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Lobular neoplasia (114 Results) 
(Breast Diseases/CL[mh] OR Breast Diseases/DI[mh] OR Breast Diseases/EP[mh] OR Breast Diseases/GE[mh] OR Breast Diseases/MO[mh] 
OR Breast Diseases/PA[mh] OR Breast Diseases/RT[mh] OR Breast Diseases/SU[mh] OR Breast Diseases/TH[mh]) AND ("2012/01/01"[dp] 
: "2020/01/01"[dp]) AND ("lobular neoplasia"[ti] OR "lobular intraepithelial neoplasia"[ti] OR "atypical lobular hyperplasia"[ti] OR 
"lobular carcinoma in situ"[ti] OR "LIN"[ti] OR "ALH"[ti] OR "LCIS"[ti]) AND ("english"[la] OR "german"[la])

Atypical ductal hyperplasia (71 Results)
(Breast Diseases/CL[mh] OR Breast Diseases/DI[mh] OR Breast Diseases/EP[mh] OR Breast Diseases/GE[mh] OR Breast Diseases/MO[mh] 
OR Breast Diseases/PA[mh] OR Breast Diseases/RT[mh] OR Breast Diseases/SU[mh] OR Breast Diseases/TH[mh]) AND ("2012/01/01"[dp] 
: "2020/01/01"[dp]) AND ("atypical ductal hyperplasia"[ti] OR "atypical hyperplasia"[ti] OR "ADH"[ti]) AND ("english"[la] OR "german"[la])

Flat epithelial atypia (45 Results)
(Breast Diseases/CL[mh] OR Breast Diseases/DI[mh] OR Breast Diseases/EP[mh] OR Breast Diseases/GE[mh] OR Breast Diseases/MO[mh] 
OR Breast Diseases/PA[mh] OR Breast Diseases/RT[mh] OR Breast Diseases/SU[mh] OR Breast Diseases/TH[mh]) AND ("2012/01/01"[dp] 
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: "2020/01/01"[dp]) AND ("flat epithelial atypia"[ti] OR "columnar cell"[ti] OR "FEA"[ti]) AND ("english"[la] OR "german"[la])
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(Breast Diseases/CL[mh] OR Breast Diseases/DI[mh] OR Breast Diseases/EP[mh] OR Breast Diseases/GE[mh] OR Breast 
Diseases/MO[mh] OR Breast Diseases/PA[mh] OR Breast Diseases/RT[mh] OR Breast Diseases/SU[mh] OR Breast Diseases/TH[mh]) AND 
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(Breast Diseases/CL[mh] OR Breast Diseases/DI[mh] OR Breast Diseases/EP[mh] OR Breast Diseases/GE[mh] OR Breast 
Diseases/MO[mh] OR Breast Diseases/PA[mh] OR Breast Diseases/RT[mh] OR Breast Diseases/SU[mh] OR Breast Diseases/TH[mh]) AND 
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5. Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN) (2013) SIGN 134 • Treatment of primary breast cancer. 
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from http://www.euref.org/european-guidelines

4. Wells, C. A. (2014). Pathology Update Breast Screening,  pp. 1 - 48. Retrieved from http://www.euref.org/european-guidelines
5. World Health Organization: WHO Classification of Tumours of the Breast. Lokuhetty D, White VA, Watanabe R, Cree IA (Hrsg.) 2019.
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