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Metanephric adenoma in children: A case
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Abstract. Metanephric adenoma (MA) is a rare type of benign
renal epithelial tumor that can develop at any age. Nonetheless,
MA is extremely rare in children and only a few cases have
been reported to date. The present study aimed to report the
case of a 5-year-old female found to have a mass in the right
kidney during a routine pre-enrollment physical examina-
tion. Computed tomography (CT) images revealed multiple
high-density calcifications in the mass, and contrast-enhanced
CT and magnetic resonance imaging demonstrated that the
mass was significantly enhanced in the cortical phase and
decreased in the medullary phase. Based on these findings,
the mass was initially diagnosed as angiomyolipoma before
surgery; however, postoperative pathology confirmed the mass
to be a MA. MAs are typically a type of soft tissue mass with
relatively uniform density or signal, showing delayed enhance-
ment in contrast-enhanced scanning. However, the mass found
in the present study presented diffused high-density calcifica-
tion, which was obvious in the early phase of contrast-enhanced
scanning but weakened in the delayed enhancement phase.
In conclusion, the present case study demonstrated that
MA should be considered as one of the imaging differential
diagnoses of fat-poor angiomyolipoma, renal carcinoma and
oncocytoma.

Introduction
Primary renal epithelial tumors are typically malignant,

whereas benign adenomas are rare. Metanephric adenomas
(MAs) are a rare type of tumor, accounting for 0.2% of adult
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renal epithelial tumors. Although MA can occur at any age, it
is more common in women aged 50-60 years. MA is extremely
rare in children, with only a few cases reported to date. Most
patients with MA display no obvious clinical symptoms and
they often seek medical treatment due to physical examina-
tion or incidental findings. Only a small number of patients
report lower back pain, presence of an abdominal mass or
gross or microscopic hematuria (1). The present study aimed
to report a case of a 5-year-old female patient found to have
a space-occupying mass in the right kidney during a routine
pre-enrollment physical examination. Computed tomography
(CT) scan images revealed multiple high-density calcifications
in the mass and contrast-enhanced CT and magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI) demonstrated that the mass was significantly
enhanced in the cortical phase and decreased in the medullary
phase. Based on these findings, the mass was first diagnosed
as an angiomyolipoma before surgery, while postoperative
pathology confirmed it to be a MA.

Case report

A 5-year-old female presented to The Affiliated Hospital of
Zunyi Medical University for a routine physical examination.
The physical examination revealed a hard palpable mass on
the right side of the abdomen,, without tenderness, rebound
pain or muscle tension. The patient had no previous clinical
signs such as waist pain, frequent urination, urgency, dysuria
or gross hematuria. A kidney B-ultrasound demonstrated a
mass in the patient's right kidney in August 2019. Laboratory
testing revealed an elevated level of carbohydrate antigen
19-9 level at a value of 128.4 (expected value <25). Additional
tumor markers and routine blood examination values were
within the expected reference value range. CT scan showed
that the mass was clearly demarcated from the surrounding
normal renal parenchyma and multiple high-density calcifica-
tions were observed inside. Contrast-enhanced CT scan and
MRI showed that the tumor in the cortical stage was greatly
enhanced, while in the medullary stage, it was significantly
weakened (Fig. 1). These imaging findings were different from
those of the majority of renal malignant tumors, including
nephroblastoma, neuroblastoma, and renal carcinoma, with
cystic necrosis often visible in the tumors, and therefore a
fat-poor renal angiomyolipoma (RAML) was considered. A
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preoperative needle biopsy was not performed as the family
of the patient opted for an intraoperative frozen biopsy and
the patient subsequently underwent a tumor resection under
general anesthesia at 13 days post-admission.

