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Ewing sarcoma (ES) is a highly aggressive malignant bone cancer. ES is part of the Ewing sarcoma family of tumors (ESFT), which
express characteristic t(11;22) translocation as well as higher levels of CD99. Given that metastasis and tumor burden are significant
prognostic factors in patient’s response to treatment, prompt diagnosis is needed to effectively treat ESFT patients. However, the
challenges in classifying and characterizing ESFT complicate effective management and treatment of ES. In this report, we
present a rare case of ES metastasis to the pancreas. Upon review of the literature, we found 39 cases of ESFT involving the
pancreas, but only 3 were metastatic to the pancreas while the remaining cases of ESFT primarily originated from the pancreas.
Given the rarity of such metastasis, the positive outcome in our patient’s case may explain the importance of prompt diagnosis

in order to initiate appropriate treatment.

1. Introduction

Ewing sarcoma (ES) is highly aggressive and is the most com-
mon malignant bone cancer in children and young adults
after osteosarcoma [1]. ES was first described as an osteolytic
bone tumor composed of malignant, small round cells, by
James Ewing in 1921, and extraosseous ES was first described
by Tefft in 1969.

A major marker for Ewing sarcoma is the presence of
t(11;22) chromosomal translocation [1]. Primitive neuroec-
todermal tumors (PNET) also have a similar t(11;22) chro-
mosomal translocation [1]. The translocation yields an
EWS-FLI1 fusion protein, which acts as an oncogenic tran-
scription factor. ES and PNET are part of the Ewing sarcoma
family of tumors (ESFT). Specifically, the Ewing sarcoma
family of tumors are comprised of Ewing sarcoma of the
bone (ESB), extraosseous Ewing sarcoma (EES), peripheral
primitive neuroectodermal tumor (pPNET), and Askin
tumor (a pPNET that originates in the chest wall) [2]. In
addition to the characteristic t(11;22) translocation, the

Ewing sarcoma family of tumors also expresses significantly
higher levels of CD99 (MIC2) protein than observed in nor-
mal tissue [3]. Overall, the Ewing sarcoma family of tumors
exhibit similar morphological, immunophenotypic, cytoge-
netic, and histological features.

The ESFT also shares certain clinical characteristics, such
as a peak incidence during the teenage years, a tendency to
spread rapidly, and responsiveness to the same chemothera-
peutic regimens and radiation therapy. Effective management
of ESFT requires prompt diagnosis, but characterization and
classification is very challenging. Nearly 30% of patients have
clinical metastatic disease at the time of diagnosis, and these
patients have particularly poor prognosis despite aggressive
treatment regimen [4].

Furthermore, metastasis and tumor burden are signifi-
cant prognostic factors in determining a patient’s response
to treatment. While Ewing sarcoma is a primary malignancy
of the bone, EES/pPNETs often originate in the soft tissue of
thoraco-pulmonary, pelvic, and lower extremity regions, but
rarely from the pancreas [5].
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In this case report, we present a 29-year-old man with
cytogenetically confirmed metastatic EES to the pancreas.

2. Case Presentation

A 29-year-old male, with a past medical history of extraoss-
eous Ewing sarcoma of the right triceps, presented for a
follow-up of his disease and was found to have an enlarged
gastrohepatic lymph node.

He was initially diagnosed with ES of the right triceps
(T2b NO MO) at 12 years of age. He was treated with standard
chemotherapy with VAC (vincristine, adriamycin, and cyclo-
phosphamide) alternating with IE (ifosfamide and etopo-
side). He was then treated with radiation therapy consisted
of 4500 cGy (180 cGy/fraction) with a boost to residual gross
disease of 200 cGy/fraction for a total dose of 5500 cGy. The
residual mass was followed thereafter, and he remained in
remission until he turned 26 years.

At the age of 26 years, the patient had local recurrence and
was found to have an increase in size of the mass within the
right proximal triceps and abutting the humerus. FNA and
core biopsy was positive for a small blue cell tumor and posi-
tive for CD99. These findings were consistent with Ewing sar-
coma. He was then treated with temozolomide/irinotecan x 2;
cyclophosphamide and topotecan x 6 followed by limb-
sparing resection of his right upper arm mass with nega-
tive margins (closest 2mm), with no further evidence of
local recurrence.

