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MeTaHedpanbHas afeHoMa — peaKas LOOPOKaYeCTBEHHAN ONYX0/b NOYKU, XapaKTePU3yIoLWasncs 6AaronpusTHLIM NPOrHo-
30M. 3T HOBOOGPA30BAHMA YACTO MHTEPNPETUPYIOTCA HA JOONEPALMOHHOM 3Tane Kak 3/10KauyecTBEHHble, TaK Kak
He UMeIOT creunduUYecKnx NPU3HAKOB MO AaHHbIM MHCTPYMEHTANbHbIX METOA0B BU3Yanu3aLum, YTo NpUBOANT K U36bITOY-
HOMy OnepaTuBHOMY NleyeHuio B obbeme HedpakTomuun. CnefoBarensHo, rUCToNorMYeckas BepubnKaLmnsa ABNSETCA «30/10TbIM
CTaHAAPTOM» AMArHOCTUKU. Mopdonornyeckas KapTuHa MetaHedpanbHOM aaeHOMbl BO MHOTOM CX0Xa C TaKMMMK ONyXONsMu
MOYKM, KaK NAaNUANSPHbIKA NOYEYHO-KIETOUHBIA pak u HedpobnacToma (onyxonb Bunbmca), nostomy uHoraa Tpebyercs npose-
AeHue [ONONHUTENbHBIX METOAO0B UCCNeA0BaHUSA, BKIOYAs UMMYHOTUCTOXMMUYECKME U MONEKYNSIPHO-TeHeTUYecKue. B gaHHo
CTatbe Mbl CO0OLAEM O PESKOM KIIMHUYECKOM Cllyyae MeTaHehpanbHOM aBeHOMbI Y KEHIMHBI 47 neT. lpeacTaBneHbl pesynsra-
Thl KNUHWUKO-UHCTPYMEHTANIbHOTO UCCAeA0BaHUs, Mopdonorudeckue 0co6eHHOCTH onyxonu. Takxe npefcraeneH 063op nute-
paTypbl, NOCBALEHHON KNIMHUYECKUM, MOP(ONOTUYECKUM U MONEKYAAPHBIM acneKTaM AaHHON Onyxonu.
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pak, mytauus BRAF
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Metanephric adenoma is a rare benign kidney tumor with a favorable prognosis. These neoplasms are often interpreted
as malignant at the preoperative stage, since they do not have specific characteristics showing during instrumental
imaging methods, which leads to excessive surgical treatment in the context of nephrectomy volume. Therefore, histo-
logical verification is the gold standard for diagnosis. The morphological features of metanephric adenoma are in many
ways similar to such kidney tumors as papillary renal cell carcinoma and nephroblastoma (Wilms’ tumor), so sometimes
additional research methods are required, including immunohistochemical and molecular genetic ones. In this article,
we report a rare clinical case of metanephric adenoma in a forty-seven-year-old woman. The results of clinical and in-
strumental exams, as well as morphological features of the tumor are presented. A review of the literature on the clini-
cal, morphological, and molecular aspects of this tumor is also presented.
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Bsepnexue

MeTtaHedpanbHast aneHoOMa SIBIISIETCS PEAKUM T00pO-
Ka4eCTBEHHBIM HOBOOOPAa30BaHUEM ITOYKH, BIIEPBBIC OITH-
canubeIM B 1980 1. kak HedporeHHas HedpoMma [1]. Drta
OITyXOJIb XapaKTePU3YeTCs HU3KUM YPOBHEM IIpoudepa-
TUBHOI aKTUBHOCTH C OJIarOIPUSTHBIM MCXOIOM 1 BCTPE-
YaeTcsl B pa3HBIX BO3PACTHBIX IPYIIIIAX C IIpeobIagaHueM
XKEHIIUH (COOTHOLICHUE XEHIMH U MyxkuuH 2:1) [2, 3].
OmHako B IUTepaType OIMMCaHbl HECKOJIBKO CITy4aeB MeTa-
CTa3upOBaHUS JaHHOI omyxonu [4, 5], a Takke ciy4ail
IICEBIOMETAaCTaTUICCKOTO ITOPAKECHNS TTapaHe(hpaIbHOTO
JuMdaTyeckoro ysna [3].

