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J5'E BRI 10 g [Ki2iE 57 #

tRE A L ER R EE (M 350028)  FEEIME & Y R K M BKRENES RYUET BAET

[ E] Ba Hit)E B IR (metanephric adenoma MA) WG AR BLARAE . 2 Wi, KH2W RIgrWE . ik
A 43 AT 3 B s MA BB 10 IS IG R HE B0 kL, TR B 84 . Sy difh. o FREARIE. BT HIE. &8 4
5, ZEW 5B, MR RET, RAGEET . HAR0.2~6.5 cm (3.1541.67) cm, FRIERE; BN NS — AR 40
HEB N R S R 9k, B RLF W Rk CK (pan) +. CD57+., Vimentin+, WT-1+, CK7—/+, EMA—,
CD10—., AMACR—, Ki-67 #FH15%0{%; PCR W78 3 #fl BRAFV600E %748 ; MF WY 14~107 N H, MR ELE., &t
MA F U A TR SR I RRIE . 2T RSB, BUS R AAY ST N EER, REMHKTT .

(R J5 B IRFE: GRS 2Wr E5ew; U5

[FESES] R736.6 [X##RIRB1 B [XEHS] 1002-2600(2020)05-0078-04

J5 '8 W& (metanephric adenoma, MA) #iA 1
pop i N ORER o o = I R G L A W 1.1

BMERE
— ARl PR 2011 4E 4 H E 2019 4E 1 H

Sk B R R BRI AR AR AE . B0 R A, XS
MA Bl R BRAFAE 6 Z IR, RBOSIRIRAME, A&
SO TR BRI B 10 1) MA BB B9 I PR 9% kL E AT [
BRPE M. BRI R R B, B AR AE L 4l
AT 7 BURRAE . LB 5 X320 B9 IR, S ik —
AR W 0T KBS AR

TREEAT T AR5 B IR & & 10 6, 8 BilfT
WA VIBEAR . 2 BIATIRIGEE VIR A . b5 3 4,
47 Bl AR 31~64 %, FHY (47.30£11.76)
%, 1 PIRERUKEZ, 16 HERERERL. 8 6
PARRS R BB IE St . CRERAERA 16t
BAE M A A Hb 153 g/L. 1 Fl#R A% L1
e, MERH., S UIfT CT e, 2 FilfT B @A,

1 EEEE; 2 @ ERIRE A SR R PSS B A A 7 1€ e i B
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1647 MR fi#x, AR =45 48R 8 B 98 W] AE .
Ji G B 2 SVRHIE I 5 F RGBT, RIE ¥R B
FHOCIF B . B AT W MR B A, 3 Bl47 58
PCR il

1.2 FHik:

1.2.1 fpeEdfe (JHCO) . FABAZ 10X+
PEAR R By bR s, W A S, 3.5 pm R LR
YIH . HE 4L 5; & EliVision 4> 9 # 17 CK
(pan ). Vimentin, CD57, WT-1, CgA. Syn,
CD10, EMA. AMACR, S100, Ki67 %5 41 fk
o, SLBE W B A — P M Elivision R 5
W A RN H A FL. DAB B, BT WL,
ey SR ) A e SR B UKL K SRy A

1.2.2 %56 PCR ¥ AWEIMAL (FFPE) #
A DNA 7Bk &, AJE BRAF $£H V60OE 248
Kt & (%6 PCR ¥#6) WA E 1T L8 Y s
R A A PR A . HLAR 7 20 B S IR B S R
o HHEARN FAM 5% Ct /M T 28, WIEEA N
FHPE, 28 BRAF 2K V60OE 2278,

