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FR1. RARZALRENEAER
Ui iz (bul) RES R
SATB2 Cell Marque (Rocklin, CA) R EP281 1: 100
SALL4 Sigma-Aldrich (Cleveland, OH) FREB3 6E3 1: 400
Cyclin D1 ThermoFisher (Waltham, MA) R SP1 1: 100
PAX8 Proteintech Group (Rosemont, IL) RET 1: 200
BCOR Santa Cruz BioTech (Santa Cruz, CA) et C-10 1: 100
ft, JUHZS HAA/ NGTARAR B WY AN AR N A EFH AR ICYITE A RHZ I B M BARI 242
AR FEH, FRATT A — 25 H R IdY) w45 SATB2, HATIE AR FE, 8iVF2N cyclin D1 {£7 beta-caten-
cyclin D1 #1 SALL4 fE=4|] EC Hid A 3RIK, 7 2RI in f AR, 18 EC i HfEEPE G HRERE, sy, BT
AR FRIATE S Im RFTE S -4 T BRI KSR 575 8. cyclin D1 itn[{Ey YWHAE dFHER 5 P[] 53 PRI HY 3
R2, AR FED N FERERIGKEERBEHACEEER
CCC HGEEC UCS LSC UEC/DDEC
(n=15) (n=26) (n=19) (n=22) (n=31)

FUFE CeH) 66 (51-79) 67 (48-86) 69 (55-87) 66 (53-87) 61 (48-88)

(fii: %)
IBERSHR, n (%)

| 8 (53) 9 (35) 6 (32) 8 (36) IT (35)

I 0 4 (15) 2 (11) 2 (9) 5 (16)

1l 5 (33) 11 (42) 9 (47) 7 (32) 9 (29)

\Y 2 (13) 2 (8) 2 (11) 5 (23) 6 (19)

= RIJE* EEC* UEC*

PAX-8, n/N (%) 15/15 (100) 26/26 (100) 14/16 (88) 6/19 (32) 25/25 (100) 20/20 (100) 17/30 (57)

PR APIEL CEE) 95 (80-95) 30 (5-95) 90 (30-95) 80 (5-100) 95 (40-95) 80 (5-100) 30 (5-95)
SATB2, n/N (%) 0/15 (0) 10/26 (38) 4/16 (25) 8/19 (42) 6/22 (27) 0/20 (0) 11/30 (37)

FRMARRE (gL CEE) NA 5 (5-90) 7.5 (5-50) 7.5 (5-90) 5 (5-10) NA 20 (5-80)
SALL4, n/N (%) 1715 (T) 5/26 (19) 4/16 (25) 3/19 (16) 1/22. 32) 1/20 (5) 12/30 (40)

Ealicilialsbive s QUEELE) 50 10 (5-70) 7.5 (5-15) 5 (FRBE®HE) 10 (5-30) 5 12.5 (5-80)
Cyclin-D1, n/N (%) 8/15 (53) 24/26 (92) 10/16 (63) 11/19 (58) 1722, (77) 15/20 (75) 22/30 (73)

PR A% CEE) 10 (5-50) 30 (5-95) 7.5 (5-20) 5 (5-20) 10 (5-80) 30 (5-70) 30 (5-90)
BCOR, n/N (%) 0/15 (0) 1/26 (4) 0/16 (0) 2/19 (11) 2/22 (9) 0/20 (0) 2/30 (7)

Balicnilialsbive QUETEIE) NA 5 NA 5 (2 wf) 5 (2 Msfl) NA 7.5 (5-10)

*
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