During the operation, a piece of tumor tissue was removed,
washed and dried with distilled water, and the tumor tissue
sections were placed on the frozen section machine table. The
temperature was adjusted to -20°C and the tissues were frozen
for ~3 min. The diseased tissue was cut into 3- to 5-um slices,
and the frozen slices were treated using a hematoxylin-eosin
staining method. After staining, the slices were placed under
an optical microscope for observation at x400 magnifica-
tion. Under the microscope, the size of the tumor cells was
relatively consistent and they were mainly arranged in an
acinar-like pattern (Fig. 2). The tumor cells were small in size,
with little cytoplasm, round or oval nuclei and no nucleoli
and mitoses. Based on these pathological findings, the patient
was considered to have a benign tumor. After the surgery, the
excised tumor tissue was sent to the pathology department for
further immunohistochemistry (all specimens were fixed with
10% neutral formalin, dehydrated at room temperature for
~24 h and paraffin embedded. The 3- to 4-ym thick sections
were stained for creatine kinase, vimentin, paired box protein
8, Wilm's tumor 1, cluster of differentiation 10, epithelial
membrane antigen and CD56, with antibodies purchased
from MXB Biotechnologies, and viewed at x400 magnifica-
tion under an optical microscope) and the results showed that
tumor cells positively expressed CK, vimentin, PAX-8, WT-1
and CDI0, but did not express EMA and CD56, and the Ki-67
index was <1%. Based on these results, the patient was diag-
nosed with MA. The patient underwent no further treatment
following surgical resection of the tumor due to the benign
nature of MAs. The patient attended follow-up appointments
for 2 years and the patient's parents reported that the patient
had no discomfort.

Literature review

The PubMed (https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/), Embase
(https://www.embase.com/) and Web of Science databases
(https://www.webofscience.com/wos/woscc/basic-search) (as
of September 1, 2022), were searched for case reports and case
series of pediatric patients with MA. Language restrictions were
limited to English. For each relevant case report, the first author,
publication year and country, as well as the patient's age, sex,
main clinical symptoms, tumor location (left or right), CT and
MRI imaging findings, immunohistochemical results, treatment
methods and follow-up results were recorded (Table I).

SPSS software (version 18.0; IBM Corp.) was used for data
analysis. The measurement data conforming to the normal
distribution were presented as the mean + standard deviation.
The non-normal distribution was presented as the median
(upper and lower quartiles). The chi-squared test was used to
compare the data between groups. P<0.05 was considered to
indicate a statistically significant difference.

A systematic database search showed that 27 studies
reported MA in pediatric patients prior to the case reported
in the present study (2-28), resulting in a total of 28 pediatric
patients with MA. Of these, 13 patients were male and 15
were female. The proportion of Caucasian patients (n=20) was

significantly higher compared with Xanthoderm patients (n=38).
No significant difference was demonstrated between patients
with a left or right tumor location. One patient had MAs in
both kidneys (26). In most patients, MA was found after a
routine physical examination, abdominal pain or diarrhea.
Rare clinical symptoms and signs included hematuria, urinary
tract infection, polycythemia, chyluria and proteinuria. The
maximum diameter of tumors ranged from 1.0-15.5 cm, but
most tumors were <5.0 cm in diameter at the time of diagnosis.
In the available data, the density and signal of most tumors
on CT or MRI was heterogenous (13/19) and the probability
of cystic change was slightly higher than that of calcification
(Table II). Only a few studies reported MRI findings related
to MA, which usually showed a low signal on T1-weighted
imaging (T1IWI) and hypo-to-hypersignal on T2-weighted
imaging (T2WI). Most tumors displayed hypo-enhancement
on contrast-enhanced CT or TIWI and some patients showed
progressive enhancement during delayed scanning.

The immunohistochemistry staining results of the
tissues of 17 patients with MA in 17 cases were analyzed.
These results demonstrated that almost all tumors positively
expressed WT-1 and most of the tumors positively expressed
vimentin, CD56 and CD57 and almost negatively expressed
EMA, S100, and so forth. The majority of the 28 patients with
MA underwent partial nephrectomy. In some cases, the tumors
were considered as nephroblastoma or could not be identified
before surgery. These patients underwent radical nephrectomy.
None of these patients showed signs of recurrence during
follow-up because of the benign nature of MA.

