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Core tip: This review on Marjolin’s ulcer (MU) provides 
a comprehensive account of the key conceptual issues, 
historic background as well as recent updates on the 
management of MU developing in the post-burned le-
sions and scars. New concepts in the management in 
general and the evolving concepts in the prophylactic 
nodal treatment such as the sentinel lymph node map-
ping are highlighted. The epidemiologic and patho-
physiologic factors that surround the development of 
MU in the post-burned lesions are described in vertical 
depth with subsequent emphasis on the preventive 
aspects, which certainly hold the key to eradication of 
this dreadful menace.
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INTRODUCTION
Malignant degeneration of  post-burned lesions and scars 
is an inevitable eventuality, afflicting at least 0.77%-2% 
of  the deep burns that had been allowed to heal by sec-
ondary intention, those which never healed completely 
and the unstable post-burned scars that frequently ulcer-
ate on trivial traumatic insults of  daily life activities[1-3]. 
Celsus AC deserves acknowledgment for his earliest rec-
ognition of  this phenomenon in the first century AD[4]. 
Later on in 1828, the French physician Marjolin JN etio-
logically classified ulcers as those due to “local” causes 
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Abstract
Marjolin’s ulcer (MU) represents malignant degenera-
tion that typically ensues over a period of time in the 
post-burned lesions and scars or any other chronic 
wound. This review highlights various facets of the 
presentation and management of MUs that originate 
from post-burned lesions. The incidence of MUs in 
such lesions is reported to be 0.77%-2%. This malig-
nancy characteristically develops in the areas of full 
thickness skin burns that had been allowed for weeks 
to months to heal spontaneously by secondary inten-
tion, or burn wounds which never healed completely 
over years and the unstable post-burned scars. In 
the majority of cases, the MU is a squamous cell car-
cinoma (SCC). The MUs contribute to an overall 2% 
of all SCCs and 0.03% of all basal cell carcinomas of 
the skin. Clinically MUs present in two major morpho-
logic forms. The commoner form is the flat, indurated, 
ulcerative variety while the less common form is the 
exophytic papillary variety. Lower limbs represent the 
most frequently affected body parts. Surgical resection 
of the primary tumor with 2-4 cm horizontal clearance 
margin, nodal clearance and radiotherapy constitute 
the cornerstones of effective oncologic management. 
Despite best efforts, the overall mortality is reported to 
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and those secondary to “internal” causes, however he 
couldn’t specifically recognize the malignant potential of  
these lesions[5,6]. Dupuytren[7] in 1839 provided full de-
scription of  a case of  amputation for a cancer in a patient 
who had suffered a sulfuric acid burn injury. Da Costa[8] in 
1903 was the first to coin the term Marjolin’s ulcer (MU) 
to describe malignant degeneration of  skin scars particu-
larly the post-burned scars.

Not surprisingly, MUs can emanate from any chronic 
wound or unhealed scar, however the neglected burn 
wounds constitute their commonest seats of  origin[9-11]. 
The following review focuses on the epidemiological and 
clinical details of  MU emanating in the aftermath of  burn 
injuries with a view to provide a comprehensive summary 
of  the key conceptual issues as well as recent updates on 
management for those who happen to be the frontline 
care providers for the patients with MU.

EPIDEMIOLOGIC CONSIDERATIONS
Whereas 0.77%-2% of  the post-burned wounds and 
scars are reported to undergo malignant degeneration[3], 

overall the post-burned wounds and scars contribute to 
2% of  all squamous cell carcinomas (SCCs) and 0.03% 
of  all basal cell carcinomas (BCCs) of  the skin[4].

MU is relatively commoner among males than fema
les[12-15]. The exact explanation for this is not yet known, 
however more frequent initial burn trauma among males 
as well as their more prolonged exposure to sunlight are 
some of  the possible contributors to this higher frequen-
cy of  MU among males. No age is immune to MU with 
individuals from almost all age groups including children 
being afflicted worldwide[1-5]. MU has been reported 
among individuals of  all races[16-20].  

There is usually a prolonged latency period between 
sustaining initial burn insult and developing MU in the 
post-burned wounds and scars. There is considerable 
variation in this lag period reported in the published 
literature[1,2,13,14], ranging from as short as 6 wk[15] to as 
prolonged as 70 years[18]. The average latency period to 
malignant transformation is 35 years[1,21,22]. Based on the 
latency period, the MUs are subdivided into acute and 
chronic subtypes. The former type refers to the scar 
carcinoma that evolves within a year of  sustaining burn 
injury, while the later type refers to those that develop 
from then on[22]. The acute MU usually develops in as-
sociation with more superficial burn scars and is often a 
basal cell carcinoma on histology[23]. The latency period 
of  MU inversely relates to the patient’s age at the time of  
sustaining initial burn insult[24]. The younger the patient 
is at the time of  initial burn insult, the longer the time it 
takes to undergo the malignant transformation. Contrary 
to this, the older the patient at the time of  burn injury the 
shorter the lag period and more is the chance of  acute 
MU. Understandably, a newly acquired burn injury in an 
adult of  advancing age is more likely to evolve an acute 
MU, hence a biopsy of  all such lesions (of  a duration of  
> 6 wk) is imperative.

