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T B th Fe kb MEES 0 3 JiE (01 Dl IR 975 B ) R 13

R KD A D @O R0, S R
EIE WY, WA B, WE ERY, B EED
1) #H l:ﬂjt%%ﬂ%uﬁf HAbE - FLMR - — SR
)~ /WAL 3) EEER RSB T2 Wrm B

Y RAESR AT

o8 - PR R IREIERI (Interval appendectomy, LAT TA) 1%, W& - FERIFE AL 4 I
W, RIENIEFHME L T b R 2 i T3 21 CILSE L LTV D

5) MR BT R

X L TR RAFRIINR 217
— 5T, IA ZJfT U7 ER) T RGO AERD SN L

IMENDH D, Fr bR AR LT IA 25ifT L, KREEE R IENEE (low-grade appendiceal mucinous neoplasm, LA

LAMN) %5872 3 &R L= T, TN 5 OEEREFIHEIC OV THRET .
LAMN 2MBER S BREIT TR T 40 LA L TH Y, RIERIEIERFIIEED

TITFRIEND 60 A LL B L7ZAER % IA & EFR L.

CT CHRIBMEISEER. SV &2 SHIER TH S, £72, LAMN D 3D 55 1 filiz
A1, LAN 2 &0F L TV 5 i
THEMMIC 7 =T v 7T 0ERHLEEZLND.

FDORRADZEALME R
(ZHEA R TA 25 TIN50,
F—U— R (REJPE h kR MR,

XL TCIA Zhif T4 B8

FL®IZ

BERIIES —BRORERENRKIERED 1 S>TH Y,

F12% DA 2PN —EITHRBERICEEBETDHDEE bR T
W1 ek, MR - R P Aot T 2 s 3 5 Btk
WFATE, B EH R & OILRFIR 2 B D EH,
BFENR - BIRE G - BLE R AVRR - WAV LD R

EoffittAEDORENMBEHR S LTz [2]. 7%
fo b FEY)ERIF (Interval appendectomy, LA F IA) 1%,

B - R AR RERICH LT, AT FERZ
FAT T ERGFIME 21TV, RIENLEFHFLL THLF
W& FEAT S DI6W T, AR TIX I/ ISR aE IR TR
M IZIThCE = [3, 4]. L~ L, EFETEHMRA
TS IA 753%7\52}%'(:?5@ B AT 7o BRAR S it i &
NTWD[6-7]. TAIZ I 2 & OF e 58 £ =0T
EE%UDE%E%i%TEéT;&)_ﬂ’L%@Eﬁ*%%‘ iz
IA BHELE S 5 [8].

L2 L7222 oshTlid, A ENEE TH HIKAER
B kLR M 3% (Low—grade appendiceal mucinous
neoplasm, AT LAMN) 2%, FERFHEA TN L 0 & TA OJE

F 2 Hi1T L2
FPRERY DRI, HTE

IA OB EFRITIN TNV, AfEt

ITHRIEEEARD. Bi#mE LT, 40 UL
EMEZ B L, LM R TR B IR TR R N

%, ZRfLrEmEst, hERE

BFHZHEBEIZZLSBOONTZEWVIHERDH Y, TA D
FERMbNTWVWD[9-11]. Zh b OHE TIx, 40 %L
FOBFEIZ LAN OFRET LI A7 BH N EI T
2 7%, LAMN 28 TA OEFITEZWHEHE L, E0 L5y
HOBRFER T LAMN BRELVONICHOWVWTIEFELL B,
TR,

AEF 21k, TA ZHEAT L72RFIC LAMN 25897 3
JiE 5] 2 #R B L 72 O T O BRIR R B F A9 RIS o v TR
H4 5.

ik

AWEL, HFWNFHEROMEFEELZESICL > TER
ERTWD. BFMIEEE T 20124 1 H 225 2016 4F 3 H
W2 T, TA 2 ER 2% FHEICHRF L. 1A
OHERERITEIN TRV, KBRHFHTIEREELD
27/ (60 H) LA ERE L7=iEMEZ IA L EFRLAZ. IA
DO IGIE, EES CT MAS (C C IR - Rkt Rk &
ZWEh, BEHERN RN EM O 2 RENR
I, PUAEFRIINRICK L CRIGER B TH 2 EH &
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L7z, TA Z3®IR U EFNIE, 1~2 8 M D Cefmetazole
% L < X Tazobactam/Piperacillin @ HE i B L O
Levofloxacin WIRIZ X D HLAEAEE 21T - 7. &Kifd
BEMMICEBERNBFBRLELES, TORATEREZ
4T L 7=,
ETOYBRBRKIT 10%F L~ THRELASAT T 4
Y7 my 7 EERL, dum AT A AL LEDDL,
Hematoxylin—-Eosin (HE) Y« 8 %2 17 - 7=.

