
compared with those in the control group two years after surgery 
(P=0.026). However, no statistically significant difference was 
observed in the two-year OS between the two groups (P=0.347). 
ConClusions: Preoperative IM in patients with large GIST 
was safe and feasible. Moreover, preoperative IM could reduce the 
intraoperative bleeding volume and multivisceral resection rate, and 
improve the R0 resection rate. It also significantly improved the RFS 
at two years post-operation.

© 2014 ACT. All rights reserved.

Key words: Imatinib mesylate; Gastrointestinal stromal tumor; 
Preoperative therapy; Adjuvant therapy

Shen CY, Chen HN, Chen JJ, Zhang B, Chen ZX, Chen JP. Imatinib 
as Preoperative Therapy for Primary Large Gastrointestinal Stromal 
Tumor. Journal of Gastroenterology and Hepatology Research 2014; 
3(7): 1173-1178 Available from: URL: http://www.ghrnet.org/index.
php/joghr/article/view/787

IntroductIon
Gastrointestinal stromal tumor (GIST) is the most common 
mesenchymal tumor in the alimentary canal, and is considered to 
originate from Cajal cells (located in gastrointestinal pacemaker cells 
between the smooth muscle cells of the gastrointestinal muscular 
layer) or precursor cells[1,2]. The annual incidence of GIST is about 
10 to 15 cases per million[3,4]. GIST can be found in any part of 
the alimentary canal, but mostly occurs in the stomach and small 
intestine[5]. The current standard treatment of GIST is complete 
surgical resection to obtain a negative margin. However, complete 
surgical resection is difficult because of the immense diameter 
and rich blood supply of a large GIST. A tumor recurrence of 50% 
two years after surgery was reported among patients who had 
GIST diameters greater than 10 cm and underwent complete GIST 
resection, thereby affecting the long-term survival of patients[6,7].

Chao-Yong Shen, Hai-Ning Chen, Jia-Ju Chen, Bo Zhang, Zhi-
Xin Chen, Jia-Ping Chen, Department of Gastrointestinal Surgery, 
West China Hospital, Sichuan University, Chendu 610041, Sichuan, 
China
Correspondence to: Bo Zhang, MD, Department of Gastroin-
testinal Surgery, West China Hospital, Sichuan University, Chendu 
610041, Sichuan, China.
Email: hxwcwk@126.com
Telephone: +86-28-18980601891        
Received: June 8, 2014                   Revised: July 4, 2014
Accepted: July 9, 2014
Published online: July 21, 2014

ABStrAct
Aim: This study aimed to explore whether preoperative imatinib 
mesylate (IM) can improve the surgical safety and prognosis of 
patients with large gastrointestinal stromal tumor (GIST). 
methods: Patients with large GIST in a single medical 
institution (Department of General Surgery, West China Hospital, 
Sichuan University, China) from February 2007 to November 2011 
participated in this study. Patients were divided into two groups 
(preoperative treatment group and control group) based on whether 
they have taken IM preoperatively. All patients underwent laparotomy 
and postoperative adjuvant therapy. Recurrence/metastasis-free 
survival (RFS) and overall survival (OS) were calculated based on 
Kaplan–Meier analysis. 
Results: A total of 50 patients were enrolled in this study, of 
whom 17 patients were classified in the preoperative treatment group 
and 33 patients were in the control group. No significant differences 
in clinical pathologic features and demographic data before starting 
any treatment (P>0.05) were observed between the two groups. The 
preoperative treatment group was superior to the control group with 
respect to intraoperative bleeding volume, multivisceral resection 
rate, and R0 resection rate (P<0.05). Lower recurrence or metastasis 
rates were reported in patients in the preoperative treatment group 
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operation procedures
All patients underwent traditional surgery in the General Surgery of 
West China Hospital, Sichuan University. The surgical principles 
were as follows: (1) the surgery aimed to maintain as many 
residual organ functions as possible, and achieve R0 resection; (2) 
during complete tumor resection, tumor rupture and intraoperative 
spreading were avoided whenever possible; (3) unless signs of 
metastasis in surgery were observed, conventional cleaning was 
unnecessary because of the few lymph node metastases of GIST; 
and (4) considering the large tumor diameter and surgical difficulty, 
intraoperative probing should be performed carefully and gently. 
According to the surgical conditions for tumors that infiltrate adjacent 
tissues and organs in some patients, combined organ resection 
should be conducted, including combined splenectomy and resection 
of pancreatic tail, gallbladder, and kidney. The operator recorded 
surgical resection as follows: R0 resection (complete gross and 
microscopic resection) and R1 (complete gross resection).

