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[ Abstract ] With the new trend of oncoplastic surgery and breast reconstruction in China and the emergence of new evidence-
based medical data, expert of Chinese Anti-Cancer Association, Committee of Breast Cancer Society convened domestic clinical
experts in the field of breast cancer treatment, including breast surgeons, plastic surgeons, oncologist, radiologist and pathologist,
who jointly discussed and formulated the “expert consensus on oncoplastic surgery of breast tumor and breast reconstruction (2022
edition)” on the basis of the 2018 edition. In the 2022 version, endoscopic breast reconstruction, prepectoral breast reconstruction
and case management of breast reconstruction were added. Besides, the original nipple-sparing mastectomy chapter was replaced
by conservative mastectomy. The consensus also elaborated the prepectoral breast reconstruction and deep inferior epigastric artery
perforator flap (DIEP) surgery. It is believed that this update will help hospitals at all levels to improve the ability of oncoplastic
surgery and breast reconstruction, improve the standardization of treatment, optimize the treatment outcome, and ultimately improve
patient satisfaction.
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Benediktsson 2008 '™’ 216 47  EBRT 134F pT.-T: 4 No RT/RT
N (+) 487 fi 20.8/8.5
Petit 2012 1%/ 934 900  ELIOT (875 ) 50.0 1 pT.-T, i 5.1
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Gerber 2009 7' 60 16 EBRT 101.041H 0-B 11.7
N (+) Hhy324]
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N (+) HF76)
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Crowe 2008 '’ 58 NA / 414 N (+) 104 1.7
Wijayanayagam 2008 "’ 35 N/A / T, o [~
Monhoz 2013 ! 106/158  N/A 65.61™H 3.7
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*. fi{skin sparing mastectomy
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(6] hEFBHLTIGSIERS (cBCs) , hEEmhs iR,
MATERRALILEEANE ( SILTEX round silicone gel breast implants ) 5 Al 5B R B 5 AL Pk A xS R B 2 5%
B3l A B I LiEUNE NI HiE I PR
100 8.1 2.7 354-1001 8.2 2.7 RSZ-1001
125 8.8 2.9 354-1251 8.9 2.8 RSZ-1251
150 9.4 3.0 354-1501 9.5 2.9 RSZ-1501
175 10.0 32 354-1751 10.0 3.1 RSZ-1751
200 10.5 33 354-2001 10.5 32 RSZ-2001
225 10.9 3.5 354-2251 10.9 33 RSZ-2251
250 11.3 3.6 354-2501 11.3 3.4 RSZ-2501
275 11.7 3.7 354-2751 11.7 3.5 RSZ-2751
REER= |
SILTEX" fft F ) 300 12.0 3.7 354-3001 12.0 3.6 RSZ-3001
()
325 12.3 3.8 354-3251 12.3 3.8 RSZ-3251
350 12.6 3.8 354-3501 12.5 3.9 RSZ-3501
375 12.9 39 354-3751 12.8 4.0 RSZ-3751
400 13.2 4.0 354-4001 13.1 4.0 RSZ-4001
450 13.7 4.1 354-4501 13.6 42 RSZ-4501
500 14.1 42 354-5001 14.1 4.3 RSZ-5001
550 14.4 44 354-5501 14.6 4.5 RSZ-5501
600 14.7 4.5 354-6001 15.0 4.6 RSZ-6001
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FHAERF A TILEENE ( SILTEX round silicone gel breast implants ) % AJ B K EIAE A Wit i xt B S 5%

Bl A iz S T A MRS HiZ [ES AL S
125 8.4 3.6 354-4125 8.3 35 RSZ-1254
150 8.9 3.8 354-4150 8.8 37 RSZ-1504
175 9.4 4.0 354-4175 93 3.9 RSZ-1754
200 9.9 4.1 354-4200 9.7 4.0 RSZ-2004
225 10.2 43 354-4225 10.1 42 RSZ-2254
SILTEX" 2578 (1% 250 10.5 45 354-4250 10.5 43 RSZ-2504
™) 275 10.9 4.6 354-4275 10.8 44 RSZ-2754
300 11.1 4.7 354-4300 1.1 45 RSZ-3004
325 11.5 4.8 354-4325 11.4 4.6 RSZ-3254
350 11.7 4.9 354-4350 11.7 4.8 RSZ-3504
375 12.0 5.0 354-4375 12.0 4.8 RSZ-3754
400 12.3 5.1 354-4400 12.2 5.0 RSZ-4004
425 12.5 5.2 354-4425 12,5 5.0 RSZ-4254
450 12.7 52 354-4450 12.8 5.1 RSZ-4504
e (7
SILTE)L'?i (s 500 13.2 5.4 354-4500 13.2 53 RSZ-5004
550 13.5 5.6 354-4550 13.6 55 RSZ-5504
600 14.0 5.7 354-4600 14.0 5.6 RSZ-6004
e B A () it [ A (™)
e ER A TILEENE ( SILTEX round silicone gel breast implants ) I B K ik AL iRt AE
MY EKER A LIEENE ( CPG silicone gel breast implants ) X AJ B K BFEER Wit B S5
Byl A o fi=is i FEHARELS: AR
125 9.0 8.0 3.8 334-0907 RSZ-0907
145 9.5 8.4 4.0 334-0957 RSZ-0957
170 10.0 8.8 42 334-1007 RSZ-1007
195 10.5 9.3 4.4 334-1057 RSZ-1057
225 11.0 9.7 4.7 334-1107 RSZ-1107
CPGTM e 255 115 10.2 4.9 334-1157 RSZ-1157
i (312) 290 12.0 10.6 5.1 334-1207 RSZ-1207
330 12.5 11.1 53 334-1257 RSZ-1257
370 13.0 1.5 55 334-1307 RSZ-1307
465 14.0 12.4 59 334-1407 RSZ-1407
515 14.5 12.8 6.1 334-1457 RSZ-1457