Nearly 2.5 years after the aforementioned episode of
local recurrence, the patient developed metastatic recurrence
in his lungs and right orbit. Radiographic studies showed 3
nodules in the right lung and a mass in the right greater
sphenoid that extended into his right orbit. An enlarged
hepatic lymph node was also noted (Figure 1). CT-guided
biopsy of the lung nodule was positive for malignant cells
consistent with metastatic Ewing sarcoma. The patient sub-
sequently received radiation therapy (30Gy/10fx) to his
right orbit for his sphenoid lesion and 8 courses of cyclo-
phosphamide and topotecan.

Follow-up imaging after completion of the therapy
showed good response of lung metastasis with complete res-
olution of 2 nodules previously presented and near complete
response of the 3" nodule. Imaging also demonstrated orbital
disease responded well to therapy. However, the patient’s
abdominal mass had minimal response. Positron emission
tomography (PET) scan remained positive for the aforemen-
tioned mass, thought to be a gastrohepatic lymph node. An
MRI of the abdomen subsequently showed a 2.1 cm mass in
the pancreatic neck (Figure 2). An endoscopic ultrasound
(EUS) with fine-needle aspiration was performed for further
evaluation. EUS showed an 18 x 16 mm hypoechoic mass in
the proximal body of the pancreas (Figure 3). Cytology of
the fine-needle aspirate of the mass showed malignant cells
consistent with Ewing sarcoma. Furthermore, tissue sections
demonstrated a small blue cell tumor. The tumor cells were
positive for CD99 but negative for both CD45 and S100,
which was consistent with Ewing sarcoma.

After discussion at the Sarcoma Tumor Board Confer-
ence at our institution and based on his previous successful

Case Reports in Oncological Medicine

FIGURE 1: PET scan: gastrohepatic lymph node that measures
2.8x2.3cm.

F1GURE 2: MRI of the abdomen: 2.1 cm slightly T2 hyperintense, T1
hypointense nodule in the pancreatic neck.

F1GURrk 3: Upper EUS: 18 x 16 mm lesion in the pancreatic body.

response to radiation therapy to his right orbit, he was treated
with radiation (30Gy/10fx) to the pancreatic metastasis.
There was significant regression of the pancreatic mass after
radiation therapy based on the follow-up CT imaging
(Figure 4). He remained symptom-free and disease-free at
follow-up after 12 months and is currently undergoing peri-
odic surveillance. The follow-up protocol typically followed
includes MRI/CT with contrast of primary site, and chest
imaging (CT or X-ray) every 3 months for 2 years, every 6-
12 from 2 to 5 years, and annually thereafter.



Case Reports in Oncological Medicine

Ficure 4: CT of the abdomen: significant regression of the
metastatic nodular lesion to 1l4cm in the pancreatic neck
following radiation therapy.

3. Discussion

Ewing sarcoma is a rare tumor that involves bones or soft
tissue surrounding the bone. Five-year overall survival
(OS) in patients with ESFT varies significantly based on
the presence of metastasis at diagnosis. Patients with met-
astatic disease have a reported five-year overall survival
between 9 and 41% whereas patients with localized disease
have a five-year OS approximately 70% [6]. A recent study
on 281 patients with primary disseminated multifocal
Ewing sarcomas reported a three-year event-free survival
(EFS) of 27% and an OS of 34% [6]. Patients with metas-
tasis only to the bone marrow had an EFS of 52%, whereas
those with more than five skeletal metastatic lesions had
an EFS of just 16% [6]. Another study showed that 43%
of patients who received ifosfamide and etoposide combi-
nation with methotrexate had three-year event-free sur-
vival and did not require supplemental doxorubicin or
cisplatin [7].

