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A case of fetal congenital epulis mimicking

oral tumor detected by prenatal ultrasonography
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Yong Won Park, M.D., Young—Han Kim, M.D.
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Yonsei University College of Medicine, Yonsei University Health System, Seoul, Korea

Congenital epulis, a kind of hamartoma, is a very rare tumor, which appears in front of maxillary alveolar ridge in most cases, and
accompanies no malformations. As the tumor protrudes from the oral cavity, it may lead to respiratory difficulties and feeding problems.
Therefore it is important for pregnant women to receive comprehensive prenatal counseling with accurate diagnosis of the fetal oral tumor.
We report a rare case of prenatal detection of oral tumor with a brief review of literatures, which was confirmed to be a congenital epulis
or granular cell tumor after birth.
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Fig. 1. (A, B) Fetal oral mass de-
tected prenatally at 36 weeks of
gestation, measuring 2.2x2.0 cm
by ultrasound, anterior aspect, (C)
Lateral aspect, (D) 3-Dimensional
view.

- 176 -



ofooll A 3 sfal A Foll= EStEE M
HPAEHA QIQlo R Y TEEVIO] o]
SEU Y f o 2EZAN ZEAXHE 847 2l
E|A] grol o|F UFBIAE Hahar ek’ Hujget o
2 A0 Y Axds 7R 97 Al2E A E
AL A2 ol Th=9f T 9] 47]3 (organelles)©|

ZAfsEA] ghol AEolel] Kb Tt Al B
E3 7919 Aoz deiA gkt E3 S-100 A o
2ER7 9 ZRAAHE 484 G 34 952 U
Elo] NSE, Vimentin @Al oFA ¥Hg-S vpehdich’
2 59 AoME Iy AEEE 7 SAMS Al
7F ZRIE AL S-100 TA JMofl= ST UErY

it
i

FAI 2] 491 "jop MW A2F

Fig. 2. (A) Gross examination of
congenital epulis after birth. About
3x2 cm sized pinkish solid mass
with a stalk covered by mucosa was
noted. (B) Gross appearance after
stalk ligation of congenital epulis.

Fig. 3. (A) Postoperative patho-
logical microscopic examination of
neonatal congenital epulis or gran-
ular cell tumor. Predominantly gran-
ular eosinophilic cytoplasm was not-
ed (PAS stain, x200). (B) The find-
ing was negative in S-100 stain
(%200).
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