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SOME EXPERIENCES OF INTRASINUSAL PYELOLITHOTOMY
IN SITU IN STAGHORN CALCULI

Teruo MisHiNA, Shohei Murata, Hiroshi Ook and Minoru IwamMoTo

From the Department of Urology, Kyoto Prefectural University of Medicine
(Director : Prof. K. Oda, M. D.)

Intrasinusal pyelolithotomy in situ was performed in five patients with staghorn calculi

using Gil-Vernet’s technique in 2 cases and Hellstrém’s technique in 3.

Gil-Vernet’s technique was discussed on a few experience.
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HERE TBWEAYE T > TRHEL, - 2T
wEYIBT 25w 3% L, Babics (1957) (3 BHEE
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B~ DFEH (posterior vertical lumbotomy) @ B
M CHERDOBILE A, 5~6 cm #MEl, sacrolumbar
mass O_ETEXHETHI VBECES posterior
vertical skin incision &jnz. 5. M. latissmus dorsi
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bhTL 5. ZOHREFHECE D> TECTEST
5, FOHETFI M. transversalis abdominis O
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LECEBL B TFeabh s M. qguadratus lum-
borum# BHEC [\ I CZER 3% &, retroperito-
neal cavity 23U w 5 SA BN %L (Fig. 1).

Intrasinusal transverse pyelotomy : B H3E L 7o
LEHE T BER L BER L OMA##T 5. renal
sinus WX, BW, mE, Vv ER D OHEES
FEGAHARCRE AR £ 0 B b EWICHICESL
TWBRETTH B, Lichi- TRHEHEE X b ol
BINBEREBTERC o b O\ C capsular dia-
phragm %L C BT, £OETIC adven-
titia 1% > CHRERD $lifcflivy £ — =2 —D B EHHEA
L, RII%EL &+ 2 LEFINSH B 2, diaphragmatic
circle [¥Z0 T sinus ~DOAANBD LIS, B
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e CBEMicE] ¥, sinus DAR L hBotol — K
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sinus 23U w 5 SARBI NG, F—EXBRE2EXKD
WhBAL, BEhrkE) BREZHCTERTS
&, BoBPsiid b onBimiEts Fig 2,
3). £ C sinusal space {3fffE 7 HIIEBEICERT
&, KEMO®%EE TRZ S, T2 TF&KIC trans-
verse incision #3275 (Fig. 4). BROBHHED
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BrEir e founL, REPRL o, fROBRRE
BATR CORTBE CriE R o Lo, KERE
PG EFFET % & 1) longitudinal calicotomy %
Bz X, infundibulum Co BHEHEOET L
longitudinal 7aD ¢, KREAR L Z O FHOYIBE &
HycH B, LU fornix ks s, £
IR EE O BRI T 5 O CERL Il udis
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=D L 5 pyelocalicotomy #3=7co DB,
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#ELw 5 SN THR TCEar LT 20TthH
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THCTHERCD 5EAXBIMIEL D32, Bk
CEBSWELOEENL, ToaRE &bk
5. WEEROE S U B S L 05, BIREE
AL - THEBRTIUT I, EACESENH -
1o BED INERE o T B B81L, Bhoims
DEEEL T D RATER TR L OB
BETERL S 5. L0k RELVERERL b K&
AUE, BB T CiiaR 5 & ps, BRSO
A Mz UT v, BE, BRI OREYERRT
TEBETHRELI-OLVEREY o\, BEEA
DIPNZ EHFERTD, Bhgilkre—3y 270y
2= (OOO0Q) wmTHEmRICHEL, B
BRI L S CHESEEL V. BEREa s
BIUCEERBECI I BRSO T, HEORELR
RIS EE & 7o B, o BBMIEEN L, L
Do TBEED ST & XY, BYafivsAL T
LEEEI D OHMLREC 52 5EELITEA S
{, REMfEAEEV BTz L TE S,
BIOMAIHELREO 2 BREeTLL, Fr—v
(permanent suction tube) % 1 ABIFL L. HFE
B2b3fTaa e Tthh, Frv—Vitffik2 ~3 B¢
HETs, —RRERER RIS LTI bi
W,
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It EIL R & 7r - fzintrasinusal pyelolitho-
tomy OMEA Table 1 WRL 7z,

EFL Y. U, 427, BFf. BEFCALALRIE
SREOET, 19704 9 A23R MBS RErT, A
DM EERESGTRC CRIERC B EL, 7
LR EE WS, A OSE FVED  intrasinusal
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(Gil-Vernet gk L b 5| H)
Fig. 1 (Gil-Vernet @k L v 51 H)
Fig. 2

(Gil-Vernet @k & b 3R
Fig. 3

Fig. 5. JEfI1  fiirhBrT

Fig. 4. BB MUIDHHL
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Fig. 7. fEfil 1 flysi PRP

Fig. 6. fiEfl 1 filissiA.

