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A CLINICAL EXPERIENCE OF UPPER URINARY TRACT
DISEASE USING ENDOUROLOGICAL TECHNIQUE

Satoshi Yamacucui, Mitsuru Morikawa, Tsutomu Anzai, Fumie INADA
Takeshi KosavasHi, Keiji Furuta and Hatsuichi Isama
Asahikawa Ishida Hospital (Chief: Dr. H. Ishida)

Fifty-three patients with upper urinary tract disease were treated by using endourological
technique between July, 1986 and July, 1987 ; percutaneous nephrolithotripsy (PNL) in 26
cases, transurethral ureterolithotripsy (TUL) in 11 cases, endopyelotomy for ureteropelvic
obstruction in 3 cases, dilation of ureteral stenosis in 3 cases and percutaneous nephrostomy
in 10 cases. The stones could be successfully removed in 24 cases (92%) of PNL and 10
cases (91%) of TUL. No severe complications were seen in this series. The many reports of
PNL and TUL were investigated in detail, but other endourological approach will need

further long-term followup.
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Table 1. 4T LI=F & FHTEIK

E Py FHEN
BEANRRTREMHE (PNL) 269 43
BRAHEFHTMLN (TUL) 18 1=
PUJSREICHT 3Endopyelotomy ki) =]
REREH SCUVIRFECHT 508 ki) 3|
B OWIENW 108 10E

& B 54 758

@ PNL: bhvbh o R Tk, BEZHNER
FRAIE LT3, Thbb 1| BERRIHRERETE
EBrERL, T8 1 BEBCEIRETCREAYH
P WlET Y. FRFEBL LT, BERAGHTE
WREH T —F N, Flix UPJ occlusion balloon
catheter % BHEH%, MM ¢ X S#EH T EW
DEWCEER, ¥4 Fo A4 v—FAK KEL1 L —
£ —i2C tract #{EAE Lic (26 Fr.~30 Fr.). #5A1H
HOBELA 754 =1V 74 v —%ER & LCHE
Lic. BRE TELALZHE, BRYERTEES
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BRSHT R, FREbEEle X GUF
USL) #1Toi. fEMIC X - Tk, Working sheath
RECTOEERS  Rik@oEmEe, BETkoRSE
BfeeRai. SRABHEKIL, BE i v—vrF-F
Ve@BEL, FERCHEELL IVP 2TVWRAD
BECPEREOFTROT N L HRE, T —F
NERE LK.

©® TUL: BRSO S8RET, RaRre
L, REN 7~ 7 v fTlciA, 1 Fv S v—
2BL, REFM1 v—2—1T 16—18Fr. ¥ CRY
O« RETMEIE Lic. O X - Tk, BERY
GRBmALLAL S22, EAE LTHERIT Peel
away sheath® (Cook Urological ) & ¥, R
FER TR £MMT © <Ml ¥/ USL %
Tt

® PUJ 4T 3% Endopyelotomy: &%
BT, BEEZREITV Working sheath %f\~T
BRELFEA, b2 LoOPTHRECARTE ey A
FOA Y-k BB UOREREHERA L. 1Y
1Y =% PTHRCHEATE L - f T, BRET
PUJ @R Lictk, BT #1 F 4 ¥ —2EA
Lic. ZOEERTHRRETR % Ay, RERy oy
1V 74 Y —B>CH%Z L bxi. YL, Kig
HREERRL 50, ERESEEREEGS R,
2 ECHHIT 7. FRCIARTHTEER, RBY
PBERAAN— v I T —F U X5 RIEHIEEYEBI L
fz. YIBA#IL, stent B Li-.

