
Abstract. Background/Aim: Clear cell sarcoma (CCS) is an
aggressive sarcoma subtype, resistant to conventional
anthracycline-based chemotherapy and radiation. The
diagnosis is often challenging due to similarities with
malignant melanoma. Patients and Methods: We aimed to
analyse the activity of gemcitabine-based chemotherapy in a
cohort of patients with CCS treated at the Royal Marsden
Hospital. Results: Five patients with metastatic CCS received
gemcitabine as first- or second-line systemic therapy. The
median time-to-progression was 10 weeks. The median
number of cycles of gemcitabine-based therapy was 3
(range=2-7 cycles). Median overall survival in our cohort
was 66 months from the initial diagnosis but in the
metastatic setting, the overall survival was reduced to 28
months. Conclusion: Gemcitabine-based therapy has modest
activity in CCS. There remains a significant unmet medical
need for novel, effective therapies for this disease. 

Clear cell sarcoma (CCS), previously known as malignant
melanoma of the soft tissues, is an extremely rare and
aggressive type of sarcoma, frequently diagnosed in young
adults. The prognosis is poor, with 5-year survival rates
between 40 and 60% (1). At diagnosis, about 30% of cases
present with locally advanced or metastatic disease (1, 2).
The majority of CCSs arise in the lower and upper
extremities and are localised deep to the fascia. The
diagnosis is often challenging due to similarities with the
classical malignant melanoma, such as predilection for
lymph node metastases and immunohistochemical positivity

for melanoma-specific markers. Contrary to melanoma, CCS
is characterised by the translocation t(12; 22)(q13; q12) that
fuses the Ewing sarcoma gene EWSR1 with cyclic AMP
(cAMP)–regulated transcription factor ATF1, resulting in the
EWSR1-ATF1 gene fusion (3-5). Less frequently, the
t(2;22)(q34;q12) translocation resulting in the EWSR1-
CREB1 (Cyclic AMP-Responsive Element-Binding Protein)
fusion, is present in CCS (3). 

Histologically, CCS is characterised by nests of uniform,
rounded or fusiform ovoid cells with abundant eosinophilic
to clear cytoplasm, separated by dense collagenous septa.
Immunohistochemistry is usually positive for S100 protein
and melanocyte-specific markers such as HMB-45 and
Melan-A, hence the similarities with melanoma tumour cells
(6). Keratin, epithelial-membrane antigen (EMA), smooth
muscle actin and desmin are negative in CCS.
Microphthalmia-associated transcription factor (MITF) is
positive in 81-97% of CCS samples (6). Alongside alveolar
soft-part sarcoma, CCS is part of the family of rare
mesenchymal tumours that are driven by chromosomal
translocations that activate the MITF, which leads to
upregulation of the c-Met proto-oncogene, with subsequent
promotion of growth factor signals for tumoral cell
proliferation, survival and invasion (7). 

Standard management of localised disease consists of
complete surgical resection with or without radiation. The
role of adjuvant chemotherapy is unclear. Even with optimal
treatment, about 50% of patients will have a local or distant
relapse, showing the aggressive character of CCS (1). The
most common sites of metastases are lymph nodes and lungs,
and most surgical centres will perform lymph node
dissection with the initial surgery if lymph node involvement
is suspected (8).

In general, conventional cytotoxic chemotherapy has
minimal benefit, as reported by various published case-series.
In the metastatic setting, anthracyclines are widely used with
very few partial responses reported (9). In a retrospective
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series of metastatic CCS treated with conventional
chemotherapy, the objective response rate was 4% and the
median progression-free survival was 11 weeks (9). Therefore,
targeted therapies have been evaluated in CCS. 

A phase 2 trial of crizotinib, a MET tyrosine kinase
inhibitor, resulted in only one objective response amongst 26
treated patients with MET positive CCS (10). Tivantinib,
another selective inhibitor of MET, was administered to 11
patients with CCS in a phase 2 study (11). One patient
achieved a partial response after four cycles of treatments.
The median progression-free survival (PFS) for tivantinib in
the CCS population in this trial was only two months (11). 

