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ABSTRACT 

 
The breast lump is clinical presentation of numerous breast disorders ranging from innocent benign 

cysts to malignant neoplastic lesions. Distinction of benign from malignant is of paramount importance for 
patient care and proper management. One fourth of the women suffer from breast diseases in their lifetime. 
Carcinoma of the breast is the second most common cancer in the world. Lump in the breast is the commonest 
presentation of breast carcinoma. An early and accurate diagnosis is of paramount importance because the 
treatment can be initiated much earlier and may be life saving in most cases. The conventional open biopsy is 
considered as gold standard for confirming the diagnosis but it can be time consuming and economically 
unviable in most cases. A definite preoperative diagnosis of breast lump provides ample opportunity for 
patients to be counseled and single stage surgical treatment be made possible. Thus the combination of 
physical examination, mammography and FNAC came in the picture which is known as Triple Assessment. 
(Triple Test). A triple test has been formed which is quick, least invasive and cost effective in terms of money 
and time.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 

The breast lump is clinical presentation of numerous breast disorders ranging from innocent benign 
cysts to malignant neoplastic lesions. Distinction of benign from malignant is of paramount importance for 
patient care and proper management.  

 
One fourth of women suffer from breast diseases in their lifetime [1,2].  

 
Carcinoma of breast is second most common cancer in the world [3]. Life time risk of developing 

breast cancer is one in eight [4]. Lump in the breast is the commonest presentation of breast carcinoma. 
Timely and accurate diagnosis of breast lump with early intervention can be life saving.  
 

There are various modalities for diagnosis of breast lump such as mammography, ultrasonography, 
MRI and fine needle aspiration cytology etc..but all of them have their own limitations.  
 

Conventional open biopsy which is considered as gold standard for confirming diagnosis, has 
significant morbidity, is costly and time consuming.  
 

A definite preoperative diagnosis of breast lump provides ample opportunity for patients counselling 
and planning of possible single stage surgical treatment, so there is dire need for evolving a method for 
establishing diagnosis preoperatively, which is cost effective and least invasive to patient with accuracy 
comparable to open biopsy. 
 

Thus the combination of physical examination, mammography and FNAC came in picture, which is 
know as TRIPLE ASSESSMENT (or Triple Test) of breast lump. There are numerous reports that if the results of 
clinical assessment mammography and FNAC are all combined, the accuracy of diagnosis reaches up to 90% 
[7,8]. 

 
Based upon this concept triple test has been formed which is quick, least invasive and cost effective in 

terms of money and time.  
 
Aims and Objectives 
 
This study was done to compare triple assessment of breast with regards to  
 

 To determine sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative predictive value of triple test {TT} consisting 
of physical examination, mammography, fine needle aspiration cytology {FNAC} in evaluation of 
palpable breast lump.  

 Evaluate and compare overall accuracy of triple test and its components.  

 To check if triple assessment can be employed as an alternative for excisional biopsy.  
 

MATERIAL AND METHODS 
 

This was a prospective study carried out in department of surgery. 
 

Total 50 patients were included in this study. All female patients above or 35 years of age having 
palpable breast lump were included in this study.  
 
Exclusion criterias were 
 

 Patients with fungating masses. 

 Patients with acute inflammatory signs. 

 Patients with cystic lesions (confirmed by USG) 

 Pregnant women. 

 Male patients. 
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The study was approaved by Institutional Ethical Committee.  
 
All patients were explained about the procedure and informed consent was obtained from them.  
 
All patients underwent three types of assessments namely  
 

Physical examination, mammography and fine needle aspiration cytology.  
 
Physical Assessment Included  
 
a) Detailed patient history regarding the symptoms which commonly included lump in the breast, nipple 

discharge, axillary lump and weight loss. 
b) Clinical examination :  
1) Inspection  : Inspection was done in good light with patients arm by her side, above her head, then 

pressing on her hips. Involved breast was inspected with respect to nipple, areola, details of lump 
including : size, site, overlying skin.  

2) Palpation : breast palpation was performed with patient lying flat with her arms above her head and 
all the breast tissue was examined using finger tips. If an abnormality was identified it was then 
assessed for contour, texture and any deep fixation by tensing the pectoralis major muscle, which was 
accomplished by asking the patient to press her hands on her hips. Clear details of any breast 
abnormalities, including dimension and exact position were recorded. The other breast was also 
palpated. Bilateral axillary lymph node examination was done.  

