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1.	 Summary
1.1. Motivations for breast reconstruction
The motivations of women who opted for either implant or DIEP flap breast reconstruction 
(BR) after prophylactic or therapeutic mastectomy, were qualitatively explored by 
using interviews (Chapter 2). Before surgery, women were asked why they had opted 
for reconstruction and why they preferred a certain method. We observed that women 
generally decided in favour of reconstruction because they felt too young to live without 
breasts, wanted to avoid wearing an external prosthesis, and wished to feel feminine and 
self-confident which is in congruence with previous findings [1-3]. Motives to specifically 
opt for implant reconstruction were often primarily related to practical issues: preferring 
a short recovery period and a minimum number of scars in order to regain their daily life 
as soon as possible. Whilst they preferred a quick recovery, these patients may not have 
been aware of the fact that a complete BR course can take 21 months, which was the mean 
duration to the end of the BR in this study. Women who chose DIEP flap BR especially 
focused on regaining a breast that resembles their own lost breast as closely as possible. In 
addition, they had the idea that the complication risk of DIEP flap BR was lower compared 
to implant BR. Furthermore, they felt DIEP flap BR would offer long-term benefits and less 
secondary operations, whereas in fact the number of reoperations following complications 
after a mean follow-up period of 21 months was comparable in both groups (Chapter 4 
and 5). Some patients preferred DIEP flap BR as it offered the additional advantage of an 
abdominoplasty. Nevertheless, it was apparent that next to personal motivations, clinical 
variables (such as therapeutic or prophylactic mastectomy, breast irradiation, availability of 
plastic surgeons with microsurgical expertise and long waiting lists) need to be taken into 
account when considering a certain type of BR, as these can have a marked influence in the 
decision making process as well. 

1.2. Information seeking regarding breast reconstruction
As information provision concerning BR is not standardized in our country, being properly 
informed also depends on patients’ information seeking behavior. Therefore, before 
surgery, we explored women’s coping style and information seeking behavior (Chapter 3). 
We observed that women who had an active coping style and who were independent in 
their decision-making opted for DIEP flap BR. Women who were less well-informed and 
who depended more on their surgeon with regard to their decision opted for implant BR 
rather than DIEP flap BR. Before their operation, forty percent of the implant BR patients 
was not aware of the possibility of undergoing reconstruction with autologous tissue. To be 
well-informed about breast reconstructive surgery, an active coping style and independent 
information seeking was required, as not all women were sufficiently informed by their 
surgeon. 

1.3. Complications after breast reconstruction
We found an overall complication rate of 40% after BR. These complications had a distinct 
impact on distress one month after BR (Chapter 4), when anxiety and cancer distress 
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significantly declined, but depression significantly increased. Forty percent of the patients 
with complications reported high levels of anxiety, depression and cancer-specific distress. 
Furthermore, we found a distinct difference between patients with implant and DIEP flap BR, 
in which the former were more anxious and had more cancer-specific distress, before their 
operation. This effect might have been affected by the timing of BR, as more women with 
implant BR underwent immediate reconstruction, meaning they had to undergo therapeutic 
mastectomy for breast cancer as well, ultimately resulting in higher cancer-distress. 

After completion of the full BR course, anxiety decreased and depression was not 
significantly different from baseline levels. Both mean anxiety and depression levels were 
within the normal range (Chapter 5). Mean cancer distress was above the cut-off score 
before undergoing BR, but this significantly decreased, to normal levels, at the end of BR. In 
the long term, at the 21 months follow-up, complications and subsequent surgery generally 
did not lead to increased anxiety, depression or cancer distress, however, a permanent loss 
of BR (total removal of the reconstructed breast) did. The total loss of BR was significantly 
related to more depression and more cancer distress. Remarkably, women who had lost 
their BR already had higher cancer distress before undergoing BR. Younger patients had 
more anxiety and depression and their cancer distress was significantly higher at the end 
of BR. Furthermore, a longer period since mastectomy appeared to result in more anxiety 
and depression at the end of BR. These findings highlight that younger patients and women, 
who had the diagnosis of breast cancer a longer time ago, may still experience psychological 
adjustment problems even after the completion of the total BR course.

