35,9%
IOV NEPIMIAOCEMV, evd véco ortadiov IV eixav 8Vo a-

oBeveig (3,7%).

Maotoypa@ikag, pia Orortn NePIOXn Arelkovizetal e
v ¥rnapén pIKpOANoUtavdos®mV, MAPEYXVUATIKAG OKia-
ong 11 Siatapaxnig g QLOIONOYIKNG APXITEKTOVIKAG §0-
ung tov paoctov. To onpaviikdtepo oroixeio eival o Ka-
BopIoUGS TV XAPAKINPIOTIKAOV EKEVAOV oL Bgtouvv Ty
vnoyia ovvundpxovoag KakoriBeiag xai anarrolv mne-
paItép® S1ayVmOTIKOVG XEIPICHOVS. ZLOC@PELON TEPIC-
OGTEPOV TOV MEVIE UIKPOATOTITAVAOEMV PE TOALVHOPPI1-
Opd WG MPOG TO OXNpd TOLG, HIKPOAMOTITAVAOEIS MOV N
Sidra&n touvg vrnodnAdvel 6u Bpiokovralr péoa os népo K
nov avfdvovralr oe ox€on HPE NMPOYEVECIEPO HACTOYPA-
@IKS €heyxo, anotenolVy oroixeia nepicodtepo vrionta
yia kakoriBeia.? Tuvbnapén anottavdocemv pe dAAN pa-
otoypagikn avopania npénel va anotensl §vdeién yia e-
ktéheon Biowiag.!! Tkiaon pe opadd épia Kai pIKpSTEPN
and 1 cm, nov 8ev petaBdnnerar oe ox€on pe nponyouv-
pevn e€€taon, sivar ouvriBwg kanondng. Avtibsiwg, a-
vopanisg, dnwg okiaon pe avdpana épid i aoteposISig
ka1 Siarapaxn Ing QUOIONOYIKNAG APXITEKTOVIKIG TOL Ha-
otoV, @aiveralr va oxetizoviar pe avénpévn mbavdinta
kakonBeiag. %! Me Bdon ta avetépw SeSopéva kai yia
NV KaAUTEpN PHEAETN TOL LAIKOV UAG, MPOXWPNCAUE OTNY
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KATnyop1onoinon 1oV HACIOYPA@IKOV HAS EVPNUATI®V,
Snmg avtri avanutkd nepypdenke napandve.

21t 81kA pag ogipd, n rapn HIKpOAMOTITAVACEDY UE
A X0Pig dANO UMONTto Hactoypa@iké eVpnpa oxenzétav
nep1oodtepo pe karonBbeig BAGBes (77,8%). [Tapdia av-
1d, Sev anotenei §vbei€n kaxkonbeiag, KaABDG oto LAIKS
pag 1o 55,4% twv ranonbwv BAaBdv sixav napdpola
Hactoypagliki eikéva. To nocootd KaxronBbeiag os BAG-
Beg mov aneikoviotnKav g BIOMNTeg HIKPOAMOTITAVAOEIS
ftav 26,5%, o avtoroixia pe avdnoyeg SnpooisvBei-
oeg penéreg.”? To oroixeio nov orn 81kA pag osipd €xel
KRAIVIKG evBlagépov, efval 1o yeyovds du 1o 92% tav
BAaBev nov aneikoviotnkav wg vriontn BAGBn xwpig pi-
KpoAnouravaoelg anodsixbnke tenikd va sival kanon-
Bei1g. [Tiotebovpe Spwg du anairsitar nepartépw €pegvva
npiv karartayobv ol BadBeg avtég omv BI-RADS karn-
yopia 3 (mOavag kahonBeig)® kar cuven®g npoteivou-
He Tnv enavef€raon 1oV averépm acfevdv pe véa pa-
otoypagia petd and €81 prveg.

