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Girifl ve Amaç: Bu çal›flmada heterotropik pankreas konusu ve bu durumun tedavisinde endoskopik rezeksiyon uygulamas›n›n fi-
zibilitesi, etkinli¤i ve güvenilirli¤i incelenmifltir. Gereç ve Yöntem: A¤ustos 2007 ile Aral›k 2010 tarihleri aras›nda, 60 gastrik he-
terotropik pankreas; hastalarda endoskopik mukozal rezeksiyon/endoskopik submukozal diseksiyon kullan›larak tedavi edildi. He-
terotropik pankreas tan›s› histopatolojik inceleme ertesi kesinlefltirildi. Tümör boyutu, yerleflim yeri, derinli¤i, tam rezeksiyon ora-
n›, geliflen komplikasyonlar ve lokal rekürrens s›kl›¤› de¤erlendirildi. Bulgular: Çal›flmadaki 60 gastrik heterotropik pankreas
hastas›n›n ortalama tümör çap› 1,4±0,1 (0,4-3,5) cm idi. Hastalardan 14’üne (%23,3, 14/60) endoskopik mukozal rezeksiyon uygu-
land› ve lezyon bütünlü¤ü bozulmadan %64,3 (9/14) vakada rezeksiyon sa¤land›. Bu grup hastalar›n 3’ünde (%21,4, 3/14) ise, en-
doskopik mukozal rezeksiyon s›ras›nda geliflen arteriyel kanama s›cak biyopsi forsepsi ve klipleme ile kontrol edildi. Hastalardan
46’s›nda (%76,7, 46/60) endoskopik submukozal diseksiyon uyguland› lezyon bütünlü¤ü bozulmadan rezeksiyon %97,8 (45/46) va-
kada sa¤land›. Bu hastalardan 6’s›nda (%13,3, 6/45) arteriyel kanama ve 3 hastada (%6,5, 3/46) pnömoperiton geliflti. Küratif re-
zeksiyon oran› %98,3 (59/60) idi. Hiçbir hastada nüks tespit edilmedi. Sonuç: Endoskopik mukozal rezeksiyon/endoskopik sub-
mukozal diseksiyon minimal invaziv olan ve tüm lezyonun ç›kart›lmas› sayesinde lezyonun histolojik incelenmesinin do¤ru yap›l-
mas›na olanak veren ve bu nedenlerle midede yerleflen heterotropik pankreas dokusunun rezeksiyonunda kullan›labilecek yöntem-
lerdir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Heterotopik pankreas, mide, endoskopik rezeksiyon, endoskopik mukoza rezeksiyonu, endoskopik submuko-
za diseksiyon

Background/aims: To study the features of gastric heterotopic pancreas and to evaluate the feasibility, efficacy, and safety of en-
doscopic resection for treatment of this condition. Materials and Methods: Between August 2007 and December 2010, 60 gastric
heterotopic pancreas patients were treated using endoscopic mucosal resection/endoscopic submucosal dissection. The definitive his-
tological diagnosis of heterotopic pancreas was made after the endoscopic treatment. Tumor size, site, layer, complete resection ra-
te, complications, and local recurrence rate were evaluated. Results: The mean tumor diameter was 1.4±0.1 (0.4–3.5) cm in the 60
gastric heterotopic pancreass patients during this period. Fourteen cases (23.3%, 14/60) underwent endoscopic mucosal resection,
and the en bloc resection rate was 64.3% (9/14). In 3 cases (21.4%, 3/14), arterial bleeding was controlled with hot biopsy forceps
or a metal clip during endoscopic mucosal resection. Forty six cases (76.7%, 46/60) underwent endoscopic submucosal dissection
procedure, and the en bloc resection rate was 97.8% (45/46). In 6/45 cases (13.3%), arterial bleeding occurred. Pneumoperitoneum
developed in 3 cases (6.5%, 3/46) during the operation. The curative resection rate was 98.3% (59/60). There were no recurrences
in any cases. Conclusion: Endoscopic mucosal resection/endoscopic submucosal dissection is a minimally-invasive technique that
allows resection of whole lesions and provides precise histological information, which is particularly suitable for gastric heterotopic
pancreas.

