S Fart3iF—3

R IEZWNC T 5 FISH B & O BAP1 O %k

k=
PR T IRR R AT RS £ > & — B I

(2019 4£ 5 }J 24 H=2A4)

EE  bAEICBOTHRIEREFADBEM L TWa. PREICRE L 2SE10IE, AR e s
WX D FE SN, FEE S EMERRICL DB INLDS, BEEOBEIEL W LSBT
H5b.

H B A e & ) AT 5720, BB ARL Y NS UBTRE R T 505 REDAL O
Bi CRAYIC AL U7z hlide, Mg ds O IR O M~ Ofnfe, MliEZ &) b kO A 29 5
BB LD, PEBEBOBWIE, WHEENZBHSLETH LD, RERLTHEDO~— 7 =t
2B ET, MRS SENZET 2WEOY —H — D2 MBI TH L 2 L 2MRT 5.

S geti 3P R I L IR DS INIZAEH TH 525, LRIz E & ROSTE Rz o, A E R
FR Rz & RHETE I 2% 0 88 N S et TLlIAT 2 v, I O K1 1E CDKN2A/pl6 Ok
AU RIEHT 5728, FISH 12X 5 CDKN2A/pl6 DREDOHEN I ZOEINETNTH A, Tz,
R A R I 3 & OF AR B R I L E LR SE R T BAPL B DS E L TW A D TE D
WCAEHTH 5.

FEROMBEZ B L eV Tay ZEERTHEEZZHT 22 L bWETH L. TOBWICIE
gt T HsROMBLTH 5 2 L ZFEFRL, FISH I X ) CDKN2A/pl6 DK%, it
T BAP1 ZBHDOMH R WA T 5.

PR HE O 75 W IE S5 O PIRRFT WL, HLRE IR L, SRRt OFE R HRRAIAT ) LD B

(HRESEPERE, 67 : 473—479, 2019)

—%—7—F—
FREIE, pl6, BAP1

FC®IC

LA TIE, WBEKEOOMZ NP OWMALZ. €
DHEIF 1974 4RI, AERM 352 7 P VITEL . 2 0kb K
O A AT 723, 1988 4EDLERM 320 /1 F >~ &
R ICEARIIEIR L 72, OB BRI X 5 TR
1995 4E1Zi3#9 500 A72 - 7228, 10 £ 2,005 4121 2
D 1,000 ANELZ. 2o TOREBIZAMICEZE ST
OBECRET 5 INBRELZERA ST L
L., 2005 4F 12 SeRE I e i o0 T35 0 o 1E RAZ i Bz il A3
Z5E L, SRl DAL C b [MARDIEBIAFAES 5 2 &A%
ol DHETIIEE, EREECS T ITLHEET
ARAWEIA AEH S NE K DT 4 DA OB & =T
72 BUE, WEIEIC X 2 AEM OETHEBIL 1,500 AT,
1995 4EIZ D L 3RHSHML T a (1), HEgiE
DFFENNTHIENED D ), 1995 4E72 5 2016 4E D DJE
A G7B)E O N B EHC & % &, d B2l o 589 13 KR,

e, Wt MR, BEDIMETE L, Lol B,
B, LA, &, ol THSL (K2).

Hillerdal ® kL ¥ = — 2 X % L M 2 b # & 17
Dl o 7o B IERE B (278 B1) o> Fh A A R 1 Rz B
MR 1L 7 H, ARBI R 10 7 H, AR rhosz E 5
HHTHLY. FA Y O EZEGFIC X 0B EAT o 720
Bl % & o W B2 ERER] (404 191) O P AAF I 1% bR A e
PzWE 169 A H, ZAHREI R 131 » A, WIERI R i 5.5
71 HTd 5. Flores b DAL, BUHREAMZ 5
NTHEB] % & T TR B 663 Bl OMETIZ X 2 v A A7 30
X BRI E 16 2 A, JE BRI IE 9 A TH BV
National Comprehensive Cancer Network Clinical Prac-
tice Guidelines in Oncology (2, —AHY Fr bz i 13 1A i 750
R & AR P RRA R AR TH Y, @EIETil%
ML 2V ERBRENTWBEY. LLED X 5 (2 2 BEHE B
DF#IE, MRS SN, BERELRR L7720, |
B NE ORFE A FIEETH 5.