2 #R

2.1 REHER: ABFEHLCW I MA, AL
THL X SN AL R RERE, bR i

K6.5emX5.0 cmX4.0 ecm, /N 0.2 ¢cm X 0. 2
em X 0.2 cm, HF 0.2~6.5 cm, “F¥ (3.15+
1.67) cm, 2 BIA LI, 6 F o, U)K # 6
K, B S s, Rl AE AR, MA IR
5 N S RNE AL RIERE (B 1A, 2 F
NPT AT L B 98 A A HE ) 2 /N IR B R
Pouk, IR BURE 4 9 FL SRR S5 R 4 3L Sk A
T B ABL S /N BRAE BB Y B RE S5 4L, % 5 U8
LR /D 2 v A, A ORI, Qe e, W]
DA™, BaREF0 (B 1B, [ 5 Al Wbk
. BN S, B AE (B 10, AR
ez,

2.2 REHANE PCREMER: £ Vimentin,
CD57 ¥ M (K 1D), 9 ] WT-1 #% ¥ (K
1E), 8 #il CK (pan) FHPE (& 1F), 3 fi] CK7 %t
P B PE; EMA. S-100, AMACR, CD10, CgA.
Syn ¥ B ¥, Ki-67 M8 1% ~ 5%, ¥
3.70%4+1.57%, 3 %6 PCR 7R #4 BRAF %
V600E 7% ,

2.3 BEA: A BERE Y, RV 14~
107 A1 FE7 6] T8 K 8

e A, MR AR (HE X20); B, /ANVER. KA LKL (HE X400); C, [REWAM . &4 (HE
X 40); D, CD57 BHYE (EnVision 3 4¢ {5 X200 ; E, WT-1 #FHME (EnVision $4¢f X 200); F, CK (pan) PHPE (En-

Vision ¥4 ff X 200)

E 1 PhEME HE £ &R 2 & HKEE

3 itig

MA 25 000 BRI & P e b R PR . 24
di B R & b R B 0. 2% . WHO (2016)
i MA HAJEE MR, i MA. J5 B IREr 4k

Jo RN S B T R . MA AT & T LB R AE N, &
AR ZTE 50~60 %, LW, AABEE
WIS 31~64 %, BB 1 2.4, 5ICHE
AHAT
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MA TeRe e IR R, AHE R, 50% M
iy R A AR 2 B, i DL R R A R L
PRI L LR S W] A b e, e 120 R AR
LI ZE , ML N, B A g A 4T A0 A
ZIERIFEN 18] 6% A4E, AIHE S MA (1)
g2t (UNRSE o o VR R AN L N2 S5 A= A 1 R B
Jfa 4 9% 03 I (GM-CSF) | ki 410 ifg 42 7% i 38 I
T (G-CSF). HAIMANFE-6 (1L-6) FHAMAF
-8 (IL-8) SFZFHFH A e, AR4E#H 14
TR PR . 1 BB ARUK T ARG T R BB T AR
B, HA S WK K., A4l 2 fl#E S 8RN
Il P AN SRR Il R A T oy 32, e RS R R AL
0 PR R 4 T il B b k. CT SR ROR
i g 320 5L o . KRR ] R S R 22 Ol R R R R
AP /N BG4k kL5 386 58 45 38 5 B e e op BE i AL
AR S ) (80%) 45 18 N, R ¥
FBEF X F 50 MA 5 5 4 s b A A K.

MA K/NZESAR K, FrkZ R, gl A2
W, ZIAM, VI KE., K, FERE
W), WU b P RR VS R, e, 4
WA ERE . AN -8, TR, HE®
HZH, Izl kR, BRI . SO IR 55 45
LI B i R AN 1 N I = S 195 S
e A ik, B KB Sk [5]
iE £ % MA J% i #i5 WT-1, CD57, CK (pan)
Ml Vimentin, CD56, CK7 J& &k BH ., i EMA,
AMACR, NSE, CEA, CgA., Syn, Actin #l
Desmin P4 . Olgac 25 Fl Kinney 217 #f 5% 4 16
WT-1, CD57, CK7 Ffl AMACR #41 4 )i JH 75 % 5
MA 5B 240 588 F0 2L Sk R B 48 B R A B AT 0 g
Wi, FIEPFEEY X8 CDH17. BRAFV600E &
MA [ B SO AR AR B, A BT 5 HAb A
A AL 35 0 B DE o %00, A4 BE S CK
(pan), Vimentin A1 CD57 BHP: 3 100%, WT-1 FH
PR 90%, 30% By CK7 Je 4k FHE. AMACR, S
100, EMA, CDI10, CgA, Syn ¥BitE, 5 Eik X
BRARE A AT . A G g 44k S-100 BHPE R A W]
B F MA (55012 B, KA 3 6] MA
S-100 ¥EHME, 5 LR A —2. Kk S-100 2
BN WE bR U — 5. ik, H#EFE CD57.
WT-1, CK7., CDH17, BRAFV600E, AMACR,
CD56. EMA B4 0 .