 
Fine Needle Aspiration Cytology 
 

Procedure was carried out by pathologist using 26 gauge needle. The material aspirated was stained 
and studied under microscope.  
 
Mammography 
 

Mammography was carried out in the radiology department and reports were obtained to 
differentiate between benign and malignant lumps.  Reporting was done in accordance to BIRADS (Breast 
imaging Reporting And Data System) [5,6]. 
 
BIRADS and Its Recommendations 
 

CATEGORY 
 

DEFINITION 
 

0 
 

Incomplete assessment; need additional imaging evaluation 

 
1 
 

 
Negative; routine mammogram in 1 year recommended 

 
2 
 

 
Benign findings; routine mammogram in 1 year recommended 

 
3 
 

 
Probably benign findings; short term follow up suggested 

 
4 
 

 
Suspicious abnormality; biopsy should be considered 

 
5 
 

 
Highly suggestive of malignancy; appropriate action should be taken 

 
All the cases had undergone surgery and histopathological examination subsequently. Triple 

assessment was modified by assigning a score of 1,2 or 3 points per benign, suspicious or malignant result 
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respectively. Individual element scores were added together to yield a total triple test score for each lesion. 
This system results in a minimum score of 3 for concordant benign test result and maximum score of 9 for 
concordant malignant test result. 
 

RESULTS 
 

Of the 50 patients admitted with breast lumps 32 patients were in age group of 35-44 years, 12 were 
in 45-54 years and 6 were above 55 years. Mean age was 45.36 years.  Out of 50 cases 41 were having benign 
disease and 9 were having malignancy. 31 patients out of 50 had benign disease in age group of 35-44 and only 
1 had malignancy in above said age group. 6 patients were found malignant in age group above 55 years.  
 

Table 1 : Agewise patient distribution 
 

 
Age 

 
Number of patients 

35-44 32 

45-54 12 

>55 6 

 
Table 2 : Distribution according to disease status 

 

Benign Malignant 

41 9 

 
Table 3 : Distribution of malignancy according to age 

 

Age Benign Malignant 

35-44 31 1 

45-54 10 2 

>54 0 6 

 
On clinical examination only 5 were diagnosed as malignancy, 15 were suspicious for malignancy and 

other were diagnosed as benign lesions. 
 

Clinical Diagnosis Of Breast Lump 
 

 
Diagram depicting number of cases and their clinical diagnosis 

FNAC diagnosis of breast lumps 
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Diagram depicting case wise distribution : FNAC 6 lumps were diagnosed as malignant, 6 were suspicious of malignancy 

and 38 were benign lumps. 
 

Mammography diagnosis of breast lumps 
 

 
Mammography had shown 39 benign lumps, 3 suspicious of benign lumps, 4 suspicious of malignant and 4 as malignant 

lumps. 
 

Comparison of components of triple assessment with histopathological report 
 

 
In our study 15 cases were suspicious for malignancy on clinical examination, 6 on FNAC and 7 on mammography. But after 

applying triple test score only one patient scored 5 who was subjected to open biopsy which turned out to be malignant. 
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Accuracy of physical examination in diagnosing breast lump 
On physical examination, sensitivity is 68.2% specificity is 55.5%, positive predictive value for malignancy is 87% and 

negative predictive value for malignancy is 27.7%. 
 

Physical Examination 
 

 
TP = 56% TN = 10% FP=26%  FN = 8% 

 
Accuracy of Mammography in diagnosing breast lump 

 
On mammography sensitivity is 95.1% specificity is 44.4% positive predictive value (PPV) for malignancy is 88.6% and 

negative predictive value for malignancy is 66.6% 
 

 
TP = 78% TN = 08% FP = 10% FN = 4% 

 
Accuracy of FNAC in diagnosing breast lump 

 
On FNAC sensitivity is 92.6%, Specificity is 66.6%, Positive predictive Value (PPV) for malignancy is 92.6% and negative 

predictive value for malignancy is 66.6%. 
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TP = 76% TN = 12% FP = 6%  FN = 6% 

 
Accuracy of Triple assessment in diagnosing breast lump 

 
Triple assessment of breast lump has sensitivity of 100% Specificity of 88.8%  PPV for malignancy is 97.6% and NPV for 

malignancy is 100%. 
 