Before surgery, risk factors for developing higher psychological distress should be 
checked and women at risk for psychological distress should be carefully monitored after 
surgery with regard to their psychological wellbeing. 

1.4. Body image and sexual satisfaction after breast reconstruction
The impact of either implant or DIEP flap BR on body image and sexual relationship 
satisfaction was prospectively investigated in women with delayed BR after a history 
of breast cancer (Chapter 6) and in healthy women with immediate BR after bilateral 
prophylactic mastectomy (Chapter 7). In the first group body image improved significantly 
after 20 months. A better body image was related to a better general mental health, less 
cancer distress and a higher partner relationship satisfaction. Sexual relationship satisfaction 
improved as well and a better partner relationship satisfaction was positively related to 
sexual relationship satisfaction; however, women who had hormonal therapy were less 
satisfied with their sexual relationship. No differences in body image and sexual relationship 
satisfaction were found with regard to the type of BR. 

In healthy women, at risk for developing hereditary breast cancer, who underwent 
bilateral prophylactic mastectomy with immediate BR, body image significantly declined after 
6 months and after 21 months body image still tended to be worse compared to the body 
image at baseline. The sexual relationship satisfaction tended to decline up to 21 months. 
However, the overall scores were within the normal ranges for body image and sexual 
satisfaction. Body image was positively related to general physical health, and negatively 
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to cancer distress. After completion of the total BR course, a significant subgroup reported 
that their breasts felt unpleasant, that they were not satisfied with their breast appearance 
and that they felt embarrassed about their naked bodies. Regardless of surgery, both before 
and after the operation one third indicated they felt uncomfortable when touched by their 
partner. These results indicate the psychosocial impact of bilateral prophylactic mastectomy 
with BR in healthy women should not be underestimated. 

2. 	D iscussion 
Initially, the aim of this study was to compare the psychological impact of two types of 
BR: implant and DIEP flap BR in women who had breast cancer or who decided to have 
prophylactic surgery after being identified as carrier of a BRCA1/2 mutation. With a 
prospective multi-center design about 100 patients with implant and 100 patients with DIEP 
flap BR would be included. However, at the start of the study, many barriers were presented 
which made patient inclusion complicated. Each hospital appeared to have its favourite 
method of BR and showed a preference for offering BR either immediately or directly after 
mastectomy. Bilateral prophylactic mastectomies were generally performed in the academic 
hospitals. However, as patients were included in nine different hospitals, including academic 
centers as well as peripheral hospitals, patient inclusion for this study can be considered 
as representative for the Dutch patient population. Nevertheless, the reality is that the 
BR patient group is highly heterogeneous which would complicate statistical analyses and 
generalization of the study results. 

Patient inclusion resulted in a study sample of 202 women who underwent BR. A 
total of 152 women had mastectomy as a treatment for breast cancer of whom 31 (20.4%) 
underwent contralateral prophylactic mastectomy as they were at high risk for developing 
breast cancer in the other breast as well. The remaining 50 women had bilateral prophylactic 
mastectomy to prevent the development of breast cancer as they had an increased risk for 
developing familial breast cancer. In total, about half of the women received implant BR and 
the other half had DIEP flap BR. However, due to practical (long waiting lists) as well as clinical 
(unavailability of autologous tissue) reasons bilateral prophylactic mastectomy was seldom 
followed by DIEP flap BR and therefore only concerned 10 out of 50 women in this sample. 
Consequently, the majority of these patients had implant BR. This impeded the statistical 
analyses from comparing the impact regarding the type of BR within the prophylactic group.

