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AKamx, F & 72 52E5 L [Usefulness of SOX-10 and EGFR for pericapsular
evaluation of pleomorphic adenomas| International Journal of Oral-Medical Sciences :
H22& 35 M6 3 H FITTERLOVRI L 72 5 2% 5 3L [Histopathological
classification of pleomorphic adenoma in the salivary glands: an analysis of tumoral
components| International Journal of Oral-Medical Sciences : &5 22 % 3 5 451 6 4

3 RITTPEZLELOLLLDOTHD.



B

2% T M MR U3 G IR M 0 0 TR AEBREE S e b = <, DI G 13 A R I O
K23 EHOTWD., RIEFEOHIEHBAIZHE TR THY, WNTHHFRITZEL I
AT 5. ZEBIEOEFIEILEICURT, TRIZBRG L VDI TWD N, FREP
MR LEEERIORE S H 5. ZRBREO BRI ORIK & L T, BEHF OF#,
FINFi, ZELRBERDFOEENER S TV D, B 2T #HEdG 2BV T,

[RRIE | 2338 S 0 5 BRI AR b R IR O BB D Z2 2> D RERR S D 28, MR R O
EREIES (BRIE) CTd D ZIEMIEIL, MR, R & RV R A ) AN IR
EL, MO TEZERIBPEZRTREENDH Y, H 2 OREH CHAABENL RS,
1976 4 Seifert HIIZIRIEDOAEMEZ HMITIER L, T OMBEEO N =—

VNCK D EEMESNL LT, T2E L, ZOSEORE L 2 HUF5E IR E T BRE G 3
RC, o RMERAR (B8 TR, & PR 2, FPESNRHER R C M8 5 M2 28 L
H92% W/ INHE R RE BT B3 2 Fn I3z L.

ZZT, B 1 ETITHTROSRL S F/NEER B T BIES (5 T BE S A7
TELR M oT) @D LW MRIEDMARZL BN 2 MEEd 2 BT, Seifert 43 4H(C
WL CgT oL LT,

1985 -~2019 4 O HIFNIZ B AR KA 7 o 25040 8 i e BE2 Wi B TE IR IR
JE D5 BRAR AR 2 BT 23 72 S U7z 104 Bl 22 b 5 & LTz,

ARG O ERRRATIZ RN T, REEGER (FE T ) &/NEERBES] & OF THE
IRAEDRD SR T2 D, bzt D /¥ ERAE AT 2R T 30.8%TH Y,
Seifert DWHE (2.5%) LV LELHFHELE. ZOMEOBRMIIAFEAEICL DO
LIS TIE, AR (RER) ERE s LRI 2 =5 L3 VN
PRIEGNIC BN TIRALLT W LITEE L TV AREERH 5.

— 5, MBS TIE Seifert DK X A 7 (subtype 1~4, FFELR -T2
2d R <) IR W T RMEER PRAE G & /N BUE G & OMICAEZENRD BT,



PR HRCE BRI IS (subtype 2¢) D FE A SRIT/NEER BIEF] (7.9%) £ U & KMEEHR IRE
B (35.7%) D FFNEE T > T DITxE L, Bk /e LA 15 0 bb 38 13 0K ME iR iR
JEGF (50.0%) £V &/hHEERIRIES] (59.2%) TROEM Th - 7-.

KR i & /INHE IR IR T 6 1T D 2 T IR I FR] oD R 7 O FHGEE I, FEARERALIC K D
KRR, $ERIRE X O O DR SN DIREGRBIFIEL, P OIREGR LI
W & BN D AFAELE BN RAETAMIC L > TR D, 20 X5 AR A
1R O HEL i A 52 0D 38 W N 208 DKM YR IR & /) W 90 JUR G 481 P 0D 7 B I BEsE L T v B RTRE M
WD, FETPERD B REFL/BRME LR A3 B35 1T B AL D B S 2 T iR o
ML ICEIfR T D L OGS H D, Seifert 233D subtype (2 K 5 R B AR S AY
FEAM I ER R £ OB EMEA & .

%2 B TIE, B 1 BT DR BRARRR A A, RR IS MR R E (1] & /)N B R
JRIE G CH B ZZRBOTZHERRTICER L, DERIERZ A5 L Lokl
WAL R R 2 FEh L7z, 2 OfFFETIE Seifert /3 FEICE TV ME R O
FE LM RO OB, BEEEEICT 2EERED LD 2HEGNFEKRTH D
subtype 3 & subtype 4 Z /717912, —F5 L T cellular type & L CHLY 7\, F7=
subtype 1 [X classic type, subtype 2 % stroma-rich type & L 7.

