Joogdbootgtdbbodgtdbbotgdootgd
ool

00O oo oood, o oo, oo oo, oo ooaa,
OO0 o, 00 oo, oo og

000 Ooooo

[ 58

[ 1

ood 5-9

OO0 2015-03-25

Oo0ooooon A CASE OF HEPATIC ANGIOMYOLIPOMA CONSIDERED
CONTRAST-ENHANCED ULTRASONOGRAPHY WAS USEFUL
FOR DIAGNOSIS.

URL http://hdl _handle.net/10076/14608




=HEY H58% 1 5~9, 2015

ERBERIRELZEICER EE X SN FFMERHASRLRED 14

/B IERL,  ZRGERER,
w3, B A

R BB B

AOERES, M AT,
Y S =

NGO 2SS

A CASE OF HEPATIC ANGIOMYOLIPOMA CONSIDERED
CONTRAST-ENHANCED ULTRASONOGRAPHY WAS USEFUL FOR DIAGNOSIS.

Kentaro TANIGUCHI, Kosuke HAY ASHI, Masaomi OGURA, Shotaro SAEGUSA,
Makoto SHIMOMURA, Yoshifumi OGURA, Koji KATSUTA*

Department of surgery, Matsusaka city Hospital, Department of pathology, Matsusaka city Hospital*

L2 =]

SEGIE 38 AL, EARHE S A I TR 2 R & UkBt. R AIIVAR—H— g~ —7—
BWVINnEIER. EPEMCT T, AFS6, S7, S8ICZFNZF N 30mm KD low density mass %8
7z. sonazoid VEHE IEMRETIC T S6 DEREIZER 27 mm KA, Vascular Image , Early phase I TH
HAsYy Late phase IC CIEYHE:, Kupper Image I& TR %887, %@fﬂ@ﬁiﬁﬁ?bi[ﬁﬂ%ﬁif‘%o

Tz, SO S B #EEZ B AE AR IC CRAHAT T S TN D REV N D O T 7. SRR RR AL I
ATl LRz iak:, SOE CREEERING S 2 — 2 DNRIET B85 T, M4 T HMB-455 1%, Mel-
an-A TS O ENENIE L 220 Uz, @i s ioid s milsific R i iR o
FHRHNMESNTED, ZEcEREEZ SN
5 MEE | HiEmNsaiE, e, S iieg

Key Words: hepatic angiomyolipoma, hepatocellular carcinoma, contrast-enhanced ultrasonography

e

|

R & imilghiE (hepatic angiomyolipoma; LA
&, BFAML) &, g, “FiEmsne, As G
0)3“)@56 T’I‘ﬁlﬂiéh%tthﬂ’]ﬁﬁ&ﬂlﬁﬂ%ﬁf

. —RNICEEEEREIC CEIO— B2 R
@_%) TEMBVN, %@’r’ﬁ}ﬁki O BN R Y
TOBEICRERIO—BeATELEHD. D

Tebifg b, BT & ORI R E LGS E 2 0.

FFHIfEsE & ORI B W TiE, A4+ v 7CT
CBWT, MR FHMIEMNEHE AT
%. A, SR SRR TR RO R
WSS NZMNCEH &5 2 S NTIERIZ RS L
TeDOTHET .

fiE |

B 38K, ik

Fi  FRCEEAL

BRI © 5 S IS

RIGHE © Kl BFHEA L

BURIE 321 THETT U 72 ISR S MR IC ¢
JHFRERS 72 F8 4l X N2 HIIC 222

AFFHEHUE @ 5E160.6cm, {AHE50.4Kg. fifE
ICEL, #EZERD Y. IEERIETH - iTH D, il
JEE A U7 o Tz,

NS0 T T 111 = = 1 IS o = 22
WICHAS DR BRE RS o Tz, R A IR
HBs #ili, HCV $ifk& &Ik, fgm~—>»h—
& AFP 4.8ng/ml, PIVKA-II 15mAU/ml &\ 3
NELFEHHNTH - 7=,



HEHRER R A ¢ S61C 2Tmm KD o1 — i,

STIC 26mm KD @ T a—[fz72H % (K1), S8
ORI, 12mm K CTHTa—%Z/RL7z.

JEERCT AT R © S6, S7, S8\ NDEMEE low
density mass 5 L 7z.

MRI#TE : S6, S7, SSWINOMEMEE T1 5554
H{R TlX low intensity % R U7z, T2 5878 M5
IC T S6D i 13 iso intensity, S7, S8 Jif &
high intensity Z~ L 7z.