Next to the uneven distribution of the type of BR, the timing of BR was also unequally 
divided in the implant and DIEP flap group. Because DIEP flap BR requires an operative 
time of about four hours per breast, depending on the number of microsurgeons involved, 
bilateral prophylactic mastectomy followed by DIEP flap BR would take at least eight hours 
of surgery time, including closing of the abdominal donor-site. This requires the availability 
of an oncological surgeon, a plastic and reconstructive surgeon with microsurgical skills, a 
team of operating theatre personnel and enough theatre time on one day. However, the 
availability of microsurgeons with skills in perforator flap surgery is low. These practical 
limitations make it impossible to perform bilateral DIEP flap BR on a large scale, which is one 
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of the reasons why after bilateral (prophylactic) mastectomy the most commonly performed 
BR method is immediate implant BR [4;5]. 

Due to these difficulties a direct comparison between women with either implant or 
DIEP flap BR was strongly restricted. The difference between the types of BR was statistically 
measured by including the type of BR as a covariate in the longitudinal analyses. Nevertheless, 
we found that the type of BR was generally not related to most psychosocial outcomes after 
BR. As DIEP flap BR was generally performed as a delayed reconstruction method whereas 
implant BR was more commonly performed immediately after mastectomy, the role of the 
timing of BR may have been of great influence. Therefore, to specifically measure the impact 
of each type of BR, future studies should focus on an equal distribution of women with 
immediate and delayed BR for each BR type. It is to be expected that this type of patient 
inclusion would take many more years, to include a statistically acceptable sample size of 
women with DIEP flap BR after bilateral prophylactic mastectomy. 
	 Ultimately, as each hospital has its own commonly performed type of BR, patient 
information provided before their operation is likely to have been biased. In Chapter 2 and 
3 we found that not every patient was well informed regarding the possibility of implant 
BR or BR with autologous tissue. Autonomous patients and active information seekers 
chose the more sophisticated method of DIEP flap BR. In Chapter 5 it was demonstrated 
that women with DIEP flap BR had an overall higher satisfaction rate with the aesthetic 
end result compared to women with implant BR. This was expected as it is well-known 
that autonomous, aware patients are better-informed and have more realistic expectations, 
ultimately resulting in higher satisfaction with their decision afterwards [6-12]. On the 
other hand, cognitive dissonance [13] can lead to higher satisfaction as well: their intensive 
search for complete information and their physical efforts to undergo DIEP flap BR may have 
resulted in a positive attitude afterwards, reinforcing the notion that all the effort had been 
worth it.

Women with implant BR, the most commonly performed BR method, relied more 
heavily on their surgeon’s advice regarding their decision for BR. In the interviews it 
appeared that some women were not prepared to go to a different hospital to get an 
autologous BR method, as for example a DIEP flap. As already mentioned, this technique 
requires microsurgical expertise and special education for the reconstructive surgeon and 
this expertise is only available in specialized centers. This availability consequently resulted 
in long patient waiting lists for DIEP flap BR, which in turn was a further restriction for some 
patients. However, Damen et al. demonstrated that aesthetics and the complication risk were 
of greater importance than the long waiting lists in the decision for BR [14]. Nevertheless, 
the results of this study demonstrate that standardized information provision regarding BR 
options, and availability of the different techniques per hospital, is needed for patients to 
enable them to make the best decision. 

As mentioned, autologous BR requires highly skilled and qualified surgeons and the 
operation takes a long time, resulting in much larger costs compared with implant BRs. 
Health care costs are increasing rapidly in the western world and efforts are being made to 
reduce these costs. Expensive operations, such as autologous BR should be given due credit 
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for their ability to improve the quality of life compared to, for example, implant BR and more 
research on the (cost-) effectiveness of autologous BR, using QALYs (Quality Adjusted Life 
Years) is needed [5].

The impact of the overall complication rate after BR (40%) was investigated in Chapter 4 
and 5. A major limitation of these studies was that the questionnaires were not sent directly 
after a complication occurred and consequent additional surgery was conducted, therefore 
a causal relationship could not be identified. It was demonstrated that women with a failed 
BR had worse psychosocial outcomes. However, the clinical experience is that currently 
these women are rarely followed up by most hospitals, except for the period until all surgical 
wounds have healed. Once it becomes clear that the plastic surgeon cannot offer a new BR 
during this period, women often leave the outpatient clinic without a future planned follow-
up consultation or the offer of psychological counseling.