Although all underlying mechanisms of  burn injury 
pose an equal risk for subsequent malignant transfor-
mation, MU has been reported more frequently among 
those who had sustained flame burns as compared to 
the other burn injury mechanisms such as scalds, electric 
burn injuries, chemical burns, and contact burns. Except 
for the BCC where contact is the most frequent underly-
ing burn injury mechanism, the other histological types 
of  MU occur with equal frequency amongst flame, scalds 
and contact burn injuries[2].

Given the global statistics, the burden of  burn injuries 
is disproportionately shared across the globe with most 
of  its brunt being taken by the developing nations such 
as India, Bangladesh and Pakistan[25]. These countries 
together with other south Asian countries like Sri Lanka, 
Bhutan, Nepal, Maldives, and Afghanistan collectively 
constitute 20% of  the world’s population, however they 
contributed only 1.1% of  the total PubMed publications 
during the 25 years period from 1985-2009[26]. One can 
easily imagine the magnitude of  MU that certainly ex-
ists in these burn injury endemic countries but is under-
reported. These developing nations have recognized 
limitations of  their health care systems where the ideal 
treatment for acute burn injuries is often not instituted[27]. 
Also many of  the patients in these developing countries 
present late, when the MU is not amenable to curative 
resection. 

PATHOLOGIC CONSIDERATIONS
Etiopathogenesis of MU
MUs originating from post-burned scars possess certain 
peculiarities that make them distinct from other cuta-
neous malignancies. The exact mechanism of  how the 
malignant transformation supervenes the post-burned 
scars continues to be explored. Many theories have been 
proposed to provide possible explanations of  the mecha-
nisms involved, however no single theory alone can pro-
vide a satisfactory answer to all questions that surround 
this complex process of  malignant degeneration. 

As per Ewing J’s postulates[2,28], MU of  post-burned 
scars would meet the criteria such as evidence of  a burn 
scar, tumour within the boundaries of  the scar, no pre-
vious tumour in that location, tumour histology being 
compatible with the cell types found in the skin/scar and 
presence of  a lag period between the burn injury and the 
tumour development. The post-burned scars is certainly 
a mutogenic focus with continuous mitotic activity of  
regeneration and repair being in progress. The same rep-
resents the key mechanism that eventually triggers the 
malignant transformation[10,29,30]. A myriad of  factors have 
been postulated as possible contributors toward the pro-
cess of  malignant transformation. Among these include 
chronic irritation, repeated trauma, impaired immuno-
logic reactivity of  the scar tissue to tumour cells, release 
of  toxins from the unhealthy scar, relative avascularity 
of  the scar tissue, lymphatic obstruction within the scar 
tissue making it an inaccessible site for the body’s natural 
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immunosurveillance[2,10,31,32]. When the full thickness skin 
loss areas are allowed to heal by secondary intention, 

there is formation of  unstable depigmented substitution 
tissue which lacks the qualities of  normal skin. These 
unstable depigmented scars have reduced ability to with-
stand carcinogens[4,32]. Whether genetics or heredity have 
any contribution to the malignant degeneration of  the 
post-burned scars is not exactly known, however abnor-
malities in the p53 gene among these patients have been 
reported[33,34].

The major risk factors for the development of  post-
burn MU include healing of  full thickness skin burns 
by secondary intention, non-healing burn wounds, and 
fragile scars that ulcerate and are easily traumatized[1,2]. 
The post-burned scars is typically less resistant to injuries, 
heals poorly especially in body areas such as the joints.

Histopathology of MU
In most cases, the MU is an SCC (71%), followed by 
BCC (12%), melanoma (6%), sarcoma (5%), squamo-
basal cell carcinoma (1%), SCC-melanoma (1%) and oth-
er rare neoplasms (4%)[2]. A variety of  rare tumours may 
emerge in the post-burned wounds and scars and include 
fibrosarcoma, liposarcoma, dermatofibrosarcoma protu-
berans, and mesenchymal tumors[2,3,35,36]. The grade of  the 
MU can be defined as follows: grade Ⅰ : more than 75% 
of  the cells are differentiated; grade Ⅱ: 25%-75% of  the 
cells are differentiated; grade Ⅲ: less than 25% of  the 
cells are differentiated[10]. Grade of  the tumour has bear-
ing on the prognosis of  MU. In general, the incidence of  
metastasis increases with increasing grade and so is the 
worsening of  prognosis.