@ REPFER X0 UV] SeEfEe T 5 0ER ¢
JEHEREBY T, WERALE LETTIRC A F oA v —% i@
A, BOERE REWER rv—v »7— 71 CHE
L, #5t% stent 257 LI,

® BERREEERN : RPTHET, BEERERT
BBHE X BEATER, #1 ¥4 v—%iFA
#® 12—16Fr. ¥ TR, BHR ANV —vITF—FL¥E
72t} Malecot nephrostomy catheter® (Cook Urol-
ogical #) #HEL1-.
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@®© PNL: PNL X, BHDA, 94 (FEue
lkh45. 5% 26BU30%E (Rl | B, BHRORER 3
B wH LT L. 205 b—0FEMR136, —i
HFEMFISATH Y, AFBEOFEWL T 7. FHng
32022+ B 2 512053, SEHT0G5CTh 7. #HED
FEMALL, BREAIH (v REBE2H), L
IRERER 80, THREEEIBITH - 72 (Table
2). FHBHNL, TEMWHHI8H (69.2%), HKRHE

Table 2. #EHOFFELHL

N K 4K\
W I Oy IneE2M

Table 3. FATHMS

* B METHH uH  (92.3%)
= & % w186 (62.9%)
BRI 6 (23.1%)

o KERHFH w (1.7%)
MM F W 19 (3.8%)
REBMEE 19 (3.8%)

Table 4. PNL DO#ERAMHFEE

#Hros 168 (61.5%)

USL®O# 3w (11.5%)
mE A ! (26.9%)
268

Table 5. AHHE

R% 2% (7.7%)
Hin (W) 38 (14)  (11.5%)
RBZA (Stent ®E) S5 (18) (19.2%)

WL ELbhI/MNER 661 (23.1%) ThH, W
HEERAOBTIBI & 5 L ZhERIT92. 3% TH - 1o,
BEAL20 (0.7%) &8, 18Iay v I R&ER
C 2 EOFHTH solution G 1Tk 5 BRERELY TR
BEEF, 35 1Mk 10x50mm OXkE i LHRY
BRIEGIT USL E#ETH o 1cicd, HRBBEFERY
WfT L7z (Table 3).

WHFEEL LTS, #F o166l USL 043
Bl WEHA 7R TH-T (Table 4). AHHER,
R (B8CLLEM T 2 BU LB Lic b @) 24,
itk « MEOHM 3B MOYE L0 1H), B
BBEAL5 B (stent BE 1 ) wEBR LA, Wih
DRFHNCIAR LI (Table 5). stent BN, &
AHHBRBEER- L~ v h F— FAREAR, BTEE
EERILLIL DT, B HESELUSED drainage #*
AR DBEELHE L, T0#HO IVP 1t
CT wCRBA~DBERFIOBHEZRD (Fig, 1, 2),
double pigtail catheter % FE L. 100% stent
T, L oko IVP TRERADERINy%

(Fig. 3), ZILZEARPABLICEE L DL,
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@ TUL: TUL &, W¥7 4, Ltk4 401140
128 (EOITHREHER) it Ui, S FMHily
L5653 CTH - 7. FHHEIL, St 6 6l (54.5
%), FRPERTTHE /MGG 5 B (36.4% ), /IMEA
Wi TR bPEE L, SR LT
FTAREER 2B, WEREEAAN, 9 61(81.8%)
WIRAE O DI & 1T\ 8 B (72.7%) & Peel away
sheath® (Cook Urological #d) #{iff L7-. FHE
th stent % 3 (27.3%) W L. RARMBF
Bl Uiz, USL 8, 3T 98l ~~2v , b
HF—FABPTH 7N, L DBERLEIM
L, BMCIiTotcoid, USL 1 #, T 2 6o
A Th -1 (Table 6).  EFOHERFSA 16, JREH
B1glo 26 (18.2%) ik Lic. REBEHIL,
KAy, b P T T A AR RS RRE L, F
WE L stent 2VEE T & F, T OWHERFHFHE
Lic. DIP Tk, #EflEEEEhd, Bxa-T
KBHEEDIIc, 10, BEaE#R L. BEs
ETix, REPELIMEAOBENRD b (Fig.
4). 538tk WITHIC stent A K A LT B,
A VT A X = AR & il L ostent RNEPETE
7o 1B stent %4k, O LHARBRLE. %
O, EREIEEL IVP TR RGO RittksE

Table 6. TUL o#5a4HH T8

BT of (81.8%)
usL 8@l (72.7%)
2Ty bhATF—F0 38 (27.3%)

Fig. 4. BELER. THEEC2 7o H5el
IMEBDOBEAF (RH) %Rb7e.
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Fig. 5. IVP. [RgHsEOFTRILEEEL, KED
b bivig.

