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[ Abstract |
tumors of uncertain malignant potential (STUMP). Methods

Objective To investigate the clinicopathological features, diagnosis and prognosis of uterine smooth muscle
Eight cases of STUMP were analyzed. Follow-up was performed and
reviewed the literature. Results The sizes of the tumor were 5.5 cm to 11. 0 em. Light microscopy showed all the tumor cell were
spindle , with mitotic counts of 2 to 10 mitotic figures/10 high-power fields. 3 cases have tumor cell necrosis, with no more than
mild cytologic atypia. 5 cases had no tumor cell necrosis, with diffuse moderate-to-severe atypia. All tumors had focal staining for
pl6 and diffuse staining for PR. 1 tumor had diffuse immunoreactivity for p53. Follow-up records demonstrated no recurrence or
metastasis. Conclusion STUMP is a tumor between the leiomyoma and leiomyosarcoma, immunohistochemistry may be helpful in
the diagnosis and prognosis of the patients. STUMP has the risk of recurrence or metastasis,need to be closely followed up.
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