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Abstract
The increasing incidence and mortality rates of breast cancer have led to the necessity of initiating and developing clinical 
practice guidelines in order to optimize cancer control and provide patients with the best care. These guidelines are either 
national or issued by reputed relevant European societies—like European Society for Medical Oncology. Many of the recom-
mendations are concordant in-between the guidelines. However, there are still considerable discrepancies to be noted between 
guidelines from different European countries, which could hinder physicians from implementing their recommendations. 
The present paper summarizes and compares the recommendations included in the various European guidelines.
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Introduction and Method

According to the European Society for Medical Oncology 
(ESMO), the incidence of breast cancer (BC) estimated in 40 
European countries in 2012 was about 94.2/100,000 women, 
with a mortality rate of 23.1/100,000 [1]. Options for the 
treatment of BC include surgery, radiotherapy, chemotherapy, 
anti-HER2 therapy, and endocrine therapy, either sequentially 
or concomitantly. Although treatment success and prognosis 
are influenced by intrinsic tumoral factors, drug side effects, 
inherent toxicities of therapies, and therapy adherence. In 
order to optimize patient care, clinical practice guidelines 
(CPG) are formulated by committees of experts as statements 
that include evidence-based protocols and recommendations 
for specific patient profiles [2–5]. CPG recommendations also 
emphasize the importance of disease diagnosis and treatment 
being managed by an expert interdisciplinary team who base 
their treatment approach on the initial spread of the disease, 
the patient’s clinical condition and autonomy, as well as the 
availability of resources. However, few comparisons between 
these guidelines exist in the literature.

Here, we present a restricted comparison between several 
European guidelines regarding invasive early BC, accord-
ing to their latest available versions: ESMO, DKG German 
Cancer Society—Interdisciplinary S3 guidelines for the 
diagnosis, treatment and follow-up care of BC [4], UK - 
NICE (National Institute of Clinical Excellence)—Early and 
locally advanced breast cancer: diagnosis and treatment [6], 
UK - SIGN (Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network)—
Management of breast cancer in women [7], SCR Swedish 
cancer register [8], the French Breast Cancer Intergroup [9, 
10] and the Romanian Breast Cancer Clinical Guideline 
[11]. Whenever it was possible, we included the level of 
evidence reported by the cited resource.

Breast Cancer Screening

According to ESMO guidelines, 18 countries from the EU 
offer mammography screening programs for the early detec-
tion of BC [1]. Screening programs, which consists of offer-
ing mammograms to women aged between 50 and 70 years, 
have been proven to reduce BC-related mortality [12]. 
ESMO recommends periodically mammography screen-
ing for women between 50 and 69 years old (IA) [1]. More 
specific are the NICE and German guidelines which recom-
mend mammography for women between 50 and 70 years 
old every 3 and 2 years, respectively [4, 6]. ESMO also rec-
ommends yearly screening with MRI and mammography 
together or alternating every 6 months for women with a 
family history of BC, starting 10 years prior to the diagnosis 
age of the earliest case in the family (IIIB) [1].

EBCOG (European Board and College of Obstetrics and 
Gynaecology) Standards of Care stress the importance of 
women’s accessibility to “established and validated meth-
ods of screening”, in well-established, well-equipped and 
well-staffed screening units, based on written protocols [13].

The ESMO guidelines and EBCOG Standards of Care 
advise considering the possibility of false positive and false 
negative results of BC screening and recommend informing 
the patient regarding these issues [1, 13].

Breast Cancer Diagnosis

NICE and ESMO guidelines recommend that patients with 
BC should be referred to specialized units [1, 13], with writ-
ten protocols for diagnosis and management of BC [13]. 
These units must offer access to a multidisciplinary team 
[14] including personnel specialized in BC care: surgeon, 
radiation oncologist, medical oncologist, radiologist, pathol-
ogist, breast nurse [1] (IVA) and psychologist [13].