In Chapters 6 and 7 the impact of BR on body image was described. A study-specific 
questionnaire was used which was adapted from the previous studies of our research line 
[15;16]. Some questions were revised and other questions were added designed specifically 
to address the impact of BR. We collected a total number of observations on the body 
image questionnaire of n=442, which provided more statistical power compared to the 
previous studies (n=14 and n=19) [15;16]. A new three-factor solution revealed different 
outcomes than Lodder et al. [15] had reported, and therefore study results could not be 
easily compared to previous study findings [15-17]. 

We decided not to include a control group of women undergoing mastectomy without 
BR as it had been previously demonstrated that generally psychosocial outcomes do not 
differ between women with BR and patients without BR [18-32]. In addition, our data on 
the standardized and validated questionnaires could be compared with normative data to 
place the data in context. Motivations whether to choose for BR or not were also previously 
explored, however to compare motivations for either implant BR, DIEP flap BR or no BR, we 
interviewed a small sample of women who had not undergone BR.

Undergoing the process of having breast cancer and/or dealing with an increased familial 
breast cancer risk requires many resources from the patient as well as from the partner. The 
intimate relationship can be negatively influenced after mastectomy [33-50]. We measured 
the course of overall sexual and partner relationship satisfaction during the process of BR 
using the validated NRV questionnaire (Dutch Relationship Questionnaire) [51]. As this 
instrument was designed only for couples or persons with a partner, single women were 
excluded. Because mastectomy and BR will undoubtedly impact single women’s intimate 
relationships, future studies need to assess sexuality outcomes in this group well. 

Psychological distress and its predictors were evaluated by means of both global 
distress measures (anxiety and depression) as well as a breast cancer-specific questionnaire, 
as an indicator for psychological adjustment. These instruments have been frequently used 
in similar studies world-wide and their psychometric values have been well established. 
However, these measures may not have been sensitive enough to capture the specific 
concerns and personal issues of our study population as has been recently demonstrated 
by Vos et al [52].  
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2.1. Implications for future studies
This prospective multi-center study regarding two types of BR represents the heterogeneous 
patient population undergoing BR for breast cancer. The majority of patients had good 
psychosocial outcomes after both BRs. However, subgroups of patients reported worse 
outcomes, such as women who had experienced a loss of the reconstructed breast(s). 
Remarkably, we noticed that psychosocial issues after having BR are hardly discussed and 
explored during routine follow-up consultations by medical professionals. Future studies 
should focus on the care and communication with psychologically vulnerable patients. 

Future studies aiming to evaluate the psychological outcomes after therapeutic and 
prophylactic mastectomy, and/or being at risk for hereditary breast cancer should also 
include outcome measures specific to the field of mastectomy and hereditary breast cancer. 
In view of the potential impact of mastectomy and BR, the Breast-Q would be a worthwhile 
addition [53]. For the specific impact hereditary breast cancer has on self-concept, we 
support the idea of Esplen et al. [54] that it would be particularly interesting to use the 
BRCA Self-Concept Scale as an outcome measure for this patient group. In addition, we 
recommend to include validated questionnaires regarding intimate or relational aspects for 
single persons as well.

Furthermore, more prospective studies with a follow-up period beyond 18 months to 
assess the psychosocial impact of BR are needed [55;56]. Most prospective studies include 
a maximum follow-up of 12 months [27;57-61], therefore a longer follow-up period after 
BR is recommended for future research to explore longer term outcomes after BR as well. 
Also, the specific issues and help needs of patients with regard to intimacy, including 
single women as well as partnered patients together with their partners, should be further 
scientifically explored.  

Overall, we have to bear in mind that quantitative research reduces the individual 
impact to mean group scores, whereas in clinical practice we should focus on the individual 
and inter-relational impact. This means the individual impact of BR on body image, sexual 
and partner relationship satisfaction, anxiety, depressive feelings and cancer worries. 
Qualitative studies are therefore a useful addition to the quantitative data. Our range of 
research on BR will be expanded in the near future and will include qualitative interviews as 
well with patients and partners. 