DL EX D ST, S8 s iE & 72 W L
M, S6DERICEI L T, HEf§IC X 22 WilifEE N
W CTH -7, JEmMEDBENH O, @ CT
IR TH D, sonazoid®IC & B &5 I iR A

ORI Ri4.0 64T C17 Ad

XK1 [EiEEm
HF S6 1 27mm A Ok T 2 — ffy&E, ST71C 26mm
ROELT a— 72k 7z.

ZhfT L7z,

SRS IR S6 DL Vascular Image ,
Early phase I THIHIEHR, Late phase I CTIE%
Fift, Kupper Image I TRIEHZRDTZ (K2).

P EORTRE D, HFS6 DS E, FFMALEE R
W AR 2 A T U Tz, ARl SR S A
Ha B S OB NN D O FifiZ2 T L 7z.

T R 0 MK, MEIEREREIZEED T, HFS6IC
25mm KD ER % B 1=, ERE% 38 T2 AF %Ki
B YIRR T 2 et 7 L 7z

FEHEEA iR O BAEIE 20mm KT, BiftidiH
W, HEFEEREOARFEZRL, —EtaiHoO
iz (K3).

B3 A
R OERE 20mm KT, BEFUIIAN, BEAE
MR DR R, —EtEEaHOT 25T,

2 JEWHEHMA (a: Vascular Image, Early phase, b: Vascular Image , Late phase, c: Kupper Image )

JiF S6 DL, Vascular Image ,
Image I TREGZRDT-.

Early phase IC THIAEYL L, Late phase I THREEFEFA R, Kupper



4 JEPHERATR (@H.E. 3¢ 200 4%, b:H.E. %% 400 1%, c:HMB-45 44(% 200 £%)
HE. 3@1C, OB T, EREAMBERDLLEIE 2 WIIIRE 2 R D 5 R OB E 2388 (K 4a), ALl
ERIC ORI 2 36 7 (1K 4b). fuEdtaTld, HMB-45 (3i melanosome Hifk) ICtETH -7z (X 4e).

5 JEEEIRE
[ B O IR & U TRk S H 2 8
B2 CRHD.

PR ZAY AT L ¢ IR O T, R
kD FLER N AH 2 WHIIE 72 7 D 528 | Rz D g4
iR (K4a), HULERIC W HGEERTE 2 R 8
7z (K4b). Syt Tid, HMB-45 (Jiimelano-
some JifR) ICBHME (K4e) THH, AML EHEE
ZkrEnz.

PRI K 2 MRS Wi E I T, sona-
20id IC X B MBI A 2 RT % &, vascu-
lar image, early phase X O 5D 5 AR~ D
IO ENTE D, AMLICHHEM
TGz E LTV (K5).

et RiFcdh v, Mt 11 HHICIER.
it SEDBIE, FFHDIKEZZED TR,

Z g

AMLIZ, Btz d 2 meE, FEm, Biio
3SR HMEEREMEE CTH S, AFHIEFE
D AMLIEH & SN TERH, EEOEBRZH D
I KO MEHINEIMLDDH S, B AMLIZ,
FPEELL R ICAS iR L RE 2 B 0F 205, IF AML
ICBUT BREDHREE, 2.6~T7.5% &R0, fif
RINICIE, (ZEAEVHRETIIEIRTH D, B
ICTERAFEREINZHI8IML TV 5.

FFAMLIE, i, M, BEORS RIS
&0, HRINEGITRZ 2SRV EDEEZ. E
EEEME T, —RNCEEEZRTESH
20, ZTHIEHNOREIKTIC LS LHE L,
HRRE DD OB OB AT L E @i 2 RS
A AL

FF AML IR R 2 & UTld, i
RO BIHEH AN D Y. —RIIC BIEIES CH %



RAE, AFERE, BRBTERSEIMEE R, Kzl
PERFRE, @ L Tl T ORI RS D IR C
HBeMEINTLB /7, IFHlllakE Tz Oh

HRREBIEFIIRE SN T3, IFFAMLICEBWTS,

fthod KELMERESS: &[RRI, 7 ORI AR C
HBTENHEREINTVSY, Fh, FFAML T
&, BESPICHESE L7z central vessel DMEAE L, AT
FHIRNEREM A L THD Y, T central vessel A
5 EEEIRN\RH T 2150 H 5728, FHIC
HEIRD I E NS 72, HFEiRDIRIEE NS X
TORMZ T % T L1 & 0 AFHIRERE & O]
ICHMTH% EDMENHZY. HERHBITIE, vas-
cular image, early phase & D 5D 5 OFEHE
ke UTIFFIRD M E T D AML IR
BEBEEL TV, BA4F v 7 CTICTHRH
RO T H 2RI RGP 13 H B EDOD, i

#US TRIFGOY A X, HHITFEIROEDESE T,

NS T NnD. FREIE, EGES IR/
&<, R & b N B ARz [ HE I B0
TOiEs US Wit k72728, IF AMLICHRBY

BT T LA RRETH - B bNS.