All guidelines recommend that the clinically suspected 
diagnosis must be associated with imaging (mammography, 
breast ultrasound or MRI) and confirmed pathologically. The 
imaging diagnosis of BC includes bilateral mammography 
and ultrasound of breast and regional lymph nodes. NICE 
guideline recommends a triple assessment (clinical assess-
ment, mammography and/or ultrasound and biopsy) at the 
first visit to the breast clinic [6]. None of the guidelines 
recommend routine MRI. The ESMO guidelines recommend 
MRI in case of familial cases of BC with BRCA mutations, 
breast implants, multifocal BC (IIIB), to assess the response 
to chemotherapy, or in the case of inconclusive evidence 
(IIIA) [1]. Both the ESMO and the NICE guidelines recom-
mend an MRI if the clinical examination and imaging is 
inadequate, in case of lobular BC (IIIB). NICE guidelines 
further recommend MRI in case of breast density that hin-
ders the ultrasound examination [6].

ESMO guidelines recommend that the pathological con-
firmation be established by core needle biopsy, preferably 
obtained by ultrasound or stereotactic guidance. Core needle 
biopsy is mandatory in the case of planned preoperative sys-
temic therapy in order to provide the diagnosis of invasive 
disease and the biomarkers status (IIIA). The pathological 
report should offer information about the histological type 
and grade of tumour, hormonal status (ER, PR), HER2 
neu and Ki 67 status (IIIA) [1], an aspect also supported 
by NICE guidelines 2018 [6]. During the biopsy, it is rec-
ommended to place a marker (clip) to assure the correct 
surgical removal of the affected area (VA) [1]. NICE guide-
lines recommend confirmation by either core biopsy and/
or fine needle aspiration cytology [6]. Romanian guidelines 
recommend the diagnosis of BC to be confirmed either by 
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fine needle cytology, or by open (surgical) biopsy or Tru-cut 
needle [11].

Breast Cancer Staging

According to ESMO [1] and NICE guidelines [6], the lymph 
nodes should be evaluated preoperatively by clinical exam-
ination and ultrasound (IIIA). All guidelines recommend 
cytological/histological examination of suspicious axillary 
lymph nodes. Given the fact that asymptomatic metastases in 
early BC are rare, ESMO guidelines recommend that staging 
be directed to locoregional disease in asymptomatic patients 
(IIID) [1]. Additional radiological investigations such as 
CT and bone scan are indicated in case of large tumours 
(> 5 cm), positive axillary nodes, or histological aggressive 
tumours (IIIB). A PET/CT examination may be useful if the 
results from conventional methods remain ambiguous (VA). 
Furthermore, PET/CT is indicated in high-risk patients, who 
would benefit from neoadjuvant chemotherapy, as well as 
for locally advanced BC or inflammatory disease, with an 
increased risk of metastasis (VB). Sonographic cardiac 
evaluation is necessary for patients who benefit from (neo) 
adjuvant chemotherapy with anthracyclines and/or trastu-
zumab (IA) [1]. Romanian guidelines also recommend fur-
ther investigation (bone X-rays, bone scintigraphy, computed 
tomography scans of thorax, abdomen, head) only in the 
case of symptomatic patients (IIIB) [11].

Breast Cancer Treatment

The comparison is limited to the following treatment modal-
ities for BC:

• Surgery: breast conserving therapy, mastectomy, senti-
nel-node biopsy and axillary dissection

• Radiotherapy following surgical methods, either breast 
conserving or mastectomy

• Chemotherapy and or anti-HER2 therapy
• Endocrine therapy in pre- and postmenopausal patients

The therapeutic strategy depends on many factors like 
tumour biology, localization and tumour expansion (size 
and location of primary tumour, multifocality/multicentric-
ity, the number and extent of lymph nodes), as well as indi-
vidual considerations such as age, general health status and 
individual preference [1].

Surgical Treatment

The breast conserving surgery (BCS) [15] is recommended by 
all guidelines if clear resection margins can be achieved and if 

the ratio between tumour size and breast volume is appropri-
ate [1, 4, 6, 11]. Regarding the clear margins of resections, 
an explicit distance of 1 mm from all sides of the tumour is 
recommended by DKG [4]. NICE guidelines recommend a 
minimum of 2 mm radial margin of excision for conserving 
surgery for DCIS [6]. Furthermore, according to the NICE 
guidelines as of July 2018, if invasive cancer/DCIS is found 
within the 2 mm limit, an individual approach should be taken 
into consideration and the benefits and risks of further surgery 
should be discussed individually with the patient [6]. Both 
NICE and ESMO guidelines recommend offering immediate 
reconstructive surgery postmastectomy, the use of silicone 
gel implants being a safe and acceptable method of choice 
(IIIA) [1, 16]. Oncoplastic BCS should be taken into consid-
eration, in order to improve the aesthetic outcomes, especially 
in women with large breasts [17].