2.2. Recommendations for the clinical practice
Based on the study findings, participants’ comments during the follow-up and patient 
reactions at the patient day, organized at the end of the study, our recommendations for 
the clinical practice are the following:

•	 include the partner from the beginning in the medical consultations
•	 stimulate each patient to be assertive; encourage her to explicitly ask for the 

information she is missing during the process of mastectomy with BR
•	 before the operation, show the patient pictures of good and moderate BR results 

(organize show and tell sessions)
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•	 before the operation, inform the patient about the complication risks and possible 
psychological adjustment problems, particularly regarding the period shortly after 
surgery

•	 involve a case-manager (e.g. the mamma-care nurse) in the mastectomy and BR 
process from before surgery to the end of BR

•	 routinely provide, before the operation, a psychological consultation for the 
patients who are about to undergo prophylactic mastectomy, in order to inform 
and prepare these often young women on possible (adverse) changes in body 
image and intimacy

•	 after the operation, offer a consult with a psychologist to the women who 
underwent prophylactic mastectomy

•	 the impact of severe complications on general wellbeing should be addressed by 
the surgeon or mamma-care nurse 

•	 at any time, the mamma-care nurse and other specialists involved should refer 
patients with persisting psychological adjustment problems to a psychologist.

•	 emphasize that psychological help remains available during the whole recovery 
process 

•	 Inform patients about patient organizations and websites (BVN, Pink Ribbon; www.
borstkanker.nl; www.BRCA.nl; www.pinkribbon.nl)

References
1. 	 Handel N, Silverstein MJ, Waisman E and Waisman JR. Reasons Why Mastectomy 

Patients do Not Have Breast Reconstruction. Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 1990; 
86:1118-1122.

2. 	 Reaby LL. Reasons why women who have mastectomy decide to have or not to have 
breast reconstruction. Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 1998; 101:1810-1818.

3. 	 Shameem H, Yip CH and Fong E. Immediate Breast Reconstruction after Mastectomy - 
Why do Women Choose this Option? Asian Pacific J Cancer Prev 2008; 9:409-412.

4. 	 Beahm EK and Walton RL. Issues, Considerations, and Trends in Bilateral Breast 
Reconstruction. Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 2009; 124:1064-1076.

5. 	 Damen THC, Wei W, Mureau MAM, Tjong-Joe-Wai R et al. Medium-term cost analysis 
of breast reconstructions in a single Dutch centre: A comparison of implants, implants 
preceded by tissue expansion, LD transpositions and DIEP flaps. Journal of Plastic 
Reconstructive and Aesthetic Surgery 2011; 64:1043-1053.

6. 	 Lee YY and Lin JL. Do patient autonomy preferences matter? Linking patient-centered 
care to patient-physician relationships and health outcomes. Social Science & Medicine 
2010; 71:1811-1818.

7. 	 Baek SK, Kim SY, Heo DS, Yun YH and Lee MK. Effect of advanced cancer patients’ 
awareness of disease status on treatment decisional conflicts and satisfaction during 
palliative chemotherapy: a Korean prospective cohort study. Supportive Care in Cancer 
2012; 20:1309-1316.



Summary, Discussion and Implications

147

8. 	 Pusic AL, Klassen AF, Snell L, Cano SJ et al. Measuring and managing patient expectations 
for breast reconstruction: impact on quality of life and patient satisfaction. Expert 
Review of Pharmacoeconomics & Outcomes Research 2012; 12:149-158.

9. 	 Abu-Nab Z and Grunfeld EA. Satisfaction with outcome and attitudes towards scarring 
among women undergoing breast reconstructive surgery. Patient Education and 
Counseling 2007; 66:243-249.

10. 	Contant CME, van Wersch AMEA, Wiggers T, Wai RTJ and van Geel AN. Motivations, 
satisfaction, and information of immediate breast reconstruction following mastectomy. 
Patient Education and Counseling 2000; 40:201-208.

11. 	Fallbjork U, Frejeus E and Rasmussen BH. A preliminary study into women’s experiences 
of undergoing reconstructive surgery after breast cancer. European journal of oncology 
nursing : the official journal of European Oncology Nursing Society 2012; 16:220-226.

