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Why a thesis?

* Shows ambition to learn e “Stronger application if you apply

- Develop writing skills for a PhD” — Dr. Barrington

* “Gives you something to talk and
impress employers with during
your job search” — Former
Student

* Deeper understanding of the field
e Contributions to research
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Study population and objectives

Study Objectives:

To compare the US-Mexico
border states

1. For ethnic differences in
breast cancer incidence
rates

2. For ethnic differences in
breast cancer mortality

rates
N 3. For breast cancer
Study population: Women living in screening facility
California, Arizona, New Mexico, and availability

Texas



Data Source

Data - Breast cancer incidence and mortality

® (Cancer statistics WONDER online database from the Centers
for Disease Control and prevention (CDC)

Data - Mammography facility
®* U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA)

Data — Breast cancer screening (in progress)
®* Behavioral Risk Factors Surveillance System (BRFSS)
®* Breast Cancer Surveillance Consortium (BCSC)



Results
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Results

Mammography Facilities per 100,000 Women
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Future Directions

* Further refine breast cancer incidence and mortality rates at
the county level

* Map the mammography facilities in the US-Mexico border
states (work in progress)

* Ethnic differences in breast cancer screening rates along the
US-Mexico border region (work in progress)
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