Fiz, WER Y ORI G35 SR LD~ —07—ToH % SRY (Sex
Determining Region Y)-box 10 (LA T, SOX-10) &, Mifadgsl - pibo~— 1 —
Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor (LA, EGFR) HLK % F V7= fo i M Ak AL 52 00 fr 5t
FHEM L. SERETEE WA L, TOWBISTET Mo N EERE o
BERS & T2 D720, & OFNL ORISR, E R o B R Lz,

J73 FRAHL AR 21012, subtype BIZE A2 31X, classic type 7% 43.2%, stroma-rich type (&
43.2%, cellular type 1% 13.6% T & - 7=.

AL FM01C SOX10 BETEMI AR 2R 1L, cellular type (84.7%) & b mifE % R

L, R classic type (58.3%) , stroma-rich type (45.5%) DIETH>7=. £/, £



EN 3 DD subtype ] THEE (p<0.001) ZiB D= Z &5, Seifert 7y FEHITH
s 455 0 NG PRy BRI O HBLEE R E RS BMR L TW D ATREMEDS R S LTz,
EGFR (33 & U CTEE b RARANIE O M I T Btk At 2358 9 b #u7z. EGFR O
immunoreactive score (VL T, IRS) TIiZ, cellular-rich type (X =27 3) Thi b HE %
KL, U classic type (A 27 1~2), stroma-rich type (A 27 0~1) Th o7z
Z &5 cellular-rich type (3t type & bbi L, IESMIEOHESE - oMb & vz
W FHITE DS m W AT REVE 2N R S v Tz,

ZOWERERD B, NERMRIZ I T D LML Seifert 70 %H & AW FHITENE
& DORARIRIE ST, K52, cellular-rich type 1% SOX10 & EGFR O Y& (4 HE £ | 68

I AW T HITE PR DS m D AT REME 2SR S Tz



Bl
Histopathological classification of pleomorphic adenoma in the salivary glands: an

analysis of tumoral components

(HE VR R L 33 U B 25 T IR R D L i o B ) 20 B R B R 0 D 53 A7)

i

[l

2 T R M 3 2 M R IR I IS 0D 54-76% % 5 60 % e b AN AU e MEHE I <, B R
BRICHEAET D ENZNE EIND). WRIEIZURS — KA TEY, TRIZRL
Thoh, LIEZLIEHEET LI, AMEKEZOURAEEND. 72, ##
WEEZZIT BT 5 ELINIC 1.5% CREMET 2 /ReERH 0, 15 FLL LRI
DA X EMER L O FTREME DN T~ 5 (2).

2T N NE 135 B AR RIS RE Ch DR B Rk sy & B EA E RIS R T
FMERER T DRAE L, 2R M2 m3 . B LRI sER, MIE,
LA, WEMRECHMZ: ESMmoMERESY 29 53). MBS T
1T, REIRMEAR, #E R, REIRECE R, B TR D D W ITBRAE (L S D FE 4 D REIE DYEL
BIND. ZRIMED 2 b DL w AR R PT RIS X, Seifert 513
1976 FIZ L RIEO M43 HH (subtype) B L TW5(4). LavL, ZIEMRIEDHF
781X Seifert 7L EZ O TH FRICHAELTIEFEZXGR E LT O£ < (3, 5-7),
fith > KMEW MR (F2 TR, & TR S/NEERIZ O W TOFEMIZ AP TH (3, 8).

AMFGE D B BIE, Seifert 53 FITHE U CREEGWRER (F TR, 58 FHR) KO, ARt
FHEG R CHB T DS O BB 2 N R R IS AR U 72 E ] A 0 B AR A 1
SFL, ABEAREERICE T2 X0 BRZW AR TR NCT D 2
EThHD.



