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i ST RIEETER R, TR IERIA TR AR B O e T H PR BB AR T AR R R
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R AT R ARG VHL 554 06 15 15 0 40 s e O R s I R 2R PRI, PTHERY A8 ELAR
= 3em A TR VHL S5 &S # A0 (SElratim) kiR EEipcom b,
LRI, FAREERT AR, BRAMEANSEHEEE= Jom SUMRPGES KatF5E
K E G RO IE AR CEMRIATHEk, B2 2em MR FEARRT) '

R . B RS —RiRiE, SRR

SE

[ 1] MINNETTI M, GROSSMAN A. Somatic and germline mutations in NETs: Implications for their diag-

BRI RS bR

o
RE
n



nosis and management. Best Pract Res Clin Endoerinol Metab, 2016, 30 (1): 115-127,
[2] CHOU A, TOON C, PICKETT J, et al. von Hippel-Lindau syndrome. Front Horm Res, 2013, 41: 30-49,
[3] KEUTGEN XM, HAMMEL P, CHOYKE PL, et al. Evaluation and management of pancreatic lesions
in patients with von Hippel-Lindau disease. Nat Rev Clin Oncol, 2016, 13 (9): 537-549,

5.4 |82 EMHMETHER
RZEE

NFT 3 R ¢ DEZRaRETBEE R RN F R TSR ORIk AR5 R bk
CREGRAE)  YimERT . G188 Lisch #5715 (D= 6 4~4- 1k s ST HEIRTE TE AR RIS

B LMERERN G2 MRMBIEER WiGTa E mTOR i

it )

% OMAREMIEMB RS D=2 4B mnk | DMAR ML A 2N
i ZRMBIER: EKkEE DA B, REER

g ML, WRMAT GORERMRARES O S8 %
% Y b B I BTATFIEN. FARME. 2
S

"



| B R HREFEER (4R)

— i#7I

NFI 3t B @RI @ NF1 K B A

(RIESAE) @ %A S 9 S4B O @ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁf (BEREA HDERTHCE. B
ST, FIOALERHISHE Lo ) B MEK ST AR
i, BEAARARN . O—SRREH= 1 1
B A

f: NF1: neurofibromatosis type 1, | 82 B eI 22T 4RRIAG .

[ %2 )

a NF1 HRdak B, R ibn s R alshm e 2R aY SRS . NF1 BT
Pefafk 11q11.2, h—FEIEE, THIOMSTYERMEN. NP IEEAYKTEZELRS T RAS &
RIS, 195 MEK-MAPK %1 % mTOR fEYERS | HERTIRNE NFI HIDEMR R & LR e

b 2R AT e R — i PR T AR, JR NF1AREERIG IR, SR T4,
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