CLINICAL COSIDERATIONS
Clinical presentation
Clinically MU presents in two major morphologic for
ms[18,37]. The commoner form is the flat, indurated, in-
filtrative, ulcerative variant while the other less frequent 
form is the exophytic papillary variety which is generally 
less severe. The well-differentiated exophytic lesions 
have a better prognosis than the poorly differentiated, 
ulcerated and infiltrating forms. Typically the edge of  the 
ulcerated lesion is everted and the floor has poor granula-
tion tissue (Figures 1-9 are representative photographs of  
some patients with MUs secondary to burn injuries).

A history of  a non healing post-burned wound of  full 
thickness skin loss should alert the clinician of  the pos-
sibility of  an MU. It is usually painless. The easy bleeding 
fragile areas may at times present with unprovoked bleed-
ing, offensive discharge or increasing pain. Superadded 
infection of  the wound may at times be the first clinical 
presentation[18,38,39].

Anatomic sites affected by MUs
Lower limbs constitute the most frequent site of  MUs. 
The other sites affected in order of  reducing frequency 
include head and neck region (face, scalp, neck), upper 
limbs and other body parts[2,3,35]. MU has been reported 
in post burned scars at rare locations such as the nose[40]. 
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Figure 1  Marjolin's ulcer in the left popliteal fossa region in a 45 years old 
lady who had sustained flame burn injury at the age of 13. There is charac-
teristic ulcer with everted edges and  poorly granulating floor. The surrounding 
skin shows post-burned sequel. Histopathology confirmed it to be well differenti-
ated squamous cell carcinom.

Figure 2  A 46 years male with 3 years history of ulceration and bleeding 
in right axilla. He had sustained scald burns at the age of 3. Biopsy confirmed 
it to be squamous cell carcinoma while computed tomography scan revealed 
metastasis in the axilla as well as chest. 

Figure 3  A 63 years old male presented with two years history of slowly 
progressive ulceration in the post burned white skin on his upper back. 
He had childhood scald burns at the age of 3 years, and had received burn 
injury treatment with months of dressings without skin grafting. Multiple biopsies 
revealed squamous cell carcinoma, while computed tomography scan revealed 
axillary nodal invasion without chest metastasis. Culture sensitivity revealed 
Methicillin resistant staphylococcus and pseudomonas aeruginsa. 
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Lower limbs are the commonest sites of  MU primarily 
owing to their more frequent involvement in burn injury 
insults involving full thickness skin loss. Additionally 
these patients often present with lesions around the knee 
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Figure 4  A lady aged 41, had sustained  burn injury secondary to light-
ning 3 years ago. She had her burn injuries  managed with months of dressing 
without skin grafting. Subsequently she had recurrent ulceration with bleeding 
from the unhealed wounds around the knee. Multiple biopsies of the lesions  re-
vealed well differentiated squamous cell carcinoma. The groin nodal basin was 
negative clinically as well as radiologically.

Figure 5  A 41 years male who had sustained flame burn injury to his left 
foot in childhood at the age of 4. The burn injury was managed with months 
of dressings and the wound never healed completely. There was  history of re-
current  bleeding and ulceration on the affected site. Multiple biopsies revealed 
moderately differentiated squamous cell carcinoma. The groin was clinically 
node positive.

Figure 6  A 36 years male had sustained chemical burn injury to his left 
cubital fossa 7 years ago. The initial burn injury was managed with dressings 
and had never healed completely. The patient had undergone wide local exci-
sion and split thickness skin grafting for Marjolin's ulcer three months ago. Later 
he presented with a recurrent nodule which was confirmed as squamous cell 
carcinom on histopathology while the axilla was node negative clinically. 

Figure 7  Right groin metastasis secondary to Marjolin's ulcer on the right 
side of ankle in 57 years male. Metastatic work up revealed ascites and lung 
metastasis. The patient had sustained flame burn injury to the right ankle at the 
age of 2 years and was managed with wound dressings without skin grafting.

Figure 8  A 47 years male had sustained flame burn injury to his scalp at 
the age of 3. The initial burn injury was managed with months of dressings 
without skin grafting. Histopathology confirmed it as well differentiated squa-
mous cell carcinoma. Computed tomography scan head and neck did not show 
deep structures invasion. 

Figure 9  Same patient (as in Figure 8), the resected Marjolin's ulcer with 
wide local margins.
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joints as the joints are frequently moved and recurrent 
ulcerations commonly ensue and persist without healing.

Diagnosis of MU
The diagnosis of  MU is based on the suggestive findings in 
the patient’s history, detailed examination of  the ulcer and 
its draining nodal basin, and the histology of  the lesion.