Chemotherapy is often used to kill the cancer cells. If
resectable, surgical removal of the visible tumor can be a def-
inite cure. In many nonresectable Ewing sarcomas, radiation
therapy is often used after chemotherapy to further kill can-
cer cells and control their growth.

Diagnosing ES can be challenging. Utilizing data from
clinical, radiological, pathological, and cytogenic sources
can provide valuable diagnostic information. In this case
report, the patient was diagnosed with ES of the right tri-
ceps when he was 12 years old, for which he was treated
with chemotherapy and radiation. Patient remained in
remission until he was 26 years old. At the age of 26
years, the patient had local recurrence in his right triceps,
after which he started on chemotherapeutic regimen and
underwent a limb-sparing resection of his right upper
arm mass.

Although he was in remission for almost 2.5 years, he had
recurrence with metastasis to his lungs, right orbit, and gas-
trohepatic region. A biopsy specimen was critical in confirm-
ing local recurrence of ES.

Overall, we present a unique case of ES that metastasized
to the pancreas, which was unresponsive to chemotherapy
but had excellent response to radiation therapy. This finding

is critical as tumor metastatic to the pancreas could poten-
tially be a poor prognostic indicator. Pancreatic metastases
are quite rare, accounting for only 2% of all pancreatic can-
cers [8, 9]. Most common primary tumors that metastasize
to the pancreas are lung cancer, renal cell carcinoma, breast
cancer, and melanoma [9].

Cancers of the bone and soft tissue, such as osteosar-
coma, chondrosarcoma, Merkel cell carcinoma, and leiomyo-
sarcoma, have also been implicated with metastasis to the
pancreas [9, 10]. However, ES metastasis to the pancreas is
considered very rare [11].

Based on our literature search in PubMed, 39 cases of
ESFT, including ESB, EES, and pPNET involving the
pancreas (either as primary or metastasis), were reported.
Table 1 summarizes key diagnostic findings, treatment,
and outcome of these previously reported cases. Excluding
our case report, only three other cases appear to be meta-
static; these patients were treated with a combination of
surgical resection, chemotherapy, and radiation. Disease
progression and outcome data were unavailable in one of
these three cases, as reported by Obuz et al. [12]. The
overall prognosis was, however, poor with two of the other
reported metastatic cases resulting in death from the dis-
ease [10, 13].

Prompt diagnosis, by multimodality approach, which
includes appropriate imaging, biopsy (diagnostic or excision)
is required to tailor appropriate treatment regimen for opti-
mal benefit. Endoscopic ultrasound (EUS) is both effective
and safe for diagnosing pancreatic metastasis [9]. Further-
more, utilizing immunohistochemistry can confirm sus-
pected diagnosis of pancreatic metastasis [9]. CD99 is the
most commonly reported marker associated with ES,
reported in 31 of the 39 cases found in the literature
(Table 2). Other associated markers, but less specific, include
neuron specific antigen, vimentin, and synaptophysin.

In our case, IHC stains of his tumor cells were positive for
CD99 but negative for CD45, and the tumor cells had similar
morphology to those previously found in his right arm sar-
coma. Collectively, these diagnostic techniques were critical
in supporting the diagnosis of ES metastatic to the pancreas.
He was successfully treated with radiation therapy and now
remains disease free.

4. Conclusion

In conclusion, we present a rare case of ES metastasis to the
pancreas in a 29-year-old male with prior diagnosis and
treatment of ES of the right triceps. Our case highlights
the rarity of ES metastasis to the pancreas, with our litera-
ture search only identifying 3 other reported cases in the
English literature. Immunohistochemistry stain can greatly
aid in diagnosing pancreatic metastasis, with CD99 being
the most common marker associated with ES. Our patient
responded well to radiation therapy, further highlighting
that patients with recurrent ES may have good response to
the same therapeutic modality to which they successfully
responded in the past. This could be related to the ES tumor
genetics and characteristics in the patient and may serve to
direct treatment and better improve prognosis.



