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. NREREKEELZE T KR ENDOTTO—F

N R MK BHED R K EL T, B ERE AT 08
[z 4 (ureteropelvic junction obstruction : UPJO) O3 EE A
EVHOD, UPJOLSDEHB L TH7%U3% . UPJO
IZEBKBHEIZBWTE, IREFEGRIEI % & DREBANE DY

FILERLDITHF I ARSI, IEVE DY 6132016
FERAT OISR MK (B R AT IRl b ) 22
WFF X RDLITHR T T D PobN 2288745 ().

I
BEREBTHREBEE

(uretetopervic junction obstruction: UPJO)

[ UPJOLUADRH - 7M. |
g ?;ﬁ?‘/m—?’-}:

ZR7ZILTYIL*

ARBRRATA
BRI

*NRERICKEE (BERESTHHAME) BRF3E 2016
F1 SEREKBECZEIO—

—77, UPJOLADKBRED &, TORK - HEEL
TIEHERIREBATH LS COIRITEBEEDOZ 2, ARER
PR JH VR BE IR B W e & A BT BN, ZFOFREEA
RIMT AT BB SBEREMEF TIRILLZ b2 5. &5
12, ARBHEZZT TR, Je KRR B ¥ 5 (congenital anoma-
lies of the kidney and urinary tract : CAKUT) R i I 1L [
PHREAPLTWAZELH), NS BOH MY 2 E
BV THEITDOIS.

TN, REIRGRHIRBEEORN L E DIEREY 5%
SRR ARIIC Y, FEBITEICCT, MRL K%K
A, PERR B b IR 38 3% % (voiding cystourethrography :
VCUG) 2 &bl is e O MG EF M2 BRAE L, ZE9%
ERIREDILR I TON S,

UPJOUAMN DI KK EREDIRRE AR NT AHTRNZ &
5, RN ADSRBIZEVELD, K—3h7-boidnl, £
nNeENIFIEENG, Fiz, FREICKVELZ, HRYED
W CEBERIDH LI LA BTHICBEBHE SN2 L35
Wy,

—%, HIERTHIUIERUEO - DOT T O—F 35S
N, EREROW A CIIE R HIHHT I 2 253 TH
N5, ZohT, NEHOHRBANAZITORY, Fii77u—
FIZOWTHEATHY, HFENMADRA IO —DTHLE
BRAERTAI S DWW CTH—E DR M i, BT 2T
A, 2070, UPJOLSMI LA R MK EE DK
Wi, HADRRE « BERICIDRIE SR AL (M2).

UPJOLIAA D
FRMKBIE
: I

1 )
RS

—
B
| | I | | I
BRREOBBRE REBMBITHRE REHRE Z DAt - PR I RS Dt
- RS - UVJO - BERER| |- 2F - PEEIAEREE
- RESEHRE - RERAO - REBRAE - EXBHEE . VUR *
- UPJOTf B ke - RER - REEE - ERBAIPIAE | -

I ]

| REBTOER - REBER - KBEJL—F - FiRBMEONE |
|

s | e REFHAR
( gggg” ARRTER | HER - HHEY 7

RS CIC. EVIEE
UVJO: ureterovesical junction obstruction, VUR: vesicoureteral reflux, CIC: clean intermittent catheterization
¥ VURIEDWTR, TNERBRREZM(VUR)ZERFS|Z 2016, 28R
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ANRERPEAKEHAE TR B E R LB ITEITV, S0 SR L5828 B ObL TR EED 5.

KEHEDZHICBV TR T EMRAIIZDD THH R E %
BWiEThs FEERYTHYRILMMIMITTELILH
LAKBEDZW, FHMECERL, EH, HEHHOIEIC
REGEEERT.

JKBHE DR T WA i, fdalkiZ )5k, SFU (Soci-
ety for Fetal Urology) 74D % H AN R R 2R E A2 X
LR REICEAE RN T, B £ 1% (anterior-
posterior diameter : APD) # Wz B Wi T EREIZES
TRHEIN 2978, TNOGHBLO GG %2 O,
EEETAEIS DO VLB TR DL LD LA T3
RKoOONL LHALEDS, BEEREIIWGEZ R Eoh T
WROERNRFHTH LD 0bET, TOHEm» 5
IERAEN TWBEIERS W20, BEMEORTE R AR
58505 5Y.