Key words: Heterotopic pancreas, gastric, endoscopic resection, endoscopic mucosal resection, endoscopic submucosal dissec-
tion 

Gastrik heterotropik pankreas olgular›nda endoskopik mukozal rezeksiyon/
endoskopik submukozal diseksiyon



INTRODUCTION

Heterotopic pancreas (HP) is a benign congenital
anomaly defined as pancreatic tissue that lacks
anatomic or vascular continuity with the pancreas
itself (1). This condition is also referred to as pan-
creatic heterotopia, pancreatic rests, ectopic pan-
creas, aberrant pancreas, and accessory pancreas.
Surgery, laparotomic or laparoscopic, was the tra-
ditional radical treatment for HPs (2). However,
the trauma might be too large to a certain extent
for a benign but potentially malignant disease.
Endoscopic resection was another microvasive
choice, but reports on HP were limited to the sub-
mucosal layer (3,4). The Endoscopic center at the
Zhongshan Hospital was one of the largest endos-
copic microvasive surgery centers in the world, in
which more than 3000 cases of endoscopic submu-
cosal dissection (ESD) were completed (5). From
Aug 2007 to Dec 2011, 387 gastric submucosal tu-
mors (SMTs) were removed by ESD and 609 - by
EMR; a total of 60 HPs were found. In this study,
we retrospectively evaluated these 60 patients to
give some useful information regarding the mana-
gement of HP, including HP involving the muscu-
laris propria which was accepted as a contraindi-
cation for endoscopic resection in the past (6,7).

PATIENTS and METHODS

The cases were collected retrospectively by searc-
hing the histological diagnosis database of endos-
copic resection specimens at the Zhongshan Hos-
pital between Aug 2007 and Dec 2010. There were
60 patients with gastric HP treated by endoscopic
mucosal resection (EMR)/ESD. Endoscopic ultra-
sonography (EUS) was performed preoperatively
with a UM-2000 system (Olympus Optical, Tokyo,
Japan) to evaluate the origin and size of the tu-
mors (Figure 1 A-B). Informed consent for all pro-
cedures, including endoscopic resection, was obtai-
ned from each patient. We obtained approval from
the institutional review board for this study. All
EMR/ESD procedures were performed by four ope-
rators (YLQ, ZPH, XMD, ZYS); all of them are sur-
geons specialized in ESD, and each has done more
than 400 cases per year since 2007. 

Endoscopic Resection

Standard single accessory-channel endoscope
(GIT-H260, Olympus, Japan) and/or dual-channel
endoscope (GIF-2T240, Olympus, Japan) were
used during the procedures. A short, transparent
cap (ND-201-11802, Olympus, Japan) was attac-
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hed to the tip of the gastroscope to provide a cons-
tant endoscopic view and to apply tension to the
connective tissue for dissection. In addition, hook
knife (KD-620LR; Olympus, Japan), insulated-tip
knife (KD-611L, IT2; Olympus, Japan), and/or
hybrid knife (ERBE, Germany) were used to cut
the mucosa, to dissect the submucosal layer, and
to peel the tumor. The high-frequency generator
used was the ERBE Hybridknife System (ERBE,
Germany). All the endoscopic procedures were
performed under general anesthesia.

EMR Procedures

EMR was performed using a snare after injecting
a solution consisting of 100 mL saline + 5 mL 0.2%
indigo carmine + 1 mg epinephrine into the sub-
mucosal layer. Blended current was used for the
resection. After EMR, the area was examined ca-
refully to exclude the presence of any residual tu-
mor. If any residual tumor was observed, additio-
nal EMR, hot biopsy, heater probe, or argon plas-
ma coagulation (APC) procedures were performed
immediately. 