 
TP = 82% TN = 16% FP = 2%  FN = 0% 

 
Comparison of accuracy in components of triple test 

 
As shown below physical examination alone has very low sensitivity and specificity. FNAC and mammography 

have more than 90% sensitivity but lack in specificity. But Triple Assessment has 100% sensitivity and 88.8% of specificity. 
 

Comparison of accuracy in components of triple test 
 

 Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV 

Physical Examination 68.8% 55.5% 87.5% 27.7% 

Mammography 95.1% 44.4% 88.6% 66.6% 

FNAC 92.6% 66.6% 92.6% 66.6% 

Triple Test 100% 88.8% 97.6% 100% 
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The overall accuracy of Physical examination was the least (64%) and Triple assessment was the highest (98%). 
 

 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

Benign lesions of breast are fairly common occurrence. Fibroadenoma is having most frequent 
occurrence in our study followed by fibroadenosis.  
 

In our study the incidence of fibroadenosis was relatively high that may be because most of the 
patients fall in perimenopausal group (35- 50 years) [41]. 

 
Benign diseases were more common in patients with age less than 55 years whereas malignancy is 

more common in ≥ 55 years age group.  
 
Malignancy was more evident ≥ 55 years in our study which is also similar to a study done in Ottawa 

Civic Hospital, Canada. [42] 
 
We only had three unmarried and nulliparous women in our study. None of them had malignancy but 

these women were falling in 35 to 45 years age group and were premenopausal, so again chance of having 
malignancy was relatively less.[42] 

 
The occurence of malignancy was more in post menopausal group, which is also similar to previously 

done studies.[42,43] 
 
Only 6 patients had history of taking O.C. pills but none of them were harboring malignancy.  This 

result is against literature but it may be due to small sample size.  
 
Large majority of breast disease were found to be localized to upper outer quadrant. This is due to 

large amount of glandular tissue in this sector.  
 
On clinical examination only 5 were diagnosed as malignancy, 15 were suspicious for malignancy and 

other were diagnosed as benign lesions. So clinical suspicion for malignancy comprised of 30% of patients. Out 
of these most were having benign lesions. Also to be noted that on physical examination 2 cases were thought 
to be benign, turned out to be malignant on investigations.  

 
Multiple studies have shown various rates of accuracy in FNAC.  

 
In our study FNAC was found to have sensitivity of 92.6% and specificity is 66.6% for differentiation of 

benign from malignancy. Overall accuracy of FNAC was 96% in our study.  
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These rates were comparable to various studies. 
 

In award winning study done in University of Zambia, Kasonade B et al. had reported FNAC to be 72% 
sensitive and 94% specific in detecting cancer. [26] 

 
Tiwari M. had shown FNAC sensitivity of 87% overall accuracy of 90% which is comparable to our 

study.  
 

In the study done at Frontier medical college Abottabad; the author has mentioned FNAC sensitivity 
of 87.5% and specificity of 82.4% and overall accuracy of 84%[28] 
 

This is also comparable to our study. On mammography sensitivity is 95.1% specificity is 44.4%, 
positive predictive value (PPV) for malignancy is 88.6% and negative predictive value (NPV) for malignancy is 
66.6%. 
 

In 7 years meta analysis from data of various countries the conclusion was derived as there is high 
rate of over diagnosis (about 52%) on diagnosing malignancy only based on mammography [44] 
 

This also explains low specificity for detecting benign disease in our study.  
 

In retrospective study of 62,219 mammography reports, Jagpreet C et al found sensitivity of 
mammography to be 90%. [15] 
 

This data has similar results to our study.  
 

In our study triple assessment of breast lump has sensitivity of 100%, specificity of 88.8%, PPV for 
malignancy is 97.6% and NPV for malignancy is 100%. Overall accuracy of 98% was noted in triple assessment.  
 

In a study done in 2008 author concluded overall accuracy of triple test to be 98% with sensitivity of 
100% and specificity of 95.2% and PPV value of 96.7% [7]. 
 

This study has results similar to our study.  
 

In a recently reported study done at Kashmir, Masooda J et.al studied 200 patients. They found triple 
assessment very accurate (99.3%).  
 

