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FVRf BIEAR, 46159 M eE gy, WIGE N (AFP) BRI R S5 A BE Y LT AR~
B W, MR 5.9% (117) 5 VBT ARG ZERER . i B & BT F RGBT, b 7604718
B F AR, 10047 FFRCFAR s 8 BIAT ) R I Be s ik 0B AR, 9 BiAT R i VI BR A o T AR B[] 50.0~
250.0 min, ¥ (133.6+£52.8) min; AT M 50~400 mL, F3 (138.2+116.6) mL; {EREiEIJC—
WFAR . TIETHEH; RIGEFEE 3~11d, T (6.1+2.4) do 17 831 R JFIE % e, e B
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M55 8 b 2 BE 40 M 9% (perivascular epithelioid — cell sugar tumor, CCST) . Wk 2 45 F ¥ WL & %%
cell neoplasms, PEComa) J&— ke i T I J # [H] it (lymphangioleiomyomatosis, LAM) DL K 8 R ) 47 155
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JE 2, FFEEARIE 1), YR DL 32 KA bk bR =
U5 LB AT R ZE BTG A, e B2 S R e Ry
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(LS5, 1EIST), 26147 B8 I 55 I i g Jms 36 U0 B
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fJe EB V) BR s F R B A 50.0~250.0 min, F 3
(133.6 £52.8) min, A H M 50.0~400.0 mL,
¥ o(1382+£116.6) mL. 4 24 9% ] § [ F KR #
Clavien-Dindo AR Ji5 3 K JE - 2% 3 1%, Jo Ik T
AT G, WHERE LA TR, RiFHHRE
w16, B E RS RS E Y A 17K
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U5, RIGAERE 3.0~11.0 d, ¥ (6.1+24) d.
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FHME 22 92.9% (13/14) (& 1F), S100 & H M=
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D: HMB45 fH: (5Z 2l b=x100); E: Melan-A PHIE: (9o 2H bx100); F: SMABHME (Ge4ifkx100)

£1 170BFAE PEComa BE R E AN H#

BERS EEENREL4l Melan A HMB-45 SMA S100 CD34 Ki-67(%)
1 b (-) (+) (+) (=) (=) 12
2 2= = (+) = — (=) 12
3 = (+) (+) (+) (+) (+) 5
4 2= (+) (+) (+) (+) (+) 5
5 2 (+) (+) (+) (-) (+) 3
6 = = (+) (+) (=) (=) 2
7 2 — (-) (+) (-) (+) 2
8 o — — — — — —
9 = — (+) (+) (=) (-) 2
10 2 (+) (+) (+) (=) (+) 5
11 i — — — — — —
12 2 (+) (+) (+) (+) (+) 3
13 = (+) (+) (=) (+) — 2
14 2 = (+) (+) (+) (+) 5
15 = (+) (+) (+) (=) (+) 2
16 2 (+) (+) (+) (=) (=) 5
17 = (+) (+) (+) (=) (=) 5
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