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verification result in the manuscript.
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Page 4, last line 9-12 1 [CASE PRESENTATION Chief complaints A 48-year-old woman

visited the clinic for an ultrasonographic abnormality detected on a routine check-up. ]
Lack of hospital ethics proof Page 4 ,last line 2-3 2 [ The patient was diagnosed with
invasive ductal carcinoma following an ultrasound (USG) core needle biopsy.] Lack of

pathological pictures of the core needle biopsy.