570 15.0 13.3 6.3 334-1507 RSZ-1507
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A TEKTER AN TIEENE ( CPG silicone gel breast implants ) 5 AT % B AL iRt A X Rz B 2 5%

Bl ENAy e = R T AAHA N RS

140 9.0 8.5 3.8 334-0905 RSZ-0905

165 9.5 8.9 4.0 334-0955 RSZ-0955

195 10.0 9.4 42 334-1005 RSZ-1005

CPGTMHr s Al 225 10.5 9.9 44 334-1055 RSZ-1055

i (322) 255 11.0 103 47 334-1105 RSZ-1105

295 11.5 10.8 49 334-1155 RSZ-1155

330 12.0 113 5.1 334-1205 RSZ-1205

375 12.5 11.8 5.3 334-1255 RSZ-1255

420 13.0 122 5.5 334-1305 RSZ-1305

475 13.5 12.7 5.7 334-1355 RSZ-1355

Cp(g]\fz;'%)ﬂqj 525 14.0 13.2 5.9 334-1405 RSZ-1405

585 14.5 13.6 6.1 3341455 RSZ-1455

650 15.0 14.1 6.3 334-1505 RSZ-1505

145 9.0 9.4 3.8 334-0909 RSZ-0909

175 9.5 9.9 4.0 334-0959 RSZ-0959

205 10.0 10.4 42 334-1009 RSZ-1009

235 10.5 10.9 44 334-1059 RSZ-1059

270 11.0 115 47 334-1109 RSZ-1109

CPGTME AL 305 11.5 12.0 49 334-1159 RSZ-1159
(332)

350 12.0 12.5 5.1 334-1209 RSZ-1209

395 12.5 13.0 5.3 334-1259 RSZ-1259

445 13.0 13.5 5.5 334-1309 RSZ-1309

495 13.5 14.1 5.7 334-1359 RSZ-1359

555 14.0 14.6 5.9 334-1409 RSZ-1409

140 10.0 8.9 3.4 334-1001 RSZ-0100

160 10.5 9.4 3.6 334-1051 RSZ-0105

180 11.0 9.8 3.7 334-1101 RSZ-0110

210 115 10.3 3.9 334-1151 RSZ-0115

235 12.0 10.7 41 334-1201 RSZ-0120

270 12.5 1.2 42 334-1251 RSZ-0125

CPGTM T A 300 13.0 1.6 44 334-1301 RSZ-0130

m (311) 335 13.5 12.0 46 334-1351 RSZ-0135

375 14.0 12.5 47 334-1401 RSZ-0140

415 145 12.9 49 334-1451 RSZ-0145

460 15.0 13.4 5.1 334-1501 RSZ-0150

510 155 13.8 5.2 3341551 RSZ-0155

560 16.0 14.3 54 334-1601 RSZ-0160

615 16.5 14.7 5.6 334-1651 RSZ-0165
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AT TER AN TIEBNE ( CPG silicone gel breast implants ) % AT 5B R B AL iR A xS S B 2 5%

e {5 FERE i i AT TS

120 9.0 8.5 3.3 354-0908 RSZ-0908

135 9.5 8.9 3.5 354-0958 RSZ-0958

cr (El\f?;'ﬁﬂﬁ 155 10.0 9.4 3.7 354-1008 RSZ-1008
180 10.5 9.9 3.8 354-1058 RSZ-1058

215 11.0 10.3 3.9 354-1108 RSZ-1108

245 11.5 10.8 4.0 354-1158 RSZ-1158

280 12.0 11.3 42 354-1208 RSZ-1208

315 12.5 11.8 4.4 354-1258 RSZ-1258

CPGTMS 355 13.0 122 4.6 354-1308 RSZ-1308

i (321)