474 HABE - SRR A A
B
%
1600
1400
1200
2 1000
ﬂ 800
ﬁ 600
400
200
0
D O~ 00 M O — o M <
(= = = B = T = - O o R e [ o T e Y e |
[=> T = T = B = T = - I o R o T o I o R |
————— S &N NN
1 DAEENCBIT 2 EROPRIEIC L 558
2500 | .
2000
5 1500
<
?;_\1 1000
) “lll
., 11 IIII [ [T T

B REEME I E RO
K

o 0, | S E RN E R R
S Saeein e @S

W IR R T R R e T el

X2 HRERFEOH R IEIC X B8 CHE (1995 4FE4 5 2016 4F) (JF
A7 N B TR & D)

GG B A~ 56 B 1k W i A B2 i L2 % L C, CDDP +
PEM B0, B AEAEHIR 120 # A, e A
AW 5.7 71 H, 2883 41.3% T, CDDP HAFI L O
AT 9.3 7, MRS EAEAE I 3.9 1 1, e
167% £ 0 b HIFTH 727, 0T = v 7 KA v FHE
HITH B =KV~ TR DO HAEAN 34 A (—RIGHE
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ot (FA5E% NOEERE L D)

B OTRIERE) 20502 L7z MERIT 45 11 AHEUER LS
BWC, B AEGFRN 173 A H, A A R 6.1
H A, BR)E294% T - 72°.

AiREEREED JUHBEXEGERRE

2006 4 3 H 27 & b AR EROF I L D,
JEBE R U CTREDIE T o 7. A X B E T
BFRAOMEE 25 [RERK] X, AMERATS
CEIWZEDIIET HRD ATEFITH 5.

(a) W RZIE

(b) MiAsA

(c) FH L\ IR RERE & % 1 5 1 il

(d) & L\WIFBEERERE S A 5 OV F A A

BUE O AR ERF BT, KAl LTl
RGO AR S 3 H R IE OB W AR S AU ER
ENA. LeL, BRRHPT v 7 AR - CT RAED
2, RHARZINC X - C, TREOMESIT S
TWAIENEETH .

2018 47 H 31 HBAE T, AL THEIEO PEEMHE%
138304 1T, =D HilE L 6936 fF, AREE L 618
fF, B T 630 T A, Ml o HEEIEEUZ 2,470

T, 209 HAER 1406 7, AREER 708 £, WH T
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Fix 3281 TH %.
7z, GrIE SRR TR L 72 A iZid, i
ERERBREORNIZT 5N,

th I

FAEEERIC X D) PR IEARE T A 2 & A EAIITIZT
OTHELZDIE Wagner 5TH A7, HHICX D&,
Cape M OILHEE T 4 4ERINC 33 51 o TV W 5% b 17 I A5
AL, ZDOANHIE 20~40 FRNISAMICEEZE S Tw
72906 280likruy FI4 MEILGEEB L ZFOXK
W, EEEER, AMERIERE R ETH Y, 4Bl aME
o Tw7z (BBHEDOKRA 7 —OWEM 298 2 4, A
F— 23 TOWBM 2 HFE 1 54, PiKIREE 1 5). 1
BNEEH & ZBRD e hr o 72, Z D%, Selikof 575, NY
M, NJ M OFAREEMSHE 632 NOfEFEF AL 17\,
1943~1962 (238 L 72 255 ADFEH % FR72Y. £ Dk
B MHE & W Bz I CAE L L 72 A% 45 A7z GHERE
D68 fEEvy). Mlifax 42 A, MRz iEE 3 A (475/
105N) THotz. F72, BEEPEET—-AETL T
72, AT Y 12 AP LT,