Discussion

MA was first reported by Bove et al in 1979 (29) and named
by Brisigotti et al (30) in 1992. MA tends to occur in the
renal cortex and its histological origin remains unclear. The
World Health Organization's histopathological classification
of renal tumors classified MA, metanephric adenofibroma and
metanephric stromal tumors as metanephric tumors and their
biological symptoms as benign (31). The disease can occur at
any age but is more common in women aged 50-60 years (32).
The incidence of MA in children is extremely rare (9,31), with
only 27 cases reported in the literature before the present study.
Most of the patients with MA have no obvious clinical symp-
toms and they often seek medical treatment after a physical
examination or incidental findings. Only a few patients may
have low back pain, abdominal mass or gross or microscopic
hematuria (1). The patient in the present study was a 5-year-old
female whose kidney mass was discovered incidentally during
a routine pre-enrollment physical examination.

Imaging examinations, including B-ultrasound, CT and
MRI, serve a significant role in the diagnosis and differential
diagnosis of renal tumors. The ultrasonographic appearance
of MAs may be a well-circumscribed hyperechoic, anechoic
or hypoechoic solid mass, with few intratumoral blood
vessels (33). CT images indicate that most of these tumors are
soft tissue masses with a clear boundary and uniform density,
the mass has cystic or/and calcification and the density is not
uniform. Larger masses protrude from the kidney outline
and grow outward. On contrast-enhanced scans, the tumors
mostly demonstrate mild enhancement in the cortical phase
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Figure 1. Scan images of the patient's mass. (A) Computed tomography plain scan showed an uneven high-density mass about 2.0x2.4x3.0 cm in size in the
lower pole of the right kidney, protruding outside the outline of the kidney. (B) Contrast-enhanced cortical phase showed marked enhancement of the lesion,
similar to that of the adjacent renal cortex. (C) Decreased degree of enhancement in the medullary phase. (D) T2-weighted imaging sequence of magnetic
resonance imaging showed that the signal of the lesion was slightly lower than that of the adjacent renal parenchyma.
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Figure 2. Staining of patient tumor tissue. (A) H&E staining showed that the size of the tumor cells was relatively consistent, mainly in acinar-like arrangement,
and the tumor cells were small in size, with little cytoplasm, round or oval nuclei, and no nucleoli and mitoses. (B) H&E staining showed blue-stained calcifica-
tions (arrows) observed under high magnification. Immunohistochemical staining of tumor tissues showing cells expressing (C) Wilms tumor 1, (D) vimentin,
(E) PAX-8, (F) WT-1 and (G) CDI10, but negatively expressing (H) EMA and (I) CD56. H&E, hematoxylin and eosin.

and progressive enhancement in the medullary and delayed
phases and the enhancement degree is lower than that of
the surrounding normal renal parenchyma. Tumors appear
hypointense on TIWI and hypointense to hyperintense on
T2WI compared with the adjacent renal parenchyma on
MRI. The tumors are predominantly hyperintense compared
with adjacent renal parenchyma on fat-suppressed T2WI and
diffusion-weighted imaging (DWI) (10,33).

The patient in the present study presented with a
high-density mass protruding out of the kidney contour
on CT and decreased enhancement of delayed phase on
contrast-enhanced scan, which was similar to the imaging find-
ings of fat-poor RAML. The TIWI, T2WI and DWI sequences
of MRI showed heterogeneous low-signal changes, which were
different from the imaging findings of typical MA as the mass
of the patient in the present study had diffuse calcification.


https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2023.14073
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2023.14073
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2023.14073