Fig. 8. JEfl1 gl IVP

JEBI T L.
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Fig. 11. fif1  fifk IVP

N

Fig. 10. fEfI1 ik

Fig. 12. §Efl2 it ErL Fig. 13. JEfl2  f5HAsA.

Fig. 14. fifil2 KUB. Fig. 15. fifj2  IVP
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Fig. 16. 4Ef]2 Angiography.

Fig. 17. fifl2 AEKEGAME KUB. Fig. 18. fifil2 HEREGAME VP

Fig. 19. JEfil2  Histiki.
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Fig. 20. fEf2 v Hikidni. Fig. 21. fEfl2 it IVP.
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fEFI3 AT KUB. Fig. 23. #iEf 3 fivdi IVP.

Fig.

Fig. 24. $Ef13 it s, Fig. 25. Jiifl3  flifk IVP.
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Fig. 26. §Efl4  fiisi KUB. Fig. 27. §ifil4  flifi RP.

Fig. 28. fifil4 itk KUB. Fig. 20. JEfl4  fiif% RP.

Fig. 30. Efl5 sy, Fig. 31 JEfI5 A IVP.
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Fig. 32. fEfI5 iy,
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Fig. 33. JEfI5  fiifs VP

Fig. 34.

pyelolithotomy #jifTL 7= (Fig. 5). #EFILL,

FMHEA L — AT 20z, FEADTEL L e ikt
SBELFTH- 72, Fig. 6 (Zfliss(, Fig 7, 8 1%
NERNRTD PRP 3 kot IVP, Fig. 9 (k4% Sk
h D#EfEE, Fig. 10, 11 (3o #itiiggs Lo

IVPT"%ZL
HERF 2 , 21, doF. AU AR XOE
% - x% ﬂ,ub@éﬁww%%®*zf HE

Il - IRE GO AR AR A % - T, 19714
1284 H G-O-F % =T posterior vertical
lumbotomy \o TEBCEL, IKE#Z M\ T intrasi-
nusal pyelolithotomy in situ Z jEfTL 7=,
BEEDTIS D L Tk b, M gan gy
DIRZERE TRt e X I AA D L B ivh T
HHhhi, MBEMIEC T3 20RO HRED,
—REC R SO 7o, Wi 10 n AH, FR(F 344
AD5H 2 2 XEHRPEAL, 18D 1 2 XRE T
TTFHL, VEFERCIRERHL DB T LR,
Fig. 12 (ffidh® 2L, Fig. 13 11figHiks s, Fig. 14
rFERFERET KUB 35 X0 IVP, Fig. 16 (1'%
BRERSY, Fig. 17, 18 (XABIREYfitk KUB ¥

(ERE.

X O IVP, Fig. 19 134 fii & v ofsAaE, Fig. 20,
21 R EhEhfik s L0 IVP TH 5.

REFIS M. T., 50, «F. AEBIRESA T,
19714E10 A 27 B IR <A BER R <L,
HE R %k g% LT intrasinusal pyelolithotomy
insitu #B 2otz FNHLIAL, 5L EEE
HEPETE, BHEBNL ICBETE . ERERH D
it 3 =2 DR A iReots, Fig. 22, 23 13t h %t
niai KUB ko8 IVP, Fig. 24, 25 (2 h L hili
LR uEibd: klUIVPT%b

fEfl4 @ S.T., 66%, BT, WMIRERSECE
MLtE%Mﬂ%ﬁ%iU&%ﬁbf,wm¢SHm
A G-O-F ffEmi% 27\,
lumbotomy =T Demar DO#gzH\ > intrasinusal
flirf sinus P4