R

IA ZHEAT L72EBNT 9B TH D, 56 3 FEHI (33%)
{2 LAMN %38 % 7= (Table 1). T b D 3FEHITHWT
FIERED CT B L, UIBRIEARS L OBEMEIE & & 7R
4 (Figures 1-3) .

Casel IX 60 mictE. CT ME CTIXIRFEME DB K
i (Fig. la). BMIERIIEN D 99 A% I H )

Table 1. LAMN 0 3 JiE B O g R % B F B[R+
FEAEFF FLERF  (RIEHND | F— Wk
3 I 3 HifH CRP FHET B
ExiME
(x10%ul)  |(mg/d) |DBE%K A3
Casel 60 “tE 89 9.3 99 HY LAMN 5
Case2 48 Bt 69 213 103 HY LAMN 4
Case3 41 B 15 3.2 167 HY LAMN REEE 5

Fig.1: LAMN, Case 1. (a) FRIELRFEIERF O EEHEM CT
W AR ERIC L DIRBIERBERZ R0 I (K
FI). (b) BIBRAEAR. b3 1 Je 50 Ay & Je i 5812 2> 1F T g

ERE L TWiz. (e, d) BEMAEI W & MHE J). ¢, kiR
BE A VR I M I 2 386D 72 (100%). d, ki 0 257 A3 4

T S HEBES F TIRF IS B S L2 (RFD, 10%).
BRAfr 2 fi1T L7z, SIBRAEA Tix, WHRAYIC HE o
MO EmBICAT THAHOBEEZEKL TRY, K

FERNEICHER O 238D 7= (Fig. 1b). MA#FMIC
X, KREAOS WK ZETSEMHELEENL RS

JEFETHY, REMETHINBEOKAEMEZA L,
EosERELZR D, LAIN &2l S nz (Fig. lc).

I Bz, EEBRDERBD VKR OERE SR T

SHEASE TR Bl g S iz (Fig. 1d).
Case2 (X 48 B M. CT BME CRFEMEDOBEF K %Z
B i= (Fig. 2a).

B AR IEIEN S 103 B %12 B HE )

Fig. 2 : LAMN, Case 2. (a) a%*%rﬂ#@ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ CT
g, FAMERERICK DIRBDEREER 20 o (K
). (b) DIBREEA. thad i I R OB 2 R 7o
(KED). (¢, d) BEMEI W {4 (HE Qe ). ¢, KR 2 A4 M fE35
MR & 3R D 72 (40%). d, LR O #E A b R 3R
BTz (RED, 100x).

Fg3IAmquw3@)Eﬁ*%ﬁﬁ@@%%ﬁCT

W AR ERIC L DIREIERBERZ R0 I (K
F). (b) BOBRAEEA. Hu 3 fp s 82 & Je i 5618 A i T
AR L T 7o, (c-e) TEMKEEE R (HE YL fa). ¢, ik
PBE A PR I N & 3850 72 (100%). d, KR 0 3% FE 23 4
STERD BT (KFD, 40%). e, FiiE & N A L 7= d
EZRBDTZ(100x). BED LR ICEB TR D220,

BRI &2 M7 L7z, 9IBRIEARTIX, AIRMICITREOF
REICIR B LA oEE %2 Bk L Twviz (Fig.
2b) . ML, KMiKEEADZVWREEET D&
MEEENPLRIERETHY, KBRAECTH D NEED
BHEMEZA L TEY LAIN & ZH Sz (Fig. 2¢, d)
Cased |% 41 B M. CT WA TR DR E K &
R7c (Fig. 3a). BMIERIFEIENS 167 HZIC R IEL)
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BRAf 2 ME1T U7, DIBRIEA Cix, MAERAYIC B g i
MO EIEIC /T CAGHFHOER ZE K L Tz (Fie.
3b) . ARSI, MR ELEDORNEE TH Y, K7
METHOLIPBREOEENAH L, EOBERILER
5 IRIERIRE 2580, LAMN & 2 S 7= (Fig. 3c¢).
PENE T I O ITE 2RO 72, EEENIEE E
TR o o EEEFICHKEZND L - hEEE
7z (Fig. 3e).