The classic triad of  nodule formation, induration, 
and ulceration at the post-burned scars should prompt 
a biopsy to confirm the diagnosis[41]. Other clinical signs 
suggestive of  MU include everted or rolled margins, 
exophytic granulation tissue formation, increasing size, 
bleeding and regional lymphadenopathy[1-10].

Once the biopsy confirms the diagnosis of  MU, de-
termination of  the local extent of  the lesion and staging 
comes to the fore. An magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) 
or computed tomography (CT scan) is performed to de-
termine the local extent of  the lesion and invasion of  any 
underlying structures. MRI is certainly the ideal imaging 
tool for evaluation of  the status of  the soft-tissues, infil-
tration of  any underlying bone and the involvement of  
adjacent neurovascular structures[42-44].

The draining lymphatic basin is staged clinically as well 
as radiologically with either high resolution ultrasonogra-
phy, MRI or CT scan. Given the aggressive nature of  MU, 
distant metastasis are ruled out with metastatic work up 
that includes chest CT scan, abdominal ultrasonography 
and CT scan brain (for lesions on the scalp and face)[1-10].

Metaststic spread of the MU and the stage of the MU 
disease
By and large, as long as the MU is confined to the scar it 
shows typically slow growth and is amenable to curative 
resection. However when the MU breaks free of  the scar 
it metastasises rapidly via lymphatic spread[31]. Once bro-
ken free of  the confines of  the primary lesion, an SCC 
of  the MU variety is known to possess greater metastatic 
potential than the SCC occurring de novo[18]. At presenta-
tion, regional lymph nodes are involved in 20%-36% of  
the patients[2,18,37,45]. Aydoğdu et al[18] have reported even 
higher percentage of  patients (66.66%) with involved 
regional lymph nodes, dura or bone at initial presenta-
tion. Distant metastases are reported among 14% of  the 
patients[2]. Although metastatic spread is primarily to the 
regional lymph nodes, metastasis to organs such as the 
liver, lung, brain, kidney may also occur[18]. 

Stage of  the MU has implications for the manage-
ment as well as the prognosis. As is the case with other 
malignancies, staging is performed by considering the size 
of  the primary lesion (T), lymph node involvement (N), 
and distant metastasis (M). As yet there is no MU specific 
TNM classification of  the Union for International cancer 
control, however the TNM classification for SCC is com-
monly applied to the MU.

TREATMENT OF MU
Role of surgery
Surgery constitutes the mainstay of  treatment of  the MU. 

The oncologic clearance entails excision of  the primary 
lesion with a 2-4 cm horizontal clearance margins, and 
vertical clearance of  the un-involved next barrier struc-
ture. All the wide local excisions are preferably performed 
initially with cautery dissection to prevent seeding of  the 
tumor cells and their iatrogenic spread into the blood and 
lymphatic streams. Additionally a small margin of  skin is 
then excised with a surgical scalpel to ensure good heal-
ing[14,20,35]. It is prudent to have the histopathologist on-
board when performing such crucial resections to ensure 
resection of  tumour free margins with the help of  frozen 
section studies performed simultaneously with surgery. 
The defects resulting from MU extirpation are either skin 
grafted or flap covered. Anecdotally we are now prefer-
ring flap coverage of  the resultant defects where ever 
possible and subsequently offer the patients radiotherapy 
for the tumor bed with the help of  radiation oncologist.

As is the established norm of  surgical oncology, the 
clinically or radiologically confirmed involved nodal ba-
sins are managed with therapeutic lymph node dissection.

Although there is lack of  general consensus regard-
ing management of  the clinically negative nodal basins 
in MU, yet given the aggressive biologic behavior of  MU, 
prophylactic nodal treatment with either elective lymph 
node dissection or regional nodal irradiation sounds ra-
tional[31,37,46-48]. Long term studies are certainly needed to 
confirm if  this aggressive approach offers real benefits in 
terms of  disease free survival or not, as the formal nodal 
clearance has its own morbidity (particularly lymphede-
ma) attended to the procedure.

The sentinel lymph node dissection (SLND) has been 
primarily employed for staging the regional nodal basins 
in malignant melanoma of  the limbs, however there is a 
recent growing recognition of  its utility among patients 
with non-melanoma skin cancers also[49-54]. SLND tech-
nique holds the potential to be used more frequently 
in MU patients as it on one hand will save MU patients 
from the unnecessary morbidity of  formal nodal clear-
ance for negative nodes and on the other hand identify 
the MU patients who are clinically node negative but have 
subclinical nodal metastasis.

Role of radiotherapy
Given the aggressive biological behaviour of  the MU and 
the frequent squamous cell histology, radiotherapy finds 
an important adjunctive role in managing these malignan-
cies. The indications for radiotherapy include: (1) inoper-
able regional lymph node metastasis; (2) grade 3 lesions 
with positive lymph nodes after nodal dissection; (3) 
tumors with a diameter greater than 10 cm and with posi-
tive lymph nodes after regional lymph node dissection; (4) 
grade 3 lesions with a tumor diameter greater than 10 cm 
and negative lymph nodes after regional lymph dissec-
tion; and (5) lesions of  the head and neck with positive 
lymph nodes after regional lymph node dissection[46].