Platelet derived growth factor receptor beta (PDGFRb)
seems to be expressed in CCS on immunohistochemistry; the
tyrosine kinase inhibitors sorafenib and sunitinib have shown
antitumoral activity with variable degrees of disease
regression in CCS (12, 13). In vitro, histone deacetylase
inhibitors (HDACi) suppressed the growth of CCS cell lines,
however monotherapy with HDACi has modest results in
sarcomas (14, 15). Other agents active in CCS in pre-clinical
experiments include trabectedin (16). In a cohort of soft
tissue sarcoma patients treated with trabectedin, 2 patients
with CCS were enrolled and best response was stable disease
in one of these 2 patients (17). 

Anecdotal reports of responses to programmed cell death
protein 1 (PD-1) and programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1)
blockade or cytotoxic T-lymphocyte-associated protein 4
(CTLA-4) with or without radiotherapy in patients with CCS
have been published in the last years (18). A phase 1 trial
published by Goldberg and colleagues, explored the
vaccination with irradiated, autologous sarcoma cell engineered
to secrete granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating factor
(19). This is the first study to analyse the host immunity
response to CCS. Even though there were no objective tumour
reductions, vaccination elicited local dendritic cell infiltrates
and stimulated T cell–mediated immunoreactivity (19).

In aggregate, despite occasional responses to systemic
therapy, the data indicate that chemotherapy and targeted
therapies have minimal activity in advanced CCS. There
have been anecdotal reports of radiological responses to
gemcitabine-based therapy in advanced CCS. Therefore, the
aim of this study was to document the efficacy and safety of
gemcitabine-based therapy in a series of CCS patients treated
at a sarcoma referral centre.

Patients and Methods

Local institutional approval was obtained to perform this study
(SE 935). We performed a retrospective search of the
prospectively maintained Royal Marsden Sarcoma Unit database
to identify patients with CCS treated with gemcitabine-based
therapy between January 2000 and January 2020. In all cases, the
diagnosis of CCS was confirmed by an experienced soft tissue

sarcoma pathologist (KT, CF). The EWSR1-ATF1 fusion
transcript was assessed by real-time quantitative polymerase
chain reaction (RT-qPCR). We performed immunohistochemistry
for S100 protein, Melan-A, SSRY-related HMG-box 10 (SOX10)
protein, HMB45, h-caldesom, CD34, cytokeratin AE1/AE3,
desmin and SMA. 

Patient demographics, date of diagnosis, disease location,
systemic and local treatment, follow-up and survival data were
obtained from the database and electronic patient records. 

Patients on active surveillance underwent repeat imaging every
3-6 months, with either computed tomography (CT) or magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI). For patients treated with local therapy,
response was evaluated 2-3 months following the procedure. For
patients with metastatic disease receiving systemic chemotherapy,
the response to therapy was assessed every two cycles with either
CT or MRI scans. Descriptive statistics were used. Time-to-
progression (TTP) was defined as the time between treatment
initiation and disease progression, as defined by Response
Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumours versions 1.1 (RECIST 1.1) or
by clinical progression. Toxicity data were assessed according to
Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE)
Version 5.0. Local disease progression was defined as progression
of tumour sites present at staging, and distant progression was
progression of distal sites not involved at the time of diagnosis.
Overall survival (OS) was defined as time from diagnosis to date of
death. Outcomes were presented as median TTP and OS. 

Results 

Five patients diagnosed with metastatic clear cell sarcoma
with confirmed EWSR1-ATF1 translocation and treated with
gemcitabine-based therapy were identified from our
database. No patients in our cohort harboured an EWSR1-
CREB1 translocation. All five patients were treated at our
hospital during the course of their disease and two patients
had also received previous treatments at other hospitals. In
our cohort, two patients were female and three patients were
male. The median age at diagnosis was 31 years old. 