1937 4E22 5 1966 4 F TYWHA— A N T 1) 7i2H % Wit-
tenoom TZ @Y K54 FOFEMWAA b/, O
FZHEIX 1960 4EICRED B, Wi 1969 4T, FDfk, Hk
BMLTHRET L LI ho72 BYE6489 A & 2ok 419
AN&ET7+0—=T7T v 7 LAER, 2008 4E DT T 329 A
(BYE316 A, ZME13 N) A3 R NG % F8he L 727,

P E R PR R A O KBRIZ AT 28 JT AT, 2 a Y
N4 PAFRICHFAEL, BHHA N7, EOTavy
7, B iR LTV RWERORMD R L, suY
K4 MEMHL Tz 1977~1983 SED B OAEH o
KNI L A THIEAITLI00 HFADH720) 8 AN TH o7z
3, 1987~1995 SO O R IEIZ X AT 2 f51C
o7z (K100 T AH720 178 )"0, st x BERZT
WCHRES 2 &, R EOFIERIE AT 100 T AH 720
365 NTH o7z, A b—7D#5EIX 1990 FREE X
7z.

MVaDAh v NFTREBLOMNIZHEEEO S 2 ) F+
FA4 MAHRFUAHFAET A, Baris 5 2% 1979 4E12 20 7%
VL1725 72891 A% 20034F 12 H £ THEBFA L 728
W, BBEHEIEIN2 N7, 2o b, HEET119
A (445%) DFETEL, WO TEHWEEZ 57z, BEdp
FENEAS 17 44°C, R 0 (MR f i 72 - 72, 4ERT oo AT 10
T3 N472 0 o Mgk Bz IE o 38 iE$E Karain 697 A, Sari-
hidir 197 A, Karlik 11 AT 0, JF2 ORI DS
FEDSZ .

o R RE DK SR E

W22 705 8 & 302, W AR B O L 53 T
5 R MERR T O BN ZE A3, WIS TR R &7 D

WREFRZEAS & < D, Tl r Bz i o i 38 Bk s < R
SNBRIZZEET, BHIZWEIIZE A LBRED L
WKEFRR DA T, AT 5 &S (FBREME, O°F A
P, REEIYE), MIBEOZRERAASND. T2, Fllo
WSRO E BT T 52 DD 5. ETTHEM
JEASNF AMEICIRE L, ke 23 5.

Mol i o> CT A & Ui, 1o s, &
itk O BBIEIE, 1em ML_E BB NRIE,  HEks i o e
JEDHRE STV 2P JREDHETS 5 & B Ok
FiANT A L L, S OF RIS 2 o i [
ThY, HENELHEEOMBEEEOHENIETE 2w, £
7z, SRR MR X EAE MR 2 C b B R e 2
THFEBE (37%) 1ICALNE L LWMHESNTWDEY, it
I O REE X, HEREORRIMEEE D3> T R b5
MRk LR, B ohmEIEICBWTiE, R
WZHERIRO/NEHi 2580 5 2 L 3B 5.

mEmBEZH ~—H—

wWiEtE AV 7)) VAR TS K (soluble mesothelin
related peptide) (THEOMIEEICHEA LAY T »
C KW oW a1 Ch 5. HEIB W g
DAVTY UHERTEIEPMESN TS, B
B EC LA T 2 2 2L 0l cidR {, WIER
R CIE ER L., F72, AV T U V3R, B
figg, Wife e EoMEE D EAL, 2, Al Eo
JEMEE R B E TL LA T Y. AL S
EHEIEZEIC BT X Y 7 Y ORKEIX 19~
68%, FFEIEIL 88~100% TH 4. 7z, HEHEIZBWT
Ekm o Xy 7)) b ERL, PRI B T
JE1X 67%, FFREEIL 95% & OHED D 5. MIEFH O E
PEA VT 1) VAR TF FORIER (1) ARRERTH
D, KK, BEKEFEOEEIEDOLNS, (2) K
ZCHEMRREELSSE DS, (3) WIRZ TR,
IS NG 35 58 D B IR 355 53880 5 5 B B IR Bud s A3
. F7z, WRzNE LRI S N BT LCTEHERD
ROHED L IIRBBIEELZ T 2546 RBREILTDH
5. L2L, WAKBOWEEAY 79 Y HETF FD
W PRBRIER S T e,