Role of chemotherapy
The exact role of  chemotherapy or indications thereof  
in managing MU are not yet established, however che-
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motherapy constitutes part of  the aggressive multimodal 
therapy which is often instituted among patients when 
surgical extirpation of  the MU is not possible because of  
the unfit patient, presence of  distant metastasis, recurrent 
disease, and patients not consenting for surgery.

The chemotherapy is usually based on 5-Fluorouracil 
with a combination of  cisplatin, methotrexate and bleo-
mycin. It may be in the form of  adjuvant or neo adjuvant 
therapy[18].

PROGNOSIS
Generally speaking, the MU tends to be more aggressive 
and rapidly spreading as compared to other skin carcino-
mas of  similar histotypes[1,55]. The overall mortality rate 
of  MU is reported to be at least 21%[2]. The survival rates 
of  MU are 52%, 34% and 23% at 5, 10 and 20 years[56].

Poor prognostic clinical features in MU include re-
gional nodal spread, local extension of  lesion, lower 
limb lesions (as these have a greater propensity for nodal 
involvement), infiltrative variety, primary lesions of  ≥ 2 
cm, latency period of  ≥ 5 years, recurrent MU, and the 
presence of  distant metastasis. The poor prognostic indi-
cators on histology include poor differentiation, scarce or 
absent peritumour T cell infiltration, invasion of  reticular 
dermis or deeper structures, and ≥ 4 mm vertical thick-
ness of  the neoplastic lesion[4,37,46,55-60].

PREVENTION
Although MU constitutes a formidable foe for recon-
structive and burns surgeons around the globe, it is still 
surmountable to primary as well as secondary prevention. 
Early excision and grafting of  deep burns adequately 
averts all the wound problems that otherwise predispose 
the post-burned scars to malignant transformation[61]. 
Moreover even if  an initially neglected or mismanaged 
burn wound presents later with ulceration or frequent 
wounding, before any malignancy has set in, the choice 
of  excision and grafting of  these unstable scars should 
still be availed. So primary prevention is ensured by provi-
sion of  adequate surgical care in the acute phase of  burn 
injury management, while secondary prevention can be 
instituted where a patient had an initial mismanagement 
but seeks medical advice before MU has established. 

CONCLUSION 
MU is a largely preventable dreadful menace of  consider-
able morbidity and mortality. Although over the years, 
significant progress has been made in managing MU, the 
key to successful eradication lies in prevention by ensur-
ing adequate surgical care (with early excision and graft-
ing) of  the deep burns in their acute phase.

There is need for randomized controlled trials and 
high quality evidence on the not yet fully established as-
pects of  the MU management such as the oncologically 
safe horizontal clearance margins of  resection, prophy-
lactic management of  the negative nodal basins and MU 

specific TNM staging system. All these issues need be 
adequately addressed by future clinical studies.

REFERENCES
1	 Copcu E. Marjolin’s ulcer: a preventable complication of 

burns? Plast Reconstr Surg 2009; 124: 156e-164e [PMID: 
19568055 DOI: 10.1097/PRS.0b013e3181a8082e]

2	 Kowal-Vern A, Criswell BK. Burn scar neoplasms: a litera-
ture review and statistical analysis. Burns 2005; 31: 403-413 
[PMID: 15896501 DOI: 10.1016/j.burns.2005.02.015]

3	 Fleming MD, Hunt JL, Purdue GF, Sandstad J. Marjolin’s ul-
cer: a review and reevaluation of a difficult problem. J Burn 
Care Rehabil 1990; 11: 460-469 [PMID: 2246317]

4	 Treves N, Pack GT. The development of cancer in burn sca
rs: An analysis and report of thirty-four cases. Surg Gynecol 
Obstet 1930; 51: 749-751

5	 Marjolin JN. Ulcere Dictionnaire de medecine. Paris: Bechet, 
1828: 21

6	 Steffen C. Marjolin’s ulcer. Report of two cases and evidence 
that Marjolin did not describe cancer arising in scars of 
burns. Am J Dermatopathol 1984; 6: 187-193 [PMID: 6375422]

7	 Dupuytren G. Lecons orales de clinique chirurgicale. 2nd 
ed. Paris, 1839

8	 Da Costa JC. III. Carcinomatous Changes in an Area of 
Chronic Ulceration, or Marjolin’s Ulcer. Ann Surg 1903; 37: 
496-502 [PMID: 17861272]