ITo maHHBIM KJIMHUKO-UHCTPYMEHTAIBHBIX METOIOB
HCCIIeAOBaHUS MeTaHEDPATIBLHYIO alcHOMY CJIOXHO OTJIM-
YUTH OT APYTUX OITyXOJiel MoYeK, B TOM YHUCIIEe OT 37I0Ka-
yecTBeHHBIX. [109TOMY rucrojorundeckasi TMarHOCTHUKa
WUTpaeT pelIalolyio poiib. B cBoio ouepenb, Mopdoiormde-
CKasl IMarHOCTHKa MeTaHe(paJIbHOM afeHOMBI TAKXKE MO-
JKeT OBITh 3aTpyaHeHa [6, 7]. AnddepeHpanbHbIi 1narHo3
BKJTIO9aeT Heppobactomy (ormyxoins Bubmca), 0cobeHHO
Yy IETEU, U COJUIHBIMA BapUAHT NANWLISIPHOTO IOYEYHO-
KJIETOYHOTO PaKa y B3pOC/IbIX ITAIIMEHTOB, 00a XapaKTepH-
3YIOTCSl arpecCUBHBIM TeueHueM [7, 8]. Takum obpazom,
B HEKOTOPBIX COMHUTEIBHBIX CIydasiX TPeOYIOTCS IIPOBE-
JIEHe UMMYHOTCTOXMMUIECKOTO UCCIeIOBAHMS U aHAJIN3
dryopecuernTHOM rudpuansammu in situ (FISH) mnsa nnen-
TUpUKauMu MeTaHedpalbHO ageHOMBI. Kpome 3TOTO,

TSI MeTaHepaJTbHOM aleHOMBI XapaKTepPHO HATMYUE MyTa-
it BRAF V600E, koTopble MOBBIIIAIOT €0 KMHA3HYIO aK-
TUBHOCTb ¥ KOHCTUTYTHBHO aKTUBHUPYIOT IIepenady CUTHAJIOB
ERK, crtoco0cTBYsT BEDKMBAHMIO KJIETOK [9].

B Hacrosteii cratbe npencraBieH KIMHUYECKUN CITy-
yail mauueHTKu 47 JeT ¢ MeTaHedpaabHON ameHOMOI
MpaBoii TIOYKH, a TAKXKE 0030 JIMTepaTyphl, HOCBSILIEHHOM!
JTTAaHHOMY HOBOOOPA30BaHMIO, C aKIICHTOM Ha MHCTPYMEH-
TaJbHBIC, MOPDOJOTUUECKIE, UMMYHOTUCTOXUMUICCKIE
XapaKTEPUCTUKUA U TUCTOJIOTUUYECKYIO A depeHInalb-
HYIO IMaTrHOCTUKY 3TOM PEeIKOM OITyXOJIH.

KnunuyecKui cnyyaii

Y nayuenmxu C., 47 nem, npu yrempa3eyko6om uccie-
008aHULL, BbINONHEHHOM 8 NAAHOB0M NOPsJKe, 8bisI8AEHO 006~
eMHOe eunoaxoeeHHoe 00pa308anue nPagoli NOUKU ¢ YemKum
POBHBIM KOHMYPOM, 0KPY2A0li ghopmbl, pazmepom 60 x 63 mm.
Ilpu yeemosom donnaeposckom Kapmupoganuu pecucmpu-
P08aACs 00eOHeHHbI KPOBOMOK 8 ONYX0.1€6801 MKAHU.