Case 1 (Figure 1). The first patient, aged 29 years at
diagnosis, was a male who presented with a tumour on the
left buttock. After an initial resection of the tumour, he had
multiple local recurrences resected and he developed distant
progression in the lungs 13 years after the initial diagnosis.
Due to the limited efficacy of anthracyclines, he was initially
treated within a phase 1 trial with metalloprotease inhibitor
and paclitaxel. The best response was stable disease and he
remained on treatment for 18 weeks before his disease
progressed, when the patient stopped the trial. He then
received gemcitabine-dacarbazine for seven cycles between
the 2nd of November 2018 and the 3rd of May 2019. The best
response was stable disease by RECIST 1.1, with a reduction
in tumour size being noted on CT (Figure 1). After seven
cycles, the patient opted for surveillance and the latest CT
scan has shown ongoing stability 17 months (66 weeks)
since starting gemcitabine-chemotherapy. 
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Case 2. The second patient was a 31-year-old woman,
diagnosed with a CCS of the right tendo-calcaneous. She had
received pre-operative dacarbazine, vindesine and cisplatin
for 3 cycles, followed by amputation at the referring hospital.
A CT scan after surgery raised the suspicion of lung
metastases and she thus received two cycles of post-
operative chemotherapy. Three months after surgery, the CT
scan confirmed lung metastases and the patient received two
cycles of gemcitabine plus docetaxel. A restaging CT scan
after two cycles showed recurrence at the amputation site,
with a TTP of six weeks. The patient’s care was then
transferred to our institution where she received a further 12
cycles of pazopanib and died of disease 30 months after the
initial diagnosis. 

Case 3. The third patient was a 48-year-old male who presented
with a 3-year history of a neglected swelling in the posterior
thorax. The initial CT scan showed extensive lymphadenopathy,
therefore he received first line chemotherapy with gemcitabine-
dacarbazine. A CT scan after two cycles demonstrated
multifocal disease progression, therefore treatment was stopped,
and the patient died soon after. Time-to-progression and overall
survival were nine weeks and eleven months respectively.

Case 4. The fourth patient was a 52-year-old man, who
presented with a mass in the right knee. He underwent surgical
excision and gastrocnemius flap followed by adjuvant
radiotherapy (60 Gy in 30 Fractions). Three years after the
initial diagnosis, he developed lung metastases and recurrence
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Figure 1. Computer-tomography (CT) images from patient 1. A) Baseline images prior to treatment with gemcitabine-dacarbazine chemotherapy
demonstrating increase in size of the tumour (A1 – baseline scan, A2 – most recent scan). B) Images during treatment with gemcitabine-dacarbazine
chemotherapy showing a response to treatment with a reduction of the tumour (B1 – baseline scan at the start of treatment with gemcitabine; 
B2 – most recent scan). 



in the right groin. He received radiotherapy to the right groin,
following which he developed further progression in the lung
metastases and received pazopanib for five months. In view of
the disease progression on pazopanib, he was treated with six
cycles of gemcitabine and docetaxel, with stable disease being
the best response. The time-to-progression was 25 weeks.
Upon development of progressive disease in the lungs and
groin he was referred to a phase 1 trial of combination
radiotherapy and immunotherapy and was treated within that
trial for a total duration of 11 weeks, with the best response
achieved being stable disease. He died of disease six years after
initial presentation. 

Case 5. The fifth patient was aged 25 years at diagnosis. She
presented with a right ankle mass and underwent wide excision
and post-operative radiotherapy consisting of 60 Gy in 30
fractions. She developed local recurrence and lung metastases
20 months after completion of adjuvant radiotherapy. She
received local treatments in the form of isolated limb perfusion
of the lower leg and resection of lung metastases. Gemcitabine
and dacarbazine were given for a total of 3 cycles for recurrent
disease. The best response was progressive disease by RECIST
1.1. The time-to-progression on gemcitabine-based therapy was
10 weeks. The patient went on to receive sunitinib for a total of
six weeks, followed by best supportive care and death due to
the disease at 5 years and 4 months since the initial presentation. 

Concluding remarks. The activity of gemcitabine-based therapy
in CCS is modest. In our cohort of five patients, the median
time-to-progression was 10 weeks (95%CI=7.8-12.1) and only
one patient had a prolonged disease stability with gemcitabine-
dacarbazine. The overall survival in our cohort was 66 months
(95%CI=0.0-162.6) from initial diagnosis but in the metastatic
setting, the overall survival was reduced to 28 months
(95%CI=10.8-45.1). In our cohort, two patients received
gemcitabine-dacarbazine as first-line therapy for metastatic
disease, and the other three patients received gemcitabine-
docetaxel (n=2) or gemcitabine-dacarbazine (n=1) as second-
line therapy. One patient only received one line of systemic
therapy before dying of disease, four patients received second-
line therapy and two patients received third-line treatment, with
pazopanib and avelumab. The median number of cycles of
gemcitabine-based regimens in our cohort was 3 (range=2-7
cycles). None of the patients in our cohort experienced grade
3, 4 or 5 toxicities during their treatment with gemcitabine-
based chemotherapy. 