MEEB XL O F ik

1985 F~2019 1T H A K2R 7 o S 50 A I8 3 e i B 22 Wr B T2 TR MR IE oD 95
BUARRR 2 W3 72 S V72 104 Bl &k G b Uiz, ARBFFRIE B AR K2R 7 2 i i BE 2
B2 (EC20-19-023-1 &) OEGRZ 1S CEf L 7=,

1. PR 5 B2 I A 3R

JEGNLE DN T T — Z TR S TR A O G IR T i & fRfir L 7=,
2. T BEAR AR R R

BARIE, 10% A0~ U NS TRIBEE S 4L, BIEICTEWVW AT 7 4 a7 8
Nl NI 7 07wy 73 4pm IS L2 AR 2 ERLL 72, Befald
~v MR o g Uy (LU, HE Befa) 217o 7

ERENTZ AT A FH T AERIT 2 4 O LR HMEIC X > TR OE %
1To7=.

1) bREA Sy OFEAM (Fig.1)

RS I, Seifert S 3HIZ EE DU T b BARMIIA Jo L OV 14 % b B e,
@ BRI, A kA E D R BB, A A MR, NE R e AR A i,
PR, B IS e A e, 5 G 0 A A Y & R A L 72 (4).

2) VB REA Sy OFEM (Fig.1)
Seifert 73 ¥ D FLHENT FS W T, MIRMERR, WCOBER, FEIRRERE, Y 1-RE, BRAERR,
HEIGER, B0, 36 X OVE B & O R 2 17 > 72(4).
3) Seifert 43 FEIZHS < 77 %8 (Fig.1)

LLFD X 9124 >0 subtype (2548 L 7=(4).

subtype 1 : MVERERL 23 A 30-50% % & e BLRL ) 72 25 TF Ji .

subtype 2 : [HVE BRI 7 23 80% & & T,



- subtype 2a : fili i I AR A I
- subtype 2b : BB
- subtype 2¢ : R HRHERE BR A G
« subtype 2d : HURAEE
- subtype 2e : i F{b/BRHELAE &
subtype 3 : [HE 23 20-30%LL T, subtype 1 & [Al4E D 724y
subtype 4 : [H'E A 20-30%LL F T, subtype 3 & 0 & bRy O AW AOTEMED &
Y
K W 3% IR E 51] & /)N W 3 R E 31 O [8] T D subtype DBEE O EEFEEF Y 7 b R

(ver4.3.1, development core team) % {#i | L Fisher @ [EFERERRE 21T - 72,



(S
1. B R 9 B 2 B A

[ R I PR BORG S &2 7”3 (Table 1) . &M 67 44 (64.4%) , B 37 4 (35.6%)
Thole. FHFHRIL S1.37 5%, 13m0 D 91 k£ TOHPH Th o7z, AL,
MR 50 61 (48.1%) , H TR (16 SEHI, 15.4%) , HMR (15 JEH, 14.4%) , FH N IR
(12 FEHI, 12.5%), HIERR (10 FEFI, 9.6%), A (1 FEH], 1.0%) TH - 7=.

2. 9 BRAR A o7 B R

R RSy, MV REREE O fE 5L 4 (Table 2) (T4 . B ITEE - R Ak Hm
B KOG MR LA 94.2%, T LR ERAIIE 100%, A1k % 5 R B bA
30.8%, A WA MMEAE 3.8%, JEMEAIIGERHIID 10.6%, MR 3.8% 2B
BINT. BB G L, RRIERRAETE 51.0%, #UEHEE 1.9%, HIRHCE Bk
& 15.4%, i 1UHEE 56.7%, SRAE(LAEIE 53.8%, BN/ 1.0% T, HCRIEIE &
B IBE SNho T,

Seifert 73 FH DO FEF % (Table3) (27773, Subtype 113 31.7%, subtype 2a i% 17.3%,
subtype 2b I% 1.0%, subtype 2¢ I 11.5%, subtype 2e i% 25.0%, subtype 3 I% 10.6%,
subtype 4 1% 2.9% Td - 7. % subtype DI AESEE TN T, KEERR AR & /N AR
THEZENR LN (p=0.001).



ZE8

MR AR A5 OO S B o BRI K B NI, & OB REE 2 AR
B2 W CHEREIC L D2 F I 22 55 A0 B 5 (9,10). 2T MM 15 M T i
fE TR bIAEBEDO®mWIER THh 525, BEHEMH MO ETIHERICE
KRG 2 R T oD, BAEMAMIZ KD EZRBFLET D0ENREDFHEMIZD
WTIZBA B TR,

ZeRt G, HMENE L (B 1:1.8), EHERRIZS5137®TH Y, BED
HEIZEBL TW(11,12). —F, ZRBREOHEHAITE THRE S TS
(13)23, AR TITAB RIS AE LIEG N Kb Lo 7. Thid, KFFEsE
WEBZ ERETORMHETHLIEERMLIEERTHL EEX BN D(14).