ESD Procedures

ESD was performed as follows (Figure 1 C-J): (i)
Marker dots were made around the lesion (ii).
Using a 23-gauge disposable needle, several milli-
liters of the above-mentioned submucosal solution
were injected around the lesion to lift it off the
muscularis propria layer. However, in case of lesi-
on attached to the muscularis propria layer, only
the mucosa was lifted, not the tumor (iii). The mu-
cosa was then incised outside the marker dots
using the hook knife /the insulated-tip knife /the
hybrid knife (iv). After the mucosal incision, direct
dissection of the submucosal layer beneath the tu-
mor under direct vision was performed to obtain
the precise specimen, and a complete en bloc re-
section was achieved (v). In case of lesion invol-
ving the muscularis propria layer, the hook knife
/the insulated-tip knife /the hybrid knife was used
to peel the muscularis propria layer along the ed-
ge of the lesion. Finally, the lesion was resected
completely from the muscularis propria layer with
the knife. Moreover, in the final stage of the ESD
procedure, we also used a snare to grasp and re-
move the undissected, narrowed submucosal tis-
sue, which made the ESD simpler (8). Exposed
vessels on the artificial ulcer were coagulated with
APC to prevent delayed bleeding (vi). The gastric-
wall defect was closed with metallic clips.
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FFiigguurree  11.. Endoscopic/endoscopic ultrasonography (EUS) view of gastric heterotopic pancreas (HP) and the ESD procedure for the treat-
ment of gastric HPs in the submucosal layer. ((AA))  Endoscope image. ((BB)) EUS image. ((CC)) Marks made near the lesion. ((DD)) A solution was
injected around the lesion to lift it off the muscularis propria layer. ((EE)) The edge of the mucous layer was pre-cut. ((FF--GG)) Direct dissecti-
on of the submucosal layer beneath the tumor under direct vision. ((HH)) The wound after stripping. ((II)) Closure of the wound with metal
clips. ((JJ)) The tumor.



Pathologic Evaluation

We defined the resection as en bloc resection; the
specimens were sectioned perpendicularly at 2-
mm intervals. A complete resection was conside-
red when both the lateral and basal margins were
free of tumor cells, and an incomplete resection
was considered when the tumor extended into the
lateral or basal margins or the margins were inde-
terminate because of artificial burn effects. Pati-
ents with incomplete resections were recommen-
ded either for further endoscopic resection until
the margins were tumor-free or for surgical inter-
vention. Immunohistochemical staining was used
for differential diagnosis.

Follow-Up

The patients were followed up with endoscopy and
EUS 1, 2, 6, and 12 months after the last endosco-
pic resection, and yearly thereafter. 

RESULTS

All patient information is summarized in Table 1.
The median age of the study subjects was 39 (ran-
ge: 15–62) years, and 28 of them were women
(46,7%). A total of 60 HPs were resected by endos-
copy during the study period. The presenting
complaint was upper abdominal pain in 16 pati-
ents (26,7%), abdominal distension in 8 (13,3%),
and black stools in 6 (10%), while the rest of the
cases were identified incidentally with endoscopy
without specific clinical symptoms.

Endoscopic Features 

The lesions were located in the gastric antrum in
51 cases (85%), gastric body in 6 (10%), and in the
gastric angle in 3 cases (5%). The lesions were on
the greater curvature side in 34 patients (56,7%),
posterior wall - in 13 (21,7%), anterior wall - in 5
(8,3%), and on the small curvature in 8 cases
(13,3%). Umbilication was found in 23 cases
(38,8%) (Figure 1C). The mean maximum size of
the lesions was 1,4±0,10 (range: 0,4–3,5) cm. EUS
revealed involvement of the muscular layer of the
mucosa in 2 cases (3,3 %), the submucosal layer in
42 cases (70%), and of the muscularis propria in 16
cases (26,7%). The lesions in 38 patients (63,6%)
showed hypoechoic changes on EUS. A medium ec-
ho was detected in 4 cases (6,7%), 2 cases (3,3%)
were hyperechoic, and 16 cases (26,7%) had a he-
terogeneous echo. 