Postoperative follow-up
Every three months after surgery, outpatient follow-ups or calls 
were conducted until December 2013. Follow-up included a review 
of abdominal CT or MRI, routine blood test and classification, 
evaluation of liver and kidney functions, and specific information of 
medication. RFS is defined as the recurrence or metastasis of tumors 
from the surgical day to the time when the tumor advances. OS refers 
to the time from the surgical day to death. The median follow-up time 
was 29.2 months (range: four to 71 months).

statistical analysis
Data are expressed as the mean±SD. Categorical data were analyzed 
by the Chi-square test or Fisher’s exact probability test. Wilcoxon 
test was used to test ranked data. Student’s t-test was used to compare 
continuous variables between the two groups. The OS and RFS were 
estimated by the Kaplan–Meier method. Statistical analyses were 
performed using SPSS 17.0 software package. A P value of less than 
0.05 was considered statistically significant.

rESuLtS
Patient characteristics
A total of 50 cases with primary large GIST without metastasis 
from February 2007 to November 2011 were included in this study. 
Seventeen patients chose to take IM as a preoperative treatment, 
and the median medication time was 3.5 months (range: one to 7.5 
months). The remaining 33 patients refused preoperative medication 
and chose direct surgery. Both groups consisted mostly of male 
patients. Eleven cases of males (65%) and six females (35%) 
comprised the preoperative treatment group, with a median age of 
56 years (range: 29 to 80 years). Nineteen male cases (58%) and 14 
females (42%) comprised the control group, with a median age of 
52 years (range: 29 to 74 years). During follow-up, five cases were 
lost, namely, two cases in the preoperative treatment group and three 
cases in the control group. Table 1 shows a summary of the clinical 
pathologic features of both groups. No statistical differences in 
population data, tumor sites, mitotic counts, tumor diameter during 
the first visit, and postsurgical hospital stay time were observed 
between the groups. Specific data are shown in table 1.

im therapy and surgical outcome
The median time of patients taking IM in the preoperative treatment 
group was 3.5 months (range: one to 7.5 months). One patient chose 

    Imatinib is a small molecule tyrosine kinase inhibitor (TKI) that 
can effectively inhibit KIT and PDGFR. Many previous studies 
reported that treatment with imatinib as adjuvant therapy benefits 
GIST patients. However, clinical studies on the preoperative 
treatment of GIST with imatinib are rare. Preoperative treatment 
can reduce tumor size, surgical range, and intraoperative bleeding 
risk; avoid unnecessary resection of joint organs; and increase the 
opportunity of radical resection[8,9]. The clinical experimental results 
of the first preoperative treatment with imatinib of stage II Eisenberg 
proved that imatinib is safe and effective[10].
    We conducted this study to examine whether preoperative 
imatinib treatment in patients with large GIST will improve 
operation safety, recurrence/metastasis-free survival (RFS), and 
overall survival (OS).