ZIMIE 2 AT 5 B RCE sy & B YER, E R I T ER » e BB 4 229 5 (14).
AREFFETIE, RS Theb — MR 70 MR 138 F R BRI 35 X OV S5 5 1
Befe, RV BRI CTd o 7o, By D BLER A B I3 R MR I & /)N W IR oD
BT o 7. Loy LICERASIS, Ak z 5 RF ERbA o B3, BER
B1°C 30.8%, Seifert 1% 2.5% & HERGITO MBI O T oo, ¥ B

X, BHEMEOAMICL > TAELLZZERNMbN TS, AFETIIOHRE
s & L7 /NBERARE G 2 x5 & LT, T OMERIRAS ORI E R &
L, WEAEZZ TP W ERELE L TWD 2 L RHEZE S NTZ(15).

ARBFIETIL, Seifert DD HRRMEIE 2R < 5 B OFEMREENBE ST,
VB AR G VA — S N TR D2 FHNRAE L TRV, MRIEARME S, RS
T, KR COR A A O R BLRE B 1R B o W L RIEE T H o 72 (16). SO EIE AR
M8 O H BRI AR 2 B b 26 <, FE W TRME(L & RG IR B BR o [ & Rk o
ol ThHD 3 OOMERRMEL, BEMmoME (14, 17, 18)TH mMHEEIZH
HINTEBY, ZLIEREONEN Z2RFVERRMEL &5 2 5. Lopes b(14)1%, 11k
B ROBAMEAL 2S RIEWR IR & 0 /NEEIR T S IEEHBLL TV L EHRELTED,



AN TN T b R 2T 23 b

ARWFFECTIE, KMER MR & /R BRI 35 1T 2 RS IR HRCE Bk oD %6 A= 4 C 2 1
e, NHEMRD BIA LTSI MRIE ClE UIE U IR R i SO R I R
eV o EMERRBEN R L TWD LRGN TVD(19). AFEITAEREZ
ERE T H/NEEIIEG bR TH o272, RO RBBLRNK 2 - 72
DTIERNNEEZD.

AAFSETIX, subtype 1, 2a B LU 2e A OHETEIEKRD 75.0%% (5 T\ iz Z &)
5, FHRNEERFEE & A RR RIS 2N B R0 O E7R MRy T D L2 % . Lopes
5 (14)1%, subtype 1 238 &2 <, K\ Tsubtype 2 3%\ & A L7z, £ 72, subtype
2 OHTHPENE I KOV AR 23 /N i ok O 22 T IR IE THRERIZ A b
HLEmBMLTBY, BRENIIKT 2EM & R TH 7. 2 LML
BRI IS T D RIEH D WVIEmEAE LTAELD Z &0 h, KRR E ik L
T/NEEHE MR T UL, Fefe B 22 B AR S KV RS B G L TV 5 Al R MR S R &
no.

ABFFRIZ 30 TIE, REER R IE subtype 2a, 2¢ 232 <, /NHEE IR T subtype 1 23
2 A OV, BERMRIE, FAETAIC X0 R, SRR, BEWRSFIEL,

DIRABIRIC HHEUERR, BRI O R R D, Z 0 X ) 2 lEEEOE VN
R W YR IR 3] & /)N W iR R E B L 38 0T B BB IR S 0 3 NI Z B L T U B AT REME 3
B 5 (14).

AW TIE, BRIEFITE ENTWRhoTz., ZRRIEICZK T 5 Seifert 535 &
THRICOWTOREBRIIRINTVARNE). — 5T, i HEENBEEICED DN
DIEBNTENMEEACICRALR T2 L W O A S & D (20, 21), Seifert 53 & T2 & DR
RIEICE LTI SO RDIBEI N LETH S.
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parenchyma stroma

- epithelial cell forms were salivary duct and myoepithelial cells * myxomatous + chondroid

- epidermoid cell - keratinized squamous epithelium + a mixed mucochondroid - hyaline

- oncocytes - sebaceous gland cells - goblet cells + limpomatous - calcification
- rarer forms of differentiation were striated duct cells - fibrous - fascicular

- basal cells * osseous

/Subtypo Proportion of stroma Stromal differentiation Epithelial differentiation \

1 30-50 Mucoid Duct and myoepithelial,
epidermal cells etc.