The CPGs are generally concordant in respect to the 
necessity of axillary staging and SLNB (sentinel lymph node 
biopsy) [4]. According to ESMO, the SLNB has replaced 
routine axillary dissection as a standard of care in early BC, 
for patients with negative node—disease (IIA) [18]. ESMO 
guidelines state that no further axillary procedures are 
required in patients with limited SLNB involvement or pres-
ence of isolated tumour cells (< 0,2 mm) in the SLN, who 
benefit from breast irradiation (IIB) [1]. This assertion is 
backed-up by other European guidance [6] or meta-analysis 
[19]. According to NICE 2018, no further axillary dissection 
is required in the BCS patients with 1 or 2 sentinel lymph 
node macro-metastases, planned for whole-breast radiation 
and systemic, including endocrine therapy [6].

French guidelines propose axillary dissection in case of 
micro-metastasis without systemic treatment, as a significant 
deviation from other international recommendations [9]. 
This discordance was also noted in a recent French review 
of national and international guidelines for SLNB and com-
plementary axillary dissection in BC. The authors conclude 
that the guidelines cannot be applied to all clinical cases, 
but it is necessary to undertake an individual decision by a 
multidisciplinary team [10].

Romanian guidelines recommend that, when choosing 
conservative surgery, level I and II lymphadenectomy should 
also be performed [11].

Radiotherapy

Radiotherapy is necessary after BCS [4], and it is recom-
mended by all guidelines. According to ESMO, postopera-
tive radiotherapy represents a substantial part of the multi-
disciplinary treatment of early BC, plays an important role 
in the control of local disease, enables the BCS and improves 
the patients’ survival rates (IA) [20].

NICE guidelines 2018 recommend whole-breast radio-
therapy in patients with invasive BC treated with BCS with 
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clear margins and recommend partial breast radiotherapy 
for those patients with a low risk of recurrence or with an 
indication of endocrine therapy for ≥ 5 years. They also 
recommend considering not implementing radiotherapy for 
patients with invasive BC treated with BCS, with clear mar-
gins who have a very low absolute risk of recurrence and 
who are willing to have endocrine therapy for ≥ 5 years [6]. 
However, randomized studies on requirement of additional 
dose of radiotherapy for tumour bed are lacking [1, 21]. The 
main differences in guidelines’ indications for postmastec-
tomy radiation are summarized in Table 1.

Chemotherapy

In relation to recommendations for chemotherapy, SIGN 
2013 recommends it for most cases, but data regarding 
additional survival benefits of taxanes over anthracycline 
regimens are insufficient [7]. The DKG 2018 recommends 
chemotherapy for patients with high risk of recurrence. An 
adjuvant therapy with taxanes should be taken  in case of 
positive axillary lymph nodes [4]. Romanian guidelines 
recommend chemotherapy in case of positive axillar lymph 
nodes (B), or (may be considered) in case of patients with a 
high risk of recurrence (B) [11].

The NICE 2018 guidelines recommends the use of 
docetaxel as part of adjuvant chemotherapy in cases with 
positive axillar lymph nodes [6, 23]; the regimens do not 
include paclitaxel as part of adjuvant therapy for posi-
tive lymph nodes. They recommend adding a taxane to an 
anthracycline containing regimen because of the benefits 
of reduced side effects, dosing frequencies and increased 
chance of surviving [6]. These guidelines recommend 
neoadjuvant chemotherapy in patients with ER-negative 
invasive BC, HER-positive invasive BC and recommends 
considering it for ER-positive invasive BC as an option 
to reduce the tumour size [6]. Another recommenda-
tion is to consider the neoadjuvant endocrine therapy for 

ER-positive postmenopausal patients if there is no indica-
tion for chemotherapy [6]. NICE also advocates that all 
these aspects should be discussed individually with the 
patient [6].