B yensx noomeepicoenus duaerHoza nayuenmke ovina
BbINOAHEHA KOMNbIOMEPHAS. MOMO2PApUsL ¢ KOHMPACMUPO-
8aHUeM, NPU KOMOPOL NOOMBEPHCOEHO Haau4ue 00pa306anus
HUJICHe20 ceeMeHma npasoii NOKU He0OHOPOOHOU CONUOHOLL
cmpykmypoi pasmepom 56 x 60 x 63 mm. ObpazosaHue
C HemKUM POGHbIM KOHMYPOM, Oe3 NPU3HAK08 UHBA3UU 8
OKpYdcarouue mKanu — 60Able CX0Jice ¢ 2UN0BACKYAAPHbIM
Nno4e4HO-KAemo4yHbIM paKom (puc. 1).

Puc. 1. Myasmucnupanshas KomnviomepHas momoepaghus, apmepuanbHas asa: onyxonb HUNCHe20 ceeMeHma npagoli NOUKU ¢ HePABHOMEPHbIM U cAa00
8bIPAJICCHHBIM HAKONACHUEM KOHMPACMHO20 NPEenapama: a — aKCuanbHulii cpes; 6 — pponmanvulii cpe3
Fig. 1. Multislice spiral computer tomography, arterial phase: tumor of the lower segment of the right kidney with heterogenous and low accumulation

of the contrast agent: a — axial section, 6 — frontal section
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Puc. 2. Maxponpenapam: a — onyxoaeebwiii y3en; 6 — onyxoneswiii y3ea (npo0osvHbwLil paspes)
Fig. 2. Macropreparation: a — tumor node; 6 — tumor node (longitudinal section)

Pezyasmamuot 1abopamoproeo uccaedosanus 0eMoHCmpu-
DOBANU HeBbIPAJICEHHbII MPOMOOUUMO3 6 nepupepu4ecKoll
Kkpogu (433 x 10°/n), yeeauuenue aKkmusuposaHHo20 4acmuy-
Ho20 mpombonaacmurogozo epemenu (41,5 ¢), ocmanvhoie
noxkasamenu 8 npedeaax Hopmoi.

B yponoeuneckom omoenenuu Knunuku «K+31» 6 naa-
H080M nopadke nayueHmie ObiAa 6biN0AHeHA AanapoCKONU-
YecKas pezeKyus nPpaesoli NouKuy 6e3 mexHuHecKux mpyouo-
cmeil. Bpems onepauuu cocmasuno 105 mun, epems meniogoii
uwemuu — 13 mun, o6sem kpogonomepu — 50 ma, daumens-
Hocmb eochumanusayuu — 3 cym.

Hccenedosanue onepayuonHo2o mamepuana ocyuecmens-
A0cb 8 namomopgonoeuyeckoil aabopamopuu OO0 «FOHUM».
Mamepuan npedcmagnen pazmeHmom NOUKU C ONYXOALIO
U YHACMKOM HCUPOBOU KAeMUAMKU OOWUM DA3ZMeEPOM
85 x 75 x 50 mm. Onyxons y3106020 6uda, Ha paspese npeo-
cmaeaeHa mKanvl0 00HOPOOHO20 8UdA, CePOBAMO-HCEAMO-
6amozo yeema, ouamempom 70 mm (puc. 2).

Ocyuwecmenena oyeHKa eUCmoN0UHecKux npenapamos,
OKPAUICHHBIX 2eMAMOKCUAUHOM U 303uUHOM (puc. 3, a).

Onyxo4ab xapakmepuzyemcs YemKumMuy epanuyamu, 6e3 Kan-
CyAbl, npedcmagaeHa nAoOMHO YNAK08aAHHbIMU MEAKUMU Y-
Oynamu u3 onyxoneulx KAemoK co CKYOHOU Yumonaazmou
U c1a60 NOAUMOPDHBIMU OKPY2ALIMU U 0BOUOHBIMU SOpaAMU,
C MAbIM KOAUYECNBOM CIPOMbL, C YHACMKOM QUuOpo3uposa-
Hus, 6e3 HeKpo306. ONyxoab He pACHPOCMPAHSIeMCcs Ha NpU-
AEACAULYIO HCUPOBYIO KACMHAMKY.