Mucoid(2a),chondroid (2b),a mixed

2 80 mucochondroid(2c),facicular(2d), as subtypel
fibrous/hyaline(2e)
3 20-30 as subtype2 as subtypel

4 20-30 as subtype2 as subtypel with some

K monomorphic differentiation j

Figure 1 Seifert’s classification

Fig.1 shows the classification by Seifert (1976).
Subtype 1: stroma content of 30% to 50%.
Subtype 2: stroma content of 80%.

Subtype 3, 4: stroma content of 20% to 30%.

Table 1 Clinicopathological data (104 cases)

Feature Value

Gender
Male 37 (35.6 %)
Female 67(64.4 %)

Age
Mean (year) 51.37
11-20 5(4.8%)
21-30 11 (10.6 %)
31-40 23(22.1%)
41-50 16 (15.4 %)
51-60 19 (18.3 %)
61-70 13 (12.5%)
71-80 12 (11.5 %)
>80 5 (4.8 %)

Location

Major salivary glands 28 (26.9 %)
Parotid 16 (15.4 %)
Submandibular 12 (11.5 %)

Minor salivary glands 76 (73.1 %)
Palate 50 (48.1 %)
Buccal 15 (14.4 %)
Lip 10 (9.6 %)
Gingiva 1(1.0%)
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Table 2 Distribution of structural component analyses (104 cases)

Structural component

Total cases

Major salivary glands Minor salivary glands

Epithelial cell forms

salivary duct and myoepithelial cells 98 (94.2 %) 26 (92.9 %) 72 (94.7 %)
epidermoid cells 104 (100 %) 28 (100 %) 76 (100 %)
striated duct cells 0 0 0
keratinized squamous epithelium 32 (30.8 %) 10 (35.7 %) 22 (28.9 %)
oncocytes 4 (3.8 %) 0 4 (5.3 %)
sebaceous gland cells 11 (10.6 %) 2 (7.1 %) 9 (11.8 %)
goblet cells 4 (3.8%) 1 (3.6 %) 3(33.9%)
basal cells 0 0 0

Stromal component
myxomatous 53 (51.0 %) 13 (46.4 %) 40 (52.6 %)
chondroid 2 (1.9 %) 1 (3.6 %) 1 (1.3 %)
mucochondroid 16 (15.4 %) 10 (35.7 %) 6 (7.9 %)
hyaline 59 (56.7 %) 14 (50 %) 45 (59.2 %)
fibrous 56 (53.8 %) 15 (53.6 %) 41 (53.9 %)
lipomatous 0 0 0
fascicular 0 0 0
osseous 0 0 0
calcified 1 (1.0 %) 0 1 (1.3 %)

Table 3 Histopathological classification according Seifert’s subtype (104 cases)

Subtype Total Major salivary glands ~ Minor salivary glands
1 33 (31.7 %) 7 26
2a 18 (17.3 %) 8 10
2b 1 (1.0 %) 1 0
2c 12 (11.5 %) 8 4
2d 0 0 0
2e 26 (25.0 %) 3 23
3 11 (10.6 %) 1 10
4 3 (2.9 %) 0 3

12



B2
Usefulness of SOX-10 and EGFR for pericapsular evaluation of pleomorphic adenomas

(% 7% i il o> W JB) BH AL 12 38 1) 5 SOX-10 & EGFR O F FH: )

i

i

ZWMIEOIEWRIE L L CUEEIZUIBRS BT O, TRIZRGEIND. LL,
— B O RE B TIX TR SO AR L O WS B IFEET 5 (3,22). ZIEIRIE O 3% O JR K
LT, BEOFE, FINFE, ZELAHEREEEOHENERHINLTND
(22).

ZEBMBEILIEILIEHERT LI ERMONTWD. ZRBEOHFE ORI &
LTiE, BEOFE, FINFHE, 2R RBEFBER2 0BG REHREshTnD
(22). % 1 F T, Seifert & D43 FUT IS /NHEE PRAE B 2 B ok U 72 A5 2R, KM IR iR
SEW] & [FARICZ R Mk 2 2 L Tz,

LML G T 50, IEDNRERR I ERHENICREALZE O L Z
END DI, FHEMERFEN R R CTIEIER ML & B & O BRI E B D 2N
THLZLEDNHEIETHLHR). EEMIEE gl & ORMRMEEZ I SN2 2 L THE
P R ORI & L THOWH R TWS SOX10 & JEEMIE O BHE, 451k & W
ST AW FERIEMEICBE S LT\ 5 EGFR Z HWCREHliZ1TH 2 & & L.

