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Leiomyosarcoma Mimicking Superficial Cystic Soft Tissue Mass Confusing
Diagnosis On Ultrasonography - A Case Report -

Tae-Soo Park, M.D., Sungjun Kim, M.D.}, Hwon-Kyum Park, M.D.?, Yong-Wook Park, M.D.%, Seung-
Pyo Seo, M.D.

Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, Surgery?,and Pathology?, Guri Hospital, Hanyang University College
of Medicine, Guri-city, Korea, Department of Radiology, Kangnam Severance Hospital, Yonsei University
College of Medicine, Seoul, Korea*

In spite of many advantages of the ultrasonography (USG), sometimes its features such as echotexture and homo-
genecity do not reliably distinguish between malignant tumors and benign ones, so caution is needed in making a

diagnosis of solid masses of the soft tissue with USG.

Key Words: Soft tissue, Mass, Malignant tumor, Ultrasonography
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Fig. 1. Musculoskeletal ultrasonography showed a
hypochoic lesion with regular and well defined
margin. It has focal hyperechoic lesion within
mass, but there was a definite posterior
enhancement.

e numer-
ous, irregularly dilatated, hemangiopericytic
pattern vessels (black arrow) in central portion
(H&E, x40).

Fig. 2. Doppler ultrasonography showed no definite

blood flows.
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Fig. 4. This microscopic picture showed the tumor
which were composed of spindle cells with cigar
shaped nuclei and fascicular arrangement.
There were several mitoses (black arrow)
(H&E, *<400).

91



ko

ol e
o %
u N
o

1 mlo

ofN >
%0
&£

i
it
ol
e
_(::L
|
lo & &l

12 k1 4
O

)
=2
=
N
L
o

)
o2 M of
=
B rr =

dlo fz P
ok odo

of\

=2,
i X O

oXx &2 o ik
O ol
S5

O oN Mo &

3
=
o

Mr oY 30

o
o,
2
BN
O Oof
2,
K
(0
2,
o2
fo
ol

=

o

10 o b I

~

w
ol

ol
|

% o

dlo 0124 flo rir

K o

|
5,
2 ol
M
o
N
§2 rle
ui
=l
N
o
_0|L
3
o

N
oY R
&
e 2 ox

ox
ofx
~~
)
&,
=
=
o
j)
=
g
o
=
o
=
»
=N
%
=g
o
s
<
3
o
3
o
— o

A R LR = R b
¥t ASFo 7 2%

M Ok (& &L X olX

32 ox

offt
>,
=2

>
2,
ofo
ol

o ‘O|L
& ob rfr
oft ® L yo &
rg o = o
r o%
P o
b

=

x2
2
Koo = &

o
Qo

il
R

0
X, O, o

g
BN nE
o o

f
ot
o

).

o
o —
o~
o
0%

. oX
Ij\l
it
ol
i)
Ir

| lelM =

N
R A

todo r
H
i

>~
=
oo
ofr
ol
2

X
o
k
o
g

)
o
£l

: SRR TR,
P Yo - TN, [ RO

- .‘-“u‘.‘:;‘é\‘-\‘ N A ’ 2] 1 . !
A T L { PR ‘l"l‘
PR LR LR AT SN 5\ ML ’ ’

S DASR AN <
Fig. 5. This microscopic picture showed the positive reaction
for smooth muscle actin (Immunostaining, < 200).
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