B yeasix ymounenus eucmonoeuteckoeo muna onyxonu 6bl-
NOAHEHO UMMYHOUCIOXUMUH4ecKoe uccaedosarue (puc. 3, 6—e).
Ob6Hapyxcerbl dughgysHoe s0eproe OKpauiueanue Kiemox
onyxoau WTI (kaon WT49, Leica) u omcymcmaue okpauiu-
eanus kaemok onyxoau CK7 (kaon RN7, Leica), AMACR
(kaon p504s, Cell Marque) u EMA (kaon GP1.4, Leica).
Taxuce 6bl264€HO YUMONAAZMAMUHECKOE OKPAUUBAHUE KAe-
mok onyxoau BRAF V60OE (kaon VEI, Abcam).

Takum ob6paszom, mMopghosoeuveckas KApmMuHa U UMMy-
HOheHOMUN ONyxX0aU COOMEemMCcmeyrom MemaneppatbHolL
adexome.

Ilocaeonepayuonnolii nepuood npomexan 6e3 0CA10MHCHeHU.
[layuenmka vinucana nood dunamuueckoe HabawOeHUe.

Puc. 3. lucmonoeuueckoe uccaedosanue onyxoau: a — OKpacka 2eMamoxkcutuHom u 303unom (x200); 6 — oughghysnoe sdeproe oxpawuseanue WT1 (x200);

6 — yumonaazmamuyeckoe okpawueanue BRAF V60OE (x200); ¢ — omcymcemeue okpawusanus CK7 (x200)

Fig. 3. Histological examination of tumor: a — hematoxylin and eosin staining (%x200),; 6 — diffuse nuclear staining of WT1 (x200); ¢ — cytoplasmic staining

of BRAF V60OE (x200); ¢ — no staining of CK7 (x200)
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B nonapisionieM OONbIIMHCTBE CIy4aeB IEPBUYHBIC
SIUTEIUAIBHBIC OIYXOJU MOYKM SIBJISIIOTCS 3JI0KAYeCT-
BEHHBIMH, JOOPOKAaUYEeCTBEHHBIC OITYyXOJIM BCTPEUAIOTCS
penko. MeTtaHe(dpaiabHasa ageHOMa, Ha OO KOTOPOit
NpUXoauTcs MeHee 1 % snuTeMalbHbIX HOBOOOPA30BaHMIA
TIOYEK Y B3POCIIBIX, TPOMCXONNT U3 OCTATKOB SMOPHOHAIIb-
Ho¥t rmoueyHoit Tkanu [10]. MeTtaHedpanbHbIe aJeHOMBI
yale HaOII0AAIOTCS Y TMAMEHTOB CPEIHETO U TOXIIIOTO
BO3pacTa, MPEeuMYIIeCTBEHHO y XeHIIuH [2, 3]. ¥ 60b-
IIMHCTBA MMAIlMEHTOB OITyXOJIb O€CCUMIITOMHA, OJTHAKO
B HEKOTOPBIX CIIyJasix MOTYT HaOIIOAAThCs MaKporeMa-
Typust ¥ OOJIb B KUBOTE, TAKXKE MOXET Pa3BUTHCS TOJIM-
LIUTEMHUsI, YTO CBSI3aHO C SPUTPOIIOITUHOM U OPYTUMU
LIUTOKUHAMMU, CEKPETUPYEeMbIMU OMyXoJbio [11].