Case Reports in Oncological Medicine

DVA pue dI sranued (c1b ¥2b) ured (£100)
(61] AMV ‘sow 9 fmopsrenued o 0T x8 ww MM %M Arewrig (T 66D F— k| 8¢ e 19 JreS
ssaooxd
UBiqnIoxop pue dreunun ¢AV/1AV Suryon (£102)
SYM prureydsoydo£o QunsLouia . . : Arewr S
1 amy e P ktopeponporoamang 7S puepey Hd unesyolo pue 66q0  puesrpune( 1 £l e reqron
oneanued
aoda dHO Pu® VY postya! pue .Em%mwﬁ.mgfu:zm MM_W MMMM (8102)
SO 7 ‘SISBISBIoW Awoysoun(a(oypoparoyd . . . 1) Arewrr, : : ’
[£1] sw o Hw m ¥ w.&.wuomﬁv 104 8Fx9€x€9  PWH ud VIN -1-eydpe ‘uruses-g [PurwOpqe W9 3 ar
. IIA “L9-D) ‘66D Taddn
. ) Apoq ursfydojdeuds pue ured (8107) Te 12
o1] av-out [onuo> ured 8'5x8 snesaURd Areurtig IIT-TISME curuesSowoIyd ‘66D [eurwopqy W 6¢ 1)I0J WO
. ) RSN (8107)
[s1] aoq ‘sowg apddrym STXTXE 1 pdeq Areurrig VIN sauei8 §yd pue 66Q0  dpune| d U ey
q1 Suneuiaye [re} pue
: £poq a1y searoued (HS13) z1bze snnearoued (2102)
[¥1] AN ‘sow 81 Pim OV A pue Awopauslds € NIA PU® 66dO . q I¢ .
‘fwroyoayeandued [eysiq wwcwwwmu%% _ s e 1o RIS OIS e
searoued ayy ur punoy
aoda e SSeW JUDLINOUOD pue (L661) T8 10
(1) suarmons sow ST Adesagoway pue vy VIN pue Apog  Inwdy JYo[ Ay} UI IoWN} Svd SUON N 9t ueSmA
Arewrrd—one)selo|y
WNUT)SeIPIW
Surpeaur xeroyjrus
[c1] VIN uonpasar oneanued enred VIN peoH .wsmﬁ H.u% :wwm 1 6600 dorpune( qd S1 T uuﬁwwmw
Arewrrd—oneselo |y
searoued a1} 0)
SISeIsejowW pue sIeak
ISEJSEROW P € (S861)

[01]  oseasIp jo parp ‘sour g avy pue gHD 9xg UT 90UDLINIAI [JIM U0 VIN VIN SUON W 87

siqnd jySur oy jo g oo v
Arewrrd—one)selo|y
snoafour Sunruwoa pue
. . . ) ) ) peay juswaguerreal UOISAYPE [[20 [eINAU ‘easneu ‘ured ($102) e 30
(<] AMY sowrzl av pue ‘gHO 2ddrym C9X0SXS8 oneaURJ Arewitig 11bze pue ‘ursAydoydeuss [eurwopqe W w BMBZIYSIN
‘WIA ‘ISN ‘66AD Taddn
searoued 2y 03 Apuadar
jsowr pue ‘prousayds
ases . . avy pue ‘uessjodoy ) ) Yoau 1072013 Jy311 uny (1 2d4y) uorsny
JuasaIg QN -verssow gl oprureydsoydoppAD Ix8T pue Apog  JySur oy 0 saseyselow  [[TI-TISMAI 66dO UON N 6T 9582 3U9%d
i doorn 1ySur oy
je Arewrrd—onyeisela|n
‘oY dwodjno/uorssaidoid JUSWIILAL], (wo) azIg uoned0| snejselow/Arewn g sonppuadoisD sanyedy o1do[oyjed woydwidg  1pudsny 8y Ioymny

"armye1a)i o) ut searoued oY) Jo T, ewodores SUIMF JO SIsBD JU31 JO ATRUIUING ] T14V,],