B

AT x LT OIA 2T L, LAMN 238 7= 3 fil & &
Bl Wb 40 L EOR AR CTH D, BIERF
JERFICPE A B AL CT 12 C RIEICHEIE 238 0, R/
B S Y 2SN ERTH DH. £, HERREIE
BIDPALERE L TR EZIEIT SN TWIZERTH
> 7.
LAMN 0KV i & & ¢ b T oRE VR 28 B, BRI B O
CHEO -MELITLENILELZHET, RHE
@@M@OﬁMNQMuwbékwoﬁiﬂ%U%@
W7z B ThH D [12-15]. FEAECHEHL Tk, OHRE
WEOPAZE - Mz, QPAENEOFEGEIKELE, ©
NIEOERE N REMRE, O3ERELILATHDL LN
5 [16]. MEFEMARHoHEEL TR
controversial T& % 7%, WHO 43 %5 (2010 4F) [17] TIX

ﬁﬁﬁ@%i@%iif%ﬁf%ékw5%ﬁ@%k,

B & 227l i B % £ 9 Mucinous adenocarcinoma &,
Malignant potential Z 7= LAMN @ 2 D23 L C
W5, LAMN (3 & 512, k5 & bR ia %z i BN eI &E
DD I E, 26 DR T LA IR L7 TR
SEEND [18]. T A LAMN 35 M2 PN 5 124 kh ik i 12
BITT20V 270855, £EO 3 #Hld LANN OB KX
WHO 43 $HIZF S W CTAT o 72, TA ZMifT L T 72 vy LAMN
EARIOERF & OMERZI 7 EIXIT > TRV,
TA ZEfT LAEGI A OB AT R VWEE 2o
7o AT O E T i EE RN RO B IR R O i B A R
. NEREL T, 2m«mw1miﬁMﬁﬂtﬁmLMNW
FAE L, 1 f] (Case3) IZ1 LAMN & & & 1T BT = &
STz, 341 LAMN 3 FRAE L7 fEFIC B W T h, 4T
RS DR I BB 7 (3R TE R o7,
BEIBIWCE LU CL AR TA NI A4 VIFFEELR
VNAS, BRI T R R T BRI E 721X B BB R 4 B BR Al T+
STHHESH, METIZY VA EHSEZ LD BEW
B BRI 0 8G 15 A7 2= B BRAIT 2 i 4T U 72 5 il © T % 23 R4F
ThdEINTWD [19]. BEOMASKIE O H
WXk, EIEEE R O A L S B e SRS E %
KL, D5 EEFRILE3~T5%ESNTHARD
e, FICITHEERBERLETHD [20, 21].
AFTOREIZRD2VD, KDV DD HE
TIXIAIC LD R EEE O R A FNN12~29. 4% EF L
EnomEELTWS [9-11]. WTho#HRETYH,
FEmQ40m LU ECHREEHEOREENEL DD

ZEn

40 LA ECHIHITRIR & L CHIARIINE 2 &R L2554
EZEDOOBLIZFEMETRETHDLELTND., FaxD
HETH,30 & LABU ETHY ZNETOWRE LA
HEHLTWD. Deelder b i, FEFIMTRFE L RINL - I1BE
TERR M RER AT OBEMEREZWRAT 5121, 7408
— T v T ORKRBNRERENLATHD LIRS L
[22].

—JF, REBESEFIENRFEETHY, BEYBREZ
F7-BFED0.004%~2%ICBD 5 [23, 24]. M=EOD
%\é$$’l¥lbfbi ZFOV A AN/ nizd (L0

A5 mRi) MESHR2VWEAERLHY, ARKAET
iﬁ%&éﬂﬂ%f%é.éE_,$§®%§%mi

DAESICHBE L, WIRTH BEMEE T anl 28 R 7
% . Lamps & O #45 Tix, LAMNIZ d 3B S & 42% 0 E #i
THEFELTEY, TOEASILANEROES LY LA
Blomoo=[25]. RIEEEE L LAMNIE, B2 C#*
HTERWIEEHBICEFTIRAFRAERETHD.
Z OGO W T Lampsid, BEF O FH AW £ 7= 2T
Bickrm\EAEOBEICLYEZY, BEEDW
7R EIE T OB BERNIEHE NN Z O %o REREEKICO
MND EHERW L., REEEREIEVNEY, KE,

