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Abstract 
Unicystic ameloblastoma (UA) is a benign epithelial odontogenic tumor of the jaws that commonly occurs in 2nd 
and 3rd decade of life. In fact, this entity is rare in children under 12 years of age. It is characterised as a distinct 
variant of ameloblastoma, exhibiting a less aggressive behaviour and a lower rate of recurrence than solid conven-
tional ameloblastoma. There are very few reported cases of UA occurring in children below five years of age. The 
purpose of this case report is to describe a case of UA involving the crown of an unerupted maxillary second pre-
molar in a 3 year old girl.  The pathogenesis, clinical appearance, radiographic presentation, histological findings 
and management of the tumour have also been discussed.

Key words: Ameloblastoma, dentigerous cyst, unicystic ameloblastoma.

Arora S, Kumar P, Urs AB, Augustine J. Unicystic ameloblasto-
ma in 3 year old paediatric patient – A rare entity. J Clin Exp Dent. 
2013;5(1):e54-7.
 http://www.medicinaoral.com/odo/volumenes/v5i1/jcedv5i1p54.pdf

Article Number: 50793             http://www.medicinaoral.com/odo/indice.htm
© Medicina Oral S. L. C.I.F. B 96689336 - eISSN: 1989-5488
eMail:  jced@jced.es
Indexed in:

Scopus
DOI® System

doi:10.4317/jced.50793
http://dx.doi.org/10.4317/jced.50793



J Clin Exp Dent. 2013;5(1):e54-7.

e55

Unicystic ameloblastoma.

Introduction 
Ameloblastoma is one of the most common benign 
odontogenic tumours, accounting for approximately 1% 
of all tumours and cysts of the jaws and 10% of all odon-
togenic tumors (1,2). Unicystic ameloblastoma (UA), 
refers to those cystic lesions that show clinical and ra-
diological features of an odontogenic cyst but in histolo-
gical examination show ameloblastomatous epithelium 
lining the cyst cavity with or without luminal or mural 
proliferation (3). UA represents 5-15% of ameloblasto-
ma cases (4) and tends to occur in a younger population 
as compared to conventional ameloblastoma (5,6). This 
article documents a rare case of UA in the maxilla of a 
3 year old girl.

Case Report
A 3 year-old girl reported to the outpatient department of 
Maulana Azad Institute of Dental Sciences, New Delhi, 
India, with the chief complaint of swelling over left side 
of jaw since one and a half months. Extraorally, a diffuse 
swelling of about 2-3 cms in size was noted on the left 
maxilla. The lesion extended anteriorly up to the ala of 
the nose and posteriorly up to 2-3 cm in front of tragus. 
The superio-inferior extent of the swelling was from the 
floor of the orbit to the ala tragus line. Buccal and lingual 
expansion was seen intraorally. The swelling was bony 
hard and non tender on palpation. All primary teeth were 
present.
Panoramic and occlusal radiographs revealed a well de-
fined radiolucency adjacent to the upper left deciduous 
canine. Axial CT sections showed an expansile, well 
corticated cystic lesion involving partially formed maxi-
llary left premolars (Fig. 1).

first premolar. The cystic cavity showed forming 2nd pre 
molar embedded within the wall of the cyst. Multiple 
mural nodules were noted in the opened cystic sac (Fig. 
2).

Fig. 1. CECT showing corticated cystic lesion involving forming pre-
molars.

With these findings, a provisional diagnosis of dentige-
rous cyst was made and the lesion was enucleated under 
local anaesthesia. 
The gross specimen received was a cystic sac measuring 
3.5x3x2.5 cms along with partially formed canine and 

Fig. 2. Gross specimen with embedded premolar and multiple mural 
nodules in cystic  sac along with involved canine and premolar.

Histopathological examination revealed a cystic lining 
with preameloblast like tall columnar cells in the basal 
layer. The superficial layers showed loosely arranged 
oedematous cells resembling stellate reticulum. Lumi-
nal and intraluminal proliferation of the odontogenic 
epithelium in plexiform pattern was observed. Increa-
sed vascularity was noted in supportive fibrocollagenous 
stroma (Fig. 3). Based on these features, a diagnosis of 
Unicystic Ameloblastoma (Type 1.2) was made.  Cu-
rrently, the patient is under follow up for 15 months and 
no recurrence has been noted till date.                                

Fig. 3. Photomicrograph with characteristic ameloblastomatous li-
ning epithelium proliferating luminally. H&E X10.

Discussion
Conventional ameloblastoma may occur in all age 
groups with a peak incidence in 3rd & 4th decades of life 
(7). However, ameloblastoma in younger individuals is 
thought to be a rare entity, comprising approximately 
10% -15% of all reported cases (8).  UA is a variant of 
ameloblastoma that was first described by Robinson and 
Martinez in 1977 (9).
UA is usually seen in younger patients as compared to 
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solid ameloblastomas, with most tumours diagnosed du-
ring the second decade (8). Although there are reports of 
UA occurring during the first decade of life, the number 
is limited during the first decade. A thorough search of 
available literature revealed that the present case of UA 
in a 3 year old girl is probably the youngest reported 
patient of UA in the English literature. Mandibular angle 
and ramus is the favoured site of UA but in the present 
case maxilla was involved.
Clinically, UA presents as a painless swelling of unk-
nown or relatively short duration (8,10) as was observed 
in the reported case.
Radiographically, the tumour presents as a unilocular 
radiolucency in case of dentigerous (tooth associated) 
variant and rarely as multilocular radiolucency in case 
of non – dentigerous variant. It is often associated with 
an unerupted tooth and ranks next to dentigerous cyst as 
the most frequently occurring pathological pericoronal 
radiolucency.
Leider et al proposed three pathogenic mechanisms of 
evolution of UA (11):

1) Reduced enamel epithelium associated with a de-
veloping tooth undergoes ameloblastic transforma-
tion with subsequent cystic development.
2) Ameloblastomas arise in dentigerous cyst or other 
types of odontogenic cysts in which the neoplastic 
ameloblastic epithelium is preceded temporarily by 
non-neoplastic stratified squamous epithelial lining.
3) Solid ameloblastoma undergoes cystic degenera-
tion of ameloblastic islands with subsequent fusion 
of multiple microcysts and develops into a unicystic 
lesion.

