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A Case of Malignant Myoepithelioma in the Lacrimal Gland
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Abstract

Background : A case of malignant myoepithe-
lioma in the lacrimal gland is reported.

Case : The patient, a 77- year-old male with in-
creasing proptosis in the left eye was referred to us.
Steroid therapy was not effective, therefore lateral
orbitotomy was performed.

Result : On pathological examination, the proper
structure of actini was normal, but the cord of actini
revealed the destruction layer tapering into the sur-
rounding area. The tumor was composed of sarco-
matoid changes with spindle-shaped cells, collagen
fibers, and myxoid pattern. immunohistochemically,
tumor cells were positive for epithelial membrane
antigen (EMA) and o-smooth muscle actin (o.- SMA).

Electronmicroscopy showed desmosomes in intercel-
lular junctions.

Conclusion : Recently, there have been attempts
to distinguish myoepithelioma from pleomorphic
adenoma on the basis of cellular organization. In
our case, duct formation was less than in pleomor-
phic adenoma. Therefore we diagnosed this tumor
as malignant myoepithelioma. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc
105 : 42—46, 2001)
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GFAP : glial fibrillary acdic protein
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