MertaHebpaibHbIC aIeHOMBI SIBJISTIOTCS TOOPOKAYECT-
BEHHBIMM OITyXOJISIMHU, KOTOPBIC YaCTO MHTEPIIPETUPYIOT-
¢sI Ha TOOTIepAalIMOHHOM 3Talle KaK 3JI0Ka4eCTBEHHBIE, UTO
IIPUBOAUT K U3OBITOUHOMY OIIEPAaTUBHOMY JICUYCHUIO
B 00beMe HedpakTomun. Ha ceromHsamHuit 1eHb UMeeTCs
OTHOCHUTEJIbHO HEOOJIbIIIOE KOJIMUECTBO PA0OT, OCBSIILIECH-
HBIX 0COOEHHOCTSIM MeTaHe(paIbHbBIX aICHOM IT0 JaHHBIM
WHCTPYMEHTAJIbHBIX METOMOB McClIeqoBaHUs. Tak, yiib-
TPa3ByKOBOE MCCIICIOBAHME IEMOHCTPUPYET, KaK ITPaBUJIO,
TUIIO3XOTEHHOE, COJIMIHOE 00pa30BaHUe C YSTKUMHM Ipa-
HHUIIAMU, OJHAKO OIMCAHBI M309XOTCHHBIC U THUIIEPIXO-
TeHHBIE OITyX0Ju. LIBeToBOE TOMIIIEPOBCKOE MCCIEIOBA-
HHE IEMOHCTPHPYET OTCYTCTBHAE KPOBOTOKA MJIM CHIKCHUE
CUTHAJIOB KpOBOTOKa B omyxouu [12, 13]. B omgHoit u3
padoT 10 MTaHHBIM YJIETPa3ByKOBOTO MCCICIOBAHMS C KOH-
TPaCTHBIM YCUJICHHEM B OITyXOJIM OTMEUYEHBI C1aboe KOH-
TPaCTHPOBAHME IT0 CPABHEHMIO C TTPIIICKAIIIUM HOPMAJIhb-
HBIM KOPKOBBIM BEIIIECTBOM ITOYKHU U OBICTPBIN KIMPEHC
B MEAYJUIIPHYIO (ha3y, YTO CBUIACTEIIHCTBYET O TUIIOBACKY-
JIIPHOCTU MeTaHe(paIbHOM ameHOMBI [13].

KommrbiotepHast ToMorpagust 6€3 KOHTpaCTUPOBAHUS
JIEMOHCTPHPYET N30ICHCHBIC WJIN TUIIEPICHCHBIC 00pa30Ba-
HMSI ¢ HEYETKMMU IpaHULIAMHM, B 9aCTH CITyJaeB OTMEUaIach
kanpimpukanys. B nccnemosanuu T. Jiang v coaBT. cpeaHee
3HAYCHME PEHTTEHOBCKOM IUIOTHOCTH OITyXOJIM COCTaBMIIO
38,87 £ 6,66 enunui Xaynchuisaa (HU) [12].

ITo maHHBIM KOMITBIOTEPHOI TOMOTPa(rK C KOHTPACTH-
pPOBaHMEM CTEIleHb YCIWJICHMSI CUTHaJIa B MeTaHedpaIbHOI
afeHoMe ObLTa HIDKE TI0 CpaBHEHUIO C OKpYKalollei IapeH-
Xumoii mouku [2, 12, 14, 15]. Tak, B uccnenosanuu T. Jiang
U COABT. CTEIICHb YCIJICHHUSI B OITYXOJIM M TIOYCIHOM ITapeHXH-
M€ COCTaBWIA B KOPKOBOM, KOPTUKOMELYJUISIPHOM 1 9KCKpPE-
TopHOI dazax 55,71 + 17,74 HU nporus 135,30 £ 41,91 HU,
67,77 £ 16,86 HU nporus 160,32 + 26,49 HU 1 65,62 £ 15,99 HU
mpotuB 152,09 £ 20,77 HU cootBercTBeHHO [12].