EMR

Twenty nine cases were planned for EMR proce-
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dure. Fifteen cases were converted to ESD proce-
dure because the saline spread into the surroun-
ding normal tissues and the lesions became flatte-
ned, which made them impossible to remove by
EMR. Fourteen cases (23,3%, 14/60) underwent
EMR. The median operation time for successful
cases was 12 (range: 7-20) min. The en bloc resec-
tion rate, defined as complete detachment without
residue, was 64,3% (9/14). In 5 cases, some residu-
al lesions were found after the EMR - the tumor
was adhered to the muscularis propria which was
not visualized with EUS preoperatively. The resi-
dual lesions were wholly resected by hook knife. In
3 cases (21,4%, 3/14), arterial bleeding was con-
trolled with hot biopsy forceps or a metal clip du-
ring operation. No perforations or delayed hemorr-
hage occurred. The median hospital stay was 1 (0-
2) day. In cases with small tumor size, after lesion
excision and uncomplicated wound closure, the pa-
tients were followed up in our Endoscopic center
for 2-3 hours and, in the absence of complaints,
were discharged home.     

ESD

Forty six cases (76,7%, 46/60) underwent ESD pro-
cedure. Of those, 15 cases were planned for EMR
originally, in 15 cases, the lesion had diameter lar-
ger than 1 cm and originated from the submucosal
layer, and in 16 cases, the muscularis propria was
involved. The median operation time for success-
ful cases was 20 (range: 15-35) min. The en bloc re-
section rate, defined as complete detachment wit-
hout residue, was 97,8% (45/46). In one case, the
tumor was closely adhered to the muscularis prop-
ria and was difficult to remove. Resection of the le-
sion was as clean as possible, and the wound was
treated with APC. In 6 cases (13,3%, 6/45), arteri-
al bleeding was controlled with hot biopsy forceps
or a metal clip during operation. Pneumoperitone-
um was found in 3 cases (6,5%, 3/46) during the
operation. After suturing the wound, abdominal
puncture was done to release the air. No patient
required conversion to open operation. No delayed
bleeding or perforation occurred. The median hos-
pital stay was 2 (1-3) days. 

Curative Resection Rate

All lesions were evaluated histopathologically. Ex-
cept for one case (mentioned in the ESD procedu-
re), no lesion invaded the deep layers and the ver-
tical margins were not affected in the remaining
59 cases. Therefore, the curative resection rate
was 98,3% (59/60).
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Local Recurrence

In all successful cases, 27 (45%) wounds had hea-
led at 1-month follow-up and the remaining 33 had

completely recovered at 2-month follow-up. During
the median 27-month (range: 14–54 months) fol-
low-up period, there were no recurrences in any ca-

Clinicopathologic features and outcomes Cases (count)

Patient characteristics (60 patients)

Males 53,3% (32/60)

Females 46,7% (28/60)

The median age 39 years (range: 15–62 years)

Clinical symptoms (60 patients)

Abdomen pain and discomfort 26,7% (16/60)

Melena 10% (6/60) 

Abdominal distention 13,3% (8/60)

Without clinical symptoms 50%(30/60)

Lesion localization (60 lesions)

Gastric antrum 85% (51/60) 

Gastric body 10% (6/60)

Gastric angle 5% (3/60)

Greater curvature side 56,7% (34/60) 

Lesser curvature side 13,3% (8/60)

Anterior wall 8,3% (5/60)

Posterior wall 21,7% (13/60) 

Mean size of the tumors 1,4±0,10 (range: 0,4–3,5) cm

≤1 cm 50% (30/60)

>1, ≤2 cm 40% (24/60) 

>2 cm 10% (6/60) 

Umbilication 

Without umbilication 61,2% (37/60) 

With umbilication 38,8% (23/60) 

EUS examination (60 cases) 

The muscular layer of the mucosa 3,3% (2/60)

The muscularis propria 26,7%(16/60) 

The submucous 70%(42/60)

Hypoecho 63,6%(38/60) 

Hyperecho 3,3%(2/60)

Medium 6,7% (4/60)

Heterogeneous 26,7%(16/60)

Treatment and Complication

EMR treatment 23,3%(14/60)

En bloc resection rate 64,3% (9/14)

Complication 21,4% (3/14)

