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Abstract Neuroendocrine differentiation has been de-
scribed in rectal adenocarcinomas receiving neoadjuvant
therapy prior to radical surgery, but its clinical relevance is
controversial and no data are currently available in
colorectal carcinoma metastases as compared to primary
tumors. The presence of chromogranin A positive tumor
cells was investigated by means of immunohistochemistry
on surgical specimens from 54 primary colorectal carcino-
mas and their corresponding metastases, resected at
diagnosis or during tumor progression. In 47 patients,
tumor metastases were resected 1 month to 12 years after
chemotherapy and/or radiotherapy, while in the remaining
seven patients no additional therapy after primary surgery
was performed. In primary tumors, neuroendocrine differ-
entiation was found in 12/54 cases (22.2%) as compared to
25/54 metastatic lesions (46.3%; p=0.01). The presence of
neuroendocrine phenotype was not correlated with any

clinical pathological parameter nor with a different prolifera-
tion index. However, patients having neuroendocrine cells in
the primary tumor had a significantly shorter survival from the
time of metastatic spread than those having not (33.3 vs.
55.5 months; p=0.04). In summary, our data show that
colorectal carcinoma metastases contain a higher percentage
of neuroendocrine differentiated cells as compared to their
corresponding primaries, a finding possibly related to the
influence of chemotherapy in neuroendocrine differentiation
during colorectal carcinoma progression.
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Introduction

Neuroendocrine differentiation has been described in
human adenocarcinomas of the prostate, breast, stomach,
lung, and colorectum, among others [1–8]. The clinical
significance of this finding is debated and in any case
differs among the various organs. In the prostate, neuroen-
docrine differentiation has been demonstrated in therapy
naïve cases but it has been specifically associated to
hormone refractory cancers and indeed found associated
to tumor progression and a worse prognosis [5]. At
variance, in breast cancer neuroendocrine differentiation
has been consistently demonstrated to lack any prognostic
significance [9], whereas its association with a more
aggressive disease is still controversial in lung [7, 10] and
stomach carcinomas [6].

In colorectal carcinoma, neuroendocrine cells were
identified in up to 77% of cases, largely depending on the
method used to assess the neuroendocrine cell population
[1, 11, 12]. Classically, chromogranin A immunohisto-
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chemistry is the most common technique, although it is
generally considered that a panel of neuroendocrine
markers, including synaptophysin, CD56 and others, has
to be preferred in order to increase the sensitivity.
Nevertheless, the clinical relevance of neuroendocrine
differentiation in colorectal carcinoma is still debated being
either associated to poor survival [13] or not [11].

The mechanisms leading to neuroendocrine differentiation
in colorectal carcinoma are incompletely understood and are
currently accepted as belonging to divergent differentiation
processes that might be modulated by therapeutic interven-
tions. In fact, Shia et al. [14] described a significant increase
of chromogranin A positive cells in resected rectal adeno-
carcinomas after neo-adjuvant chemotherapy alone or com-
bined to radiotherapy; comparing endoscopic biopsies with
the corresponding rectal surgical specimen, it was shown that
68% of resected rectal carcinomas after chemotherapy had
chromogranin A positive tumor cells, as compared to 30% of
cases in pre-treatment endoscopic biopsies and to 17% of
cases in a control series of conventional, untreated cases.
This observation suggests that pharmacological intervention
may have potential effects on the selection of specific cell
types that are not sensitive (or not as sensitive) to
conventional treatment strategies. This phenomenon is well
known in prostatic adenocarcinoma treated with androgen
deprivation therapy: an increase of chromogranin A immu-
noreactive cells in tumor tissue (in association to raised
chromogranin A serum levels) has been correlated to the
onset of hormonal refractory disease. In addition, the
presence of a neuroendocrine cell component in therapy
naïve prostate cancer patients was found predictive of
androgen deprivation treatment failure [5].

When re-evaluating the morphological features of a
rectal adenocarcinoma that occurred in a young woman that
is following a long disease free survival after complete
resection and medical treatment of a local pelvic recurrence,
we observed a significant increase in the amount of
chromogranin A positive cells in the recurrent pelvic tumor
compared to the primary carcinoma specimen. In between
the two operations, the patient received several courses of
chemotherapy, as described elsewhere [15]. This observa-
tion, in agreement with the data reported by Shia et al. [14],
prompted us to investigate if chemotherapy can also affect
the extent of neuroendocrine differentiation in resected
metastases of relapsing colorectal carcinomas, compared to
their primary tumor. We here show that neuroendocrine
differentiation, as detected by chromogranin A immunore-
activity, is significantly higher in resected pulmonary, liver,
or abdominal metastases of colorectal cancer compared to
the corresponding primaries. In addition, median survival
was shorter for colorectal carcinomas with a neuroendo-
crine differentiated population in the primary tumor,
indicating that the neuroendocrine cell population may

respond differently to current medical treatment for colo-
rectal cancer and may possibly affect survival.