MEtHodS
Patient selection
All patients who were diagnosed with large GIST were recommended 
to take imatinib mesylate (IM) preoperatively by clinicians. A total 
of 33 patients who refused to take IM and opted for direct surgical 
treatment comprised the control group. By contrast, 16 patients who 
took IM before surgery comprised the preoperative treatment group. 
The inclusion criteria were as follows: (1) GIST patients with tumor 
diameters greater than 10 cm, without other malignant tumors; (2) 
patients who were pathohistologically and immunohistochemically 
diagnosed with GIST; (3) all patients received regular postoperative 
medication; and (4) patients who were at least older than 18 years. 
The exclusion criteria were as follows: (1) patients with metastasis 
and severe cardiopulmonary, liver, and kidney diseases; (2) patients 
subjected to single surgical or medical treatment; and (3) pregnant 
and lactating women.
    Patients’ gender, age, tumor site, tumor diameter, and intraoperative 
and postsurgical conditions were recorded. After hospital admission, 
the patients actively underwent electronic gastroscopy, whole 
abdominal enhanced CT, gastrointestinal barium radiography, and 
chest plain film. Frozen slices of incisal margin and tumor were 
conventionally obtained during surgery. Based on the NCCN guide, 
endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine needle aspiration biopsy or needle 
biopsies guided by abdominal CT were carried out to clarify the 
diagnosis of the preoperative treatment group[11]. The protocol was 
approved by the Institutional Review Board and Committee of West 
China Hospital of Sichuan University. All patients signed informed 
consents and voluntarily accepted the treatment.

imatinib therapy
The dose of imatinib (Glivec, Novartis Pharmaceuticals, Basel, 
Switzerland) taken by patients in the preoperative treatment group 
was 400 mg/d. The treatment effect was assessed according to 
Choi criteria[12] combined with tumor size and density (CT value). 
Tumors were surgically resected when signs of advanced tumor 
were observed or IM treatment effects reached the maximum 
(two continuous CT results indicate no improvement). All patients 
conventionally underwent outpatient review once every two to 
four weeks, including routine blood tests; liver, kidney, and cardiac 
function evaluations; and abdominal enhanced CT. Seventeen 
cases in the preoperative treatment group stopped medication one 
week before surgery. Medication resumed after the surgery upon 
the recovery of gastrointestinal functions and drug tolerance. One-
year and three-year adjuvant were recommended for patients with 
intermediate and high risky, respectively.
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Table 1 Demographic data and clinical pathologic features between two 
groups

preoperative treatment 
group (n=17)

11
6

56
29-80

8
5
4
13.76±4.40
14
3

8
6
3

3.5
1-7.5
17.45±3.65

Variables

Gender
    Male
    Female
Age (years)
    Median
    Range
Tumor location
    Stomach
    Small intestinal
    Extra GIST
Tumor diameter (cm)
    10cm to 15cm
    >15cm
Mitotic counts
    ≤5/50 HPF
    6 to 10/50 HPF
    >10/50 HPF
Preoperative medication 
time (month)
    Median
    Range
Postoperative hospital stay 

control group 
(n=33)

19
14

52
29-74

17
11
5
14.71±5.67
26
7

15
10
8

-
-
18.25±2.52

P value

0.626

0.336

0.850

 

0.341

0.766

-
-
0.440

Figure 1  Abdominal CT scan (A) showed a soft-tissue tumor (11 cm × 9.0 cm in size) located in the excavatio rectovesicalis. Abdominal CT scan (B) 
obtained five months after imatinib treatment showed that the mass became smaller (6.7 cm × 5.1 cm × 4.0 cm in size), and CT density decreased. CT scan 
(C) showed a huge pelvic cystic or solid mass with relatively clear boundaries and adjacent organs affected by extrusion, approximately 11.9 cm × 11.2 cm 
× 10.6 cm in size. Based on images obtained two months after drug therapy, the tumor decreased in size (8.2 cm × 7.1 cm × 5.9 cm) and multiple punctual 
calcification foci were visible (D).

surgical treatment after 4.5 months of regular medication because of 
disease progression. No case was completely relieved, 14 cases were 
partially relieved, and two cases demonstrated stable conditions. 
Figure 1 shows the changes in tumors using abdominal CT scan after 
preoperative IM therapy. All cases started medication once intestinal 
functions recovered and drugs were tolerated after surgery. The 
median medication time of all patients after surgery was 14.5 months 
(range: five to 31 months). During medication, some patients reported 
of slight edema, gastrointestinal reactions, fatigue, discomfort, and 
anemia. No patient stopped medication because of severe drug side 
effects.
    Table 2 summarizes the intraoperative and postsurgical 
complications for the two groups. The intraoperative bleeding 
volumes of the preoperative treatment and control groups were 
691.18±290.60 and 887.88±276.71 mL (P=0.023), respectively. 
Two cases (11.8%) in the preoperative treatment group underwent 
joint organ resection, whereas 13 cases (39.4%) in the control group 
underwent combined organ resection (P=0.043). In the preoperative 
treatment group, one case underwent gastrectomy+cholecystectomy, 
and another case underwent gastrectomy+partial hepatectomy. In the 
control group, four cases underwent gastrectomy+cholecystectomy, 
and the other nine cases underwent surgical resection (Table 3). 
Fourteen cases (82.3%) in the preoperative treatment group and 