Fig. 6. %13 o IVP. fifais BirEH ol
MEPTH - Tchs () MEBIEKBED
WEX D, REN~DEFFIOFL A
WRxhic CB).
L, KBXg L1 ( Fig 3).
® PU]J #sfeext 3% Endopyelotomy: 34l
it L 8 B F % B &ie (Table 7). 37
b ARG RS O BEE A H b, TVP Fiok
DIP =T PUJ $oEmic LA KBELZBH L. F
iy, BEEHRE SAEATCIERE R, E
1+ 3 FDB AN —VIC XAWEREEYEBML

Fo. FHiiL, stent R AEPITEL . stent aY it i)
& LTk, % double pigtail catheter °fR#° stent
JE B % 3 5 Towers peripheral stent® (Cook
Urological #) # i\, Z DB IR 10 H 2> 569
HISICoh - te. % OMIKIHEE, Whitaker HCHEL
LBENENE, TSR VP IR, BRE
WOBEEDHIC X W T -1 BHEAERMEL, EH
|« 3EBENED LR RDIeh o 7chd, 21
Llehidem »te. BHEEY, TVP BIRLAETHD
P - 3KBosEEy Richt, ER 2 3BT
WEa BB, ot BEERE, 3HIT N THE
L, MmpRapiiivy, 2 GUARIF & Wi L. Fig. 6%
T 3 OWFFT « Mo IVP THHH, 3 EDTIH,
2D stenting & & h KBIEEFCEELL.

@ REPsER O UV] AHE - gl RET
sz o B (1 flik TUL ), UV] $RZEfE | i
DONWTiFote. 3HIEDIRELA v—x —FEliZ N
— VI XAPER T, 2 P T stent R
to. REpremEily IVP bk Richt, UV] #%
SEREGI TR B2 T B AL R TR o 1.

® PNS: PNS {Z10f12B 2\ THafTLic. %
ORFL, SHETE (B 56, FREROKRE
fere 4, PNL BRICBEL T2 FEAO TR X
DA TUL T L7 b D 1 FITHhHot (Table
8). BLRLEML, W ThIHBEZED O WER
&L LTHEEN % BRCRAEhicd o T, KUB,
o C BRESARE L 28 Lic (Table 9).
FEGI 123 < PNS # Jii{T L, REEERD
EEER 2 ~ 5 im0k, mMEET Y EA LESR
MEDRER > Th b, PNS #fifT Lic. BEESE
%y, REMME b, BUN, 7v75=vDTF
BE iR, b MKEN 2 CEERTRETH -~ 7o,
T DOBORERIT X IES | ~ 3 IRRERER, EFl 41X
FEGEEOEY, EMS LY v EERE(KREES)

Table 7. PUJ $AfFEIxi$% Endopyelotomy

E B FHREE Stent& &iliR 423530

Incision > 8Fr.splint catheter il

1. % good
Balloon dilation > 8Fr.double pigtail catheter 108

2. 51&.% Incision - 8Fr.Towers peripheral stent ,16A poor
Incision 2 Stent #R¢ 7T

3. 41R&.B Incision, Balloon dilation 8Fr.Towers peripheral stent 550 good
Incision 2 8Fr.double pigtail catheter ,808
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Table 8. PNS 6l

BERTL (Wild) 5%
WiRR AR 4%
#AEE (PNLATUL) 1%
0@
NREEOBEA L L2H, EL - 212 %20 #% PNL
21T -1,
z =
PNL i3, #CEoRBEFMcL, FHalolk
WHE E LCRECER L, FOFENFEE, BER

B APHERSCHELT, SL{oRErnHD. FHih
HEELTERNRT Ldiavd, bhbhutmdmiz e
VO HEERLE, el - EEMEOE D HINFER R R
Al LT3, L LEASRABED IS, EEED
FhoSEEREN T, —HNT- Tk b, Bl
CREIEE L ELTVE. —BEEhbhThB L5
c B FEROEE, BEA mature tract &7t -TC
£y, HERFVASCHEmBIFLA YL, LbE
BRI CHAMNTETh - . FREMEL s RE
R T oA LTk, TS ESR%, —n
BB EEE TRV RE Y 7~ AN BRHRL
teEB KA AW flush T35 2 Lk, EIfckEa
PBBIECHOREETS L 2RATV52. Th
CLBELIcVWBE, BESEoFACIRIT®E O RE
BEEY #70, PHRREOELOILAMLTETS
ol BHHER, bhih 2 E§R Lclizv-TFhbi
FCBE L, BIYREC Ltk YR PNT
BB LEERVCEAESLELE Bbhi.