BRI, hENEO LFICLVESICEILE R T LT
HaEnbd., MEEZMEI ZENEZOLAMNETELLS Wi

O, BEERMERERZBEL, HEBMIAZ EE L T
WOHRERNEWATREMENH D . S ElDCase 3ITMES
PE S FZLANNDER] T - 2. FAMF OSBRI IX1~32
ARECTHY, ZoMICHEDBREET D AREMEITIK
w&%i%hé AR o & 51, A EO3F 3§~ T40
MU ETHY, BMEDOIAMCL Y REEBEFORERNE
KD LHMELETHI9-11] T HAEMMN405ELL LTl
EEBORERNEI R EHRESN TS, IR -
FE B Al v R Tk O JRIA 2Y, /NIE B CIREEMN R L T
HHZEEFMOTOLRNWEZZ LN, 405 Lo
RABI CIEEREERECHLAREERDD. 2%,
TAD IS N B AET D &0 5 L0k, LANNAS
JRIK & 7o CIRIBMHRE R Z 4> B ER A R
L7ZHEBNZ®R L TCTIA Z1To TCWA D TIEHRNA D D,
X oT, 40 Lo BEOREN R ME B &R IT
malignant potential® 3 2 LAMNZ & ff L T 5 A iE
WERH DD, AR ELABRNIEREZZ T D0, KB
NRSERE, CTHRE, TLEESBESERE CENDN
W74 =T v 7 TIH5VERLDLIEZEZD.
FEMAMBAITAE, LAMNIZZAETHRESI LT
HZE0bb 00 LEENEGEWAD LLeW., Lol
LAMN T #E IS4 o k8 H 1z b Bz B 43 #ﬁfbfn&wﬁ
ARTHBEEESNATEBY, 20Xk 2EMIHFRED
L7y [18]. Frx OLAMNZ 3B & 7= 341 & 2 6 k5 1g 12
LRGSR TETCELT, BEOL ZAMEBIRT
HD. Lo T, LANNDE /M E TV T H R B
HEOVBELER > TWARWAREMERH 5.

LAMN 1 X K & O bk & A 3 5 7= &, @ % o FERE M
ORFEREIVGFELLLE L, FICHBEHEL LS 28
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BRIV HEALALLTVWESZOND.
IAMiFbEbENRCBVWTHEHIESENEZLDOTHD
2, AW TS 9 5% A 1%, LAMN 23 UK T2
LLTWHAREEEEZ +SZEICANT, iTaTo CT %

D R AL S OVREAf 2 17 v, RIS P A8 2 5k LT Al
CEBERADNETHD.
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Clinicopathological features of three cases of low-grade appendiceal

mucinous neoplasm diagnosed after interval appendectomy

Daiji IKUTAY, Shoichi NISHIMURA?, Ken-ichi MUKAISHO?, Toru MIYAKEY
Hiromichi SONODA®, Tomoharu SHIMIZU"), Shinsuke WATANABE®> and Masaji TANI"

1) Department of Surgery, Shiga University of Medical Science 2) Department of Surgery, Makino Hospital
3) Division of Molecular and Diagnostic Pathology, Shiga University of Medical Science
4) Department of Surgery, Nagahama Red Cross Hospital 5) Department of Surgery, Yasu Hospital

Abstract Interval appendectomy (IA) is a good treatment for abscess-forming appendicitis that is caused by
perforation. However, neoplasms frequently occur in patients who undergo IA. We investigated the reason why
neoplasms are involved in IA and report their clinicopathological features. Nine patients underwent 1A two
months or more after the onset of acute appendicitis. Low-grade appendiceal mucinous neoplasms (LAMNs)
were identified in three of the nine patients who underwent IA. All of the LAMN patients had perforated and
abscess-forming appendicitis, and they underwent surgery three months or more after the onset of appendicitis.
In addition, an appendiceal diverticulum was observed in one of the three LAMN patients. In conclusion, our
results suggest that the prevalence of LAMN may increase in patients who undergo IA following acute
appendicitis with perforation. Therefore, these patients should receive surgery, including IA, or be followed up
in the long term.

Keyword Low-grade appendiceal mucinous neoplasm, Interval appendectomy, Appendicitis, Perforated
appendicitis, Appendiceal diverticulum