Osteopontin (ML - =~ MV v 7 AMEA/ETICE T %
wWwaEUTh Y, Mg, IR OKBE, B, IRELE E
PEEAE TR L T A, ILET osteopontin 1
JHa N F R e B0 5 W R R R LSRR LT e R
#H LY HEWD. Fibulin-3 I3HB/ER T 0, L5
B X UK o fibulin-3 (3 5 v sz i E 49 12 35 T
PEIEICREL T 2WAMBRES LD DEWY. 25
FRATIC & % & rp iz J e 1) & A 3% o0 8 1) 12 fibulin-3 13
& BE 62%, 4 BLPE 82% T & 5. Osteopontin, fibulin-3
DOMERBZi~—7 — L LTOARMMEICE LTI, &
WMRFEDS LB TH 5.
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Carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) (3l TZ5IH T %
CENLVD, HEETRREIL L. A YEITICL 2
& Rz i <‘:Hfﬁ OEHNIB T, IMiET O CEA A3k
Td B E RIS DL 73~100% (735 97%)
Thb.

hizEo ke 7 e U EREEE, TR EDAL o IE
BB MK 7 Ve CEERE L D DA EICE .
—7F, MEho e 7va B Rz E, i, Y,
DARE, BARAE, WAERETEIEIRL, BHMm
B, ke 7ov e SR O cut-off fiiZ 100,000ng/
mL & L7234, HIZNEZ IO RIE 1L 56~70%, 457 I 1L
90~100% “C&)%). Fujimoto 52 & 5 &, ke 7o v
Wi A% 100,000ng/mL £ 0 & B IaiE, R AYE
(b, LaL, MKe 7nwa v EREES 100,000
ng/mL X D& TH, B, #iZvEmEse, IHEHER &
OFEELUNORBTHLZ LB Y, T2, BUALH
MK DF 10% 13K e 7 v a > ERiEEE A 100,000ng/mL
LDECOTEEPLETHD.

oh i BE DR IR M

W REs b Bz B S 479 B & RESE AT Ak & W X 5 123
L, WA LEGET R ST 5. Lo L, fhoEriE
%o G, MaBREE, v ooV, MERES) b RBEROFTR
*RETAHZ k#‘%é (pseudomesotheliomatous ~ carci-
noma)™". F7, TNICRBMUEFES AT L. 15T,
Fh Bz IE D RS W ifiﬂl%ﬁ%ﬁf% SWr721Cld e <, fREgtn
W& DIRIEIHEIETH B 2 & HMERT A LEDSD
5.

hEIEOZ RN RIERMAIIVATH 5205, TXTOH
FZNEASGPEN 72 PR D, T RTOMMED G & %2 250
HROHFIEL . L7z T, LEEIN R IEOZBRICIL,
MO~ —h—2fL, MG HE-EEO~—H —
2HAMBETL, AP VT N T, BEF TR E
WTHHILEEMERTAH. €O bRVEEE, TIZH
@?JLW%TﬁET@"Z) NEEANNED & D S\ OEIE DGl
a7z %I&F&#U&ﬁﬁ“é# IOWVTIZFEEN v
25, 10% U\J:#%’ééht Rtk E E 2 B 2 EN%
V. R RSN RE S 5 k, Y A F 7=l Rz 23
WED~—Hh—Tdh 5 TTF-1 12k 5 DT, gy
oM EIZIE HE FOERZ L TIT) T EBEET
H5.

