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PORT SITE RECURRENCE AFTER RETROPERITONEOSCOPIC
NEPHRECTOMY FOR RENAL CELL CARCINOMA : A CASE REPORT
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Norihiko KAwaAMURA, Mikio NIN and Kensaku NISHIMURA
The Department of Urology, Osaka Rosai Hospital

A 61-year-old woman was diagnosed with left renal cell carcinoma. Clinical stage was c¢T1bNOMO.
She underwent retroperitoneoscopic radical nephrectomy. The pathological diagnosis was clear cell
carcinoma, pT1b, G1>G2, INFa, v (+).
tumor just under the port site for evacuation route of the kidney. The tumor was removed by surgery. The

At 33 months postoperatively CT demonstrated an enhancing

pathological diagnosis was clear cell carcinoma. The patient had no recurrence or metastasis 21 months
after the surgery.
(Hinyokika Kiyo 60 : 69-74, 2014)
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Fig. 1. Enhanced CT showed left renal tumor.
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Fig. 2. Histopathological examination of renal
tumor showed clear cell carcinoma, G2 >
G1, INFa, v (+).
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Fig. 3. a) Enhanced CT showed an enhancing
tumor just under the port site for evacuation
route of the kidney (arrow). b) Enhanced
CT showed environmental enhanced 2.5 cm
mass In liver S7 (arrow).
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Fig. 4. a) The tumor size became 3.4 cm larger after
3 months of INFa treatment (arrow). b)
The liver mass was the same size after 3
months of INFa treatment (arrow).
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Karnofsky performance score : 100%.

ABERE AR ASAT L - Hb 7.7 ¢/dl, Ht 24.0%, Alb
3.0g/dl, ALP 1,366 U/l, LDH 137 U/l, BUN 14 mg/
dl, Cr0.7mg/dl, Ca9.1mg/dl, CRP 21.57 mg/dL
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HALZ @I L7z, MREAROER 150g, HEEER
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Fig. 5. Macroscopic view of resected specimen.

Fig. 6. Histopathological findings of the resected
tumor. The tumor consisted of clear cell
carcinoma, which is consistent with the
diagnosis of port site metastasis of renal cell
carcinoma.
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