Case Reports in Oncological Medicine

quatrdoaap
jsearq
JInyrey 11eay 03 /¢ avy pue Burpaalq (9002)
[re] yreap ‘6T ‘doysod YD  “umiqnioxop Auwo3o)s£3[0yD 0T =9 01 Apog Areunig VIN 660 Tenxsuawx d 8 ‘Te 33 UOUdN
ured
[euTopqy
avy 41 Ppm Suneusd)e zibzz ye ( )
0€ AN ‘sow ZT £ X DA ‘Uondasai oreds 9 eIl Arewrtig JuswagueLIeax 4SN o1pune( W 1€ 6002
o ! g PUe ‘95D ‘NIA ‘66A0O i Te 19 10q
Au10j029ponpojeadue TISMA :
Suroms
; avy pue LSV ‘dI/0dA pue ured (1107)
[62] amy sowg ‘furojpausponpojeardue VIN P¥H VIN VIN VIN [eurwopqe W € ‘e 30 oee A
1ddn
(40d-1¥) )
. arddrym o INIA Pue ‘unesayo3sd (1102) e 3
(82] aMYV soure g1 Ym Suneurdle DAA POXBLX86 PeH Arewirig c.o_wé umaads-peoiq ‘66D andned N I [PMXeA
OYI-TISMH
VAd| VIN HHO PU® U023y 8% 01 X 01 PeoH Arewig V/N V/IN dUON SO m %m
sanueid gy 4 pue
rel T WIPAd> “YINT ‘ASN easneu ‘ured
umowmyu Aworoauards : : eurxoid Arewrr - T1Og ¢ ¢ UTWO .m (€102)
[97] wyun pue Awopayearsued [eisic] 7'Gx8¢g pue 4poq Hud ILTI-TISMA ANAAUm H\ﬁ\/ 6130 [eurropq W €T e 10 Aoy
eI TS WD ‘CAV/TaV rddn
[est uneInolhd ‘66D
(5] sopho 7 19178 QAN OV A pue [ ‘Awoyosuaids re) Areurnig 6 ured p (2100)
I J pue Lwopajeanued [eisiq STzl pue £pog : o [eutwopqy d i ‘e 12 oey
aod ‘eiqaya
ssowr 1§ “Loupny 3ySu . Q.:JZ . q e uotsny P B I (€102)
[¥2] U 0 SIsEIsEIOUI pue DVA ‘qQvy ‘$s2001 LIXTIX6 peoH ewIL{ TUSM ASN pue 66D eIX2I0U® d €1 -
.mME om...a\,: o 2)jeUDUN JO UONOISAI [edISINg ITd-TISMe ‘ured I N
0} sIsejsejowr sow 6 [PURopqy
. avyd pue OV A ‘Awopsuards e (€102)
lec] aoq -sowrye pue Lwopajeanued [eisiq 0T x8 pue Apog Areunig 6610 ured OAT d 0c Te 19 Juee(
UOT)BI0[SUET)
[z2] ao( ‘sow g OdA pue TVA 0¥ XT¥H peeH Areuwrtag Awﬁw x_&g 8 UNBIN0JLd pue 66D ured q Gz (€107)
“Awo)pauaponposneanueg : @i : [eurwopqy Te 19 seIq
. HSIA ®ia (71D WIA pue ‘uisfydojdeuds ured (#107) e 1
‘sowr : : 15} Areurrx
[rl My sote £xadia cexre PeoH Hd %) @z CTTHESN's6ad  omsedidg N 0 psueyy
snyumad
4poq 95aD PUE IO pue ‘oorpune (S102) Te
loZ] doysod qaN Awopajeanuedousponponse ¢y x g x €1 pue ol Arewrtig POTEWIOTNE LA ‘66010 cared q 8¢ eaoXIOL
omysedidg
BE) 2W02IN0/U0Issa1301 JuauUI eI w) Iz1 Uoned0 J1)R)Se)OW /ATRWILL sonauadolf sarnjesy o1dojoye woyduwA ppusn a8 oy
4 /uor d L (un) 3718 [BedoT] ! /Arewtig ! D ) d1300Y1ed S pusd 33y Ny

