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[OBJECTIVE]

[METHODS]

DBT, and its change was classified.
[RESULTS]

[CONCLUSIONS]

Grouped or clustered calcifications were studied over digital breast tomosynthesis
(DBT): their 3D spreading, and the increase or not of background density were evalu-

ated to understand if these two factors have a link with malignancy or not.

The ratio occupied by the calcifications was calculated for each slice of the breast,
according to the breast composition and the position of the target calcifications. The
background density was evaluated by full-field digital mammography (FFDM) and

No clear correlation was found between the ratio of calcification and the benign/ma-
lign diagnosis. Depending on the breast composition, a significant difference was

found in the background density in relation to the benign/malign diagnosis.

We could suggest that evaluating the background density of grouped or clustered
calcifications over FFDM and DBT may help to establish the benign/malign diagno-
sis. Further studies are needed to assess the relationship to clinical outcomes.
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