12. 	Sheehan J, Sherman KA, Lam T and Boyages J. Association of information satisfaction, 
psychological distress and monitoring coping style with post-decision regret following 
breast reconstruction. Psycho-Oncology 2007; 16:342-351.

13. 	Festinger, L. A theory of cognitive dissonance. Stanford CA: Stanford University Press, 
1957.

14. 	Damen THC, de Bekker-Grob EW, Mureau MAM, Menke-Pluijmers MB et al. Patients’ 
preferences for breast reconstruction: A discrete choice experiment. Journal of Plastic 
Reconstructive and Aesthetic Surgery 2011; 64:75-83.

15. 	Lodder LN, Frets PG, Trijsburg RW, Meijers-Heijboer EJ et al. One year follow-up of 
women opting for presymptomatic testing for BRCA1 and BRCA2: Emotional impact 
of the test outcome and decisions on risk management (Surveillance or prophylactic 
surgery). Breast Cancer Research and Treatment 2002; 73:97-112.

16. 	van Oostrom I, Meijers-Heijboer H, Ladder LN, Duivenvoorden HJ et al. Long-term 
psychological impact of carrying a BRCA1/2 mutation and prophylactic surgery: A 5-year 
follow-up study. Journal of Clinical Oncology 2003; 21:3867-3874.

17. 	den Heijer M, Seynaeve C, Timman R, Duivenvoorden HJ et al. Body image and 
psychological distress after prophylactic mastectomy and breast reconstruction in 
genetically predisposed women: A prospective long-term follow-up study. European 
Journal of Cancer 2012; 48:1263-1268.

18. 	Arora NK, Gustafson DH, Hawkins RP, McTavish F et al. Impact of surgery and 
chemotherapy on the quality of life of younger women with breast carcinoma - A 
prospective study. Cancer 2001; 92:1288-1298.

19. 	Avis NE, Crawford S and Manuel J. Psychosocial problems among younger women with 
breast cancer. Psycho-Oncology 2004; 13:295-308.

20. 	Harcourt DM, Rumsey NJ, Ambler NR, Cawthorn SJ et al. The psychological effect of 
mastectomy with or without breast reconstruction: A prospective, multicenter study. 
Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 2003; 111:1060-1068.

21. 	Janz NK, Mujahid M, Lantz PM, Fagerlin A et al. Population-based study of the 
relationship of treatment and sociodemographics on quality of life for early stage breast 
cancer. Quality of Life Research 2005; 14:1467-1479.



Summary, Discussion and Implications

148

22. 	Lantz PM, Janz NK, Fagerlin A, Schwartz K et al. Satisfaction with surgery outcomes and 
the decision process in a population-based sample of women with breast cancer. Health 
Services Research 2005; 40:745-767.

23. 	Nano MT, Gill PG, Kollias J, Bochner MA et al. Psychological impact and cosmetic 
outcome of surgical breast cancer strategies. Anz Journal of Surgery 2005; 75:940-947.

24. 	Rowland JH, Desmond KA, Meyerowitz BE, Belin TR et al. Role of breast reconstructive 
surgery in physical and emotional outcomes among breast cancer survivors. Journal of 
the National Cancer Institute 2000; 92:1422-1429.

25. 	Pusic A, Thompson TA, Kerrigan CL, Sargeant R et al. Surgical options for early-stage 
breast cancer: Factors associated with patient choice and postoperative quality of life. 
Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 1999; 104:1325-1333.

26. 	Rubino C, Figus A, Lorettu L and Sechi G. Post-mastectomy reconstruction: a 
comparative analysis on psychosocial and psychopathological outcomes. Journal of 
Plastic Reconstructive and Aesthetic Surgery 2007; 60:509-518.

27. 	Veiga DF, Neto MS, Ferreira LM, Garcia EB et al. Quality of life outcomes after pedicled 
TRAM flap delayed breast reconstruction. British Journal of Plastic Surgery 2004; 
57:252-257.

