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Abstract  Objective: To evaluate CT and pathological characteristics of metanephric adenoma. Method: We
collected the clinical data of 18 cases certilied by pathology as metanephric adenoma. There were 10 males and 8
females whose age was 33-75 years old with an average of 50, Eighteen cases were found single tumor unilaterally,
All patients were given plain CT scans and enhancement scannings, CT and pathological characteristies ol 18 cases
and their relationships were analyzed, Result; CT scan showed the characteristies of little low density soft tissue
mass; irregularly shaped. oval-shaped. sharply marginated. homogeneous and slightly inhomogeneous density.
The maximum diameter was 1. 5-7. 0 cm with an average of 3. 6 em. CT value was 27-45 HU, Contrast-enhanced
CT scan showed the lesions were not enhanced in two cases and mild to moderate enhancement in 16 cases, and
soft tissue density mass shadow could be observed. The degree of enhancement of the renal mass was less than
that of the adjacent normal renal parenchyma. Delaved phase image showed renal pelvis with contrast agent [illing
and pressure shilt in 11 cases. The pathologic diagnosis of the cases were metanephric adenoma. Microscopically,
the tumors were composed of densely packed small and cuboidal epithelial cells that formed a tubular pattern or
glomerulus-like structure, Conclusion: CT scan and pathological characteristics of metanephric adenoma might
have a certain correlation, Understanding CT and pathological characteristies is helpful [or operation guidance so
as to avold UNNEeCessary total m-_‘phrecmmyx
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