Materials and methods

Patients From the colorectal carcinoma database established
at the Oncology Unit of the San Luigi Hospital and University
of Turin, 54 patients were retrospectively collected in the
period from 1996 to 2008, having a radically resected
colorectal adenocarcinoma and also a resection of a synchro-
nous (21 cases) or metachronous (33 cases) metastasis of the
same tumor, from the lung, liver, or peritoneum. All but seven
patients received adjuvant chemotherapy after resection of the
primary, and eight rectal carcinomas had also radiotherapy
administrated. The chemotherapy protocols administrated to
the 47 patients included oxaliplatin-based chemotherapy
(FOLFOX or XELOX or chronomodulated FFL 4/10 regi-
mens) in 39, irinotecan-based chemotherapy (FOLFIRI) in 2,
and 5-FluoroUracil based chemotherapy (De Gramont’s
schema or protracted continuous infusion of 5FloroUracil) in
six of them.

Tissues Representative paraffin blocks from both primary and
metastatic tumors as well as complete follow-up information
were available for all cases. Metastatic lymph nodes were also
analyzed in 20 cases, as a control group. All pathological
material was anonymized by a pathology staff member not
involved in the current project and tissues from primary and
metastatic tumors of the same patient were coded to allow the
comparison in each anonymized case.

Immunohistochemistry Chromogranin A was selected as a
reliable marker of neuroendocrine differentiation based on
extensive literature data [14], and the immunohistochem-
ical reactions were performed on sections collected onto
charged slides serial to those stained with conventional
hematoxylin and eosin. A standard immunohistochemical
technique was used, including microwave oven antigen
retrieval (15 min in 10 mmol/L citrate buffer solution at
pH 6.0) and incubation with the primary chromogranin A
antibody (clone LK2H10, diluted 1:800; Novocastra
laboratories, Newcastle Upon Tyne, UK). The immuno-
reactions were revealed by a dextran-chain (biotin-free)
detection system (EnVysion, DakoCytomation, Glostrup,
Denmark), using 3,3′-diaminobenzidine (DAB, Dako) as a
chromogen. The slides were then counterstained with
hematoxylin, dehydrated, and mounted. Neuroendocrine
cells of the surrounding colorectal mucosa in primary
tumors served as positive internal control. Sections of
pancreatic islet cells served as external positive controls for
chromogranin A in each immunohistochemical run. Chro-
mogranin A reactivity was scored as reported by Shia [14] in a
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three-tie system, including score 0: no staining in tumor
cells; score 1+: 1–20% of tumor cells stained, and score 2+:
>20% of cells stained. In all cases, the proliferative activity
was assessed by means of Ki-67 immunostaining (clone
MIB1, Dako, diluted 1:300), using the above described
procedure. The proliferative fraction was expressed as
percentage of Ki-67 reactive nuclei, after counting positive
cells out of a thousand. In all cases with a chromogranin A-
positive population, both in primary and metastatic samples,
Ki-67 and chromogranin A were investigated by double
immunohistochemical reactions, using immunoperoxidase
procedure for Ki-67, followed by immunoalkaline phospha-
tase method Envision-AP (Dako) with Vector blue alkaline
phosphatase substrate kit III (from Vector Laboratories, CA,
USA) for chromogranin A, at the same conditions reported
above.

Statistical analysis Differences between chromogranin A
expression and clinical pathological variables were ana-
lyzed by the chi-square test with Yates’ correction, when
appropriate, whereas mean Ki-67 indexes within different
groups were compared using Student’s t test. Survival
curves were plotted using the Kaplan–Meier method and
were statistically evaluated using the log-rank test. These
statistical computations were performed using the SPSS for

Windows and STATISTICA for Windows software. The
significance level was set at p<0.05.