O1 Hastrich et al?”® 8npooisvoav pwia oesipd and 213
Blowieg pn ynhapnicedv BAaBav, dnov Sianictwoav ota-
TI0TIKA onpavtikA oxéon perafl ing vnapéng pikpoario-
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UTAVAOOCE®V PE 1 XWPig oLvodS ebpnua Kal pn SinBnti-
KOU KAPKIVOL a@evdg Kal MAPEYXVHATIKOV AANOIDCEDYV
ka1 81bntikoV kapkivov agetépov. Zin S1KA pag osipd,
10 84,2% 1wV pun S1nONUKOV KApkivov ep@dvize pHIKpo-
ANOTITAVOOEIS OIN HACIOYPAPIKN TOVL €1KOvVA, eV Bev
naparnpnBbnke n vnapén oranotnkd onpaviikig ox€ong
peral napeyxvpankdv anAoINCE®V Kal S1nOntikos Kap-
kivov. Téhog, Sev SiamortdOnke cagri¢ cvox€non Tov
otabiov Tng vAooL Kal TNG HACTOYPAPIKNAG AMEIKAVIONG.

2LUnEPACUATiKA, O HACTOYPAPIKGS ENEYXOG MAPEXEL
n Suvardnta g eViSmong TV pn pnaaeniodv BAaBodv
TOL pactoy, annd Sev vdpxouvy CaAPn AMNEIKOVIOTIKA Kpl-
1ip1a nov va diagoponololv g Kanorifeig and 1ug Ka-
ronBeig BAGBeg. O SiayvwotikSg €neyxog pe Biowia pe-
1d and nposyxelpntkr svidmon g BAGBng pe BeAdva
eival pé€bodog nov pnopsi va odnyriost otnv np@diun 81d-
YV@Oon ToL KAPKIivou Tou pactoy Kal, CLVEN®G, TO KEP-
80¢ vrepranvItel To KG0Tog TnG ekTENEONS Blowidv yia
ranoriBeig BAGBeg. Téhog, n orevil cvvepyaocia Xel-
POLPYAV, AKTIVONSY®V Kal abonoyoavarSuwmv sival a-
napafinin yid m owWoIn AVIIPEIDNION TOV ACOEVEOV HE
pn wnaaentii BAGBn paotod.

ABSTRACT

...............................................................................................................................................................

Comparison of mammography and postoperative diagnosis in non-palpable breast lesions
V. PATRINOU,! D. KOUKOURAS,' H. LIKAKI,? N. KONSTANTOPOULOU,! E. TZZORACOLEFTHERAKIS!
1 Department of Surgery,
2 Department of Radiology, University Hospital of Patras, Patras, Greece

Archives of Hellenic Medicine 2001, 18(6):592-596

OBJECTIVE To evaluate the incidence of non-palpable breast cancer detected by mammography and local-
ization biopsy and to examine the correlation between mammographic appearance and the final histology.
METHOD In the last 10 years, 225 consecutive patients underwent 231 localization biopsies for non-palpable
breast lesions. The mean age of the patients was 50 years. The mammographic findings were classified as cat-
egory 1: suspicious microcalcifications, category 2: stellate lesion with microcalcifications, category 3: stellated
lesion without microcalcifications, category 4: suspicious lesion with microcalcifications, category 5: suspicious
lesion without microcalcifications and category 6: distortion of the normal architectural pattern, striking asym-
metry. RESULTS The application of the method yielded a total of 54 breast cancers (23.9%). Eighteen women
(15%) were premenopausal and 36 (37.1%) postmenopausal. Of the detected malignancies 63% were stage |
and in situ carcinomas and classified mainly (74%) in mammographic categories 1 and 4. Of the malignant
lesions 77.7% and of the benign 55.4% included microcalcifications in their mammographic appearance. The
majority of the lesions (92%) classified in mammographic category 5 proved to be benign. CONCLUSIONS
Needle localization biopsy for non-palpable breast lesions yields a high percentage (23.4%) of breast cancer,
mainly in postmenopausal women. The majority of malignant lesions included microcalcifications in their mam-
mographic appearance. No correlation was found between the stage of the disease and its mammographic
classification.

...............................................................................................................................................................

Key words: Breast biopsy, Breast cancer, Non-palpable breast lesion
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