
1 



Pubmed 2003 - 2017 

Cochrane data base (z.B. Cochrane Breast Cancer Specialised Register)  

Suchbegriffe: breast reconstruction; … AND random allocation, … AND cohort study 

  

Einteilung in EBM-Grade nach  

Jeremy Howick, et al. "The 2011 Oxford CEBM Evidence Levels of Evidence (Introductory Document)". Oxford Centre for Evidence-
Based Medicine. http://www.cebm.net/index.aspx?o=5653 

  

Verwendete Guidelines zu Diagnostik und Therapie des Mammakarzinoms  

National Institute of Health (NIH) – National Cancer Institute: 
http://www.cancer.gov/cancertopics/pdq/treatment/breast/HealthProfessional/ 

American Association of Clinical Oncology (ASCO) and Technology Assessments: http://www.asco.org/portal/site/ASCO/menuitem. 
(Practice Guidelines),  

2 



Canadian Medical Association (CMA): http://www.cmaj.ca/cgi/content/full/158/3/DC1  

NCCN 2016 

Regeln zur Überarbeitung der AGO Empfehlungsdias_Stand 01/ 2019 
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1. Complications in Postmastectomy Breast Reconstruction: One-year Outcomes of the Mastectomy Reconstruction Outcomes 
Consortium (MROC) Study. Wilkins EG, et al. Ann Surg. 2016 [Epub ahead of print] 

2. Comparison of subcutaneous versus submuscular expander placement in the first stage of immediate breast reconstruction. Zhu 
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New Background slide 

Statistical Analysis: 

LPAS data is expressed relative to normative population rates using standardized incidence ratios (SIRs) 

Systemic harm rates in the study population are calculated per 10,000 person-years. 

Normative population rates for systemic harms, self-harm, and reproductive outcomes are obtained from the literature; rates reflect 
LPAS demographics for female sex, age, and race in the United States. 

1. Coroneos CJ1, Selber JC, Offodile AC 2nd et al.: US FDA Breast Implant Postapproval Studies: Long-term Outcomes in 99,993 
Patients. Ann Surg. 2019 Jan;269(1):30-36. 
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