Results

Patients The present case series of 54 cases (Table 1) included
23 females and 31 males having a median age of 60.5 years
(range 28–79). The primary tumors were located in the right
colon (12 cases), left colon (25 cases), and rectum (17 cases).
Conventional adenocarcinoma was observed in 48 cases,
while the remaining six cases were mucinous carcinomas.
With regard to tumor grade, three cases were well differen-
tiated, 40 moderately and 11 poorly differentiated. According
to the 2010 TNM 7th edition staging system, 48 cases were
staged pT3–T4, being the remaining six tumors staged pT1–
T2. Most cases (43/54, 79.6%) had lymph node metastases at
the time of diagnosis. The site of distant metastasis examined
in the present study was liver in 33 patients, peritoneum in 11
patients, lung in nine patients, and ovary in one patient.

Neuroendocrine differentiation Positive chromogranin A
immunostaining, including both scores 1 and 2, was
observed in 12 of the 54 primary colorectal carcinomas
(22.2%) and in 25/54 metastases (46.3%). This difference

Number of patients 54

Median age (years) (range) 60.5 (28–79)

Male/Female ratio 31/23

Primary tumor location R/colon: 12, L/colon: 25,
Rectum: 17

Tumor grade G1: 3, G2: 40, G3: 11

Tumor stage T1: 1, T2: 5, T3: 37, T4: 11;
N0: 11, N1-2: 43

Surgically resected metastasis Liver: 33, Lung: 9, Peritoneal: 11,
Ovarian: 1

Chemotherapy administrated 47

No chemotherapy administrated 7 (5 at diagnosis and 2 during
tumor progression)

Chromogranin A expression 12/54 (22.2%) in primary CRC

25/54 (46.3%) in CRC metastases

Chi-square p=0.01

Ki-67 proliferation index 67.1% (primary CRC) and
62.4% (metastases)

Median survival from first
diagnosis

CgA negative in primary CRC 59.9 months (42 pats)

CgA positive in primary CRC 35.9 months (12 pats)

Log rank p=0.08

Median survival from
metastatic spread

CgA negative in primary CRC 55.5 months (42 pats)

CgA positive in primary CRC 33.3 months (12 pats)

Log rank p=0.04

CgA negative in CRC metastasis 53.8 months (29 pats)

CgA positive in CRC metastasis 38.3 months (25 pats)

Log rank p=0.18

Table 1 Clinico-pathological
data of 54 colorectal carcinomas
that underwent surgical
resection of a metastasis at
diagnosis or along tumor
progression

R right, L left, CRC
colorectal carcinoma, CgA
chromogranin A
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was statistically significant (p=0.01 by chi-square test). In
primary colorectal carcinomas, chromogranin A-positive
cases were equally distributed between those with synchro-
nous metastases (six cases, 26.3%) and those that devel-
oped metastases at follow up (the other six, 20%).

When comparing chromogranin A staining between
primary tumor and metastasis of the same patient, in 37
cases (68.5%) we failed to show any change (27 double
negative and ten double positive, without any increase in
the extent of positivity in the latter group), whereas an
increase was evident in 15/54 (27.8%), including 13/47
chemotherapy-treated, and 2/7 chemo-naïve patients. In ten of
these 15 cases, the chromogranin A-positive population was
detected in the metastatic tissue only (Fig. 1a–b), whereas in
the remaining five it was already focally present in the
primary tumor (immunohistochemical score 1) but was
increased in the metastasis (immunohistochemical score 2;
Fig. 1c–d). The remaining two cases could not be analyzed

due to the presence of extensive mucin lakes with very few
neoplastic cells in the metastases. Synchronous metastatic
lymph nodes were analyzed in 20 cases, from one to three
metastatic lymph nodes for each case. Among these, ten cases
corresponded to chromogranin A positive and ten cases to
chromogranin A negative primary tumors. All lymph node
samples showed no chromogranin A immunoreactivity, except
for two cases (both having a positive chromogranin A in the
primary tumor, score 1) with rare scattered positive cells.

The presence of neuroendocrine-differentiated primary
colorectal cancers was associated to shorter overall survival
(35.9 versus 59.9 months) and shorter survival from the time
ofmetastatic spread (33.3 versus 55.5months), being the latter
statistically significant in univariate analysis (log rank p=
0.04; Fig. 2); a similar trend was observed considering those
cases having chromogranin A positive cells in the metastases
as opposed to negative cases (38.3 versus 53.8 months from
the time of metastatic spread; log rank p=0.18).