Ilo maHHBIM MarHUTHO-PE30HAHCHOMW TOMOTIpaduun
MeTaHedpallbHasI aicHOMa BU3YaIU3UPYeTCs KaK YMEpeH-
HO TUIIOMHTEHCUBHOE WM N30MHTEHCUBHOE 00pa30BaHUe
Ha T1-B3BelIeHHbBIX N300paXKEHUSIX U TUII0-, U30MHTEH-
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CHBHOE WJIM YMEPEHHO TMIIEPUHTEHCUBHOE 00pa30oBaHue
Ha T2-B3BelIeHHBIX M300paxkeHusx [2, 12, 16, 17], a Tak-
K€ TUIIEpUHTEHCUBHOE Ha T1U(Y3HBIX B3BEIIIEHHBIX N30~
opaxenusx [12]. [TonoOHBIE pe3yabTaThl MOTYT OBITH CBSI-
3aHBI C TECHBIM PACIOJIOXEHHEM OIYXOJEBBIX KJICTOK,
BBICOKUM SIACPHO-IIUTOILIaA3MAaTUICCKIM COOTHOIIIEHUEM
1 YMEHBIIIEHHBIM KOJIMI€CTBOM CTPOMAJTbHBIX KOMITOHEH-
TOB B OITYXOJIX, YTO OTPaHMIMBAET CBOOOTHOE ABIDKCHHUE
MOJICKYJ BOIBI.

B 1ie1oM MeTaHebpaabHBIC aIeHOMBI HE UMEIOT CIIe-
UOUISCKNX TIPU3HAKOB IO TaHHBIM MHCTPYMEHTAIbHBIX
METOIIOB BU3YAJIN3AIINH, TIO3BOJISIIOLINX TOCTOBEPHO IIPO-
BecTH nuddepeHIIMAIbHBIN IUarHO3 ¢ IPYTUMU TUITOBa-
CKYJISIPHBIMH 00pa30BaHMSIMU TTOYKH, TAKUMHU KaK I~
JIIPHBI TTOYEUYHO-KJIETOYHBIN pakK, XpoMO(pOOHBIN
IMOYECYHO-KJICTOYHBIN paK, aHTMOMHUOJIUIIOMA C MaJIbIM
cozepKaHuEeM XHUPOBOTO KOMITOHEHTA, a TAKKe C OITyX0-
Jb10 BunbMmca, 4To MOXKET ObITh IPUUYMHON HEBEPHOU UH-
TepIIpeTally Ha JooIepallnoOHHOM 3Tarre. ClienoBaTeb-
HO, TUCTOJIOTIYeCKAasl BepU(PUKAIIUSI SIBISICTCS «30JI0THIM
CTaHIapTOM» JUATHOCTHUKH.

IncTonornmyeckn MetaHepaabHast afeHOMa TIOCTPOSHA
U3 BMOPHOHAILHBIX SIUTEIMAIbHBIX KJIETOK CO CKYIHOM LI~
TOILIA3MOM, C MEJIKMMU OKPYIJIBIMU SITpaMu, 0€3 BHIPaKeH-
HBIX SIAPBILIEK U, KaK MPaBUIo, 03 MUTO30B, 00Pa3yIOLIMX
HeOOJIBIIME TUIOTHO YIIAKOBaHHBIC allMHAPHBIE CTPYKTYPHI,
JIEXKallre B TMATMHU3UPOBAHHOM, OTEYHOM MAJIOKJIETOYHOM
CTpOME; MOTYT BCTpeYaThCs [ICAaMMOMHBIE TeJTblia [ 18].

Mopdomornyeckast KapTuHa MeTaHedpaabHOI ane-
HOMBI BO MHOTOM CXO0XKa C TAKMMH OITyXOJISIMU MOYKH, KaK
MaNWIISIPHBIN TOYeYHO-KJIETOYHBIN paK 1 He(poO1acTo-
Ma (omyxonbs BuabMca). UIMMyHOTHCTOXMMHUUYECKOE HC-
cliefoBaHMe TO3BOJISIET MpoBecTu AuddepeHIInaTbHYIO
IMATHOCTUKY MEXIY 3TUMU OImyXossiMu (T1adm. 1). s
MeTaHehpalbHON aleHOMbI XapaKTEePHBI 3KCIIPECCHUs
B omyxosieBbIX Kietkax WT1 u CD57 u orcyTcTBUE 9KC-
npeccun CK7 u AMACR [7, 11, 13, 19-21].

