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INITIAL FAILURE IN OPEN PYELOPLASTY FOR
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We retrospectively reviewed the records of 23 patients (25 kidneys) who underwent open
pyeloplasty for ureteropelvic junction obstruction (UPJO) between 1980 and 2001, focusing on failures.
The patients included 17 men and 6 women, ranging from 3 months to 69 years old (mean 15.9 years).
The followup period was 6 months to 19 years (mean 8.6 years). Anderson-Hynes pyeloplasty, Y-V
plasty, Héllstrom’s operation and simple pelvi-ureterostomy were performed in 22, 1, 1 and 1 kidney,
respectively.  We successfully reparired 21 of 25 renal units (success rate 84.0%). Of the four
patients (4 kidneys) with persistent UPJO occurring in this primary pyeloplasty series, repeat
pyeloplasty was performed on 2 patients, nephrectomy on 1 patient and balloon dilatation on 1 patient.
Infection and prolonged urinary drainage seem to result in fibrosis of periureteral tissues. Inadequate
stitches may cause granuloma in the lumen of the anastomosis. The techniques and complications
associated with open pyeloplasty are discussed.

(Acta Urol. Jpn. 48: 475477, 2002)
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Table 1. Details of failure of initial open pyeloplasty for ureteropelvic junction obstruction
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