FFAMLIZ, Yang 5ic &% &, O 50mm
DUR, @4MTRWiE, O Hmaitmeis
MAJRE, @FF R A VAN OZEN Z G- 81
PoBBEATTREEE TN TVB Y. L L, sl

S I BRI 2 R D TR P IS &,

TP DmFEL X CERIEN Y EBHENT
B0, B KEICEWTZRRBAENRE L BDb
ns.
SalDEFNE, R AIWVADEREETHD, &
=2FEHEET S & AML & c#ERRki & LT
EZ NIz, RIS € I E 2R TR
ZhifT Uiz, B AML I O B A2 W Tl
ZHICESRWIBAEEE L, AT/ —<RRFH
T%H % HMB-451C THOEND T EHHEEZ MW &
5%, CORE, RHEEEsIEEER LD, AML
DEAMBW 2L Z B T & TRk EZ W
ESDTREVNEEZ SN, T, EHUS
2 AT 9 2 B IE R NI O MO A7 5 3R A
BXUOWHIME & OBRICEHT S TEDE
DEWERIZEDN RS EBbhb.

SE W

1) BN, SSHZE. HiEmETGE R
JRWE WAL A 5. Liver Cancer. 12 : 99-109
(2006)

2) MEERE. HMEHEE EgRZE O 5D
5. Liver Cancer. 12 :110-113 (2006)

3) LRkIEf, A)IFESE, @Ry, rokked, JCEpH
Z, NigE, willE, e, s,
Y. SEEN—FEZ Y I A A= T TR
7 IR & A E LIS 7 I E e e 161, 7
Hifg. 3 :692-696 (2001)

4) =T, MR, (RER, AimshE, REE
K, YA, EFEMETMIRE (HCC) OB i
FfHE. Radiol Fronti. 9 :7-14 (2006)

5) Jeon TY, Kim SH, Lim HK, Lee WJ. Assess-
ment of triple-phase CT findings for the differen-
tiation of fat-deficient hepatic angiomyolipoma
from hepatocellular carcinoma in non-cirrhotic
liver. Eur J Radiol. 73 : 601-606 (2010)

6) ALEFEN, BNz, MAWRIE, SHERHE -
FHAH, EHACER, AN, B EES, AR,
WARE.Z, SRz, HIERE . R ER O FHE
R MG D N7 A E BRI D 45ER. TR,
51 : 572-578 (2010)

) CFliET, WikRER, LRE, AR, |
HEOR, ZHE, IMMER, MEHMZE, M),
L, TRz, HoaE, Bz, =T,
FRoROEREE, BREFAERR, AT oea, GHR, SR
WA LPRCHIEL, S mEG Rz R LT
RS fIERGED 261, JTFE. 49 : 440-448 (2008)

8) Yang CY, Ho MC, Jeng YM, Hu RH, Wu YM,
Lee PH. Management of hepatic angiomyolipo-
ma. J Gastrointest Surg. 11 : 452-457 (2007)

9 Je b, FilfE, hES, BHEA, mkE,
R AR, REEBIE AR U7 T s i s s
JED 16, HIEES 2EE. 68 1 2051-2055 (2007)

10) RHEFER, SRS, 2HEERE, BIIMERES, T

REE—, JEEEFH N, HWSH—, HEEE, B
Z, WHEEG, iR, e e AR
W2 R T EFMEFHENE (Angiomyolipo-
ma: AML) D 1. HiH&E. 105 :1375-1383 (2008)

1D MHEDCER, TTHEfM, AT, B, T2
L. RTa—22 L, FEBIshIc bz



TR R IARED 151, fFfig. 50 @ 84-89 (2009)

12) AN, BFieses, @], AT, A
EZ, KT, BRIl FEHRICHR U 72
MEMASHIED 161, & fF. 88 :363-366 (2011)

13) Dalle I, Sciot R, de Vos R, Aerts R, van Damme
B, Desmet V, Roskams T. Malignant angiomyo-
lipoma of the liver: a hitherto unreported vari-
ant. Histopathology. 36 : 443-450 (2000)

14) Parfitt JR, Bella AJ, Izawa JI, Wehrli BM.
Malignant neoplasm of perivascular epithelioid
cells of the liver. Arch Pathol Lab Med. 130 :
1219-1222 (2006)

15) Tsui WM, Colombari R, Portmann BC,
Bonetti F, Thung SN, Ferrell LD, Nakanuma Y,
Snover DC, Bioulac-Sage P, Dhillon AP. Hepatic
angiomyolipoma: clinicopathologic study of 30
cases and delineation of unusual morphologic
variants. Am J Surg Pathol. 23 : 34-48 (1999)