Fig. 1 Primary rectal adenocarcinoma (a, case 4) with no evidence of
neuroendocrine differentiation (normal colonic mucosa in the left).
After 18 months and following 5-FU treatment, a liver metastasis
eventually developed (b), showing numerous scattered neuroendocrine
cells (score 2). Primary colonic adenocarcinoma (c, case 18), with
focal neuroendocrine differentiation (score 1), with subsequent
(9 months later) extensively necrotic liver metastasis (d), following
5-FU and oxaliplatin treatment, showing diffuse neuroendocrine

differentiation (score 2; normal liver in the upper left corner). Double
immunostaining for chromogranin A (blue) and Ki-67 (brown) in a
primary colonic adenocarcinoma (e) and in a liver metastasis (f)
showing numerous proliferating tumor cells and few neuroendocrine
cells in a resting phase (a–d chromogranin A staining, immunoper-
oxidase; e and f double sequential immunoperoxidase for Ki-67 and
immunoalkaline phosphatase for chromogranin A; original magnifi-
cations a and d 100×; b and c 200×; e and f 400×)
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The proliferative activity was assessed by means of Ki-
67 immunostaining in all cases of colorectal carcinoma,
both in the primary and in the metastatic locations (means
67.1% and 62.4%, respectively). No statistically significant
difference was observed between the mean Ki-67 proliferative
index of colorectal carcinomas with neuroendocrine differen-
tiation and negative cancers (78.5% versus 64%, respective-
ly). The proliferative activity of metastatic tissues was also
similar in neuroendocrine and non- neuroendocrine differen-
tiated tumor groups (Ki-67 index of 59.1% and 65.3%,
respectively). Double immunostainings combining chromog-
ranin A and Ki-67 showed that the neuroendocrine cell
population generally was not actively proliferating, both in
primary tumors and metastases (Fig. 1e–f).

When the presence of neuroendocrine differentiation was
compared with primary tumor location (right and left colon
and rectum), tumor histotype (conventional versus mucinous),
tumor stage and grade of differentiation, site of metastasis
(liver versus peritoneum and lung), and response to chemo-
therapy (stable disease versus partial or complete response),
no significant correlation was observed between any of the
above considered parameters and chromogranin A expression,
neither in primary nor in metastatic specimens.

Discussion

In this study, we have shown that distant metastases of
colorectal carcinoma contain a significantly higher amount
of neuroendocrine cells compared to the corresponding
primary tumors, as detected by chromogranin A immunos-
taining in surgical specimens. This may be part of the
natural history of colorectal cancer progression or be related

to the effects of chemotherapy, which generally preceded
the surgical removal of distant metastases.

Since it is virtually impossible to analyze a control group of
surgically resected colorectal carcinomas with no subsequent
chemotherapy (only seven cases were recruited in the current
series), the demonstration of a direct effect of chemotherapy
on the increase of neuroendocrine cells is not possible.
However, this was already demonstrated in a study on rectal
adenocarcinoma preoperatively treated by chemo and/or
radiotherapy [14]. The authors restricted their analysis to
primary tumors, comparing the neuroendocrine cell density
in pre-treatment biopsies versus the corresponding surgical
specimen of rectal cancer, and found a significantly higher
amount of neuroendocrine cells in treated rectal carcinomas
compared to the control group of adenocarcinomas that did
not undergo neoadjuvant therapy.

Based on this report, we therefore expanded the analysis
to colonic and rectal carcinomas and to their metastatic
locations, which are now increasingly being resected
especially from lung and liver, to assess the phenotypic
profile of cancer cell populations in the setting of metastatic
and progressing disease. Indeed, distant metastases were
found to contain a higher amount of neuroendocrine cells,
as compared to their primaries, and this may be the result of
relative selection of tumor clones not responsive to
conventional chemotherapy protocols, or to direct effects
of chemotherapy agents on a fraction of neoplastic cells
differentiated along the neuroendocrine lineage. Moreover,
we analyzed synchronous metastatic lymph nodes in 20
cases, both from chromogranin A negative and positive
primaries, and failed to demonstrate any significant chro-
mogranin A immunoreactivity. Although the limited bulk of
tumor tissue in lymph nodes as compared to primaries or
distant metastases might be a bias, this finding seems to
suggest that the selection of neuroendocrine tumor cell
clones is more likely related to anti-neoplastic treatments
rather than to metastatic progression.