HU et al: CLINICAL EXPERIENCE OF METANEPHRIC ADENOMA IN CHILDREN

() VINA

‘() L3O
QOUAIINDAT ‘) T-IMm
moyim ‘(+) 3D 600¢
(I sypuow g1 NL () wIp 61 VN VN VN VN VN VN VN 1 BLInjeWoy 6 ‘N ueder v 42 1yseyoy
Q0ULINDAL
jnoym JUSWAIIOJUIAT 6102
(01) sypuow g4 Nd VN Sy pokelo IodAH os] odAyg + - SNOQUA30I)oH d ured yoeg €I eulyD "Id ‘v 12 Suelp
(-) 001S
‘() orad
‘(+) LSAD
‘(+) 95ad
‘(+) 8-Xvd
‘(+) T-INI
‘(+) 66dD
‘() 1-Lm
‘3D JUSWADIOJUTI 10dAy punoj
(6) VN UD+Nd ‘(+) wip ¥'S pokepq 1edAH  Apysnus  osp - - SNOUSSOWOH 1 £[reuorsesoQ TN eulD Yd  CT0C P 42 nH
(8) VN NL VN S VN VN VN VN VN VN VN 1 eLnjewoy I1°d eunudsry [Q0g ‘v 42 miq
90UQLINOAI UonodJUI
jnoyim oen L00T
(9)  syuow ¢y NL VN oy VN VN VN VN - + SN0UAS0IIOH 1 Areutip (A [1zelg ‘v 12 soiseq
sAep ¢ 10}
BOULIEID
‘Supruoa S00C
©) VN NL VN 0¢ VN VN odAg odAyg + + SNO2UAZ0I0OH 1 “eosneN 8 ‘A VSN ‘v 2 orpowry
Q0UALINDAI eunAjod
noyIIm (+) LSAD JUSWIOUBYUD ‘UoISuQ}SIp 70T
() squowr gy Nd ‘(+) T.LM 07 -odfH VYN VN VN - - SNOUASOWOH T [eUTwopqy LTI A8y v 12 uweyreg
(OF)|
(+) 95dD
QOUALINDAI ‘(+) LSAD eunAjod
noym ‘(+) SN ‘ured 600C
(¢)  syuow ¢ Nd ‘() 1-Lm $9 VN VN VN VN + + SN0JUAS0IN0H d [europqy 9d Aoy, ‘v 32 1jodnyy
(-) 001S
‘() VINA
‘() L3O
‘(+) T4LL
(+) 95dD Aoom |
‘(+) LSaD JUSWAOURY U 10§ ured 810C
@ VN Nd ‘(+) T-LM ¢ -odAH 10dAH odAH odAH + + SNOAUAZ0I0)OH N [eurwopqy o1 ‘d vSn ‘Ip 12 uosuag
(syoy¥)  synsar  juounealf, synsar uo RIA/LDAD IMA  IMZL  IMIL 91usk) uoneoymore) [eudis/Asudg uonedso]  swoydwAs (s1e0k Anuno)D Ieok
dn-morqjoq Anstuayd ‘I9)oWeIp owng, urejy ‘o3e ‘xos ‘Ioyine IS
-0)SIYOUNWI]  WNWIXEJA TIN/LD juoned

"Apnys 1uasa1d oy} pue MITAQI QINJBINI] Y} UO Paseq YA UM USIP[IYD JO Sased Y3 JO saInjea) SurSewr pue [edrur]) ‘T 9[qeL