They reported triple assessment 100% sensitive and 99.3% specific. [34] 
 

These reports are supporting our study. In a study of 479 patients, Catherine et al reported that after 
triple assessment only 8% of patients required excisional biopsy. [33] 
 

In our study this rate was only 2%. The difference between two groups was not statistically significant. 
So triple assessment can be safely applied to reduced number of excision biopsies for diagnosis.  
 

CONCLUSION 
 
50 cases of breast lump were studied during period of two years and following conclusions were drawn: 
 

 Fibroadenoma is most frequently encountered breast lump.  

 Higher incidence of fibroadenosis is seen in perimenopausal group. 

 There was almost equal distribution of pre and post menopausal women given lower limit of 35%.  

 Lump in the breast was most common presenting symptom that brings women to breast clinic. 

 Majority of patients present with shorter duration of symptoms ranging from less than two months to 
six months.  

 Upper outer quadrant is the most commonly affected site.  

 Physical examination of breast lump alone has very low accuracy.  
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 FNAC and mammography have good sensitivity but if used independently they lack in specificity.  

 Combination of physical examination FNAC and mammography has given very high accuracy.  

 Implementation of triple assessment for diagnosing the breast lumps, reduces need of excisional 
biopsy for diagnosis. 

 
SUMMARY 

 

 50 females with complaint of breast lump were admitted to Padmashri D.Y.Patil Medical college & 
Hospital were studied in perspective of clinical presentation and its relation to pathological and 
radiological diagnosis. 

 Lower limit of age group was kept at 35 years. Among the studied cases the oldest case was 80 years 
old. Most of the patients were between 35 to 44 years of age.  

 There was almost equal number in premenopausal (n=22) and post menopausal (n=28) age group. 

 Three of them were unmarried and nulliparous.all of our cases presented to us with a lump in breast 
of size more than 2 cm. with shorter duration of symptoms ranging from 2 months to 6 months.  

 Family history could not be found significant in our study. 25 cases had lump only of right side and 20 
had lump on left side.  Only 5 had bilateral lumps.  

 Most commonly affected site was upper outer quadrant.  

 On physical examination only five had palpable lymph nodes, 3 had fixity to pectoralis major muscle 
and only 2 had skin changes.  

 Mammography and FNAC were carried out in all patients and later triple assessment score was 
calculated for every case.  

 All patients had undergone surgery and specimen was sent for histopathology.  

 Histopathology reportwas consideredas final diagnosis for patient.  

 Accuracy of triple assessment and its components were measured by comparing them with 
histopathology report.  

 If applied alone all three components of triple assessment were having less accuracy but combining 
them made them more accurate. 

 Triple assessment was also found to lower the need for excision biopsy for diagnosis.  
 

REFERENCES 
 
[1] Siddiqui K, Imtiaz RM. J Coll Physician Surg Pak 2001;11:497-500. 
[2] Ghumro AA, Khaskjeli NM, Memon AA et al. J Coll Physician Surg Pak 2002;12:28-31 
[3] PestLozzi BC, Iuporsi GE, JostLM, et al. Ann Onc: May-2005 
[4] Farrow JH. Cancer 1971;28;1369-71. 
[5] Liberman L, Menell JH. Radiol Clin North Am 2002;40:409-30. 
[6] Eberl MM, Fox CH, Edge SB, Carter CA, Mahoney MC. J Am Board Fam Med 2006;19:161-4. 
[7] Ghimire B, KhanMI, Bibhusal T. J Nepal Med Assoc 2008;47(172):189-92.  
[8] Ibrar A., Rashed N., Chaudhary M. J Coll Physician Pak 2007;17 (9):535-8. 
[9] Dixon M, Thomas J. Symptoms, assessment, and guidelines for referral. ABC of Breast Diseases, 3

rd
 

Edition, 2006, Blackwell Publishing Ltd, Massachusetts; Chapter-1: Page1-7. 
[10] James S. Prologue across time across time, Bathsheba’s Breast women Cancer & History. The John 

Hopkins University Press, Baltimore,2002, Chapter-1; Page: 1-8. 
[11] James S.  Dark Ages, Bathsheba’s Breast Women Cancer & History. The John Hopkins University Press, 

Baltimore, 2002, Chapter-2; Page:9-27. 
[12] Blamey R W, Examination of Breast, Pye’s Surgical Handicraft, 22

nd
 Edition, Mumbai, Varghese 

Publications, 1999,23:334-337. 
[13] Mitchell MJ. The Breast. Textbook of radiology and imaging, 6

th
 ed., edited by David S.; London: 