MoneKyIsapHO-TeHeTUIeCKIe MCCIIeIOBaHMS TT03BOJISI-
10T YTOYHUTD TUATHO3 B CIIOKHBIX CITyJasix. BoabImHCTBO
3apeTUCTPUPOBAHHBIX MeTaHEe(PPAIbHBIX aIcHOM IEMOH-
CTPUPYIOT OTCYTCTBHME TPUCOMUM XpoMocoM 7 1 17 u riote-
pu Y-XpOMOCOMBI, HAJIMYKE KOTOPHIX XapaKTepHO TS ITa-
MMUJUISIPHOTO TTOYEYHO-KJIETOYHOTO paKa [22—24].

OnkoreH BRAF 0ObIYHO peTyIupyeT aejaeHue 1 nud-
(epeHIIMPOBKY KJIETOK MOCPEICTBOM CUTHAIBHOIO IIYTHU
MAP-kunHa3el. Mytanmuu BRAF, nneHTUDUIITPOBAaHHBIE
B HEKOTOPBIX COJIMIHBIX OITyXOJISIX M TeMO00JIacTO3aX, BbI-
3BIBAIOT KOHCTUTYTUBHYIO aKTUBALIMIO IIyTH, OIIMCAHHOTO
B MenaHoMmax. bonpmmHcTBO MyTtanumii BRAF cBsizaHO
¢ TpaHCBepCHEei TUMUHA-aICHUHA, YTO IIPUBOMINT K 3aMe-
He BaJIMHA Ha IIYyTAMUHOBYIO KUCJIOTY B KomoHe V600
(V600E) [25]. B cepuu ucciienoBaHuii cOOOIAETCS O Ha-
sy mytaumu reHa BRAF V60OE, V600D n V600K
B MeTaHedpaJIbHBIX afeHoMax (Tabm. 2) [9, 22, 25—29].



Knunuueckue cayuau
Clinical notes

Tabmua 1. AmmyHnoeucmoxumuueckuii npoghusb memane@panrbHol adeHoMbl, NANUAAPHOLO NOHEUHO-KAeMOYHO20 paKa U Hegpobaacmomsl (adanmupo-

eano us [21])

Table 1. Immunohistochemical profile of metanephric adenoma, papillary renal cell carcinoma and nephroblastoma (adapted from [21])

Onyxoib

X WI1
MeraHedpaibHas aneHOMa +
Metanephric adenoma

[ManumisipHbIA TOYEYHO-KIETOYHBIN paK _
Papillary renal cell carcinoma

Hedpobaactoma +

Nephroblastoma

Ta6muna 2. Mymauyus BRAF ¢ memanegpanvhoii adenome (adanmupogano u3 [22] u [25])

Table 2. BRAF mutation in metanephric adenoma (adapted from [22] and [25])

Cpennnii
HUccnenosanue, rox, Haq"::;)on BO3pacT
HCTOYHHUK . (amana3on), Jet
A. Calio u coaBr., 2016 [25]
O030p MpeabIAYIINX
HCCIICIOBAaHUIA I COOCTBEH-
HOE UCCIIeOBaHNe 103 52 (5—84)
A. Calio et al., 2016 [25]
Review of previous studies and
own research
Y. Ding u coasT., 2018 [26]
Y. Ding et al., 2018 [26] 27 39 (12-80)
S.E. Wobker u coasr., 2019
[9] 10 42 (10—62)
S.E. Wobker et al., 2019 [9]
A. Catic u coasr., 2020 [27]
A. Catic et al., 2020 [27] 28 5209-73)
A. Chan u coasr., 2020 [28]
A. Chan et al., 2020 [28] 12 54 (38-76)
N. Lenci u coaBr., 2021 [29] 1 73
N. Lenci et al., 2021 [29]
E. Rodriguez-Zarco u coaBr.,
2022 [22] —
E. Rodriguez-Zarco et al., 4 54 (19-65)
2022 [22]