ARIFZEIE A FICHA L2 2T IRIE O KRR 7/ subtype & BT 157 O JE LA &
DR, BRI O OB ZREET 272012, FEMARE R L O R
{LFRIRR R 21T > Tz
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MEEB XL O F ik
1) *f%

1994 4£~2019 4FIC H AR P 8 2T BN B2 A TR &EIC AL
TR ZE D FAT 21T W Z TR O R B Z W 23 e Sz 50 Bl 5 b, #Ex2 A
L, satellite f5 fi DAFAE L72 VY 44 Bl 25t 5 & Uiz, ARAFZEIE B A K AR 7 il 750
& B4 (EC20-19-023-1 7)) OEAREZS THEE L 7-.

2) MBS %
()99 BRAR AR A D (E Y

BARIE, 10% R0~ U NS TRIEEE S 4L, BEICIEVW AT 7 40 e lnn S
Nl N7 7 oAy ey 703 4um JEICHEY) LU EEARZ (R L, HE Yt
AT o Tz,

ERINTZATA FHT AERIT 2 2O APFHHEHEMEIZ L > TRl ST
7z
(2) s ARk 7 e

—WPUKIZ, HLE  SRY (sex determining region Y)-box 10+ W ¥ & / 7 n—F
JVHUAR (760-4968, clone:SP267, Roche), Hitt ~ Wild-Type EGFR, DAK-H1-WT - <
UAE 7 a—FVHHE (M729829-8, AR 1:100, DAKO) % F W CHug il
ALY 21T - 7=, PURARIE L AL PR 21T Target Retrieval Solution pH 9 (S236784,
DAKO)Z A L, 112.6°C @ 1.54 K JET 10 oL L7, & 512, 0.5%H202 A ¥
J = )V TCHRMESR LA X X —BD T myF 7 EFERIZT 15 pRfT-72. =
WHUAIZ X EnVisionTM+ Dual Link System-HRP (K4061, DAKO) # L 7=. %
58 & L C DABH, liquid (K346711-2, DAKO) % v 7=, xtbe¥efalZid Mayer @
~Nv bER U R AW, Yok IR E U CIE F R AR 2 A L7z
3) AFAm T ik

EBL S U7 HE #EAK % Seifert & D4 (4) &2 W T 4 BEICHBE LT (Fig.l). &
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IZASHFZE T i subtype 1 % classic type, subtype 2 % stroma rich type, subtype 3, 4 %
cellular-rich type & 777 3 #f THERET L 72(3,8).
T 9% R A L 77 Y £ oD BEAMG 1A I5E D Bl #2205k (26293.7 2 6967.2 pm?) & L 72

SOX10 D FHM I H L > X 20 % THARULEF O RS 2 fese L, SIER] 3 46
B O JEZ ML O SOX10 B PEmlfe = 2 &+l L, 3 HL8 O FIE 2 FEF OfE & L7
(23).

EGFR O FEAlIZ A A O HELTR T % & o B ME 2 572 V™ 5 immunoreactive

score Z W TEH 21T - 72(23).
4) BRI

SOX10 BEYERM I =R 1L, classic type , stroma-rich type , cellular type @ 3 #E[E] THE
PRI AT o 72, FEHLERIZ 3T D IEBLME DO R 1T BellCurve for Excel
(version 4.05)% F T, Shapiro-Wilk & (&K% 0.05), FETLHLEICIX
Kruskal-Wallis 2 & (B /K% 0.05), F#% 15 E |2 Steel-Dwass & (A B K%

0.05) 1T -7z,

15
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BT 4, L2274 THLWIIT L 1.6 Thoiz. FRBITIE 20 8~70 ft &
Mg R WA TH L, 50 TR HZ <O biL (Fig.2) . HE FEARIZH S & %t
%% Seifert 73 4H L 7= 45 5, classic type 43.2%, stroma-rich type 43.2%, cellular type
13.6% T - 7= (Fig.3) . Classic type & stroma-rich type @ 63.0% K5 IE A4 1
B TE, TOIT L A THIET B OB MAMICEEARBEE S TA S
(Fig.4) .

