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4.a Results

4. Limitations
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analysis
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_ _ » Retrospective design : small sample sizes
* 731 patients received SERMs ‘ / and carrying a potential selection bias
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5. Conclusion

* QOur study shows that microvascular postoperative complications after autologous breast reconstruction do not
differ significantly between patients who received HT versus those who did not.

* Importantly we need to mention that SERMS increased the risk of systemic VTE also in the context of
breast reconstruction and therefore we would like to highlight the importance of disclosing it during the
discussion on reconstructive technique with patients.
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