17 cases (51.5%) in the control group underwent R0 resections, 
with a statistically significant (P=0.033) difference. Reoperation, 
perioperative death, or anastomotic leak did not occur in both 
groups. No statistical significances were found in the differences 
of intraoperative blood transfusion, intraoperative tumor rupture, 
postsurgical intestinal ileus, postsurgical metastasis, or number of 
recurrence cases between the two groups (P>0.05).

Postoperative pathological diagnosis
Spindle cells or a mixture of spindle cells and epithelioid cells were 
observed by endoscopic examination. Immunohistochemical staining 
showed the following results: positive rates for CD117 (90%, 45/50), 
CD34 (72%, 36/50), S-100 (4%, 2/50), SMA (32%, 16/50), and 
Desmin (6%, 3/50), as shown in table 4. According to the NIH risk 
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assessment criteria[13], four cases were at intermediate risk and 13 
cases were at high risk in the preoperative treatment group, whereas 
33 cases in the control group were at high risk.

RFs and os
In the preoperative treatment group, six cases experienced regional 
recurrence or distant metastasis, with a median recurrence/metastasis-
free time of 42 months. One case of liver metastasis received surgical 
treatment again. During follow-up, four cases died as a result of the 
disease. In the control group, recurrence or metastasis was found 
in 18 cases, with a median recurrence/metastasis-free time of 25 
months, and 10 patients died because of the disease. Recurrent 
tumors after drug withdrawal were reported for most patients, and 
only a few patients experienced metastasis or recurrence during 
medication. Kaplan–Meier analysis showed that the preoperative 
treatment group had a higher RFS rate than the control group two 
years after surgery (87.5% vs 51.5%, P=0.026) (Figure 2 A). No 
statistical significance in the differences of the OS rate was observed 
between the two groups (Figure 2 B).

Table 2 Information of surgery and postoperative complications in two 
groups.

Preoperative 
treatment group 
(n=17)
255.29±27.41

691.18 ± 290.60

4
13

1
16

2
15

1
16

14
3
2
0
0
0
0

6

Control group 
(n=33)

270.61±27.12

887.88 ± 276.71

11
22

4
29

13
20

5
28

17
16
3
1
0
0
0

18

P value

0.066

0.023

0.474

0.650

0.043

0.650

0.033

1.000
1.000
-
-
-

0.197

Variables

Operation time
Intraoperative bleeding 
volume (mL)
Intraoperative transfusion
    Yes
    No
Intraoperative tumor rupture
    Yes
    No
Multivisceral resection
    Yes
    No
Lymph node dissection
    Yes
    No
Tumor excision status
    R0 resection
    R1 resection
Postoperative ileus
Wound/abdominal infection
Reoperation
Perioperative death
Anastomotic fistula
Postoperative metastasis/
recurrence

Table 3 Summary of combined multiple organs resection between the two 
groups.

Preoperative 
treatment 
group
-
-
1
1
-

-

-

2

Control 
group

2
1
4
2
2

1

1

13

Variables

Gastrectomy+splenectomy
Gastrectomy+distal pancreatectomy
Gastrectomy+cholecystectomy
Gastrectomy+Partial hepatectomy
Bowel resection+cholecystectomy
Duodenectomy+right 
nephrectomy+cholecystectomy
Retroperitoneal tumor resection +ascending 
colon resection+cholecystectomy
Total cumulative patients with multivisceral 
resection 

Table 4 The data of postoperative pathological examination.