HER2 Positive Breast Cancer

With respect to anti-HER2 therapy with trastuzumab, 
guidelines differ in its use, concurrently or sequentially 
[4], due to the cardiotoxic effects, which are mentioned 
in all guidelines.

• DKG 2018: recommends the use of trastuzumab con-
currently with taxane or sequential to anthracycline/
taxane regimens [4]

• NICE 2018: recommends adjuvant therapy with trastu-
zumab for patients with ≥ T1c, HER-positive invasive 
BC, every 3 weeks for 1 year, and considering it for 
patients with T1a/T1b, HER-positive invasive BC [6].

The systematic treatment recommendations according 
to ESMO clinical practice guidelines [1] are as following:

• Luminal A-like: endocrine therapy (ET) alone or with 
chemotherapy, in case of G3, T3 or ≥ 4 positive lymph 
nodes (IA)

• Luminal B-like (HER2-negative): ET and chemother-
apy, but not concomitantly (IID)

• Luminal B-like (HER2-positive): chemotherapy 
and anti-HER2 (trastuzumab) and ET (IA). Only for 
selected cases, in which chemotherapy is contraindi-
cated or refused by the patients, ET and trastuzumab 
may be considered as acceptable (VA)

In patients with intermediate risk of relapse (ER +/HER2-
N0), the decision regarding chemotherapy may be taken by 

Table 1  Main differences in guidelines´ indications for postmastectomy radiation

Guideline (Refs.) Radiotherapy is recommended

SIGN 2013 [7] Radiation recommended in all cases
ESMO 2015 [1, 22] High-risk patients with ≥ 4 positive lymph nodes and/or T3-T4 tumours (IA)
SCR 2015 [8] pN > 3
DKG 2018 [4] pTt4

pT3pn0r0 in case of L1, G3, premenopausal, age < 50 years old
R1/R2 resection
Pn + (> 3) 

NICE 2018 [6] In the case of relapse (pN > 3, positive margins)
Romanian guidelines [11, 21] Positive margins or margins < 1 mm, T3-T4 tumours, more than 3 positive axillar lymph nodes, posi-

tive axillar lymph nodes with capsular refraction
The radiotherapy (boost) in DCIS may be considered in patients at higher risk of recurrence (IIIB) 
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using uPA-PAI1 tumour markers as they have a level I evi-
dence as strong prognostic factors (IA) [24].

Other clinical biomarkers to be used for uncertain indi-
cation of chemotherapy are Mamma Print, Oncotype DX, 
Prosigna and Endopredict (IVA) [1, 25].

• HER2-positive (non-luminal): chemotherapy and anti-
HER2 (trastuzumab) (IA) [1]

• Triple-negative (ductal): chemotherapy (IA) [1]

Endocrine Therapy

Premenopausal

All guidelines propose therapy with tamoxifen as the treat-
ment of choice for a 5-year period in premenopausal women 
[4]. ESMO guideline recommends tamoxifen treatment for 
5-10 years (IA) [1]. The indication for ovarian suppression 
is less clear [4]. In agreement with the St. Gallen Consensus 
Conference from 2017, ovarian function suppression should 
be taken into consideration in young patients (≤ 35 years) or 
in the case of ≥ 4 positive lymph nodes [26], as it has been 
demonstrated that ovarian suppression reduces the risk of 
cancer recurrence in high risk cancers [27]. ESMO guide-
lines also recommend a case-by-case approach for ovarian 
suppression [1].

NICE 2018 [6], DKG [4], SIGN [7] and Romanian guide-
lines [11] recommend considering ovarian suppression in 
women with ER-positive invasive BC.

Postmenopausal

A significant discrepancy between guidelines occurs in regard 
to the topic of endocrine therapy in postmenopausal women 
[4]. The DKG recommends aromatase inhibitors (AI) as a 
treatment of choice but cite NICE and SIGN which recom-
mend tamoxifen for patients with general risk (SIGN) or lower 
risk (NICE) [4]. ESMO and Romanian guidelines recommend 
AI and tamoxifen [1, 11]. The St. Gallen Panel 2017 [26] noted 
that the treatment with AI, compared to tamoxifen, is better in 
reducing the recurrence risk and improving survival rates, but 
that tamoxifen still remains appropriate for sporadic cases [26]. 
In the case of positive lymph nodes, HER2 positive, higher 
grade, lobular histology and higher Ki 67, treatment with AI 
seems to be the treatment of choice [28, 29].