RO~ = — & L CTIZERE, FREORWCcl
retinin, WT1, D240 # w5, LA L, calretinin {$/li
¥, IHEOFEEMEES, 7474 v eMilalEiR & TH
PICHBZ DDA, D240 XM TH IR 2k
WY, WTL IR OBV TRAICHIEIC R 5.
CK 5/6 % thrombomodulin &, _F 5z 7 vz filE & 5 o 3
MCEHTSH 27, ThHIZRTREETHmEICRD,
%72, CK5/6 I3MRMEOBNE T Bkl 5720, Wiz

N OE

FARE - SRR 22

R
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D= —N—L LTORREIZK. 2V 7)) VIR
DMFZWICH SN D, RERGBICBTL2HED
<=7 — & L TOMRE K.

FED~— 74— & LT CEA, BerEP4, MOC31, claudin
A EVHHTH ™. Ml L oIz, TTE-,

Napsin A 7z E&2 Wb, i B & ORIz p63,
p40, desmocollin-3 7% &% Fv 5. BHHNLHE & ORI

I%, PAXS8, RCC, CDI5 x5, IR &L ORI
I¥, ER, PgR, GCDFP15, mammaglobin 7 &% w5
HOMEENES; D61, INENE & OfEHIIC ER, PAX
L HW5D

Claudin 4 (ZIEF O Rz, SOGHEA Rz, W Rz IR IR T,
WME IR LA TH 5. Lo L, WIERRNE OB
vy, CD10 (X B TRtk 7 % 28, Rz R i,
RIIER ROV b Bl 7 5 0T, Bl & b
FEDERINIIMEH T E 2n?® . GATA3 137 2 IR %
LR TS BAS, LRIz, PRER R Rz E b
LR BV R B DT, FE, IRES BB & P R E
OEBNAIMAHTE W, Rz IEIE CKT7 250, CK
20 DSEEYEIC 2 B 2 L DS, MMOlESEONEE THH L
Ytk 2RI ENHHDOT, WEEOZKICIZEHT
Fewv, WA T TLEL 295833 % 2 L asihd S/
A5, WEZNETH TLEL 28583 5720, Rz IE & irEm
TEDFERBWINH NS Z LI TE R, PAXS IZIPHEH

R TR % 228, TR AR IE O —FBC b Bk
HhH I ENREINTNEY,

Fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) #12& 1,
PR HELE pl6 DR EREMEREEZRD D T ENL VA,
ISR I IR s nwizd, wRzEIEE st
HEZ ORI FISH I X % pl6 O R EHEMER IO
PHHTH 5P, ot kil BRCAl-associated
protein 1 (BAP1) &HAWHAL, BUSTEHEZIZ BAPL
BHMPHE L iz, HEIE & BUGTEH R o8 iIc i
G2 X 5 BAPl EHOMEH S HHTH 2. 7z,
BAPl A DRI, MECERE TR LN Z & 1dMH
DTHTHY, BAPl HHDHENA LN LY E 1T
JiE o> W] gE 4 25 v LarL, REBBEED )L
BAP1 &H DK% 78D A REBIIEH 50% T, WHEEIH R
JEIZIER SN WT L% Wiz, BAP1I EEANHEL
B ThH, FEEOWEEEIITETE 2. pl6 DR EH
BRI, BAPL OHRIEH B IE 2 7R IE 3 5 7%, o> Bk
ﬂirf% ROOENL T ENH LD, HEEE BT 5

WIZNEERME S R TH 5 & & iR 2 LD
5.

VA28

RIS IC & B R REEDZ M

TR O N IIARPER 2 B0 B T E 3%, EER
B L ORI AR EOKER IR &S %K% 7 T A
y—, A4 7)) = UIHEOEEERD H M E, A
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PR OAAEAL, FHEH A%, hump B 2R, —
KRR, 2RI 72 & D RERIY 2 MBS I i &2 7R 37
BHRMR TR IE 2 RmE S AT A3 0, Ml 124
WEFTRBA SN, 70y ¥ & vty T
o< —h—LEEO~—%h — %Ki L, BAP1®
FISH 12 & % pl6 O R EHAMWEREOMRE 217 21F, K
MR CO LB T2 LW RETD
A3

WRERS b R UL, AR RCh BRI RS R s b 2 &
XENTHL. DHORBMIEAI IR Ts 2 &
W BH, MBS 7% L, 2 oMl E e geta % FISH
THEMT A2 L IZWEETH B, F72, M i3 LR
HHBz I & AR Rz I A HI T & v, FHE O ITALRRR
Wi 2SO\ 72 v Bz B B D 9 B AR RORI L 22 (2 v Rz e e
HHBLL 72 22 Bl Mt U2k 4, LRI LR B 15 1
(68%), —AHTY 6 1 (27%), PIMEEL 1 61 (5%) Td - 72™*.