No of patients (n=50)
45
36
2
16
3

Percentage (%)
90%
72%
4%
32%
6%

Variables
CD117
CD34
S-100
SMA
Desmin

Figure 2 RFS curves of the two groups. (A) The preoperative treatment 
group had a higher RFS rate than the control group two years after 
surgery (87.5% vs 51.5%, P=0.026). Kaplan–Meier curves of OS of the two 
groups. No statistical significance in the differences of the OS rate (P=0.347) 
was observed (B).
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dIScuSSIon
In 1983, Mazur named a group of tumors without smooth muscle 
differentiation or neurogenic differentiation as GISTs for the 
first time[14]. In recent years, further understanding of GISTs and 
development of diagnosis and treatment methods led to an increase 
in diagnosed cases. Before the application of TKI in GIST treatment, 
surgical resection was the only effective treatment method for tumors. 
However, most patients suffered from postsurgical recurrence even 
when tumors were completely resected. The published results showed 
that adjuvant therapy, which is postsurgically administered to patients 
at intermediate and high recurrence risks, can effectively increase RFS 
and OS[15-17]. However, data from clinical research on adjuvant therapy 
after preoperative TKI treatment and surgical resection are highly 
limited.
    Fiore reported that imatinib treatment before surgery for adjuvant 
therapy can reduce intraoperative bleeding and intraoperative tumor 
rupture, thereby increasing patient prognosis[18]. Consistent with this 
report, 17 cases in the preoperative treatment group in the present 
research exhibited less intraoperative blood loss than cases in the 
control group. No statistically significant difference was observed 
in intraoperative tumor rupture between the two groups, but we 
found a smaller proportion of intraoperative tumor rupture in the 
preoperative treatment group. Large GISTs are usually supplied by 
multi-source arteries, and sometimes exhibit plexiform-like layers 
attached to a meager envelope. Uncontrollable bleeding, which can 
cause intraoperative bleeding, may occur despite careful surgery. 
When the tumor is large, its envelope can easily infiltrate the adjacent 
tissues and organs with unclear intervals. Forced separation can also 
cause bleeding or tumor rupture. After preoperative IM treatment, 
82.4% (14/17) of patients experienced R0 resection, which was 
consistent with the data reported by Rutkowski[19]. However, in 
a research by Andtbacka[20], 11 cases of locally advanced GIST 
patients underwent radical resection after preoperative treatment, 
with a median time of one year, followed by continued adjuvant 
therapy after surgery; the progression-free survival (PFS) rate was 
91% after 19.5 months of follow-up. Our research results indicate 
that the two-year PFS was slightly low at 87.5% after 3.5 months of 
median preoperative medication. This result was possibly caused by 
the different preoperative times of the two studies. In the treatment 
of large GISTs, the problem of joint organ resection is likely to arise. 
The separation and removal of tumors to maintain increased organ 
functions contradict the no-tumor principle. If the life quality of 
patients is not significantly influenced, joint organ resection should be 
completely resected with the tumors[21] to achieve a negative margin 
and remarkably affect the postsurgical PFS of patients[22]. In this 
research, the organ resections were mainly joint cholecystectomy and 
local liver resection. Although one patient underwent joint kidney 
resection, it was R0 resection. The metastatic pathways of GIST are 
mainly liver and intraperitoneal seeding metastases, and clean up of 
lymph node metastasis is rare[23]. Consistent with this report, six cases 
in the present research underwent clean up of lymph node metastasis, 
and postsurgical pathology indicated no metastasis.
    After six to 12 months of preoperative imatinib treatment or 
when the maximum effects are observed, surgery is performed[8,24]. 
Excessive prolongation of preoperative treatment can lead to 
secondary resistance and disease progression. In the present research, 
the median time of preoperative treatment was 3.5 months for 17 cases 
in the preoperative treatment group. One case showed advanced tumor 
during treatment, whereas the conditions of the other 16 cases were 
partially relieved or stable. Most patients who underwent preoperative 