Arterial bleeding 21,4% (3/14)

ESD treatment 76,7% (46/60)

En bloc resection rate 97,8% (45/46)

Complication 18,8%, (8/45)

Arterial bleeding 13,3%, (6/45)

Pneumoperitoneum 6,5%  (3/46)

The curative resection rate 98,3% (59/60)

Recurrence 0

Table 1. Clinicopathologic features and outcomes of gastric HP in patients undergoing endoscopic treatments



ses. The patients reported good quality of life, and
no reflux, weight loss, poor appetite, intestinal ad-
hesions, or other complications that usually occur
after conventional open surgery.

DISCUSSION

HP occurs in 2% of the general population and is
more common in males than in females (9); howe-
ver, the factors leading to the development of HPs
remain unknown (10). The stomach is the most
common location for HP, representing 25-38% of
all cases. Gastric HP is discovered in the antrum
in 95% of patients. It may occur on either the pos-
terior or the anterior wall, and is more common
along the greater curvature (11). The involvement
of the submucosal layer occurs in 73% of cases, the
muscularis propria is involved in 17%, and subse-
rosal layer involvement occurs in 10% of cases
(12). In some cases, HP stretches through several
or all of the layers of the stomach (10). In our ca-
ses, 85% of the lesions were found in the antrum
and 70% were located in the submucosa.

HP is most often detected as an incidental finding
during routine upper endoscopy, but it may beco-
me clinically evident depending on the size, locati-
on, and pathological changes (7). Patients can also
present with upper gastrointestinal bleeding, gas-
tric ulceration, and gastric outlet obstruction. In
rare cases, symptoms may occur due to the irrita-
tive effect of the hormones and enzymes secreted
by the HP at a particular site (7). In our study, the
most common complaint was upper abdominal pa-
in (26,7%), and 50% of patients reported no dis-
comfort. 

Historically, the diagnosis of HP has often been
made based on histological examination of surgi-
cal specimens. The preoperative imaging studies
(ultrasonography, EUS, and computed tomog-
raphy) lack suitable specificity (7). The classic en-
doscopic appearance is that of a small, well-cir-
cumscribed submucosal protrusion covered with
normal mucosa. Tumors larger than 5 mm often
show central umbilication, which is believed to be
the site of a draining duct. Central umbilication,
however, is not a definitive indicator of HP, and it
is difficult to differentiate HP from leiomyoma,
which is the most common submucosal tumor of
the stomach (13). Biopsy of the gastric mucosa of
endoscopically suspected HP rarely reveals the he-
terotopic pancreatic tissue because the specimens
contain only mucosa and HP are submucosal lesi-
ons (2). 

Endoscopic resection for gastric HPs

Endoscopic ultrasound is a more sensitive method
for detecting and characterizing small submucosal
HP. On EUS, HP often appears as a solid submu-
cosal mass of low echogenicity compared to the
hyperechoic submucosa, and it is isoechoic to the
hypoechoic muscularis propria layer (14). In our
patient group, however, only 63,6% (38/60) were
hypoechoic. Goto et al. (15) reported a case of esop-
hageal HP diagnosed by EUS-guided fine-needle
aspiration (FNA); the sensitivity of this method is
80-100% (9). The risk of tumor metastasis through
the channel of needle could be increased if a gas-
tric SMT, suspicious of HP, is a gastrointestinal
stromal tumor (GIST) (16). Moreover, adhesions
and inflammation may develop following bite-on-
bite biopsies and EUS-FNA, which makes the
ESD difficult if the SMTs need to be treated. 

