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STUDY ON THE HETEROGENEITY AND PATTERNS
OF EPITHELIAL MARKER EXPRESSION IN
NASOPHARYNGEAL CARCINOMA (NPC)

Xiong Yongyan Zong Yongsheng Zhang Changging
(Department of Pathology)

The epithelial marker expression of 123 NPC cases was studied immunohistochemic-
ally using a panel of antibodies against CEA, EMA and a variety of different molecular
weight cytokeratins. The results indicated that there were obvious heterogeneity and regu-
larity in epithelial marker expression of NPC. Numerous expression combinations could be
detected in these 123 cases, but, however, they could be attributed to 4 patterns of epithe-
lial marker expression and of cytokeratin expression, respectively. The expression patterns
were closely correlated with the histological types of NPC. A given histological type
always showed certain equivalent cytokeratin expression pattern(s). The application of
monoclonal anticytokeratin antibodies has practical significance in assistance to differenti-
ating the histological types of NPC, namely, keratinizing squamous cell carcinoma (KS-
CC) vs. adenocarcinoma (AC), KSCC vs. nonkeratinizing carcinoma (NKC), and NKC vs.
undifferentiated carcinoma of nasopharyngeal type (UCNP).

Key words nasopharyngeal neoplasm; immunohistochemistry; epithelial marker; het-
erogeneity
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