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AN EXPERIENCE OF INDWELLING OF A URETHRAL STENT
(UROLUME WALLSTENT™) FOR URETHRAL STRICTURE
ACCOMPANYING PELVIC FRACTURE IN A YOUNG MAN
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From the Department of Urology, Kaizuka City Hospital
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The patient was a 15-year-old boy, who sustained pelvic fracture and complete disruption of the
urethra in a traffic accident. The previous doctor performed two-staged treatment for complete
disruption of the urethra, which ended in postoperative urethral stricture.

We performed two sessions of endoscopic operations and a pull-through procedure, but the
procedures were not effective. Five years later, a urethral stent was indwelt. Urolume Wallstent of

AMS, Co, Ltd. was used as the urethral stent.

At 4 months, the stent started to be enveloped in the

urethral epithelia and no complications have been found in particular. - However, detention of a
permanent-type stent in a young man such as ours remains a controversial issue and long-term follow-

up is needed.

(Acta Urol. Jpn. 45: 767-770, 1999)
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Retrograde urethrocystography shows
stricture in bulbous urethra.

Fig. 1.

115 19994

PREAT ¥ MITAI)H VY AT 4 AN AT L X
# Urolume Wallstent™ % {5 Lf:. P AR SRR B T 42
PREZBET L E, FRBIZAREZROT, JMHE
T8 b IE'H Td > 7. measuring catheter THAH]
MEEHTAHE 2cm THo727203em DAT Vb
AERAL, A7 bORMIHENG PO B X
NS, FRAT Y MBREN SRR E ) L IERL
BEL. W77 ABO KUB Tid A7 >~ bOfL
ECHROBBEIIMER B LT Eb s T n
(Fig. 2). #it45 HB & 47 AHD UCG %IE+ 5

ATy }\W@“*Kkl’]ﬂﬂxﬁ@iﬂégﬁ%m&bé#
(Fig. 3), 2B & 7% ABORKENE CIEHHR=%

ERSIIFERE LTSNS (Fig. 3). k27 A
EMitR 7T A DIREFREZ LT 5 LMk 2 7 A B

Fig. 2. Pelvic X-P, postoperative 7 months.

Fig. 3.

months after urethral stricture prosthesis.

partial granulation.

A: Flow chart (upper) and retrograde urethrography
(lower) 5 days after urethral stricture prosthesis. It
shows that the urethra is sufficiently opened. B: Flow
chart (upper) and retrograde urethrography (lower) 5

It shows
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Fig. 4. A: Cystoscopic view of bulbous urethra 2 months after
urethral stricture prosthesis.

-

The stent starts to be enveloped

in urethral mucosa. B: Cystoscopic view of bulbous urethra
7 months after urethral stricture prosthesis. The stent is en-
veloped in urethral mucosa completely.
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