When HP causes symptoms, the lesion should be
resected, but the management of asymptomatic
HP is under debate. In the majority of HP cases,
surgical resections have been reported, which has
led to the impression that the rate of HP-associa-
ted disease, especially cancer (17), is very low, and
post-operative complications after routine proce-
dures affect the patient’s quality of life, so it is
suggested to follow up only (7). However, based on
the following reasons, we believe that treatment of
asymptomatic HP is also necessary (1). It is diffi-
cult to obtain a definitive diagnosis of HP preope-
ratively (2). Although HPs are usually described
as entirely benign lesions, malignant transforma-
tion has been identified in several reports (3). Ad-
ditionally, even asymptomatic benign tumors can
cause the development of complications such as
obstruction or bleeding due to tumor growth. The
previous debate is built on the traditional radical
treatment for HP, such as surgery, laparotomic or
laparoscopic. EMR/ESD is a minimally invasive
technique that offers the possibility of localized
treatment of HP with relatively few complications
and low mortality.

A few reports describe the use of EMR for HP re-
section. Khashab et al. (7) reported the use of liga-
tion-assisted EMR for gastric HP. Ryu et al. (18)
presented 8 cases of HP that were initially plan-
ned for EMR. But in 4 cases (50%), saline spread
into the surrounding normal tissues during EMR
procedure, the lesions became flattened and im-
possible to remove by EMR, thus ESD was perfor-
med. 

The indications to choose EMR or ESD were de-
pending on the size, originating layer, and endos-
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copists’ technique, in our clinical practice. If the le-
sion diameter is not larger than 1 cm and preope-
rative EUS reveals no adherence to the muscula-
ris propria, we commonly plan an EMR procedure.
Due to the anatomic features, HP may involve se-
veral layers of the stomach, such as submucosa
and muscularis propria. The lesions may “disappe-
ar” after the injection of saline, which may be a
sign that the lesion is attached to the muscularis
propria; Thus, ESD will be the best choice. As
shown in our data, more than 50% (15/19) of the
cases planned for EMR were converted to ESD du-
ring the operation. Moreover, EMR technique see-
med to have a high rate of lesion residual - about
37% (5/14) had residual lesions after EMR resecti-
on and needed further resection using ESD.

Complication rate of EMR/ESD for HP was low.
The main complication was bleeding during opera-
tion, which can be the reason for fail and conversi-
on to surgery. Due to the anatomic features, gas-
tric HP has some nourishing arteries originating
from the muscularis propria. The pressure of the-
se arterial is high to some extent, which cannot be
controlled during EMR and needs special coagula-
tion with hot biopsy forceps. In our data, bleeding
during EMR (23,3%) was higher than during ESD
(13,3%). 

Pneumoperitoneum was not a rare phenomenon in
the procedure of ESD for SMTs originating from
the muscularis propria layer. We think it is not a
problem since abdominal puncture can let the air
escape and no further operation is needed. In the
present study, only 3 cases (6.5%, 3/46) were found
have pneumoperitoneum during operation.  

In another study, we demonstrate a new endosco-
pic treatment technique, called submucosal tunne-
ling endoscopic resection (STER), in the manage-
ment of SMTs originating from the muscularis
propria layer (19). The advantage of this new met-
hod is the maintenance of GI tract mucosal integ-
rity while achieving an en bloc resection of SMTs.
This method will possibly reduce the risk of posto-
perative GI tract leakage and secondary infection.
We often use this method in the esophagus, which
do not have serosa and there is only a sparse con-
nective tissue outside the muscle layer. But we no-
ticed that STER can also be successfully used in
gastric SMTs (20).

In conclusion, EMR/ESD offer an effective locali-
zed treatment for gastric HP with relatively low
complication and mortality rates. If the lesions
were SMTs originating from the muscularis prop-
ria layer, ESD was the first choice rather than
EMR. STER is a safe, easy, and feasible new met-
hod for providing accurate histopathologic evalu-
ation as well as radical treatments of SMTs from
the MP layer. However, large, prospective, multi-
centered studies are required to further corrobora-
te these results.

Acknowledgements: This work was supported by
grants from Science and Technology Commission
of Shanghai Municipality (nos. 09DZ1950102,
09411967100 and 10411969600) and from the Na-
tional Nature Science Foundation of China
(81101566 and 11071046).

Disclosure: The authors report that there are no
disclosures relevant to this publication.

REFERENCES
1. Ayantunde AA, Pinder E, Heath DI. Symptomatic pyloric

pancreatic heterotopia: report of three cases and review of
the literature. Med Sci Monit 2006; 12:CS49-52. 