treatment were preoperatively estimated to experience a difficult R0 
resection; these patients had large tumors or tumors at special sites 
(esophagogastric junction, duodenum, and low rectum) or required 
combined organ resection. Postsurgical NIH risk assessment of these 
patients was largely intermediate and extremely risky. Therefore, 
TKI adjuvant therapy should continue postoperatively in GIST 
patients who have received preoperative therapy[20,25,26]. The toxicity 
and side effects of imatinib are dose-dependent[27]. The treatment of 
chronic granulocytic leukemia and GIST shows minimal toxicity 
and side effects, and patients exhibit good tolerance[28]. Edema, 
fatigue, discomfort, and mild anemia only occur in a few patients 
who are preoperatively and postsurgically medicated, which was 
consistent with our research. The current consensus of postsurgical 
adjuvant therapy is to advise patients at high risk to undergo adjuvant 
therapy, whereas patients with low risk do not require it[15]. However, 
whether patients at intermediate risk need adjuvant therapy remains 
controversial. Li objectively proved that patients at intermediate and 
high risks can benefit from postsurgical adjuvant therapy[17]. In our 
research, 46 cases at high risk and four cases at intermediate risk 
underwent adjuvant therapy. By contrast, 16 cases in the control group 
showed recurrent tumors or metastasis, most of which occurred two 
years after surgery. Compared with postsurgical adjuvant therapy of 
one year, postsurgical adjuvant therapy of three years in patients at 
high risk results in improved PFR and OS[29]. In the 50 cases of our 
research, the median time of postsurgical adjuvant therapy was 14.5 
months. After drug withdrawal, most patients demonstrated recurrence 
or metastasis, so prolonging medication is necessary.
    In conclusion, imatinib treatment of large GISTs, which cannot 
be locally resected or are at advanced stages, is safe and feasible. 
IM could reduce intraoperative bleeding, increase R0 resection, 
and decrease joint organ resection to reduce surgical difficulty. 
Postsurgical adjuvant therapy significantly increased the two-year 
RFS rate of patients. The shortcomings and limitations of this research 
were the small amount of patient samples included, non-randomness 
in cases, and short adjuvant therapy period. Further studies require 
rigorous large samples, as well as multi-center randomized controlled 
experiments.

AcknowLEdgEMEnt
We would like to express our sincere thanks to the Department of 
Gastrointestinal Surgery, West China Hospital, for offering assistance 
in the course of this study.

conFLIct oF IntErEStS
There are no conflicts of interest with regard to the present study.

rEFErEncES 
1 Cassier PA, Ducimetie`re F, Lurkin A, Lurkin A, Ranchère-Vince 

D, Scoazec JY, Bringuier PP, Decouvelaere AV, Mèeus P, Cellier 
D, Blay JY, Ray-Coquard I. A prospective epidemiological study 
of new incident GISTs during two consecutive years in Rhône 
Alpes region: incidence and molecular distribution of GIST in a 
European region. Br J Cancer 2010; 103(2): 165-170

2 Dow N, Giblen G, Sobin LH, Miettinen M. Gastrointestinal 
stromal tumors: differential diagnosis. Semin Diagn Pathol 2006; 
23(2): 111–119

3 Nilsson B, Bümming P, Meis-Kindblom JM, Odén A, Dortok 
A, Gustavsson B, Sablinska K, Kindblom LG. Gastrointestinal 
stromal tumors: the incidence, prevalence, clinical course, and 
prognostication in the preimatinib mesylate era. Cancer 2005; 



1178© 2014 ACT. All rights reserved.

Shen CY et al . Preoperative therapy for GIST

103(4): 821-829
4 Woodall CE III, Brock GN, Fan J, Byam JA, Scoqqins CR, 

McMasters KM, Martin RC 2nd. An evaluation of 2537 
gastrointestinal stromal tumors for a proposed clinical staging 
system. Arch Surg 2009; 144(7): 670-678

5 Joensuu H, Fletcher C, Dimitrijevic S, Silberman S, Roberts P, 
Demetri G. Management of malignant gastrointestinal stromal 
tumours. Lancet Oncol 2002; 3(11): 655-664

6 Rutkowski P, Nowecki ZI, Michej W, Debiec-Rychter M, Wozniak 
A, Limon J, Siedlecki J, Grzesiakowska U, Kakol M, Osuch C, 
Polkowski M, Gluszek S, Zurawski Z, Ruka W. Risk criteria and 
prognostic factors for predicting recurrences after resection of 
primary gastrointestinal stromal tumor. Ann Surg Oncol 2007; 
14(7): 2018-2027