SRR BN, BRI R O B AR IS SOX10 (8% 2N Bk & 7= 3 s ME %
ERHIE S ZHGRD BT (Fig.5) . SOX10 BHMEHIIN =R o & #E o Hh gl (DU 43 Ar
#iPH) | classic type 58.3 % (41.9-77.2) , stroma-rich type 35.5% (20.1-55.1) , cellular
type 84.7% (77.4-91.6) T o 7=. EHMERE O fE R I, classic type p=0.187, stroma-
rich type p=0.044, cellular type p<0.001 T& - 7=. FHILLE ORI p<0.001, F&
RETIEWTNOHMICSAEEZZBDT (p<0.001) (Fig.6).

Cellular type O #EMICHE L 72 88 AR stroma-rich type 4k & JE AR
NGRS B MR IZ SOX10 BT 7 A4 58 72 EGFR 1385 |- B2 kR Al o <0 °F |
B At A % Bl A3 2 — 5 o 555 4 A o S R BB L B 1 SO & o L, R 6 0D i 55
FELAR L Fo W TUTME A b R M b, 548 b Bz Ak, R SF b Rz A A o i i i 7
i & 2 L7, &7z, IRS I classic type C 1-2, stroma-rich type <C 0-1, cellular type

T 3 %7~ L, cellular type T IRS 23 & fE CTd - 7= (Fig.7).
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E% 3

RBFFENL, 2T I O Y ST 55 0D M AR A% 2 46 K & 24 C CHFZE 21T - /2. Maria
B)IE, KMEER M & bl U C/NME R R C 1L EE 05 o IS Lk C 0RE 213 £ <

RBOLILDL EHMELTWD. £ 2 CARIFEIR, RTEEIC X5 & o8R8 H
72 satellite /58 2 A 9 DIEBFNI IR LR L T-.

XHEUEGIL, BRI E L 1:1.6 L0k M2 <, 20 AR ~70 k& @A
KD B, T B IEKERRG O R E —F L TV (24), /NEERRIZRE
THLTEMIE S REEFIRICAE L 560 L FEDRKFE 2SS EET DL
PR ST,

Seifert 73 #1326 T MR HEE 4 1€ >k D i) % /9 IZ B D & subtype 1 72 5 subtype 4 £ T
D4 DIZHEL TN D, RIFECIIRBMEMR PN RRRLZENE LTRY, EE
M DEIS T subtype &4 1 BB R o ot th, RS EE KT B S
D 58 5 EIE M [EEETH 5 subtype 3 & subtype 4 [ —#5 L T cellular type & L T
B0 - 7=. % LT, subtype 1 & classic type, subtype 2 % stroma-rich type & L, 3
S subtype [ TLLERFT L72(3, 8). & D H, x5 D subtype DNFRIL, classic
type 7% 43.2%, stroma-rich type |% 43.2%, cellular type 7% 13.6% T - 7=. FED#
H R, REEWEIRIZRAE L 72 2 ARIEIT stroma-rich type Wi & £\ & s ST
W53, 8). 1o T, /INHERR IR A xE 5 & L 7o ARWFZERE R 1%, KRR C il % o
HEREREWVTRD N2 T,

ZBIEOFRT 25— K& LT, ikEFEEEDTFAENEEFE LTS E IR
% (3). AHFZETIL, classic type & stroma-rich type 0 63.0% C kb ik Kk 38 % 8122
TE 7272 cellular type & WL TINOD X A 7 O S RIE XA TR T
HAREMEDN @MW E B 2 D, Tz, KIREREAEE 2 A3 2E 0 Tk, ST o E
BRI b R E R E DB SN DER N L < A bie. KiREREMEE A A
THLEHRNE T, 2 X X EENERREEFBEE LTV IEAERH D & DO
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HEHdHDHM®). Mo T, ZMMETIE, FHA B 0N BAR R A IC IV T, BRICHKS
T N R A T3 5\ e B 3 2 BB D ISR O+ 3 R BN EHETH 5
SOX10 THE DRk ECo b 273 % SOX (SRY-related HMG-box) 7 7 I VU
—IZB L, BER L L TOREZRILTIENMOLILTUV5H(25,26). 1EF MEHE
JRCIE, ITEHEE & BRI SOX10 2%k U, MEE AR IE S CI3n /£
R SO LR A FE AR Rk & 3 2 IR EE R, W L RO, SRR, 2%
Ji I, LM O I 72 & T SOX10 FEMEET AL &2 @R D 5 (26, 27). LR RIE TIX
SOX10 A EBEMER, A OBIZIEBL(26) L, ARBFFEIZ I8 T gRIE T o i EHH
WO NEEYER ER A EEEZ R Lz, 2 LC, gL o EEMED SOX10
Bt =R 1%, Seifert 3 FHICE S WTNOFERICTH A EZ (p<0.001) ZRHT-Z &
D, Seifert 43 FEIXHEMEIT I O JEGE G bR A= & R < BIFR L TV 5 ATRENE
AR g WY e

