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LOCALIZATION OF HYPOPLASTIC KIDNEY BY ENHANCED
COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY : EXPERIENCES OF FIVE
ECTOPIC URETERS WITH HYPOPLASTIC KIDNEYS

Risaku KawacucHi, Kenji SHIMADA,

Yoshinori Mor: and Fumihiko Ixoma
From the Department of Urology, Hyogo College of Medicine
( Director : Prof. F. Ikoma)

Five children with ectopic ureters and hypoplastic kidneys are reported. Hypoplastic kidneys

in these cases could not be detected by excretory urography, renal scintigraphy or other routine

examinations. Finally, in three cases we could diagnose the localization of hypoplastic kidney by

enhanced computed tomography. Enhanced computed tomography is very valuable for diagnosis

of localization of hypoplastic kidney.
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Fig. 1. fEMI1, IVP: FRHHIhTERD
REMEFCKEZD

Fig. 3. fEfl1,

ST R« BEDEPI S & ORI b A5 RSB R ik
wd T, BNEAEANNES O KENL SR .
XBREFTR : IVP THEBFLE > il h T,
EBEAREMENE AR R LTt (Fig. 1), HERR B
RIS, IBEMIC TLRE~DOYH BRI L DR
BDY, 9mTc-DTPA LB B v 75 ATtk
BT IEH I uptake 2B B, HBICEE -7:<
uptake iRk -7 (Fig. 2). ¥ - KBR&EH
THABIMH & hieds - 7 (Fig. 3). £ THEO
TFEML A B & B TX<{ Computed Tomogra-

Aortography: A% ¥ X' nephrogram #»3» 3
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Fig. 2. fEf1, °*Tc-DTPA Renal scintigram:
EBCIXIER O uptake #3875, HBKC
X% 5 7-{ uptake H#FEDH¥

phy (CT) ¥k /ot Bl CT TIIASYHM
THZEL TERI T, KB =2 — FHEIO B
%, BMmL H BN scan ¥Eh B L E4EHOS
IR T HUBESOME A 2R (Fig.
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Fig. 5. ;ﬁ}ﬂ“, FEHIE : (3.0x20x1.5¢cm, 4.0g)
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Fig. 4. 1, Enhanced CT: #4BHOBICHE (RH) %Dl
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Fig. 7. fEBI2, *"*Tc-DTPA Renal scintigram:
EBRCIXIEH © uptake X b - AL
¥ 57 { uptake ZFRD
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fil, b biE Rt A By iRnl: (Fig. 8).
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Fig. 8. $£f2, Enhanced CT: EBoOXMIZIZETHCAE (RH) 2wl
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Fig. 9. 612, B : 30x15x1.5cm, 34g) Fig. 10. @13, IVP: ABLE -7 < S
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Fig. 13. EGI3, #HHE : (3.5x1.8%x0.7cm, 3.0g)
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Table 1. SB/ING OB DML

. Intravenous pyelography
. Retrograde pyelography
. Voiding cystourethrography

. Aortography

. Renal scintigraphy
. Vaginography

. Ultrasonography

0 N O Ol & W N —

. Computed tomography
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