7 Maki RG. Gastrointestinal stromal tumors respond to tyrosine 
kinase-targeted therapy. Curr Treat Options Gastroenterol 2004; 
7(1): 13-17

8 Cas a l i P G , Jo s t L , Re i cha rd t P, S ch l emmer M, B lay 
JY. Gas t ro in tes t ina l s t romal tumours : ESMO c l in ica l 
recommendations for diagnosis treatment and follow up. Annals 
Oncol 2009; 20 (suppl 4): 64-67

9 Blesius A, Cassier PA, Bertucci F, Fayette J, Ray-Coquard I, Bui 
B, Adenis A, Rios M, Cupissol D, Pérol D, Blay JY, Le Cesne A. 
Neoadjuvant imatinib in patients with locally advanced GIST in 
the prospective BFR 14 trial. BMC Cancer 2011: 11: 72

10 Eisenberg BL, Harris J, Blanke CD, Demetri GD, Heinrich 
MC, Watson JC, Hoffman JP, Okuno S, Kane JM, von Mehren 
M. Phase II trial of Neoadjuvant/adjuvant imatinib mesylate 
(IM) for advanced primary and metastatic/recurrent operable 
gastrointestinal stromal tumor (GIST): an early results of RTOC 
0132/ACRIN 6665. J Surg Oncol 2009; 99(1): 42-47

11 Ando N, Goto H, Niwa Y, Hirooka Y, Ohmiya N, Nagasaka T, 
Hayakawa T. The diagnosis of GIST with EUS-guide fined needle 
aspiration with immunohistochemical analysis. Gastrointest 
Endosc 2002; 55 (1): 37-43

12 Choi H. Response evaluation of gastrointestinal stromal tumor. 
Oncologist 2008; 13(suppl 2): 4-7

13 Joensuu H. Risk stratification of patients diagnosed with 
gastrointestinal stromal tumor. Human Pathology 2008; 39(10): 
1411-1419

14 Mazur MT, Clark HB. Gastric stromal tumors reappraisal of 
histogenesis. Am J Surg Pathol 1983; 7(16): 507-519

15 Dematteo RP, Ballman KV, Antonescu CR, Maki RG, Pisters 
PWT, Demetri GD, Blackstein ME, Blanke CD, Mehren MV, 
Brennan MF, Patel S, McCarter MD, Polikoff JA, Tan BR, Owzar 
K. Adjuvant imatinib mesylate after resection of localised, primary 
gastrointestinal stromal tumour: a randomised, doubleblind, 
placebo-controlled trial. Lancet 2009; 373: 1097

16 Essa t M, Cooper K. Imat in ib as ad juvant therapy for 
gastrointestinal stromal tumors: a systematic review. Int J Cancer 
2011; 128(9): 2202-2214

17 Li J, Gong JF, Wu AW, Shen L. Post-operative imatinib in patients 
with intermediate or high risk gastrointestinal stromal tumor. Eur 
J Surg Oncol 2011; 37(4): 319-324

18 Fiore M, Palassini E, Fumagalli E, Pilotti S, Tamborini E, 
Stacchiotti S, Pennacchioli E, Casali PG, Gronchi A. Preoperative 
imatinib mesylate for unresectable or locally advanced primary 
gastrointestinal stromal tumors (GIST). Eur J Surg Oncol 2009; 
35(7): 739-745

19 Rutkowski P, Gronchi A, Hohenberger P, Bonvalot S, Schöffski P, 
Bauer S, Fumagalli E, Nyckowski P,Nguyen BP, Kerst JM, Fiore M, 
Bylina E, Hoiczyk M, Cats A, Casali PG, Le Cesne A, Treckmann 
J, Stoeckle E, de Wilt JH, Sleijfer S, Tielen R, van der Graaf W, 
Verhoef C, van Coevorden F. Neoadjuvant Imatinib in Locally 
Advanced Gastrointestinal Stromal Tumors (GIST): The EORTC 
STBSG Experience. Ann Surg Oncol 2013; 20(9): 2937-2943