Discussion

Our study suggests that gemcitabine-based therapy has limited
efficacy in advanced CCS. One patient had durable disease
control (17 months) following gemcitabine plus dacarbazine,
whereas the other four patients did not derive benefit from

gemcitabine-based therapy. Consequently, the management of
advanced CCS remains a considerable challenge with a
significant unmet need for novel, effective systemic therapies.
Gemcitabine-based regimens are relatively well tolerated. For
patients with a good performance status, participation in a phase
1 trial should be offered whenever possible. The results of the
phase 1/2 trial with the HDACi vorinostat, gemcitabine and
docetaxel are eagerly awaited, and it might prove that
gemcitabine in combination with epigenetic drugs might be
beneficial in this orphan disease, as suggested by the preclinical
data demonstrating synergistic interaction between gemcitabine
and HDAC inhibition, resulting in increased DNA damage
response and apoptosis in lymphoma (NCT NCT01879085) (15,
20). The study by Goldberg et al. is the first to evaluate the role
of host immunity in CCS, and even though vaccination itself did
not result in tumour shrinkage, it brings insights into the immune
response in CCS (19). VEGFR and PDGFR inhibitors have
demonstrated antitumoral activity in retrospective case reports
and in our own case series, however, none of these are approved
for the treatment of CCS, and their clinical activity warrants
further investigations in the context of a clinical trial (12, 13).
Targeting the MET receptor tyrosine kinase in CCS had very
modest results in phase 2 trials with crizotinib and tivantinib, two
selective MET inhibitors (11, 13). 

The similarities with malignant melanoma raise the question
as to whether treatments currently used in melanoma could also
be effective in CCS. The immune-mediated response to autolo-
gous vaccinations, as described by Goldberg and colleagues
(19), also provides new treatment opportunities. However, we
must emphasise that CCS is an aggressive subtype of soft
tissue sarcoma and better treatments are urgently needed (21). 

The limitations of this study include its retrospective
design, small number of patients and heterogeneity of
gemcitabine chemotherapy regimens (combination of
gemcitabine with either dacarbazine or docetaxel). 

Conflicts of Interest
R L Jones: Receipt of grants/research support: MSD, GSK. Receipt
of consultation fees: Adaptimmune, Athenex, Blueprint, Boehringer-
Ingelheim, Clinigen, Eisai, Epizyme, Daichii, Deciphera,
Immunedesign, Lilly, Merck, Pharmamar, UptoDate. All other
Authors: no conflicts of interest to declare.

Authors’ Contributions 
Elena Cojocaru- project design, data curation, writing original draft,
review and editing; KHIN THWAY- review of the histopathology,
review and editing of the manuscript; Cyril Fisher- review of the
histopathology, review and editing of the manuscript; Christina
Messiou- radiological review, review and editing of the manuscript;
Shane Zaidi- supervision and critical review of the article; Aisha B.
Miah- supervision and critical review of the article; Charlotte Benson-
supervision and critical review of the article; Spyridon Gennatas- data
curation, supervision, and critical review of the article; Paul Huang-

ANTICANCER RESEARCH 40: 7003-7007 (2020)

7006



supervision, and critical review of the article; Robin L. Jones-project
design, supervision, final approval of the manuscript.