‘panunuoy) :[ 419V ],



Case Reports in Oncological Medicine

(€] Oaa pue addiym e PeoH Arewntig 9
ured
(€] QN fsouw ¢ OdA 09 pPeoH Arewrig VIN SN PUe 6600 ——— €1
2o1pune(
[£€] V/IN 08 peaH Arewrig HSN PUE 660 pue ured ST
[eurtropqy
uadnue
suerquiawr ferpyiids
uoneordurod (z1b pue ‘ursAydoydeuss ured
ordd 2] Are
L€l o 01 omp yea 1M VIN PraH d 97b) (zz 11N ‘upresfowrony [eurwopqy € (z000) Te 90
“ASN “€AV/T1aY TuEIRyUe]
uneI03od ‘66D -IpayeAOIy
€4V/1aV ured
[£€] VIN VIN peoH Areurtig VIN UneIN oMo PUT 6600 [PUIHOPQY st
usinue do1pune(
b sueiquidw TerPyda ’ :
‘sour oddr : 2] Areurr, (@1 d i ue ured
(€] AMY sour /g [ddiym s'¢ PeaH Hd 97b) (CZT1)1 pue SN ‘€AV/TAV pue ur 0z
p [eurtiopqy
uneInolhd ‘66D
(z1b asNpue vy P
€] QAN fsow €€ HHO pue addiym 06 peaH Arewrig . . ‘ pue ured L1
Feb) (zzimy  unesnoibd 6600 A
. uruerdoworyd Suroms (2002) Te 12
[o€] AMYV ‘sow 9¢ VIN VIN Apog Areuwriq pue wskydordeuds  [eurwopqy L youan
ured
: TR
(s aoq ‘sow g LSV pue gHO VIN Apog VIN VIN VIN [PURUOpqe o1 @mows_
pnaye [,
1addn
aoda
ssour g “Suny Jydur AXE1090
3y} 0) sIsejsejow [PXE3220p Apoq ursfydoydeuss (£002)
[vel SOW O¢/bT pUe ‘UDIQNIOXOP ‘9 X TIX 01 pue peaps Arewnig pue £ 19T WIA ‘6600 ured DY 1€ v yorog
oUBIIDAL sprureydsojr ‘9 x 1y ‘o[ddgay
[eo0] ‘sow §
ISV pue ‘T L11dO pue
AN . . zibgzieouad | . Suntuwoa .
[e€] sowgy gonpoyy VA 9XAAIA Awmonauards 9T X 81 X 81 " Arewnig sma Sumjoauy 050 ushydosduds pue ured €€ (9002) Te 32
01 S9SPISTIAM OuL ‘uonoasal oneanued pue £pog OTESOISUE VINA “UneInoifdo - PSPM
PSRBT yjap womoasar omse$ fenred HEORIELL SN “WIA ‘66D feaopay
spisodogs uaSnjue sueIquIdU ey
pue EE%G. M Suneurs)e [erpuyds pue ‘uiqryur 21qnd pue
(zc] QN Sow 71 (D) sprureydsogdop4> X9 Apog Areunig VIN , 10)dooax o:oEumowoa Juawdo[orsp z (9007) Te 1@
ue ‘UDAWELIPE QUISLIOUIA 1012301 uaBo1SI WIA Iseerq Hns
’ Awopayearsued [eysiq 001-§ v urueiBowory Bupadlq
91 @8 ‘66D ‘utskydojdeusis reurSep
ey
oiqnd pue
‘oY dwodjno/uorssaidoid JUSWIILAL], (wo) azIg uoned0| snejselow/Arewn g sonppuadoisD sanyedy o1do[oyjed woydwidg  1pudsny 8y Ioymny