20 Andtbacka RH, Ng CS, Scaife CL, Cormier JN, Hunt KK, 
Pisters PW, Pollock RE, Benjamin RS, Burgess MA, Chen LL, 
Trent J, Patel SR, Raymond K, Feig BW. Surgical resection of 
gastrointestinal stromal tumors after treatment with imatinib. Ann 
Surg Oncol 2007; 14(1): 14-24

21 Wan DS, Wu XJ, Ding PR, Pan ZZ, Zhou ZW, Chen G, Li LR, Lu 
ZH, Kong LH, Liang XM, Luo RZ. Surgical treatment for patients 
with gastrointestinal stromal tumor. Chin J Gastrointest Surg 
2003; 6(5): 288–291.

22  Zaydfudim V, Okuno SH, Que FG, Nagorney DM, Donohue 
JH. Role of operative therapy in treatment of metastatic 
gastrointestinal stromal tumors. J Surg Res 2012; 177(2): 248-254

23 Clary BM, DeMatteo RP, Lewis JJ, Leung D, Brennan MF. 
Gastrointestinal stromal tumors and leiomyosarcoma of the 
abdomen and retroperitoneum: a clinical Comparison. Ann Surg 
Oncol 2001; 8(4): 290-299

24 Mussi C, Ronellenfitsch U, Jakob J, Tamborini E, Reichardt P, 
Casali PG, Fiore M, Hohenberger P,Gronchi A. Post-imatinib 
surgery in advanced/metastasis GIST: is it worthwhile in all 
patients? Ann oncol 2010; 21(2): 403-408

25 Rutkowski P, Nowecki Z, Nyckowski P, Dziewirski W, 
Grzesiakowska U, Nasierowska-Guttmejer A,Krawczyk M, Ruka 
W. Surgical treatment of patients with initially inoperable and/or 
metastatic gastrointestinal stromal tumors (GIST) during therapy 
with imatinib mesylate. J Surg Oncol 2006; 93(4): 304-311

26 Gronchi A, Fiore M, Miselli F, Lagonigro MS, Coco P, Messina 
A, Pilotti S, Casali PG. Surgery of residual disease following 
molecular-targeted therapy with imatinib mesylate in advanced / 
metastatic GIST. Ann Surg 2007; 245(3): 341-346

27 Rankin C, Von Mehren M, Blanke C, Benjamin RS, Fletcher 
CDM, Bramwell V, Crowley J, Borden E, Demetri GD. Dose 
effect of imatinib in patients with metastatic GIST-Phase III 
sarcoma group study S0033. J Clin Oncol 2004; 22(14): 9005

28 Demetri GD, von Mehren M, Blanke CD, Van den Abbeele AD, 
Eisenberg B, Roberts PJ, Heinrich MC,Tuveson DA, Singer S, 
Janicek M, Fletcher JA, Silverman SG, Silberman SL, Capdeville 
R, Kiese B, Peng B, Dimitrijevic S, Druker BJ, Corless C, 
Fletcher CD, Joensuu H. Efficacy and safety of imatinib mesylate 
in advanced gastrointestinal stromal tumors. N Engl J Med 2002; 
347(7): 472-480

29 Joensuu H, Eriksson M, Sundby Hall K, Hartmann JT, Pink D, 
Schütte J, Ramadori G, Hohenberger P,Duyster J, Al-Batran 
SE, Schlemmer M, Bauer S, Wardelmann E, Sarlomo-Rikala 
M, Nilsson B, Sihto H,Monge OR, Bono P, Kallio R, Vehtari 
A, Leinonen M, Alvegård T, Reichardt P. One vs Three Years of 
Adjuvant Imatinib for Operable Gastrointestinal Stromal Tumor: a 
Randomized Trial. JAMA 2012; 307(12): 1265-1272

Peer reviewer: Hidekazu Suzuki Division of Gastroenterology 
and Hepatology, Department of Internal Medicine, Keio 
University School of Medicine, 35 Shinanomachi, Shinjuku-ku, 
Tokyo 160-8582, Japan.

 