Since the present case was associated with a developing 
permanent teeth, the reduced enamel epithelium atta-
ched to them may have undergone ameloblastic trans-
formation lending support to the first hypothesis. Howe-
ver, there is not a solid proof of this origin, as there are 
several UA that are not related to unerupted teeth and 
therefore the diverse hypothesis should be viewed with 
caution.
Histopathologically, UA was classified by Ackerman as 
(12) :

Type 1 - unilocular, unicystic lesion lined by epithe-
lium.
Type 2 - plexiform variety.
Type 3 - invasive islands of ameloblastomatous epi-
thelium.
Type 3a- islands not connected to cyst lining
Type 3b-islands connected to cyst lining.

Another histopathological grouping by Philipsen and 
Reichart (13) has also been discussed (Table 1).
Following this, the published present case falls under 1.2 
subgroup.
Unicystic ameloblastoma is generally considered to be 
a less aggressive tumor compared to the solid variant. 

However, UA showing intraluminal and intramural 
proliferation histologically should be considered an ag-
gressive lesion and treated in a manner similar to a solid 
ameloblastoma (14). The occurrence of unilocular radio-
lucency associated with impacted tooth may lead to an 
erroneous presumptive diagnosis of a dentigerous cyst 
by the clinician and result in under treatment. Hence, the 
importance of pre operative diagnosis by means of an 
incisional biopsy is reiterated. On the other hand, it may 
be argued that an incisional biopsy consists of only small 
fragments and it may be difficult to ascertain the true 
nature of the lesion even by trained pathologists.
Also, the management of ameloblastoma in a young pa-
tient becomes challenging due to concerns about facial 
growth (7). Therefore, a radically treated ameloblastoma 
must be followed by an immediate bone graft to prevent 
an obvious facial deformity (14).

Conflict of Interest
The authors of the work entittled “Unicystic ameloblas-
toma in 3 year old paediatric patient – A rare entity” 
have No conflicts of interest. 

References
Olaitan  AA, Adekeye EO. Clinical features and management of 1.	
ameloblastoma of the mandible in children and adolescents. Br J 
Oral Maxillofac Surg. 1996;34:248-51.
Rapidis AD, Andrssakis DD, Stavrianos SD, Faratzis G, Arno-2.	
giannakiliappi N, Lagogiannis GA. Ameloblastomas of the jaws; 
clinicopathological review of 11 patients. Eur J Surg Oncol. 2004; 
30:998-1002.
 Li TJ, Wu YT, Yu SF, Yu GY. Unicystic ameloblastoma. A clinico-3.	
pathological study of 33 chinese patients. Am J Surg Pathol.  2000; 
24(10):1385-92.
Black CC, Addante RR, Mohila CA. Intraosseous ameloblastoma. 4.	
Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod. 2010;110:585-
92. 
Kessler HP, Schwartz-Dabney C, Ellis E 3rd. Recurrent left mandi-5.	
bular enlargement. J Contemp Dent Pract .2003;4:127-37.
Ord RA, Blanchaert Jr  RH, Nikitakis NG, Sauk JJ. Ameloblastoma 6.	
in children. J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2002;60(7):762-71. 
Arotiba GT, Ladeinde AL, Arotiba JT, Ajike SO, Ugboko VI, Ajayi 7.	
O. Ameloblastoma in Nigerian children and adolescents: a review 
of 79 cases. J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2005;63:747-51.
 Kahn MA. Ameloblastoma in young persons: a clinicopathologic 8.	
analysis and etiologic investigation. Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pa-
thol. 1989;67:706-15.
Robinson L, Martinez MG. Unicystic ameloblastoma: a prognosti-9.	
cally distinct entity. Cancer. 1977;40:2278-85.
Chana JS, Chang YM, Wei FC, Shen YF, Chan CP, Lin HN et al. 10.	
Segmental mandibulectomy and immediate free fibula osteosep-
tocutaneous flap reconstruction with endosteal implants: An ideal 
treatment method for mandibular ameloblastoma. Plast Reconstr 

Subgroup Interpretation
1 Luminal UA
1.2 Luminal & intraluminal UA
1.2.3 Luminal, intraluminal & intramural UA
1.3 Luminal & intramural UA

Table 1. Histopathological grouping by Philipsen and Reichart.



J Clin Exp Dent. 2013;5(1):e54-7.

e57

Unicystic ameloblastoma.

Surg. 2004;113:80-7.
Leider AS, Eversole LR, Barkin ME. Cystic ameloblastoma. 11.	
A clinicopathologic analysis. Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol. 
1985;60:624-30.
Ackerman GL, Altini M, Shear M. The Unicystic Ameloblas-12.	
toma: a clinicopathological study of 57 cases. J Oral Pathol. 
1988;17:541-6.
Philipsen HP, Riechart PA. Unicystic ameloblastoma. A review of 13.	
193 cases from the literature. Oral Oncol. 1998;34:317-25.
Zhang J, Gu Z, Jiang L, Zhao J, Tian M, Zhou J, Duan Y. Amelo-14.	
blastomas in children and adolescents. Br J Oral and Maxillofac 
Surg. 2010:48;549-54.