10 (-) urwsop

‘() 9sad
‘() LD
QOUALINIAI ‘) VINA S[[92
moyim ‘(+) ¢/1av jusuaduByUS poo[q pal 110¢
(Zy)  syuow ¢ Nd ‘(+) T-LM [ -odAH VN odAH os] - + SNooua30I0)oH d pasearouy vq QueI] ‘v 12 9NN ]
QOUQLINIAX QduRYU ersdipAtod L661
(1) ON  Nd VYN I'c oupiq VYN VN VN - - SMOUASOWOH Y “ABreyor] cd vsn ‘v 2 Kouoyey
Q0ULINIAL JUSWIOUBYUD uor0Jur 6661
02 ON Nd VN oS -1odAH VN VN VN + - SNOoUAZ0I0)OH d joen Areurin 6 ‘A epRUBR) /D ]2 OLIBABN
() 1av
QOUALINIAI ‘) VINA
mnoym ‘(+) L3O 000¢
(61) squuowr 7 - YD + NI “(+) TSINVO gol VN VN VN VN + - SNOJUZ0ISIY 1 BLIMEWOH Ld VSN v 12 meysuay
() L3O
‘) vINd
‘(+) €/1av 000¢
e ‘(+) TSINVO ‘Iv 12 BATIS
S (81 VN  NL () WA 01 VN VN VN VN VN VN VN 1 BLINUISI01] 6N vsn p [ueysay
S QOUQLINDAI
¥ moyim punoj 0c0¢
& (L1)  spuouwt g6 Nd VN 0¢ VN VN VN VN VN VN VN d A[reuorseasQ [T Bulyd "¥d ‘v 12 Sueyz
m 90UALINDAI 0202
= (9] ON NL VN (18% VN VN VN VN VN VN VN VN BIXAIOUY G N Koymy, ‘Iv 2 Teu()
- () gsd
5 ‘() LMD
w ‘(+) 3D
w ‘(+) LSAd
W ‘(+) 9sad §00¢C
((39) VN Nd ‘(+) T-IM L1 VN VN VN VN VN VN VN d BLIMEWOH 01 ‘W vsn v 12 eloyyey
Q0ULINDAL
mnoym 800¢C
(1) sypuow ] NL VN 0¢ VN VN VN VN VN VN VN ! aive) SN vsn ‘1D 32 TRNPIN
(-) ukg
‘) vIiNd
‘(+) LSad ssewt 800 ‘Booireg
(€1) VN NL ‘(+) 9sad 001 VN VN VN VN VN VN VN d [euriopqy g  [eSmiod pue [e3niiod
(+) Lsad
Q0UALINDAI ‘(+) 9ad JUSWIAOUBYUD 600C
- n ON Nd ‘() T-LM 0¢ -odAH VN VN VN VN VN SNOQUA30IOH 1 BLINJRWOY 7Y Auewron ‘D 12 13S0
o4
mm (s SIMNSaI  JuAUNBAI], S)nsar wo NA/LDAD IMAd  IMZL  IMIL ousk) uoneogwe) [eudis/Asuag  uonedo]  swoldwAs (s1eak Anjuno) Ieok
Mm dn-mojjoq Ansruayd ‘19)oWeIp Jowng, urejN ‘a3e ‘xos ‘I0UINE JSIL]
m,ﬂm -0)SIyouNWW]  WNWIXBA TIN/LD juaned

"panunuoD ‘I JqeL,



https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2023.14073
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2023.14073
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2023.14073

HU et al: CLINICAL EXPERIENCE OF METANEPHRIC ADENOMA IN CHILDREN

-o1qeoridde jou “yN ‘eanisod ‘+ foane3dau ‘- (Aderoyiowayd ‘y) ‘AyderSowo) peyndwod Jusweduryua ISenuod ‘[ HHD (SurSewr aouruosal onauew ‘YA AyderSowo) pandwos ‘1D
‘Awoyoarydau .10 ‘NI, ‘Awojoarydou renred ‘Nd g9 T YSU Y o[ewa) ‘f oreuwt ‘|A ‘A[oAnoadsar ‘RN 103 [eusSisiadAy ‘[eudisost ‘feusisodAy 10 1) 10) AyisudpradAy ‘Kyisuapost AjrsuopodAy 01 19501 -19dAy pue -ost ‘-0dAy

