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A. Left mammographyo A post-radiation skin (nipple base augmentation)2 22 &kt
thickeningo] %12
B. ABUSYIA % skin thickening® edematous RAP viewol| A TRAM flapS AAH o2 2 5 £ 9
change& &% 4 Q1S (white arrows) % oF2jZo] acellular dermal matrix

2B BHE E 2 S (empty arrow)
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B. RLAT viewolA LD flap= & & & &

LMED(left medial) viewol| A 6A] ®-&Foll postoperative
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