NICE 2018 recommends AI for postmenopausal patients 
with medium to high risk of recurrence, and tamoxifen for 
low risk patients [6]. NICE 2018 recommends offering 
extended AI therapy (more than 5 years) for ER-positive 
postmenopausal women at medium/high risk of recurrence, 
who were treated with tamoxifen for 2–5 years, and consider 
it for patients with a low risk of recurrence [6]. NICE 2018 
also recommends tamoxifen treatment for more than 5 years 

for ER-positive pre- and postmenopausal women with inva-
sive BC [6]. NICE advises offering endocrine therapy after 
conservative surgery for ER-positive patients with DCIS if 
radiotherapy was recommended, but not administered and 
its consideration if radiotherapy was not recommended [6]. 
Furthermore, NICE recommends considering selective ser-
otonin reuptake inhibitor antidepressants in patients with 
menopausal symptoms who are not taking tamoxifen [6].

Level of Evidence and Grade 
of Recommendation

Regarding the level of evidence and grade of recommenda-
tion [30], some disparities between guidelines can also be 
noted. DKG uses the Oxford classification—10 categories 
of evidence level (1a to 5) and 4 categories of grade recom-
mendation (A, B, 0, GCP) [31], NICE uses eight categories 
(1 ++ to 4) [6], and SIGN proposes the same NICE—eight 
categories (1 ++ to 4) and five grades of recommendation 
(A, B, C, D, E). The ESMO Clinical practice guidelines use 
5 levels of evidence (I to V) and 5 grades of recommendation 
(A to E) [1]. Romanian guidelines use 4 categories of grades 
recommendation (A to E), and 6 levels of evidence (Ia, Ib, 
IIa, IIb, III, IV) [11].

Follow‑up and Survival of the Patients 
with BC

Cancer survival can be defined as the clinical period between 
primary curative cancer treatment and the time of death, 
while cancer survivorship refers to “a distinct phase in the 
cancer trajectory between primary treatment and cancer 
recurrence or end of life” [32]. The goals of follow-up are 
the early detection of local recurrence or contralateral BC, 
evaluation of possible treatment—related complications, 
as much as optimal support of patients to regain capacity 
to undertake their social and professional activities [1, 2]. 
However, the follow-up recommendations differ between 
guidelines.

ESMO guidelines state that in the first 2 years, medi-
cal visits at every 3–4 months are recommended; after 
3–5 years, every 6 months; after this period, patients should 
be encouraged to visit annually [1]. Romanian guidelines 
recommend clinical examination every three months in the 
first year, every 6 months in the second year and yearly visits 
beginning with the third year [11].

Annual bilateral mammography is recommended by all 
guidelines (IIA) and ultrasound can be taken into considera-
tion for lobular invasive carcinomas (IIIB)—cited here are 
ESMO’s levels of evidence/grades of recommendation [1]. 
NICE guideline does not recommend ipsilateral mammog-
raphy after mastectomy [6].
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ESMO recommends other factors to be considered during 
the follow-up period: lipid profile (VA), annual gynaecologi-
cal ultrasound (VB) for patients receiving tamoxifen, regu-
lar bone density for patients under AI and diet counselling 
for obese patients (IIIB). Hormone replacement therapy is 
not recommended due to the increased risk of recurrence 
(IA) [1]. Romanian guidelines recommend routine complete 
blood count, alkaline phosphatase, and, also, yearly chest 
X-ray, abdominal ultrasound and gynaecologic examination 
[11].

EBCOG standards of care recommend patient centred 
care, with emphasis on the psychological aspects as well as 
the need to reduce patient anxiety and discomfort. To this 
end, physicians should receive regular training in commu-
nication skills and the delivering of bad news, as well as in 
the management of vulnerable patients [13].

Finally, the European NCCP (National Cancer Con-
trol Programmes) for BC are in the process of continuous 
innovation and development, their recommendations being 
updated annually or even more often based on evidence 
gathered from newly published, relevant clinical trials [33].