CD57 CD56 AMACR CK7 Pan-CK EMA
i - - - = —
_ _ n + " N
- . - - +/— +/—

Cpennuii pasmep  Myranus .
OIMYXO0JIH BRAF, n (%)
flox (amanasoH), cM 2 MyTaluH
KeHckuit — 72
Myxckoit — 28 ’
HewnsBectHo — 3 V600E (89)
Female — 72 3,4 (1,1-8) 91 (88) V600D (2)
Male — 28
Unknown — 3
Kenckuit — 9
Myxckoit — 18 _
Female — 9 3,12-7) 22 (81) V600E
Male — 18
Kencknii — 6
Myxckoit — 4 _
Female — 6 2,7(1,3=3,5) 8 (80) V600E
Male — 4
Kenckuit — 17
Myxckoit — 10 _
Female — 17 3(0,5-12) 15 (53) V600E
Male — 10
Kenckuit — 11
Myxckoit — 1 _
Female — 11 2,9 (1-6) 12 (100) V600E
Male — 1
Lo 32 1(100) V600K
emale
Kencknit — 1
Myxxckoit — 3 »
Female — 1 3,7(1,5-6) 3(75) V600E
Male — 3

BonpmmHCTBO MeTaHeDpaTbHBIX aleHOM SIBISIOTCS
J100pOKauYeCTBEHHBIMU, Y PEAKO COODIIaeTcsl 00 MX MHBA-
3MBHOM 1 METACTaTUIECKOM OMOJOTMIECKOM MOBEICHNH
[5, 30]. Jleuenue meTaHepaaIbHOM aeHOMBI OCTAETCS X1~
pypruyeckuM. [Ipu 3TOM mpearnoyreHue oTaaeTcsl opra-

HocOeperalollei onepaiuy — pe3eKLuM Moyku. B ciayyasix
TEXHUYECKOM HEBO3MOXXHOCTH BBITIOJIHEHUSI OPraHOCOXpa-
HSIIOLIEH OoIlepaliiM, CBSI3aHHON C aHATOMUYECKMMU OCO-
OEHHOCTSIMU COOTHOILIEHUS OMYXOJIM U TTOYKH, TTIOKa3aHa
pamuKaiabHast He(PpIKTOMUS.
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3akniouenue

IIpencraBineH KIMHAYECKWIA cIydail MeTaHe(paTbHOM

aJIecHOMBI ITOYKH, a TAKXKe 0030p JIMTEPATYPhl, IOCBSILIEH-
HBII KIIMHUYECKUM, MOP(OIOrMYECKIM U MOJIEKY/ISIPHBIM
acIleKTaM JaHHOM omyXou. C y4eTOM OTCYTCTBUS CIICLI -
(pryecKrX MPU3HAKOB MeTaHe(paIbHOM aleHOMBI IT0 JaH-
HBIM UHCTPYMEHTATbHBIX METOIOB BU3YaIN3allu, a TAKKE
CX0XeCTU MOP(OJOTNYECKOr0 CTPOCHUSI ¢ TAKUMMU 3J10-

10.

11.

15.
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Ka4eCTBEHHBIMA HOBOOOPA30BaHMSIMU ITOYKH, KaK ITAITHII-
JIIPHBIN MOYEYHO-KJIETOYHBIN pak M HedpobiiacToma
(omyxoap BuitbMca), ”UMMYyHOTHUCTOXMMUYECKOE U MOJIe-
KYJISIPHO-TEHETUIECKOE MCCIICIOBAHUS SIBJISTIOTCS A deK-
TUBHBIM METOJIOM TMArHOCTHKM 3TOM ommyxou. MetaHed-
paJIbHBIE aIIEHOMBI SIBJISTFOTCS PEIKUMM OITYXOJISIMU TIOYKH,
ITO3TOMY BaxKHO OOMEHUBATHCS OIIBITOM MX TMAaTHOCTUKH
U JICUCHUSI.
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