395 13.5 12.7 47 354-1358 RSZ-1358

440 14.0 13.2 49 354-1408 RSZ-1408

480 14.5 13.6 5.0 354-1458 RSZ-1458

530 15.0 14.1 5.2 354-1508 RSZ-1508

125 9.0 9.2 32 334-0903 RSZ-0903

150 9.5 9.7 33 334-0953 RSZ-0953

175 10.0 102 3.4 334-1003 RSZ-1003

200 10.5 10.7 3.5 334-1053 RSZ-1053

230 11.0 11.3 3.6 334-1103 RSZ-1103

265 11.5 11.8 3.7 334-1153 RSZ-1153

CPGTME & 300 12.0 123 3.9 334-1203 RSZ-1203
(331) 340 12.5 12.8 4.0 334-1253 RSZ-1253

380 13.0 13.3 4.1 334-1303 RSZ-1303

425 13.5 13.8 43 334-1353 RSZ-1353

475 14.0 143 4.5 334-1403 RSZ-1403

530 145 14.8 4.6 334-1453 RSZ-1453

585 15.0 153 438 334-1503 RSZ-1503

645 15.5 15.9 5.0 334-1553 RSZ-1553

IR PR AR5 HO R FR IR AR RO S8 AR ), PRI I PR A 24
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PO FRIE RS (321) PRI BB (332) PRORTE FIAABARER (311)
i [ARTE TR (322) flgkim ARG (331) gk FARIEEE A (312)
M EKERALIEENGE ( CPG silicone gel breast implants ) % ] 5 K FIAE SRR it 4
FEEEFAIABENE ( TidiE )
e N HAZ iy T R E S| N HiE pE S T R

100 8.2 27 350-1001 BC 125 8.3 35 350-1254 BC

125 8.9 2.8 350-1251 BC 150 8.8 37 350-1504 BC

150 9.5 2.9 350-1501 BC 175 9.3 3.9 350-1754 BC

175 10.0 3.1 350-1751 BC 200 9.7 40 350-2004 BC

200 10.5 32 350-2001 BC 225 10.1 42 350-2254 BC

225 10.9 33 350-2251 BC 250 10.5 43 350-2504 BC

250 11.3 34 350-2501 BC 275 10.8 44 350-2754 BC

275 11.7 35 350-2751 BC 300 11.1 45 350-3004 BC

%ﬁ(gﬁjﬁﬂ 300 12.0 3.6 350-3001 BC e 325 11.4 4.6 350-3254 BC

325 12.3 3.8 350-3251 BC (i) 350 11.7 48 350-3504 BC

350 12.5 3.9 350-3501 BC 375 12.0 48 350-3754 BC

375 12.8 4.0 350-3751 BC 400 122 5.0 350-4004 BC

400 13.1 4.0 350-4001 BC 425 12.5 5.0 350-4254 BC

450 13.6 42 350-4501 BC 450 12.8 5.1 350-4504 BC

500 14.4 43 350-5001 BC 500 132 53 350-5004 BC

550 14.6 45 350-5501 BC 550 13.6 5.5 350-5504 BC

600 15.0 46 350-6001 BC 600 14.0 5.6 350-6004 BC

650 14.4 57 350-6504 BC
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#

FRMERT KRR SR

7 Hirk B (£10%) /mm  E4% (£10% ) /mm 1AFY/mL Tk ]
1 B100 32 80 100 1 /&
2 BI120 35 85 120 1H/&
3 B140 37 90 140 1H/&
4 B160 39 94 160 1H/&
5 B180 40 97 180 1H/&
6 B200 42 101 200 /&
7 B220 43 104 220 /&
8 B240 44 107 240 /&
9 B260 46 110 260 /&

10 B280 47 113 280 /&

11 B300 48 116 300 1 /&

12 B320 49 116 320 1 /&

13 B340 50 118 340 1 /&

14 B360 50 121 360 1H/&

15 B380 51 122 380 1H/&

16 B400 51 124 400 /&

17 B440 53 128 440 1 /&

18 B500 60 134 500 1R /&

19 B600 65 138 600 1 /&

20 B700 70 143 700 1A /&

21 B800 75 148 800 1 /&

22 B900 80 154 900 1 /&

23 B1000 85 160 1000 1R /&
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Tiloop"Bra N & kb A, 5l HEEEPFMAH, H
KA B IR AP (plasmachemical
vapor deposition, PACVD ) il 5l ik b 58 P9
Fro PACVDRYSRAL T ZA 5 Tam i, ik
LB SRNE DAL ARG G, B a s R
A WIARZS I K ook Ve 5 IR 1 L5 4 Jre vk 5t 53
G, RATIGEGIL EENAN T MR, B
A Tiloop“Brafe [E P} EL T ¥z W H FFLEEA, I
PRECR RS, AR R 85 B8 ] 43 R R R
B, ARG R L NS

Tiloop” BraZl 5%

S N i x5
a/mm 195 215 235
b/mm 95 115 135
¢/mm 120 140 160

Small 195 mm/medium 215 mm/large 235 mm

1 a

Small 120 mm
Medium 140 mm

¥ Large 160 mm

Small 95 mm

Medium 115 mm b

Large 135 mm

Tiloop BraR~f

Tiloop Brafy#n IR 14 /&

Wy B ik i L]
i 16 g/m’ 35 g/m’
JEJ ( DIN EN ISO 5084 ) 0.20 mm 0.30 mm
LR =1 mm =1 mm
R EAR 30 dtex(65 um) 58 dtex(90 pm)
WL 2k i AL 73% 61%
WL = 2k i L 91% 87%
16N A AL SE Rk 23% 20%
P B A i 37N 61N

Tiloop BraE R

(YR 1. 2022-08-05 &[0 . 2022-08-30)
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