(-)95ad
‘() VINS
‘(+) 01ad
‘(+) T-LM
QOUALINDAI ‘(+) 8-XVvd
mnoyim (+) unuawiA no punoj
sypuow ¢ Nd ‘+4) 3D 0¢ jsejurisey odAH odfAg odAH + + SNOQUA30I)OH N A[[euorsedd0 ¢‘q euryD Ad Apm3s Judsalg
(-) €gdL
‘() vINd
‘(+) L3O
‘(+) LSAD
QOUQLINIAX ‘(+) 01ad
noyIrm ‘(+) wiIp JUAUWIIOUBYUD dn-yooyo
(87)  syuour | NL ‘(+) T.LM 06 -odfH VYN VN odfH  + - SNOAUSZ0II0H 1 [ereuald T0d eulyd ¥d SI0T ‘v 2wk
(-) uks
‘() vedd
‘) viNd
‘(+) 001S
‘(+) wIA JUSUIADIOJUTAL punoy $102
(Lo VN Nd ‘(+) T-LM 0¢ pakereqg VN VN VN + + SNooUAZ0I01OH 8| A[[euoIseod0 LN BpeUuRD) ‘v 12 1ouedg
(-)95ad syqpuowr ¢ 10g
QOUALINIAX ‘) VINA UuoISud)sIp
mnoyIm ‘(+) LSAD JUSWAOUBYUD pue ured 2102
(90 syjuour 8 NL (+) wip ¢el -odAH VN VN VN + - SNOUSSOWON [eIdfe[lg  [PUIWOPQY ¥ BIPU]  °]D 32 BYOLISEq
Q0UALINDAI
noyIm JUSWIOUBYUD punoj S10C
(S7)  syuouw § Nd VN 0¢ -odAH VN VN odAH - - SNOuA3OwWoH d A[[eUOISEIO() oI ‘N Kong, ‘Ip 12 UAPZ(
QOUAIINDAI S661
W ON Nd VN ST VN VN VN VN VN VN VN d VN 01r'd vsSn ‘10 12 staeq
(+) wip
QOUALINIAX ‘(+) VINA
noyim ‘(+) eav/1av juswaduByUS punoj 010C
(7))  sypuow 4] Nd ‘(+) 9sad (o4 -odAH VN 1dAg odAg + + SNOQUAZ0IAOH d A[reUOISE2O() 79 euryD qd ‘Ip 12 TOIN
() L3O
‘) vINE
‘(+) LSAD ured
‘(+) 9sad [eurwopqe 910C
(€0 VN  NL ‘() 1.l I'e VN VN VN VN - - SNOUZOWOH ¥ ‘Sunrwop 8‘W  [eSmuod ‘v o ooiIRg
(sjo)  synsar  juouneal], sj[nsar wo NMA/LDAD IMAd  IMZL  IMIL ouskD uoneogwe) [eudis/Alsuog  uoneoo]  swoldwAs (s1e0k Anuno)D Ieok
dn-morqjoq Anstuayd ‘I9)oWeIp owng, urejy ‘o3e ‘xos ‘Ioyine IS
-0)SIyOUNWW]  WNWIXBIA TIN/LD juened

"panupuo) T AqeL,



Bzl SPANDIDOS
7] .§, PUBLICATIONS

Table II. Distribution and imaging findings of metanephric
adenoma in children.

Proportion of patients,

Parameters n/total n (%) P-value

Patient sex 0.496
Male 13/28 (46.4)
Female 15/28 (53.6)

Patient ethnicity <0.001
Xanthoderm 8/28 (28.6)
Caucasian 20/28 (71.4)

Tumor density 0.027
Heterogeneity 13/19 (68.4)
Homogeneity 6/19 (31.6)

Calcification 0.816
Yes 8/18 (44.4)
No 10/18 (55.6)

Cystic change 0.342
Yes 11/18 (61.1)
No 7/18 (38.9)

Maximum diameter, cm <0.001
<50 20/28 (71.4)
=50 8/28 (28.6)

As the patient in the present study had a mass with diffuse
calcification, it was necessary to differentiate the mass from
fat-poor RAML. RAML comprises varying proportions of fat,
smooth muscle and abnormal blood vessels. It is sometimes
difficult to diagnose on imaging because of the lack of fat or
less fat. Fat-poor RAMLs have a slightly high density on CT
and enhanced scan usually shows uniform enhancement, the
degree of enhancement in the delayed phase is reduced and
T2WI shows uniform, slightly low signals or a few patchy high
signals (34,35). In addition, MA should also be differentiated
from renal carcinoma, Wilms tumor (WT), renal oncocytoma
(RO) and neuroblastoma.