TUL % PNL & RRBABEFEMN I X b 7o File

HBELTERLTWAL, PNL b LE#EY i
VAT DERBOBREE L\ 2 5. bhbhixi
75, AR L, BEHEREE 2SR CFERET -
T B2, FOEBLLLw A RENC T LT\ 5 MRk
4554, TUL o@FEe LThhbhik, RETH
DR LTT->Tk b, Thi b LBoBRE
LTix PNL #8RLC 5. L LK EEGE
DRLEEAER TS LAY, Efc X VEED
BELMLETHS 5. bhbh b PNL FEOHEA
7% PNS %, RETH~BHL cicwtkl TUL %
Totkfle@B L. FHESL BESY, P
PEECHB LTV 58, bhbhdfT- T b5
L OB, RERFAIL, Lyon 0FES I
HVCRENE LU THREL AR L THLT-
TWb., EEBATELRANSL, KERMFCI VR
HFROBRBIRIHLVIME? BB, WETS
CER L VREGHADVHERT, LBROBELMRL
Y, BMREHHRET X OAMHELER Lt
V. e USL Bk, HECREFEOHML
ANDRfThhBZ ENEL, 20X 57eBEL Peel
away sheath % % &5 UDRE LB REERF
FiTote. BHEER, SAF v P AT FACRERE
ey, REWELEREG, MERREREL LT
PNS, stent HEW X v #EE L. Kaufman®, FE
62k, LERREHEDO TUL KRRy » P HTF—
FALLBREMBEAXRELTED, Ryt d
F—FADERCIT L Y EENLETHS. i
Kramolowsky 51013, RAES% M7 Lic 14260424
B (7% PREORIYRL, 78 (5%) MR
ERECBT LI EHELTE Y, TUL o&fHE:
LTRLERLILINETHSH.
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Table 9. BHHUBETNEFES

E % BEBN

1. 00 B XRTRE

7. 48M x TEEY L TRRE

3.7M B RMRERE

£ TR K FEBEY L SHEB

5. 82 % RANMY /\BEB

(REMES)

BN
Amsing/z AR
BUN 845 XiT¢ T
Cre 5.4
BUN 105.2 {1E->MBK
Cre 15.5
BUN 744 24E->ME
Cre 10.3
BUN 72.4 26E->MBE
Cre 8.4
BUN 73.4 1E-ME
Cre 8.9
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logical 57 7 r—Fhiln S hTwwb. 0128
PUJ 3755 E = %¢ T % Endopyelotomy THb, b
hbh 3 BEERSBRINEEERMZ BT LT 5.
IRAEE A RSN BIBET 5 A4k, Whitfield 52,
Badlani 59, @JI|SWMRHELTH D, EROHME
FclL, Fiigwsdisvc &, BHEOFHM?
HETHHC L, BRHENCHERAENEREDRE
NEEIRz Lin EFIEMAZE . UL, TOFHEITE
KRSLEh TR LY, HEROYBIL balloon dila-
tion!® X DfLik, YWET S stent OFESE « FEE
InESBBRITREMBL S, T LICEAD
RN TFHRCE LT BARENEETHS ).

REBFBCHT HHEES PNL » TUL 0#Esct
W, EOAPHEMECHEERILFROERE LTTH
noops. MERC stent ¥ HET 5 HEkoMm
iz, balloon dilation®!® H{ThTE Y, FELHE
ki ORI b DI RIFIBRTH oL
BEShTWw5™., UV] BB LigE b4
7, SHOBRHNPEENS.

PNS i%, R4 « BENOE CHILE h-FH L
Y, BRIk ERREoBEBEEC T REEE
DE—BREIn-Tw5., bhbhER UL, S
BARLEFE PNS X 9, TXCTmEE b bR
THETH»Tch’, EEDKRBIEC: 5% T KUB %
=2 -AHITEIRTELT, HOdTHHEHoR
EEHE L.
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