W IEREB L B 12 K, RGIRESEWC 2%
Vo DX YA, AR T IIAT O MPEEE T
M7 A C T, RIS R iE
W L7z 6, AL, AL 24709, best suppor-
tive care 2MTH 5 Z &A%\, FERFIZERBEA O f M
FERE SR X B REER O 13, HEROMI
SR THREINTYS, L L, BRIICHREZED
b, WAHMIZ T TERVEAIE, ST
VAT ) MESE TR A R DS BT 5.

BRRE, KEHEZWIE, REERBO discussion AEE

IRBLEE Y ERR TG & BT L 28, i3 Edn
o L, RV TIE, JREIE DS R & W
LT, BRIICHEEORMD 5 X Mgk E FIES 5
VB L. KR, WAL LT AU E T
BRWEERLND. —J, WAL E M DOFFHE A
WDIREETIE, SRBREEDVER TR L B A &,
RAIZISIER A3 7% < TH, BohiE e L TREED
BMWFMZ 352D 5. TR OWEMRA T,
HRETIZ WS EbRrbl bbb, LIzhoT,
R IEDOZ M, PR ZZT TR L, BIREE, B
MESWEED DY, Wa 2T 2080 H 5. DREOZ
WS EE 2 5%, BRRERBR 247 0 & id, BRER, I
GRS IS, JRBLE 2 & SR OBEMRIZ L 538 0
DT FNA R %% T 5 2 PRI NLY.
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Usefulness of FISH and BAP1 Immunohistochemistry for the Diagnosis of Mesothelioma

Kenzo Hiroshima
Department of Pathology, Tokyo Women's Medical University, Yachiyo Medical Center

Number of mesothelioma patients is increasing in Japan. Mesothelioma patients can receive compensation
under workers' compensation or receive another benefit under the Act on Asbestos Health Damage Relief.
Correct diagnosis of mesothelioma is necessary for the compensation.

Diffuse pleurotropic growth pattern is common in malignant mesothelioma. However, a number of non-
mesotheliomatous neoplasms, such as peripheral lung carcinomas, a variety of metastatic tumors, thymic epi-
thelial tumors, also demonstrate a diffuse growth pattern. Pathological diagnosis of mesothelioma should be
rendered as well as radiological evaluation. We should use panels of positive and negative antibodies that vary
depending on the differential diagnosis. Two mesothelial markers and 2 markers for other tumor under consid-
eration based on morphology should be used.

Immunohistochemistry is helpful for the differential diagnosis of epithelioid mesothelioma and carcinoma,
but not for epithelioid mesothelioma and reactive mesothelial proliferation. Immunohistochemistry is also not
helpful for the differential diagnosis of sarcomatoid mesothelioma and fibrous pleuritis. Because most of malig-
nant pleural mesotheliomas harbor homozygous deletion of CDKN2A/pl6, FISH analysis of CDKN2A/pl6 is
helpful for the differential diagnosis. Because BAP1 is lost in more than 50% of epithelioid or biphasic mesothe-
liomas, immunohistochemical analysis of BAP1 is also helpful for the differentiation.

Recognition of either BAP1 loss and/or CDKN2A/p16 homozygous deletion combined with immunohisto-
chemistry on cytologic material from a pleural effusion can establish the diagnosis of mesothelioma.

Clinicopathological data, especially information about the gross appearance of the tumor should be noted
and correlated with microscopic and immunohistochemical findings.

(JJOMT, 67: 473—479, 2019)
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