28. 	Mock V. Body-Image in Women Treated for Breast-Cancer. Nursing Research 1993; 
42:153-157.

29. 	Noyan MA, Sertoz OO, Elbi H, Kayar R and Yilmaz R. Variables affecting patient 
satisfaction in breast surgery: A cross-sectional sample of Turkish women with breast 
cancer. International Journal of Psychiatry in Medicine 2006; 36:299-313.

30. 	Wellisch DK, Silverstein M, Hoffman R, Handel N et al. Psychosocial Outcomes of Breast-
Cancer Therapies - Lumpectomy Versus Mastectomy. Psychosomatics 1989; 30:365-
373.

31. 	Yurek D, Farrar W and Andersen BL. Breast cancer surgery: Comparing surgical groups 
and determining individual differences in postoperative sexuality and body change 
stress. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology 2000; 68:697-709.

32. 	Zweifler M, Rodriguez E, Reilly J, Lewis T and Glasberg SB. Breast reconstruction among 
inner city women with breast carcinoma. Annals of Plastic Surgery 2001; 47:53-59.

33. 	Brandberg Y, Sandelin K, Erikson S, Jurell G et al. Psychological reactions, quality of 
life, and body image after bilateral prophylactic mastectomy in women at high risk for 
breast cancer: A prospective 1-year follow-up study. Journal of Clinical Oncology 2008; 
26:3943-3949.

34. 	Bresser PJC, Seynaeve C, Van Gool AR, Brekelmans CT et al. Satisfaction with prophylactic 
mastectomy and breast reconstruction in genetically predisposed women. Plastic and 
Reconstructive Surgery 2006; 117:1675-1682.

35. 	Gahm J, Wickman M and Brandberg Y. Bilateral prophylactic mastectomy in women with 
inherited risk of breast cancer - Prevalence of pain and discomfort, impact on sexuality, 
quality of life and feelings of regret two years after surgery. Breast 2010; 19:462-469.

36. 	Eldor L and Spiegel A. Breast Reconstruction after Bilateral Prophylactic Mastectomy in 
Women at High Risk for Breast Cancer. Breast Journal 2009; 15:S81-S89.



Summary, Discussion and Implications

149

37. 	Frost MH, Schaid DJ, Sellers TA, Slezak JM et al. Long-term satisfaction and psychological 
and social function following bilateral prophylactic mastectomy. Jama-Journal of the 
American Medical Association 2000; 284:319-324.

38. 	Geiger AM, Nekhlyudov L, Herrinton LJ, Rolnick SJ et al. Quality of life after bilateral 
prophylactic mastectomy. Annals of Surgical Oncology 2007; 14:686-694.

39. 	Hatcher MB and Fallowfield LJ. A qualitative study looking at the psychosocial 
implications of bilateral prophylactic mastectomy. Breast 2003; 12:1-9.

40. 	McGaughey A. Body image after bilateral prophylactic mastectomy: an integrative 
literature review. J Midwifery Womens Health 2006; 51:e45-e49.

41. 	Payne DK, Biggs C, Tran KN, Borgen PI and Massie MJ. Women’s regrets after bilateral 
prophylactic mastectomy. Annals of Surgical Oncology 2000; 7:150-154.

42. 	Sayakhot P, Vincent A and Teede H. Breast cancer and menopause: partners’ perceptions 
and personal experiences-a pilot study. Menopause-the Journal of the North American 
Menopause Society 2012; 19:916-923.

43. 	den Heijer M, Vanheusden K, Seynaeve C, Duivenvoorden HJ et al. Distress in partners 
of high-risk women undergoing breast cancer surveillance. Journal of Mens Health 
2010; 7:413-419.

44. 	Gotze H, Weissflog G, Brahler E, Romer G et al. Male Partners of Cancer Patients with 
Underage Children - Psychological Distress in Comparison to the General Population 
and the Diseased Partner. Psychotherapie Psychosomatik Medizinische Psychologie 
2012; 62:73-79.