References 

1 Bianchi G, Charoenlap C, Cocchi S, Rani N, Capagnoni S, Righi
A, Frisoni T and Donati DM: Clear cell sarcoma of soft tissue:
A retrospective review and analysis of 31 cases treated at Istituto
Ortopedico Rizzoli. Eur J Surg Oncol (EJSO) 40: 505-510, 2014.
PMID: 24560887. DOI: 10.1016/j.ejso.2014.01.016

2 Sara A, Evans H and Benjamin R: Malignant melanoma of soft
parts (clear cell sarcoma): A study of 17 cases, with emphasis
on prognostic factors. Cancer 65(2): 367-374, 1990. PMID:
2295060. DOI: 10.1002/1097-0142(19900115)65:2<367::aid-
cncr2820650232>3.0.co;2-x

3 Wang W-L, Mayordomo E, Zhang W, Hernandez V, Tuvin D,
Garcia L, Lev D C, Lazar A Lopez-Terrada D: Detection and
characterisation of EWSR1/ATF1 and EWSR1/CREB1 chimeric
transcripts in clear cell sarcoma (melanoma of soft parts). Mod
Pathol 22: 1201-1209, 2009. PMID: 19561568. DOI:
10.1038/modpathol.2009.85

4 Antonescu C, Tschernyavsky S, Woodruff J, Jungbluth A, Brennan
M and Ladany M: Molecular diagnosis of clear cell sarcoma.
Detection of EWS-ATF1 and MITF-M transcripts and histopatholo-
gical and ultrastructural analysis of 12 cases. J Mol Diagn 4, 2002.
PMID: 11826187. DOI: 10.1016/S1525-1578(10)60679-4

5 Libertini M, Thway K, Noujaim J, Puls F, Messiou C, Fisher C
and Jones RL: Clear cell sarcoma-like tumor of the gastrointestinal
tract: clinical outcome and pathologic features of a molecularly
characterized Tertiary Center Case Series. Anticancer Res 38(3):
1479-1483, 2018. PMID: 29491075. DOI:10.21873/anticanres.12374

6 Hocar O, Le Cesne A, Berissi S, Terrier P, Bonvalot S, Vanel D,
Auperin A, Le Pechoux C, Bui B, Coindre M and Robert C:
Clear cell sarcoma (Malignant Melanoma) of soft parts: a
clinicopathological study of 52 cases. Dermatol Res Pract 2012:
984096, 2012. PMID: 22693489. DOI: 10.1155/2012/984096

7 Davies I, McFadden A, Zhang Y, Coxon A, Burgess T, Wagner
A and Fisher DE: Identification of the receptor tyrosine kinase
c-met and its ligand, hepatocyte growth factor, as therapeutic
targets in clear cell sarcoma. Cancer Res 70: 639-645, 2010.
PMID: 20068147. DOI: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-09-1121

8 Andreou D, Boldt H, Werner M, Hamman C, Pink D and Tunn
PU: Sentinel node biopsy in soft tissue sarcoma subtypes with a
high propensity for regional lymphatic spread – results of a large
prospective trial. Ann Oncol 24: 1400-1405, 2013. PMID:
23372051. DOI: 10.1093/annonc/mds650

9 Jones R L, Constantinidou A, Thway K, Ashley S, Scurr M, Al-
Muderis O, Fisher C, Antonescu C, D’Adamo D R, Keohan M,
Maki R and Judson I: Chemotherapy in clear cell sarcoma. Med
Oncol 28: 859-863, 2011. PMID: 20390470. DOI: 10.1007/
s12032-010-9502-7

10 Schoffski P, Wozniak A, Stacchiotti S, Rutkowski P, Blay J-Y,
Lindner LH, Strauss S, Anthoney A, Duffaud F, Richter S,
Grunwald V, Leahy M G, Reichardt P, Sufliarsky J, van der Graaf
W, Sciot R, Debiec-Rychter M, van Cann T, Marreaud S, Lia M,
Raveloarivahy T, Collette L and Bauer S: Activity and safety of
crizotinib in patients with advanced clear-cell sarcoma with MET
alterations: European Organization for Research and treatment of
Cancer phase 2 trial 90101 ‘CREATE”. Ann Oncol 28: 3000-
3008, 2017. PMID: 28950372. DOI: 10.1093/annonc/mdx527

11 Wagner A, Goldberg J, DuBois S, Choy E, Rosen L, Pappo A.
Geller J, Judson I, Hogg D, Senzer N, Davis I, Chai F, Waghorne
C, Schwartz B and Demetri G: Tivantinib (ARQ 197), a
selective inhibitor of MET, in patients with microphthalmia
transcription factor-associated tumours. Cancer 118: 5894-5902,
2012. PMID: 22605650. DOI: 10.1002/cncr.27582