Conclusion

Given the tendency of increased incidence and mortality 
rates due to BC, the existence of clinical guidelines has 
become of great importance in order to provide optimal 
BC treatment by identifying the risk factors, improving 
the screening methods, as well as intensifying the opera-
tive methods, application of adjuvant therapy and follow-up 
care. However, there are significant discrepancies within 
European guidelines, which could hinder physicians from 
implementing their recommendations. Therefore, review-
ing and updating of the current guidelines is indispensa-
ble. Physician still have the responsibility to select the most 
appropriate management among the available alternatives 
in order to provide the best care for the patient dealing with 
this disease.

Acknowledgments Open Access funding provided by Projekt DEAL.

Author’s Contribution All authors have participated in (a) conception 
and design, or analysis and interpretation of the data; (b) drafting the 
article or revising it critically for important intellectual content; and 
(c) approval of the final version.

Compliance with Ethical Standards 

Conflict of interest The authors De Wilde Devassy, Torres de la Roche, 
Krentel, Tica and Cezar declare that they have no conflict of interests.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 

as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://creat iveco mmons .org/licen ses/by/4.0/.

References

 1. Senkus E, Kyriakides S, Ohno S, et al. Primary breast cancer: 
ESMO clinical practice guidelines for diagnosis, treatment and 
follow-up. Ann Oncol. 2015;26(Supplement 5):8–30.

 2. Albreht T, Borras J, Conroy F, et al. European guide for quality 
national cancer control programmes 2016. http://www.epaac .eu/
image s/WP_10/Europ ean_Guide _for_Quali ty_Natio nal_Cance 
r_Contr ol_Progr ammes _EPAAC .pdf. Accessed 15 Sept 2019

 3. Brouwers MC, Kerkvliet K, Spithoff KG. The AGREE reporting 
checklist: a tool to improve reporting of clinical practice guide-
lines. BMJ. 2016;352:1152.

 4. Wöckel A, Festl J, Stüber T, et al. Interdisciplinary screening, 
diagnosis, therapy and follow-up of breast cancer. Guideline 
of the DGGG and the DKG (S3-level, AWMF registry number 
032/045OL, December 2017)—part 2 with recommendations for 
the therapy of primary, recurrent and advanced brea. Geburtsh 
Frauenh. 2018;78(11):1056–88.

 5. Wolters R, Regierer A, Schwentner L, et al. A comparison of inter-
national breast cancer guidelines: do the national guidelines differ 
in treatment recommendations? Eur J Cancer. 2012;48:1–11.

 6. NICE 2018. Early and locally advanced breast cancer: diagnosis 
and management. 2018. https ://www.nice.org.uk/guida nce/ng101 
/resou rces/early -and-local ly-advan ced-breas t-cance r-diagn osis-
and-manag ement -pdf-66141 53291 4901. Accessed 15 Sept 2019

 7. Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN). Treatment of 
primary breast cancer. A national clinical guideline. 2013. http://
www.sign.ac.uk. Accessed 15 Sept 2019

 8. Nordenskjöld A, Fohlin H, Albertsson P, et al. No clear effect of 
postoperative radiotherapy on survival of breast cancer patients 
with one to three positive nodes: a population-based study. Ann 
Oncol. 2015;26(2015):1149–54.

 9. Clavier A, Cornou C, Capmas P, et al. Axillary management in 
breast cancer: the French practice versus recommendations in the 
post—2011 era. J Gynecol Obstet Biol Reprod. 2016;45(5):451–8.

 10. Vincent L, Marqueritte F, Uzan J, et al. Review of national and 
international guidelines for sentinel lymph node biopsy and com-
plementary axillary dissection in breast cancer. Bull Cancer. 
2017;104(4):356–62.

 11. Cancerul mamar. http://www.ghidu ricli nice.ro/downl oads/15-
Cance rul%20mam ar.pdf. Accessed July 2018.

 12. Cancer-Research. Breast cancer mortality statistics. Cancer 
Research UK. http://www.cance rrese archu k.org/healt h-profe ssion 
al/cance r-stati stics /stati stics -by-cance r-type/breas t-cance r/morta 
lity-ref-0. Accessed 26 Feb 2016.