A SCHRIRIE 90% B MA 7775 BRAFV600E %
45, JFH &I BRAF K 15 54 F & AR 7 B 4

JI60 35 1T T 40 R v A LR LY, Ding 48 N H
T—RF (NGS) & BEUR M NFL Fl ASXL1
FeR 25, RN BRAFV600E f4 /& 45 2 75 ] $2
MA 2. Chan Z" BF5TIN N BRAF %8 78 4 1
Al BEZ: o BRAF I PREE 367 $ b 2 i i L,

MA FEH U5 # 2% b5 20 SO B 40 g (pa-
pillary renal cell carcinoma, PRCC) R & &} 41 g Jeg
(wilms tumor, WT) S5 HME, $EHE LE A E
TR R 200 6 98 R S A D L KRR B A M . SR e 4l Ak
e A B TH 2 W, B BRI 2 L B R L T
g, 9590 K<<10 %, HAIAEIS 3.5 %, WMAFE
U, HLRLE WT JE A2 0T W AR B R 2E . b p i)
B, AT L RL E AR 1 Rk 2 Rh. (H RGO 2E
9 HHI2 T R A0 AR A AR A 5 R A0 e S TR
WE, BRSSO WT J5 IR IR ZE /R b
43rAEIX CD56. Vimentin #1118 ik, @b b X
WA BT M b 4E i ) Rk CK. EMA, Ki-
67 3 5E 45 B 3026 ~80 %6 . il Z IR UG IR ZE 454 |
M S AIME . A, 2 MA 5 WT %5120,
BID S ON = R P iy A = A N s OO
. RWRAL, AERKZE, 5 MA MU= R Y
I PRAE R S 28, PRCC 3= B iy 40 5 27 4 1fn % ok 1)
FLCREE A BT, W G S AR IR T 43 Ry i A, ]
TR Je 3 A I L 5 W e LA . N, BT
W IR g MR A K, MR . R,
AW, FERRYE, 3Lk RS UL v UK 40 i AR 5T
MG R g4l bk PRCC £ £ 35 Vimentin,
CK7., AMACR, EMA, CDI10 %; PRCC i& %
HVRRAE P BB AL SRR (7 RN 17 S R S = A AR
PLR Y Jeta R de) ., MA BIIE2S2 K % fE A 4
ST 5 PRCC % 51, % ZE At o] A4y 7 0% B A %
%0

MA 38 5 0 & A W 2= AT R 1 T 0 LAY R
Sk B R, TCHRRAEE G R R B, R S iR
1200 B R SRl MR 2 AR N LA I Al R
WARET ., B B2 . MBI R R A, G B
Aot g 4tk (CD57, WT-1, CK7. CDHI17,
BRAFV600E, AMACR, CD56., EMA) F14 F 5
R AA BT MA 2, ARG S MA &
YN o e B S R AR 2R AT O R BN BOME B
. AR IE MA G IR % E R sy, R
AAFEHR A MR ) MA B0 LA R R
TR MA AR J5 85 W e BT W%

i LTI, MA & — 05 000 B I R .
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i PR 5 2212 0 B . BRI w5 OB Bl 222 1B, SR g
AL T BEAG I A B T2 = MA 92 . MA
s RAF . 2 S R VIR AR B 4 W3R 7 7
o EHAE Y 247 9 A7 A B KRR i &
B .
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