12 Mir O, Boudou-Rouquette P, Larousserie F, Babinet A, Dumaine
V, Anract P and Goldwasser F: Objective response to sorafenib
in advances clear-cell sarcoma. Ann Oncol 2: 807-809, 2012.
PMID: 22274882. DOI: 10.1093/annonc/mds005

13 Stacchiotti S, Grosso F, Negri T, Palassini E, Morosi C, Pilotti
S, Gronchi A and Casali PG: Tumour response to Sunitinib
malate observed in clear-cell sarcoma. Ann Oncol 23: ix484,
2012. PMID: 20093352. DOI: 10.1093/annonc/mdp611

14 Liu S, Cheng H, Kwan W, Lubieniecka JM and Nielson TO:
Histone deacetylase inhibitors induce growth arrest, apoptosis, and
differentiation in clear cell sarcoma models. Mol Cancer Ther 7(6):
1752-1761, 2008. PMID: 18566246. DOI: 10.1158/1535-
7163.MCT-07-0560

15 Tang F, Choy E, Tu C, Hornicek F and Duan Z: Therapeutic
applications of histone deacetylase inhibitors in sarcoma. Cancer
Treat Rev 59: 33-45, 2017. PMID: 28732326. DOI: 10.1016/
j.ctrv.2017.06.006

16 Nakai T, Imura Y, Hironari T, Tamada S, Nakai S, Yasuda N,
Kaneko K, Outani H, Takenaka S, Hamada K, Myoui A, Araki
N, Ueda T, Itoh K, Yoshikawa H and Naka N: Trabectidin is a
promising antitumour agent potentially inducing melanocytic
differentiation for clear cell sarcoma. Cancer Med 6(9): 2121-
2130, 2017. PMID: 28745431. DOI: 10.1002/cam4.1130

17 Le Cesne A, Cresta S, Maki R, Blay J-Y, Verweij J, Poveda A, Casali
P, Balana C, Schoffski P, Grosso F, Lardelli P, Nieto A, Alfaro V and
Demetri G: A retrospective analysis of antitumor activity with
trabectidin in translocation-related sarcoma. Eur J Cancer 48: 3036-
3044, 2012. PMID: 22749255. DOI: 10.1016/j.ejca.2012.05.012

18 Marcrom S, De Los Santos J and Conry R: Complete response
of mediastinal clear cell sarcoma to pembrolizumab with
radiotherapy. Clin Sarcoma Res 7: 14, 2017. PMID: 28725344.
DOI: 10.1186/s13569-017-0079-1

19 Goldberg J, Fisher D, Demetri G, Neuberg D, Allsop S, Fonseca C,
Nakazaki Y, Nemer D, Paut C, George S, Morgan J, Wagner A,
Freeman G, Ritz J, Lezcano C, Mihm M, Canning C, Hodi F S and
Dranoff G: Biologic activity of autologous, granulocyte-macrophage
colony-stimulating factor secreting alveolar soft-part sarcoma and
clear cell sarcoma vaccines. Clin Cancer Res 21(14): 3178-3186,
2015. PMID: 25805798. DOI: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-14-2932

20 Valdez B, Nieto Y, Murray D, Yang Li, Wang G, Champlin R and
Andersson BS: Epigenetic modifiers enhance the synergistic
cytotoxicity of combine nucleoside analog-DNA alkylating agents
in lymphoma cell lines. Exp Hematol 40(10): 800-810, 2012.
PMID: 22687754. DOI: 10.1016/j.exphem.2012.06.001

21 Hiroyuki T, Emori M, Miyakoshi N, Nagasawa H, Okada K,
Murahashi Y, Mizushima E, Shimizu J, Yamashita T and
Shimada Y: Prognostic significance of histological subtype in
soft tissue sarcoma with distant metastasis. In Vivo 34(4): 1975-
1980, 2020. PMID: 32606169. DOI: 10.21873/invivo.11994

Received October 18, 2020
Revised November 7, 2020
Accepted November 8, 2020

Cojocaru et al: Gemcitabine in Clear-cell Sarcoma  

7007