 13. The European Board and College of Obstetrics and Gynaecology 
(EBCOG) UEMS 2014. https ://www.uems.eu/__data/asset s/pdf_
file/0020/8750/Item-5.3.8-EBCOG -Stand ards-of-Care-for-Gynae 
colog y-PDF-FEB-11-2014-FINAL -DRAFT .pdf. Accessed July 
2018.

 14. Dimitrova N, Saz Parkinson ZE, Bramesfeld A, et al. European 
guidelines for breast cancer screening and diagnosis—the Euro-
pean breast guidelines 2016; https ://doi.org/10.2788/50303 2.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.epaac.eu/images/WP_10/European_Guide_for_Quality_National_Cancer_Control_Programmes_EPAAC.pdf
http://www.epaac.eu/images/WP_10/European_Guide_for_Quality_National_Cancer_Control_Programmes_EPAAC.pdf
http://www.epaac.eu/images/WP_10/European_Guide_for_Quality_National_Cancer_Control_Programmes_EPAAC.pdf
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng101/resources/early-and-locally-advanced-breast-cancer-diagnosis-and-management-pdf-66141532914901
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng101/resources/early-and-locally-advanced-breast-cancer-diagnosis-and-management-pdf-66141532914901
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng101/resources/early-and-locally-advanced-breast-cancer-diagnosis-and-management-pdf-66141532914901
http://www.sign.ac.uk
http://www.sign.ac.uk
http://www.ghiduriclinice.ro/downloads/15-Cancerul%20mamar.pdf
http://www.ghiduriclinice.ro/downloads/15-Cancerul%20mamar.pdf
http://www.cancerresearchuk.org/health-professional/cancer-statistics/statistics-by-cancer-type/breast-cancer/mortality-ref-0
http://www.cancerresearchuk.org/health-professional/cancer-statistics/statistics-by-cancer-type/breast-cancer/mortality-ref-0
http://www.cancerresearchuk.org/health-professional/cancer-statistics/statistics-by-cancer-type/breast-cancer/mortality-ref-0
https://www.uems.eu/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/8750/Item-5.3.8-EBCOG-Standards-of-Care-for-Gynaecology-PDF-FEB-11-2014-FINAL-DRAFT.pdf
https://www.uems.eu/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/8750/Item-5.3.8-EBCOG-Standards-of-Care-for-Gynaecology-PDF-FEB-11-2014-FINAL-DRAFT.pdf
https://www.uems.eu/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/8750/Item-5.3.8-EBCOG-Standards-of-Care-for-Gynaecology-PDF-FEB-11-2014-FINAL-DRAFT.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2788/503032


336 R. L. De Wilde et al.

1 3

 15. Newman L. Decision making in the surgical management of 
invasive breast cancer—part 2: expanded applications for breast-
conserving surgery. Oncology. 2017;31(5):415–20.

 16. Rocco N, Rispoli C, Moja L, et al. Different types of implants 
for reconstructive breast surgery. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 
2016;1:32. https ://doi.org/10.1002/14651 858.cd010 895.

 17. Weber W, Soysal S, Zeindler J, et al. Current standards in onco-
plastic breast conserving surgery. Breast. 2017. https ://doi.
org/10.1016/j.breas t.2017.06.033.

 18. Edge J, Nietz S. Sentinel lymph node biopsy and neoadjuvant 
chemotherapy in the management of early breast cancer: safety 
considerations and timing. S Afr Med J. 2017;107(6):497–500.

 19. Bromham N, Schmidt-Hansen M, Astin M, et al. Axillary treat-
ment for operable primary breast cancer. Cochrane Database Syst 
Rev. 2017;. https ://doi.org/10.1002/14651 858.CD004 561.pub3.

 20. Bloomfield D, et al. Development of postoperative radiotherapy 
for breast cancer: UK consensus statements—a model of patient, 
clinical and commissioner engagement? Clin Oncol. 2017. https 
://doi.org/10.1016/j.clon.2017.06.011.

 21. Moran MS, Zhao Y, Ma S, et al. Association of radiotherapy boost 
for ductal carcinoma in situ with local control after whole-breast 
radiotherapy. JAMA Oncol. 2017;3(8):1060–8.

 22. Corradini S, Bauerfeind I, Belka C, et al. Trends in use and out-
come of postoperative radiotherapy following mastectomy: a 
population-based study. Radiother Oncol. 2017;122(1):2–10.