45. 	Gustavsson-Lilius M, Julkunen J, Keskivaara P, Lipsanen J and Hietanen P. Predictors of 
distress in cancer patients and their partners: The role of optimism in the sense of 
coherence construct. Psychology & Health 2012; 27:178-195.

46. 	Guyomard V, Leinster S, Wilkinson M, Servant JM and Pereira J. A Franco-British 
patients’ and partners’ satisfaction audit of breast reconstruction. Journal of Plastic 
Reconstructive and Aesthetic Surgery 2009; 62:782-789.

47. 	Hodgkinson K, Butow P, Hobbs KM and Wain G. After cancer: The unmet supportive 
care needs of survivors and their partners. Journal of Psychosocial Oncology 2007; 
25:89-104.

48. 	Mireskandari S, Meiser B, Sherman K, Warner BJ et al. Evaluation of the needs and 
concerns of partners of women at high risk of developing breast/ovarian cancer. Psycho-
Oncology 2006; 15:96-108.

49. 	Sandham C and Harcourt D. Partner experiences of breast reconstruction post 
mastectomy. European Journal of Oncology Nursing 2007; 11:66-73.

50. 	Sherman KA, Kasparian NA and Mireskandari S. Psychological adjustment among male 
partners in response to women’s breast/ovarian cancer risk: a theoretical review of the 
literature. Psycho-Oncology 2010; 19:1-11.

51. 	Barelds, D.P.H., Luteijn, F., Arrindell, W.A. NRV - Nederlandse Relatie Vragenlijst - 
Handleiding. Lisse: Swets Test Publishers, 2003.

52. 	Vos J, van Asperen CJ, Oosterwijk JC, Menko FH et al. The counselees’ self-reported 
request for psychological help in genetic counseling for hereditary breast/ovarian 



Summary, Discussion and Implications

150

cancer: not only psychopathology matters. Psycho-Oncology 2012DOI: 10.1002/
pon.3081.

53. 	Pusic AL, Klassen AF, Scott AM, Klok JA et al. Development of a New Patient-Reported 
Outcome Measure for Breast Surgery: The BREAST-Q. Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 
2009; 124:345-353.

54. 	Esplen MJ, Stuckless N, Hunter J, Liede A et al. The BRCA Self-Concept Scale: a new 
instrument to measure self-concept in BRCA1/2 mutation carriers. Psycho-Oncology 
2009; 18:1216-1229.

55. 	Atisha D, Alderman AK, Lowery JC, Kuhn LE et al. Prospective analysis of long-term 
psychosocial outcomes in breast reconstruction - Two-year postoperative results from 
the Michigan Breast Reconstruction Outcomes Study. Annals of Surgery 2008; 247:1019-
1028.

56. 	Nissen MJ, Swenson KK, Ritz LJ, Farrell JB et al. Quality of life after breast carcinoma 
surgery - A comparison of three surgical procedures. Cancer 2001; 91:1238-1246.

57. 	Wilkins EG, Cederna PS, Lowery JC, Davis JA et al. Prospective analysis of psychosocial 
outcomes in breast reconstruction: One-year postoperative results from the Michigan 
Breast Reconstruction Outcome Study. Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 2000; 
106:1014-1025.

58. 	Tykka E, Asko-Seljavaara S and Hietanen H. Patient satisfaction with delayed breast 
reconstruction: A prospective study. Annals of Plastic Surgery 2002; 49:258-263.

59. 	Harcourt DM, Rumsey NJ, Ambler NR, Cawthorn SJ et al. The psychological effect of 
mastectomy with or without breast reconstruction: A prospective, multicenter study. 
Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery 2003; 111:1060-1068.

60. 	Elder EE, Brandberg Y, Bjorklund T, Rylander R et al. Quality of life and patient satisfaction 
in breast cancer patients after immediate breast reconstruction: a prospective study. 
Breast 2005; 14:201-208.

61. 	Brandberg Y, Malm M and Blomqvist L. A prospective and randomized study, “SVEA,” 
comparing effects of three methods for delayed breast reconstruction on quality of life, 
patient-defined problem areas of life, and cosmetic result. Plastic and Reconstructive 
Surgery 2000; 105:66-74.