posterior vertical

pyelolithotomy in situ # 3 Z 7co 72,
Dt h RERHERE b oA /oL, hiflEEo
e FHTFERACabR, il MR e TF
JAPAA gL 7o, IRAHRECR A AR R il A
LT, higfsRIFTth 5. Fig 26, 27 1%
FhEnfiaT KUB kX ot RP, Fig. 28, 29 1xZh
Zhilitk KUB L 0° RP TH 2.
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FEFIS © S.0., 40F, BF. EESHRFELORA
F¢, 19724 9 §138 GO-F & MBI
%i:%b NE WS A AL intrasinusal pyelolitho-
tomy in situ 2k Ilcof. AT D HVD
DRBEBNIEETEL L 5 54T, HADEEL R
_ITEISBRIF TH 5. 1T L ) BEECHA
0oL Y, Bhalinyxicl, BRERE NI
L7z, Fig. 30, 31 @Rz Zhiligissfiky, VP,
Fig. 32, 33 ixxh Fhiliheiting, VP th 5.

Fig. 34 1%, bivbhasHu o, REss X
CHERARRE T, B3 T,
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BEECEEY £ 5 Ll A IMETERIC
Bz L Ebhd TERHH I LT, intrasinu-
sal pyelolithotomy DIFEITRZ V. REOEFH
REBEN DA B & F Gil-Vernet XL OFORD
P | AP R N PR S

AFMO FHEX, OF T R CHB posterior
vertical lumbotomy 2%, &, MEOEWL /o
7o, ik igE b e, MEOBER LR
R TH 5. @OXCERITLALHEEET
FHir s it d \whd % pyelolithotomy in situ
DIHFELOFRTA L CHFMAETHD. @
F U CEFTYEEEA intrasinusal transverse pyelo-
calicotomy TH 579, MEOPRER LIORELY X
fodZ Eidiny. EHLK ERTR HEHETRE ©H
D, BRENOHERE INH LR, ko
o, EHAEET, REERXcd o .

X Thhvb e L 12 5 Flointrasinusal pyelo-
lithotomy % Table 1 RL A, FD 5 fiefl
1, 38 X051 Hellstrom offiXth by, HFEH2
B L4 Gil-Vernet #:C, R4 i3iTrrbEEH
FiEE DT Babics BRIREEL T 5.

DI RER S TR H B A, Gil-Vernet 3¢ iEE
Lt el L TAhSE, ETOFMNETHS. iE
B2 R L BB TE L TR HHEIRLEREDS
N, FRIEZO L OBREETH - oD TRl &F
XEVBERIow, Ly 5 SAREEEZEC. ¥
ToIEF] 4 TR IO 72 b2 L% 2 T HEYIBE % bE
BELELILh o, EFCEC CEXWETRD 5
W ETTIBEIC X o TR RIR S 375 LA, BRAISNT
L oM B EOEBINETHSHH. @2
FhEOEAARETH D, bhbhiiEfly bl
TIBML T R G2 E TRAZELL, FNEEE
okl i A EER L KA E EU, 458R R

il X, BEHEHCERT 5 X5 iR d
B TR EE LTS, SO ) B
B CIEA AL ET 5 7edie, FENMFEOHLES S
bh3<{7en. @@L CHOERL KT TH D . FE%
DRSS, RES, BRARRE, Hi8td-> E
Uiy, IR BRERES R RIF T, O EbD
KELL, WL BBROHLLAORIC LI DERE
FTeh s, OMAITFEOERTRL v BEL, HEHD
THEEA L 5 SAMBL THL &M \WDTH
%. ® Lutzeyer & (1970) (X EMR T OFMHP 2+
VIEREARESRYIE L TV B0, BEFITEIELERC
ETHBHZEEFRLL, @bhbh2VERLCL S
HBRECMEDOREOBE L L 5 SAKEED D
CRFMBEEI NS BIERT N5 2 36 TH
A 5. ORI A L intrasinusal pyelolithotomy
I WHETHD, insitu TkIigd o & LEET
1370 <, %7- posterior vertical lumbotomy ¢ 4]
CLoTHUEDZ LI w 5 SATRETH S, Kk
BEBT S Lo T ELR FHEDR LN e s
n, FATHCBRAIMRELBTHA S,

& Y [

1. 0 2 SEMBIC b BB A AR L € intrasi-
nusal pyelolithotomy in situ #& g7z,

2. Gil-Vernet #% 2 fFlic, Hellstrom % 3 flic
Jickng Py .

3. Gil-Vernet :ORIESICOWT ETDOEEYR
HiIc.
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