9	 Yu N, Long X, Lujan-Hernandez JR, Hassan KZ, Bai M, 
Wang Y, Wang X, Zhao R. Marjolin’s ulcer: a preventable 
malignancy arising from scars. World J Surg Oncol 2013; 11: 
313 [PMID: 24341890]

10	 Pekarek B, Buck S, Osher L. A Comprehensive Review on 
Marjolin’s Ulcers: Diagnosis and Treatment. J Am Col Certif 
Wound Spec 2011; 3: 60-64 [PMID: 24525526 DOI: 10.1016/
j.jcws.2012.04.001]

11	 Kerr-Valentic MA, Samimi K, Rohlen BH, Agarwal JP, 
Rockwell WB. Marjolin’s ulcer: modern analysis of an an-
cient problem. Plast Reconstr Surg 2009; 123: 184-191 [PMID: 
19116552 DOI: 10.1097/PRS.0b013e3181904d86]

12	 Lawrence EA. Carcinoma arising in the scars of thermal 
burns, with special reference to the influence of the age at 
burn on the length of the induction period. Surg Gynecol Ob-
stet 1952; 95: 579-588 [PMID: 12995250]

13	 Saraiya HA. A very large Marjolin’s ulcer on back without 
lymph node metastasis. Indian J Plast Surg 2013; 46: 156-158 
[PMID: 23960332 DOI: 10.4103/0970-0358.113744]

14	 Daya M, Balakrishan T. Advanced Marjolin’s ulcer of the scalp 
in a 13-year-old boy treated by excision and free tissue transfer: 
Case report and review of literature. Indian J Plast Surg 2009; 
42: 106-111 [PMID: 19881030 DOI: 10.4103/0970-0358.53020]

15	 Mohammadi AA, Seyed Jafari SM, Hosseinzadeh M. Early 
Marjolin’s Ulcer after Minimal Superficial Burn. Iran J Med 
Sci 2013; 38: 69-70 [PMID: 23645962]

16	 Al-Zacko SM. Malignancy in chronic burn scar: a 20 year 
experience in Mosul-Iraq. Burns 2013; 39: 1488-1491 [PMID: 
23768719]

17	 Nthumba PM. Marjolin’s ulcers in sub-Saharan Africa. World 
J Surg 2010; 34: 2272-2277 [PMID: 20645092]

18	 Aydoğdu E, Yildirim S, Aköz T. Is surgery an effective and 
adequate treatment in advanced Marjolin’s ulcer? Burns 
2005; 31: 421-431 [PMID: 15896503]

19	 Pieptu D, Luchian S, Copăceanu M, Popa M, Hriscu M, 
Stătescu C. [Marjolin’s ulcer on burn scar, a curable but 
neglected disease]. Rev Med Chir Soc Med Nat Iasi 2000; 104: 
95-99 [PMID: 12089970]

20	 Ghalambor A. Marjolin ulcer: How much of safety margin 
needs resection along Marjolin ulcer sqamous cell carcinoma 
in recurrence cases? Pak J Med Sci 2007; 23: 394-397

21	 Kasse AA, Betel E, Dem A, Diop M, Fall MC, Diop PS, Dem-

512 October 16, 2014|Volume 2|Issue 10|WJCC|www.wjgnet.com

Saaiq M et al . Menace of Marjolin’s ulcers



bele B, Drabo B, Timbely G, Neloum J, Toure P. [Cancers in 
the scars of thermal burns (apropos of 67 cases)]. Dakar Med 
1999; 44: 206-210 [PMID: 11957286]

22	 Guenther N, Menenakos C, Braumann C, Buettemeyer R. 
Squamous cell carcinoma arising on a skin graft 64 years 
after primary injury. Dermatol Online J 2007; 13: 27 [PMID: 
17498446]

23	 Love RL, Breidahl AF. Acute squamous cell carcinoma arising 
within a recent burn scar in a 14-year-old boy. Plast Reconstr 
Surg 2000; 106: 1069-1071 [PMID: 11039378 DOI: 10.1097/0000
6534-200010000-00017]

24	 Copcu E, Aktas A, Sişman N, Oztan Y. Thirty-one cases of 
Marjolin’s ulcer. Clin Exp Dermatol 2003; 28: 138-141 [PMID: 
12653697 DOI: 10.1046/j.1365-2230.2003.01210.x.PubMed]

25	 Saaiq M, Ashraf B. Epidemiology and Outcome of Self-
Inflicted Burns at Pakistan Institute of Medical Sciences, Is-
lamabad. World J Plast Surg 2014; 3: 107-114 Available from: 
URL: http://www.wjps.ir/browse.php?a_code=A-10-53-
2&slc_lang=en&sid=1

26	 Azim Majumder MA, Shaban SF, Rahman S, Rahman N, 
Ahmed M, Bin Abdulrahman KA, Islam Z. PubMed-based 
quantitative analysis of biomedical publications in the SAA-
RC countries: 1985-2009. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak 2012; 22: 
560-564 [PMID: 22980608]