 23. Matikas A, Foukakis T, Bergh J. Dose intense, dose dense and 
tailored dose adjuvant chemotherapy for early breast cancer: an 
evolution of concepts. Acta Oncol. 2017;1–9:2017.

 24. Viala M, Alexandre M, Thezenas S, et al. Prognostic impact of the 
inclusion of uPA/PAI-1 for adjuvant treatment decision—making 
in ER+/Her2-pN0 early breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res Treat. 
2017;1–11:2017.

 25. Duffy M, Harbeck N, Nap M, Molina R, Nicolini A, Senkus E, 
Cardoso F. Clinical use of biomarkers in breast cancer: updated 
guidelines from European Group on Tumor Markers (EGTM). Eur 
J Cancer. 2017;2017(75):284–98.

 26. Curigliano G, Burstein H, Winer E, et al. De-escalating and esca-
lating treatment for early-stage breast cancer. In: The St. Gallen 
international expert consensus conference on the primary therapy 
of early breast cancer. Ann Oncol 2018, p. 1700–1712. https ://doi.
org/10.1093/annon c/mdx30 8.

 27. Francis P, Regan M, Fleming G. Adjuvant ovarian suppression in 
premenopausal breast cancer. N Engl J Med. 2015;372:436–46.

 28. Dowsett M, Forbes J, et al. Early Breast Cancer Trialists’ Collabo-
rative Group (EBCTCG), aromatase inhibitors versus tamoxifen in 
early breast cancer: patient-level meta-analysis of the randomised 
trials. Lancet. 2015;386(10001):1341–52.

 29. Metzger-Filho O, Giobbie-Hurder A, Mallon E. Relative effec-
tiveness of letrozole compared with tamoxifen for patients 
with lobular carcinoma in the BIG 1-98 trial. J Clin Oncol. 
2015;33(25):2772–9.

 30. Burns P, Rohrich R, Chung K. The levels of evidence and 
their role in evidence—based medicine. Plast Reconstr Surg. 
2011;128(1):305–10.

 31. Philipps B, Ball C, Sackett D, et  al. Levels of evidence and 
grades of recommendation Oxford. Updated by Jeremy Howick. 
Last revised March 2009. https ://www.cebm.net/2009/06/oxfor 
d-centr e-evide nce-based -medic ine-level s-evide nce-march -2009/. 
Accessed July 2018.

 32. Bell K, Ristovski-Slijepcevic S. Cancer survivorship: why labels 
matter. J Clin Oncol. 2013;31:409–11.

 33. Theriault R, Carlson R, Allred C, et al. Breast cancer, national 
comprehensive cancer network. Breast cancer, version 32013: 
featured updates to the NCCN guidelines. J Natl Compr Cancer 
Netw. 2013;11(7):753–60.

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

About the Author

Professor Rudy Leon De Wilde has 
published more than 200 papers 
in scientific journals, holds sen-
ior positions in numerous inter-
national specialist societies and 
was a board member of the “Ger-
man Society for Gynaecology 
and Obstetrics” and the “Weser-
Ems Regional Tumor Centre”, 
Germany. He has received 
numerous awards in recognition 
to his work in the fields of oncol-
ogy, plastic surgery, gynaeco-
logical- and minimally invasive 
surgery.

https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.cd010895
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2017.06.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2017.06.033
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD004561.pub3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clon.2017.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clon.2017.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdx308
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdx308
https://www.cebm.net/2009/06/oxford-centre-evidence-based-medicine-levels-evidence-march-2009/
https://www.cebm.net/2009/06/oxford-centre-evidence-based-medicine-levels-evidence-march-2009/

	Guidance and Standards for Breast Cancer Care in Europe
	Abstract
	Introduction and Method
	Breast Cancer Screening
	Breast Cancer Diagnosis
	Breast Cancer Staging
	Breast Cancer Treatment
	Surgical Treatment
	Radiotherapy
	Chemotherapy
	HER2 Positive Breast Cancer

	Endocrine Therapy
	Premenopausal
	Postmenopausal


	Level of Evidence and Grade of Recommendation
	Follow-up and Survival of the Patients with BC
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments 
	References