The role of chemotherapy in favoring the increase and
the selection of neuroendocrine differentiated neoplastic
cell clones is controversial. Shia et al. [14] demonstrated a
role of neoadjuvant treatments in inducing a significant
increase of the neuroendocrine cell population in primary
colorectal carcinoma specimens. The same may well be the
case in metastatic locations, although a statistical validation
of this event is currently not possible. The very few cases
(seven) that did not (or could not) undergo chemotherapy
had a variable amount of neuroendocrine cells in their
metastases, but the extremely limited number of cases
hampers any statistical analysis and definite conclusion. In
addition, in some cases, the development of distant
metastases occurred many years after surgery and subse-
quent chemotherapy, suggesting that the different tumor cell
populations, exocrine (mucinous), and neuroendocrine may

Fig. 2 Survival of colorectal carcinoma patients from the time of
metastatic progression, grouped according to chromogranin A reac-
tivity (positivity including immunohistochemical scores 1 and 2) in
the primary tumors (log rank test, p=0.04)
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play complex reciprocal interactions. In this respect, the
expression of transcription factors known to drive neuro-
endocrine differentiation in the embryonic life, such as
human achaete-scute-homologue type 1 (hASH1) may be
involved in the occurrence of neuroendocrine differentia-
tion [16]. Unfortunately, in the present series, no hASH1
expression was observed (data not shown) suggesting that
at least in the intestinal area, the development of neuroen-
docrine differentiated cells may follow alternative path-
ways, compared to other models such as the prostate [17].

In this context, it is of interest that the neuroendocrine
population both in primary tumors and metastases showed a
very low proliferative activity, in agreement with earlier
observations in gastric carcinoma [18] that pointed out that
neuroendocrine cells are terminally differentiated cells,
devoid of any proliferative potential. Moreover, in our
cases, the mean Ki-67 proliferation index was similar in
primary and metastatic cancers, as well as in colorectal
carcinomas with or without neuroendocrine features.

A second issue is related to the prognostic influence of
neuroendocrine differentiation in colorectal carcinoma. In the
present series, cases having a neuroendocrine differentiated
component in the primary tumors had a slightly shorter
survival both from the time of diagnosis and the time from
metastatic spread but statistical significance was reached for
the latter case only, possible due to the relatively small sample
size. Other literature data are in line with this observation
[13, 19, 20], although some authors found no prognostic
differences between neuroendocrine differentiated and
conventional colorectal carcinoma [21]. No correlation
was also observed with any clinical pathological parameter.
In conclusion, we herein reported an increased detection
on neuroendocrine tumor cells in metastatic tissues of
chemotherapy-treated colorectal cancer patients, as compared
to the corresponding primary tumors, associated to reduced
patients’ survival; the biological and predictive meaning of
this observation would deserve further elucidation but is
possibly related to the positive selection by chemotherapy of
neuroendocrine tumors clones that are characterized by a
very low proliferative activity.

Acknowledgments This work is partially supported by grants from the
Italian Ministry of University (ex-60%, Rome) to MV, MT, and MP.

Conflict of interest statement We declare that we have no conflict
of interest.

References

1. Pagani A, Papotti M, Abbona GC, Bussolati G (1995) Chromog-
ranin gene expression in colorectal adenocarcinomas. Mod Pathol
8:626–632

2. Abbona G, Papotti M, Viberti L, Macrĭ L, Stella A, Bussolati G
(1998) Chromogranin A gene epression in non-small cell lung
carcinomas. J Pathol 186:151–156

3. Righi L, Sapino A, Marchiò C, Papotti M, Bussolati G
(2010) Neuroendocrine differentiation in breast cancer: estab-
lished facts and unresolved problems. Semin Diagn Pathol
27:69–76

4. López-Bonet E, Alonso-Ruano M, Barraza G, Vazquez-Martin A,
Bernadó L, Menendez JA (2008) Solid neuroendocrine breast
carcinomas: incidence, clinico-pathological features and imuno-
histochemical profiling. Oncol Rep 20:1369–1374

5. Berruti A, Bollito E, Cracco CM, Volante M, Ciccone G, Porpiglia
F, Papotti M, Scarpa RM, Dogliotti L (2010) The prognostic role
of immunohistochemical chromogranin A expression in prostate
cancer patients is significantly modified by androgen-deprivation
therapy. Prostate 70:718–726

6. Jiang SX, Mikami T, Umezawa A, Saegusa M, Kameya T,
Okayasu I (2006) Gastric large cell neuroendocrine carcinomas: a
distinct clinicopathologic entity. Am J Surg Pathol 30:945–953

7. Howe MC, Chapman A, Kerr K, Dougal M, Anderson H,
Hasleton PS (2005) Neuroendocrine differentiation in non-small
cell lung cancer and its relation to prognosis and therapy.
Histopathology 46:195–201