2. Ormarsson OT, Gudmundsdottir I, Marvik R. Diagnosis
and treatment of gastric heterotopic pancreas. World J
Surg 2006; 30:1682-9.

3. Lee TH, Wang HP, Huang SF, et al. Endoscopic mucosal
resection for treatment of heterotopic pancreas in the sto-
mach. J Formos Med Assoc 1999; 98:643-5. 

4. Faigel DO, Gopal D, Weeks DA, et al. Cap-assisted endos-
copic submucosal resection of a pancreatic rest. Gastroin-
test Endosc 2001; 54:782-4. 

5. Shi Q, Zhong YS, Yao LQ, et al. Endoscopic submucosal
dissection for treatment of esophageal submucosal tumors
originating from the muscularis propria layer. Gastrointest
Endosc 2011; 74:1194-200.

6. Sun S, Wang M, Sun S. Use of endoscopic ultrasound-gui-
ded injection in endoscopic resection of solid submucosal
tumors. Endoscopy 2002; 34:82-5.

7. Khashab MA, Cummings OW, DeWitt JM. Ligation-assis-
ted endoscopic mucosal resection of gastric heterotopic pan-
creas. World J Gastroenterol 2009; 15:2805-8.

8. Byeon JS, Yang DH, Kim KJ, et al. Endoscopic submucosal
dissection with or without snaring for colorectal neop-
lasms.Gastrointest Endosc 2011; 74:1075-83. 

9. Lai EC, Tompkins RK. Heterotopic pancreas. Review of a
26 year experience. Am J Surg 1986; 151:697-700.

10. Jiang LX, Xu J, Wang XW, et al. Gastric outlet obstruction
caused by heterotopic pancreas: A case report and a quick
review. World J Gastroenterol 2008; 14:6757-9.

11. Seneviratne SA, Ramanayaka IT, Samarasekara DN. He-
terotopic pancreas in the body of stomach. Ceylon Med J
2009; 54:57-8.

12. Christodoulidis G, Zacharoulis D, Barbanis S, et al. Hete-
rotopic pancreas in the stomach: A case report and litera-
ture review. World J Gastroenterol 2007; 13:6098-100.

13. Mizrak D, Bektafl M, Kaygusuz G, et al. Gastric aberrant
pancreas. Turk J Gastroenterol 2010; 21:68-9.



Endoscopic resection for gastric HPs

14. Shalaby M, Kochman ML, Lichtenstein GR. Heterotopic
pancreas presenting as dysphagia. Am J Gastroenterol
2002; 97:1046-9.

15. Goto J, Ohashi S, Okamura S, et al. Heterotopic pancreas
in the esophagus diagnosed by EUS-guided FNA. Gastroin-
test Endosc 2005; 62:812-4.

16. Otani Y, Furukawa T, Yoshida M, et al. Operative indica-
tions for relatively small (2-5 cm) gastrointestinal stromal
tumor of the stomach based on analysis of 60 operated ca-
ses. Surgery 2006; 139:484-92.

17. Papaziogas B, Koutelidakis I, Tsiaousis P, et al. Carcinoma
developing in ectopic pancreatic tissue in the stomach: a ca-
se report. Cases J 2008; 1:249.

18. Ryu DY, Kim GH, Park do Y, et al. Endoscopic removal of
gastric ectopic pancreas: an initial experience with endos-
copic submucosal dissection. World J Gastroenterol 2010;
28; 16:4589-93. 

19. Xu MD, Cai MY, Zhou PH. Submucosal tunneling endosco-
pic resection: a new technique for treating upper GI sub-
mucosal tumors originating from the muscularis propria
layer (with videos). Gastrointest Endosc 2012; 75:195-9.

20. Lee CK, Lee SH, Chung IK, et al. Endoscopic full-thickness
resection of a gastric subepithelial tumor by using the sub-
mucosal tunnel technique with the patient under conscious
sedation (with video) Gastrointest Endosc 2012; 75:457-9.

329



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /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 ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /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 /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