Renal carcinoma is the most common type of clear cell
carcinoma. It is more common in adults and mostly occurs in
the renal cortex. CT plain scan images demonstrate that these
tumors are mostly isodense and low-density cystic degenera-
tion, necrosis and high-density calcification are often seen in
the tumor. Contrast-enhanced scans demonstrate obvious
uneven enhancement in the early stage. This enhancement
gradually decreases in the middle and late stages, which is
a typical ‘fast-in, fast-out’ performance (36). Chromophobe
carcinoma and clear cell carcinoma demonstrate similar
imaging manifestations, but central spoke scars can also be
seen in MRI images with larger tumor volumes being asso-
ciated with increased numbers of spoke scars (36). Renal
papillary carcinoma has a lower degree of enhancement on
contrast-enhanced scans than the renal parenchyma, but the
enhancement lasts longer and is progressive (36-38). WT is the
most common renal malignant tumor in children. According
to statistics, in the 10 years from 2005 to 2014, the incidence of
nephroblastoma in developing countries was ~1 in 8,000 (39).
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On CT or MRI images, WT mostly appears as a large mass
with equal or slightly low density and signal (40). Necrosis,
cystic degeneration and hemorrhage are common in the tumor
and calcification can be seen in some lesions (40). RO is
another type of rare benign tumor of the kidney, accounting for
only 7% of kidney tumors in the United States between 1980
and 1995, which tends to occur in middle-aged and elderly
men and mostly originates from the renal cortex (41). On CT
images, RO appears as a well,-circumscribed soft tissue mass
which protrudes beyond the renal contour. Contrast-enhanced
scans show lower enhancement than normal renal parenchyma
in both early and late phases (42). Some lesions show central
stellate scar sign and segmental enhancement inversion sign,
which are relatively specific to RO (43). Neuroblastoma is a
malignant tumor that occurs more frequently in children and
is less common in the kidneys, the incidence rate in the United
States was 10.5/10° between 1990 and 2002 (44). A typical
renal neuroblastoma is a large, lobulated soft tissue mass that
is prone to necrosis, cystic degeneration and hemorrhage. It
is likely to be accompanied by calcification, which is usually
characterized by sandy or large-area calcification (45). The
mass is likely to surround and bury the renal blood vessels (46).

The diagnosis of MA is mainly based on histopatho-
logical examination. Microscopically, small and uniform
tumor cells are seen in an acinar-like arrangement, with little
cytoplasm, fine chromatin, no or inconspicuous nucleoli and
rare mitoses (47). Most previously reported MA cases were
positive for WT-1, CD57, CD56, AEI/AE3, CAMS5.2, CK18
and vimentin, negative for EMA, NSE, CEA, CgA, Syn and
P504S and focally positive or negative for CK7 (11,48). The
microscopic structural features of the patient in the present
study were consistent with the aforementioned literature. The
immunohistochemical staining results demonstrated that the
tumor cells positively expressed CK, vimentin, PAX-8, WT-1
and CDI10, but did not express EMA and CD56. Therefore,
these results were consistent with the diagnosis of MA.

Surgical resection of the tumor is the main treatment
method for MA and the surgical method has gradually
changed from nephrectomy to nephron-sparing surgery due
to the benign nature of the tumor (25,49). For patients who
experience difficulties obtaining a clinical diagnosis, percu-
taneous biopsy cytology examination has certain clinical
significance, and radical nephrectomy cannot be blindly
performed. Intraoperative frozen pathological examination
can clarify the diagnosis and aid in selection of an appropriate
surgical method, which is an ideal diagnostic tools that can
minimize the occurrence of missed diagnosis and mistreat-
ment and avoid the need to perform a total nephrectomy (17).
A previous study reported that MA can be treated with a
chemotherapy regimen also used to treat WT (9). Overall, MA
has a good prognosis and even with a small number of cases
of malignant MA reported in previous studies, no recurrence
has been reported during follow-up (8,19,50). The patient in
the present study had no complaints of discomfort during the
2-year follow-up period following surgical removal of the
mass. A limitation of current study is that the quality of the
MR images was relatively low, so only T2WI sequences are
presented in the article.

In conclusion, MA is a rare benign kidney tumor with a
low incidence in children. The typical imaging appearance of
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MA is a soft tissue mass with relatively homogeneous density
or signal and delayed enhancement on contrast-enhanced
scans. However, the patient in the present study presented
with heterogeneous hyperdensity, with marked enhancement
in the early phase of contrast-enhanced scans and decreased
enhancement in the delayed phase. Therefore, the present
case study demonstrated that MA should be considered
as one of the imaging differential diagnoses of fat-poor
angiomyolipoma, renal carcinoma, oncocytoma and the like.
Moreover, a preoperative correct understanding of MA can
avoid unnecessary radical nephrectomy.
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