‘ponunuoy) T 414V ],



Case Reports in Oncological Medicine

‘unuawa = WA ‘uaSnue
symadsuomoau = gGN ‘(umowun sjuafe oywads) Aderarpowatd = FHD Dseastp Jo DUIPIAS OU = (TN 9SLaSIp [IM 2AT[E = (T ‘Suoned1jdwod jo parp = DO @seasIp Jo Palp = O SesIp JNOYIIM ATe = MV
‘OPTUIRJSOJI/QUIZEATEIEP/UDIQIIOXOP = (JTVIA Jue[dsuen woa)s snoZo[oine = J Sy UOISSIaI 239[dwod = ) DPIUIejSojI pue (] UDAWOUNOL QUNSLDUIA = [y A ©9p1sodojo pue ‘UDIQNIOXOp OPIUIEJSOJI QUISLIDUIA = FAIA
‘wonerper = qyy ‘oprweydsoydopAd pue upiqnioxop ‘eunsuouia=JA ‘Oprureydsoydopdd pue upAurenrpe Qunsmouia =)y A Opisodojs pue aprureydsojr =] OpIUe)soji/(UDIqNIOXop) UDAUrelIpe = [y

avd (z1b L4zt ured (F661) Te 3
[1¥] AMYV sow ¢¢ pue oprsodoje+uneds/DAA V/N peoH Arewrtig . . . ; [eurwopqe W L1
‘furoypausponpojeardueg %) (TEIDY - pue ‘SN ‘unesoid 1oddn ruted
ured
[o7] VIN uondIsal pue FHO VIN Apog VIN fhen [eutwiopqe W 1€
pu® “ASN ‘66dD dd
feddn (L661)
- soweyiydoxa e sadpn
[0¥) AMY sow g gHO pue addrym 0TX8XTT Ly fnog VIN SN PU® 6600 pue kSR
pue ap ersdadsA(q
Jutodyeaiq 001-S pue ‘sapsndiod nSte
aoda (AHD pasnya1) Awoldauowdas TISMH prowrenbs pue Y (0002) Te 312
[6€] EXPECX( peoH Arewig [eastp ¥4 pue ‘ssaurzzip I 9
QOULINDAI SOUI 9 uofod pue arddrgm 0'EXySx0Y : : asejoud-ewrwred SN . o uuewydMyg
pue £ sprwisod . ssaud[eq
10 8507 uneryolloued ‘66D
amy .
[8¢] ‘sow ¢ e sSunp . avd pue s'¢ peaH Arewrtig s .Ewﬁnm 25582.& pue SUON W 0z (1007) e 32
o 03 SISTISTIIN THD ‘Awoypsuaponpojeardued STIEL 03 2-SMA  “unerayoihd IWIA ‘66D UBAI[[NS,O
aoa (21b ursAydojdeuds aotpune(
QIUILINDAI SOW QF $7b) (T 1IN PUE SN *€AV/THV pue ured
uneold ‘66a0 [eUTIOpqy
oy 2wodIno;/uorssaidord JudwedI wo) 71 uores0] oTjR)ISBIOW /ATRUILI ] sonouagdoif sarnyedy o1dojoyied wojdwL 1opuan) a8 oyny
El L (wo) dz18 ) ) o4 S puep 99y Y

‘ponunuo)) T 414V ],



TaBLE 2: Summary of markers in 39 ESFT cases with pancreatic
involvement reported to date.

Marker Number of times reported positive
CD99 31 (78%)
Neuron specific enolase (NSE) 16 (40%)
Vimentin 12 (30%)
Synaptophysin 9 (23%)
Cytokeratin AE1/AE3 7 (18%)
Chromagranin 4 (10%)
$-100 4 (10%)
Epithelial membrane antigen 4 (10%)
PAS 3 (7.5%)
CD56 3 (7.5%)
Neural cell adhesion molecule 1(2.5%)
FLI-1 1(2.5%)
Cytokeratin 8 1(2.5%)
CD45 1 (2.5%)
Alpha 1 antichromotrypsin 1(2.5%)
CKM 1(2.5%)
Progesterone receptor 1(2.5%)
Estrogen receptor 1(2.5%)
Inhibin 1(2.5%)
Cyclin D 1(2.5%)
Leu7 1(2.5%)
BCL-2 1(2.5%)
CK 19 1(2.5%)
CAM 5.2 1(2.5%)
B-Catenin 1(2.5%)
12E7 1 (2.5%)
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