EGFR I3 Hi~« OMifd CRELL TB Y, Mlaos{t, B & o 7o AW FE R TE M
IZBH L T\W5(28). —JF, EGFR (FEGFAEARLZEZ T &, FrY U7 —F
T T )V E Y VBBRERT D Z LT, XU EAIEEL U CHI I Y g &
L, REEMEEEEEOSEERICHE T 5L I TW5H(29-31). EGFR 13%
TR T U, FE R A bR R oo MR R IS R AR & R 97 (28, 31). ARHFZE T
EGFR X cellular type @ % b 5z £kl Ia 25 B %2 & L, stroma-rich type Tli%, —#
DERE E IR 5 T d o 72, IRS I, cellular type b mfEZ /R L7122 &
225 cellular type (ZML D type & b L, AW FRI0EMED B W RTREME SR IR X 1
7z

AR FEHE R BN MR Z I 2 ZTMRIE D, BRIZ BRI 65 o 5 A% X,
Seifert 43 ¥ & AW F G TE & OBIFRME N RIE S iz, KT, cellular type (3,
SOX10 & EGFR DY gL IC A MR YED W AT REVE S HEZS S v Tz,

VR Y1 R LI D 26 T R B 1, B RS L RG T IRRR & 8 23 T 2§~ 2 S T s AL » T2 T
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O, REARRE TIEH o2 RBRNBLETHD.
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Figure 2 Age distribution

The age distribution ranged from 20s to 70s, with the largest number in their 50s.

Figure 3 Breakdown of cases
A: classic type, 43.2%. B: stroma-rich type, 43.2%. C: cellular type, 13.6%.

Classic type was equal with stroma-rich type.
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Figure 4 Histological classification (HE, x20)

A: classic type. Parenchyma and stroma are intermingled.
B: stroma-rich type. There is little parenchyma, and stroma is abundant.
C: cellular type. There is little stroma, and parenchyma is abundant.

bar =40 pm
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Figure 5 Immunohistochemical Staining (SOX10, x20)
A: classic type. B: stroma-rich type. C: cellular type.

bar = 40 pm
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Figure 6 The median value (interquartile range) of the rate of SOX-10
A: classic type 58.3% (41.9- 77.2%). B: stroma-rich type 35.5% (20.1- 55.1%).

C: cellular type 84.7% (77.4- 91.6%).
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Figure 7 The IRS immunohistochemical staining (EGFR, %20)

A: Score 1-2 in classic type. It is showing a positive reaction in the perinuclear cytoplasm.
B: Score 0-1 in stroma-rich type. It is showing a staining attitude in a small amount of
cytoplasm.

C: Score 3 in cellular type. Due to undergoing dedifferentiation, it is showing a staining
attitude on many cell membranes.

bar = 40 um
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[#1E]
ZIRIEIC BT, I
4. & ZTCARBFZRIZE 1| B TITLTEIRIE O e IR & /N B CHl 2470y,

i

I

¥

T OHRFO -2 & L THIROFHE N EETH

RS

B (LR B R OHERSY OFAER, subtype HOEFIGEHALMNICT D L
T, ZIEMRIEOZEM 2 5 BAL R PR B 6T 2 2 L2 HRY & LW EL
PRI 21T o T2

D ORFFE A FLIZH 2 T TR T subtype & HEIET £F O B ARG & O FE
B, BLOZ S OBMEMEZEET 272010, FEHARR SN & Ok kb
IR ZAT o 7. 2D ORFZED H/NEERIRIZ 351 2 ZTERIE D, BRI IS %
D IEFFALAE L, Seifert 738 & AW FHITEME & O PRI RIR S 1172, FFIT cellular
type I3, SOX10 & EGFR @ Ye A HE B8 (2 8 7 A= W BTG PE DS | W AT REPE 3 /R S 7
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