8. Segawa Y, Takata S, Fujii M, Oze I, Fujiwara Y, Kato Y, Ogino A,
Komori E, Sawada S, Yamashita M, Nishimura R, Teramoto N,
Takashima S (2009) Immunohistochemical detection of neu-
roendocrine differentiation in non-small-cell lung cancer and
its clinical implications. J Cancer Res Clin Oncol 135:1055–
1059

9. van Krimpen C, Elferink A, Broodman CA, Hop WC, Pronk A,
Menke M (2004) The prognostic influence of neuroendocrine
differentiation in breast cancer: results of a long-term follow-up
study. Breast 13:329–333

10. Pelosi G, Pasini F, Sonzogni A, Maffini F, Maisonneuve P,
Iannucci A, Terzi A, De Manzoni G, Bresaola E, Viale G (2003)
Prognostic implications of neuroendocrine differentiation and
hormone production in patients with stage I nonsmall cell lung
carcinoma. Cancer 97:2487–2497

11. Mori M, Mimori K, Kamakura T, Adachi Y, Ikeda Y, Sugimachi K
(1995) Chromogranin positive cells in colorectal carcinoma and
transitional mucosa. J Clin Pathol 48:754–758

12. Cho YB, Yang SS, Lee WY, Song SY, Kim SH, Shin HJ, Yun SH,
Chun HK (2010) The clinical significance of neuroendocrine
differentiation in T3–T4 node-negative colorectal cancer. Int J
Surg Pathol 18:201–206

13. Grabowsky P, Schindler I, Anagnostopoulos I, Foss HD, RieckenEO
MU, Stein H, Berger G, Buhr HJ, Scherubl H (2001) Neuroendocrine
differentiation is a relevant prognostic factor in stage III–IV
colorectal cancer. Eur J Gastroenterol Hepatol 13:405–411

14. Shia J, Tickoo SK, Guillem JG, Qin J, Nissan A, Hoos A,
Stojadinovic A, Ruo L, Wong WD, Paty PB, Weiser MR, Minsky
BD, Klimstra DS (2002) Increased endocrine cells in treated rectal
adenocarcinomas. A possible reflection of endocrine differentia-
tion in tumor cells induced by chemotherapy and radiotherapy.
Am J Surg Pathol 26:863–872

15. Tampellini M, Brizzi MP, Bitossi R, Alabiso I, Sculli CM, Chiusa
L, Papotti M, Dogliotti L (2007) Six-year stabilisation of a
relapsed pelvic mass from rectal cancer after oxaliplatin-
containing chemotherapy. J Cancer Res Clin Oncol 133:783–785

16. Borges M, Linnoila RI, van de Velde HJ, Chen H, Nelkin BD,
Mabry M, Baylin SB, Ball DW (1997) An achaete-scute
homologue essential for neuroendocrine differentiation in the
lung. Nature 386:852–855

17. Rapa I, Ceppi P, Bollito E, Rosas R, Cappia S, Bacillo E,
Porpiglia F, Berruti A, Papotti M, Volante M (2008) Human

526 Virchows Arch (2010) 457:521–527



ASH1 expression in prostate cancer with neuroendocrine differ-
entiation. Mod Pathol 21:700–707

18. Ooi A, Hayashi H, Katsuda S, Nakanishi I (1992) Gastric
carcinoma cells with endocrine differentiation show no evidence
of proliferation. Hum Pathol 23:736–741

19. Hamada Y, Oishi A, Shoji T, Takada H, Yamamura M, Hioki K,
Yamamoto M (1992) Endocrine cells and prognosis in patients
with colorectal carcinoma. Cancer 69:2641–2646

20. De Bruine AP, Wiggers T, Beek C, Volovics A, von Meyenfeldt
M, Arends JW, Bosman FT (1993) Endocrine cells in colorectal
adenocarcinomas: incidence, hormone profile and prognostic
relevance. Int J Cancer 54:765–771

21. Ferrero S, Buffa R, Pruneri G, Siccardi AG, Pelagi M, Lee AK,
Coggi G, Bosari S (1995) The prevalence and clinical significance
of chromogranin A and secretogranin II immunoreactivity in
colorectal adenocarcinomas. Virchows Arch 426:587–592

Virchows Arch (2010) 457:521–527 527


	Increased neuroendocrine cells in resected metastases compared to primary colorectal adenocarcinomas
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results
	Discussion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