Churchill Livingstone;1998, Chapter-46:p.1429-60. 
[14] Sharyl J N. Introduction. Mammography and Beyond, edited by Craig H. Washington D.C, National 

Academy Press, 2001, Chapter-1; Page 15-55. 
[15] Jagpreet C, Oguzhan A, Mary J, Charles e. Am J roentgenol 2009; 192(4): 1117-27. 
[16] Sylvia H. Heywang-Kobrunner, Ingrid Schreer. Deutsch ArzteblInt 2008; 105(31-32); 541-7. 
[17] Laszlo T, Peter BD. Breast Cancer Res 2008;10(4):233-38. 
[18] Karla K, Rebecca S B. Ann Intern Med 2003; 139:274-284. 



ISSN: 0975-8585 

January – February  2015  RJPBCS   6(1)  Page No. 1299 

[19] John D K, James E K. BMC Med Inform Dec Mak 2008, 40(8):40 56. 
[20] Lauren S, Malanie C. Cleveland Clin J Med 2009;76;175-80. 
[21] Ramzi S, Cotran M D., Tucker C. The Cell Structure, Robbins Pathologic Basis of Disease, 6

th
 Edition, 

edited by Mitchell J. Kumar. Elsevier Publications,1999,1:1-3. 
[22] Curling M.  Practitioner 1985; 229:221-3. 
[23] Martin HE, Ellis EB. Ann Surg. 1930;92:169-81. 
[24] The Royal College of pathologists working group of breast screening pathology.Guidelines for 

pathologists. NHSBP Publications No. 2. Sheffield: NHS Breast Screening Programme, 1989. Page:1-25. 
[25] Thomas C., Jane c, Michael D et al. Ann R Coll Surg Eng, 1987;69:280-2. 
[26] Kasonde B, Jim J, Victor M. Tropical Doctor 2008; 38:245-7. 
[27] Tiwari M. Kathmandu Uni Med J 2007;5(2):215-217. 
[28] Mohammed Q, Syed A et al. The Ulster med J 1997;66(1):24-7. 
[29] Joan L, Anderson T. J Clin Pathol 1987;40:705-9. 
[30] Emmanuelle M. et al. 2008;114(2):111-17. 
[31] Lioe T F, Elliot H, Allen DC. A. The Ulster Med J 1997 Vol. (1):24-7. 
[32] Johansen C. Acta Clin Scand 1975,451:1-70 
[33] Katherine T, Arden M, Rodney F, Waldemar A, Richard L, Priscilla W, John T. Arch Surg 2001;136:1008-

1013. 
[34] Masooda J, Javeed A, Nazir A, Shahnawaz A. Ind J Surg 2010;72(2);97-103. 
[35] Farid M. The Normal Breast Anatomy, Essentials of diagnostic Breast Pathology, springer-Verlag Berlin 

Heidelberg, Berlin,2007, Chapter-1; Page:2-8. 
[36] Morrow M, Osborne CK, Diseases of the Breast, 3

rd
 ed., edited by Harris JR, Lippman ME. Philadelphia: 

Lippincott Williams & Wilkins; 2004, Pages: 223-276. 
[37] George P, Willis P, Thomas J. J Clin 1973;23:33-7 
[38] Dixon JM, Thomas J. Congenital problems and aberrations of normal development and involution. 

ABC of Breast Diseases, 3
rd

 Edition,2006,edited by Dixon JM; Blackwell Publishing Ltd, Massachusetts; 
Chapter-2: Pages:8-15 

[39] J. Dirk, Inglehart MD, Barbara L. Smith, Diseases of Breast, Sabiston’s Text book of surgery, 18
th

 
edition, edited by Daniel B, Mark E. New York: Elsevier, 2008:593-648 

[40] Farid M. The Normal Breast anatomy, Essentials of Diagnostic Breast Pathology, 2007, Springer-Verlag 
Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Chapter 14; Page: 377-389. 

[41] Dixon JM. British Med Bull 1991;47(2): 258-71. 
[42] James ED, World J Surg 1983;13(6): 731-5. 
[43] Pike MC, Spicer DV, Dahmoush L, PressM-F. Epidemiol Rev 1993; 15:17-35. 
[44] Karsten J, Peter C. BMJ 2009,339:287-95. 

 


