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Case Report

Immunohistochemical analysis of uterine bizarre leio-
myoma and neurilemmoma-like leiomyoma

Nagaoka Central General Hospital, Department of pathol-
ogy ; Pathologist!, Medical technologist?
Toshihiko Ikarashi!, Hidehiro Hasegawa?

Background: There were few immunohistochemical
analyses on uterine bizarre leiomyoma and
neurilemmoma-like leiomyoma. On this study we
reported on their immunohistochemical characteris-
tics with several considerations.

These two subtypes of uterine leiomyomas were
studied by both immunohistochemistry and genetic
examination with in situ hybridization (ISH).

Case :
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(1) The bizarre leiomyoma was genetically poly- moma-like leiomyoma showed bi-directional dif-

ploid and its cytoplasmic division was damaged. ferentiation to both nervous system and smooth

Cell cycle was mainly regarded as Go-phase. muscle.

(2) Neurilemmoma-like leiomyoma was positive

for both reagents against nerveous system and Key Words: uterine leiomyoma, bizarre leiomyoma,

smooth muscle one immunohistologically. neurilemmoma-like leiomyoma, Schwannoma-like
Conclusion : (1) The bizarre leiomyoma consisted of syn- leiomyoma, immunohistochemistry, in situ hybridi-

cytial leiomyoma cells of Go phase. (2)Neurilem- zation (ISH)

T , SIS
4., HREEHBETEHE. HE &6

200 y#'m

X6. MHSHESTEHE. RELE S100
2008,712,/24 %A+ (2008—32)

— 84 —