27	 Saaiq M, Zaib S, Ahmad S. The menace of post-burn con-
tractures: a developing country’s perspective. Ann Burns Fire 
Disasters 2012; 25: 152-158 [PMID: 23466805]

28	 Ewing J. Neoplastic disease. 3rd ed. Philadelphia: WB Saun-
ders, 1928: 862

29	 Asuquo M, Ugare G, Ebughe G, Jibril P. Marjolin’s ulcer: the 
importance of surgical management of chronic cutaneous ul-
cers. Int J Dermatol 2007; 46 Suppl 2: 29-32 [PMID: 17958627]

30	 Türegün M, Nişanci M, Güler M. Burn scar carcinoma with 
longer lag period arising in previously grafted area. Burns 
1997; 23: 496-497 [PMID: 9429029]

31	 Bostwick J, Pendergrast WJ, Vasconez LO. Marjolin’s ulcer: 
an immunologically privileged tumor? Plast Reconstr Surg 
1976; 57: 66-69 [PMID: 1244613]

32	 Sirsat MV, Shrikhande SS. Histochemical studies on squa-
mous cell carcinoma of the skin arising in burn scars with 
special reference to histogenesis. Indian J Cancer 1966; 3: 
157-169 [PMID: 5917023]

33	 Harland DL, Robinson WA, Franklin WA. Deletion of the 
p53 gene in a patient with aggressive burn scar carcinoma. J 
Trauma 1997; 42: 104-107 [PMID: 9003266]

34	 Hayashi M, Tamura G, Kato N, Ansai S, Kondo S, Motoya-
ma T. Genetic analysis of cutaneous squamous cell carcino-
mas arising from different areas. Pathol Int 2003; 53: 602-607 
[PMID: 14507317]

35	 Ochenduszkiewicz U, Matkowski R, Szynglarewicz B, Kor-
nafel J. Marjolin’s ulcer: malignant neoplasm arising in scars. 
Rep Pract Oncol Radiother 2006; 11: 135-138

36	 Gamatsi IE, McCulloch TA, Bailie FB, Srinivasan JR. Ma-
lignant melanoma in a skin graft: burn scar neoplasm or 
a transferred melanoma? Br J Plast Surg 2000; 53: 342-344 
[PMID: 10876262]

37	 Novick M, Gard DA, Hardy SB, Spira M. Burn scar carci-
noma: a review and analysis of 46 cases. J Trauma 1977; 17: 
809-817 [PMID: 909123]

38	 Nancarrow JD. Cicatrial cancer in the South-West of Eng-
land: a regional plastic surgery unit’s experience over a 
20-year period. Br J Surg 1983; 70: 205-208 [PMID: 6831171]

39	 Hahn SB, Kim DJ, Jeon CH. Clinical study of Marjolin’s ul-
cer. Yonsei Med J 1990; 31: 234-241 [PMID: 2281683]

40	 Copcu E, Culhaci N. Marjolin’s ulcer on the nose. Burns 2002; 
28: 701-704 [PMID: 12417171]

41	 Beachkofsky TM, Wisco OJ, Owens NM, Hodson DS. Ver-
rucous nodules on the ankle: the scaly nodules appeared 
over the staple sites of a previous surgery. But did one have 

anything to do with the other? J Fam Pract 2009; 58: 427-430
42	 Sawhney S, Jain R, Kakaria A, Chopra P. Marjolin’s Ulcer: 

Radiographic and magnetic resonance appearances in two 
cases. Sultan Qaboos Univ Med J 2009; 9: 162-166 [PMID: 
21509294]

43	 Chiang KH, Chou AS, Hsu YH, Lee SK, Lee CC, Yen PS, 
Ling CM, Lee WH, Lin CC, Chang PY. Marjolin’s ulcer: MR 
appearance. AJR Am J Roentgenol 2006; 186: 819-820 [PMID: 
16498113]

44	 Smith J, Mello LF, Nogueira Neto NC, Meohas W, Pinto LW, 
Campos VA, Barcellos MG, Fiod NJ, Rezende JF, Cabral CE. 
Malignancy in chronic ulcers and scars of the leg (Marjolin’s 
ulcer): a study of 21 patients. Skeletal Radiol 2001; 30: 331-337 
[PMID: 11465774]

45	 Dupree MT, Boyer JD, Cobb MW. Marjolin’s ulcer arising in 
a burn scar. Cutis 1998; 62: 49-51 [PMID: 9675536]

46	 Ozek C, Cankayali R, Bilkay U, Guner U, Gundogan H, Son-
gur E, Akin Y, Cagdas A. Marjolin’s ulcers arising in burn 
scars. J Burn Care Rehabil 2001; 22: 384-389 [PMID: 11761388]

47	 Ozek C, Celik N, Bilkay U, Akalin T, Erdem O, Cagdas A. 
Marjolin’s ulcer of the scalp: report of 5 cases and review 
of the literature. J Burn Care Rehabil 2001; 22: 65-69 [PMID: 
11227688]

48	 Wagner JD, Evdokimow DZ, Weisberger E, Moore D, Ch-
uang TY, Wenck S, Coleman JJ. Sentinel node biopsy for 
high-risk nonmelanoma cutaneous malignancy. Arch Derma-
tol 2004; 140: 75-79 [PMID: 14732663]

49	 Cobey FC, Engrav LH, Klein MB, Isom CN, Byrd DR. Brief 
report: sentinel lymph node dissection and burn scar carci-
noma sentinel node and burn scar carcinoma. Burns 2008; 34: 
271-274 [PMID: 17374455]

50	 Eastman AL, Erdman WA, Lindberg GM, Hunt JL, Purdue 
GF, Fleming JB. Sentinel lymph node biopsy identifies occult 
nodal metastases in patients with Marjolin’s ulcer. J Burn 
Care Rehabil 2004; 25: 241-245 [PMID: 15273464]

51	 Michl C, Starz H, Bachter D, Balda BR. Sentinel lymphono-
dectomy in nonmelanoma skin malignancies. Br J Dermatol 
2003; 149: 763-769 [PMID: 14616367]

52	 Reschly MJ, Messina JL, Zaulyanov LL, Cruse W, Fenske 
NA. Utility of sentinel lymphadenectomy in the manage-
ment of patients with high-risk cutaneous squamous cell 
carcinoma. Dermatol Surg 2003; 29: 135-140 [PMID: 12562341]

53	 Shoaib T, Soutar DS, MacDonald DG, Camilleri IG, Dun-
away DJ, Gray HW, McCurrach GM, Bessent RG, MacLeod 
TI, Robertson AG. The accuracy of head and neck carcinoma 
sentinel lymph node biopsy in the clinically N0 neck. Cancer 
2001; 91: 2077-2083 [PMID: 11391588]

54	 de Hullu JA, Hollema H, Piers DA, Verheijen RH, van Diest 
PJ, Mourits MJ, Aalders JG, van Der Zee AG. Sentinel lymph 
node procedure is highly accurate in squamous cell carci-
noma of the vulva. J Clin Oncol 2000; 18: 2811-2816 [PMID: 
10920128]

55	 Møller R, Reymann F, Hou-Jensen K. Metastases in derma-
tological patients with squamous cell carcinoma. Arch Der-
matol 1979; 115: 703-705 [PMID: 453871]

56	 Edwards MJ, Hirsch RM, Broadwater JR, Netscher DT, Ames 
FC. Squamous cell carcinoma arising in previously burned or 
irradiated skin. Arch Surg 1989; 124: 115-117 [PMID: 2910238]

57	 Fishman JR, Parker MG. Malignancy and chronic wounds: 
Marjolin’s ulcer. J Burn Care Rehabil 1991; 12: 218-223 [PMID: 
1885637]

58	 Friedman HI, Cooper PH, Wanebo HJ. Prognostic and thera-
peutic use of microstaging of cutaneous squamous cell carci-
noma of the trunk and extremities. Cancer 1985; 56: 1099-1105 
[PMID: 4016700]

59	 Phillips TJ, Salman SM, Bhawan J, Rogers GS. Burn scar car-
cinoma. Diagnosis and management. Dermatol Surg 1998; 24: 
561-565 [PMID: 9598012]

60	 Nthumba PM. Marjolin’s ulcers: theories, prognostic factors 

513 October 16, 2014|Volume 2|Issue 10|WJCC|www.wjgnet.com

Saaiq M et al . Menace of Marjolin’s ulcers



and their peculiarities in spina bifida patients. World J Surg 
Oncol 2010; 8: 108 [PMID: 21129225]

61	 Saaiq M, Zaib S, Ahmad S. Early excision and grafting ver-

sus delayed excision and grafting of deep thermal burns up 
to 40% total body surface area: a comparison of outcome. 
Ann Burns Fire Disasters 2012; 25: 143-147 [PMID: 23467391]

P- Reviewer: Stanojevic GZ    S- Editor: Wen LL    
L- Editor: A    E- Editor: Liu SQ  

514 October 16, 2014|Volume 2|Issue 10|WJCC|www.wjgnet.com

Saaiq M et al . Menace of Marjolin’s ulcers



© 2014 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights reserved.

Published by Baishideng Publishing Group Inc
8226 Regency Drive, Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA

Telephone: +1-925-223-8242
Fax: +1-925-223-8243

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
Help Desk: http://www.wjgnet.com/esps/helpdesk.aspx

http://www.wjgnet.com


	WJCC-2-507
	封底