ARETRAKBHEDMB S AR AT R0, FHMi$ 505
IZ2oWTC, HAVRNBIMREFHFAEPOTI TSN NRER
PR RE (B T IR AT 30 B ) i 51 %2016 ] C7E
SN 7=SFULHE, APDZOTHER T HLEBIZ, APDD
FHE GBI CH AR T & A R TR R T As B B
BICERT S 8512, 20144EICHEE SN 7-UTD (urinary tract
dilation) 3 3EIZfili 5.

1. BB HE
POTIIBIE, WA, EEEVHRBIZL LR %R
i3 Han iz, BPIETL—HMOMETRZITILILND
DY, KEREDOREZ LB 22 TP EIICBHL 2§
o REPIGHUAA-V2IETHUIAHTHL. L
L. #Hli2skg o EBUSAASNDT RN DY, kit T
3 RETIIRVEDORTEDH LY.

2. SFURHE
19934EIZHEMBEN 2 FETHYACH WO TS, b
AT L FEEL TRESTLNY, ZLOLHRIZZO
SEERDLIELR SITE . BHEMHE (Rl TRAMiish 5
ZOHEGIOWTIE, [NESERMKERE (B do A AT
R E) SR T01E 2016 |IV. oS SN 2.
SFUZ ORI UL F ISR~ 5.

ABBEIC X 5§53 v IV FETHYHME TEFEL R
SEICIEE L B BEEOREOAPHVSH, X
DOTHIETHMBL LT WY, BUEOFHH R E ML Ao
FHI AR ECTHLZENLFETOEHITFHTES. KEIE
TIXBFZOWEI RIEH LB THASAHY, SFULSHITE
HOREZEHL CTOLEPEERREWY ., FHETIIELoY
AR EETIERGHIOBEIZ R VI E DR SN TEYY,
#ik T HAPDOEE &L IR TH A, Tt L A58
DHAALIZ OGN ERL R T WERHD—DTHAHELHMN

FRRAE B E DB A BIF T HIEN LB O EITH

HT®%

Hl 2 0L THY 2D DO R R E DM 2 RIF T &
HZL7’, SFULSEORSH MR ETHED. IRIROYTIE
SFUL, 2%¥EEEKEE, SFU3, 4% mEKEIEE KEL2D
DR BEEZEZR T, TRy EH, ZHIRIIZ0Z
FISH TEBIELELLADIFFEDTHFEL T DY, [N R
K E (B de bR A2 A7 B @ B ) 29 T-5132016 | TH
BTN TNVANNIBWC, AEEE A § 52 LX) B %
LRIVt ER TN,

HHEP R THYIEALR T

intra-rater reliability (1L A O H I LD FH ) 2B IFC
»HD3 . 72721, inter-rater reliability (BB OB EIZ LS
) IZReReHrL3N, i EKEHE (SFU grade 2~3) T
DOEFEEDERVERHENTWE2Y, FrROIXSOXICK
557 L—FNOvariant LT HLE 2 be A A—T133kh
LRF e,

3. BEZE1E#% (anterior-posterior renal pelvic diameter :
APD % /=13 APRPD) (Z & %5l
HRIEORELRBN, ERNIRBETELIME D)

FTHYY, B EOVEIH AL D55,
APDEH WA AITIERE T REMELT, HAEFTONS &
BEBAL N ABO/NRIST T B E AL TR ES R
hZER, WABORHI R I O g A5 T 51
VENTWRWIEIREDRHIF N 5.

1) HiAHToAPDHIE

IARNCB M SN 7K EETIE, TRIBRME 2R L,
FHOMEIH B SN A E RO B EEFHIL TAPDET 5
(R1)10. ZDJERICBELTIZI990E G IV ZL DA RS
0, YT NVTRKE, FBHEPEFTHAILIRENTY
B ARSI 72K BHE O APDEEHEAE (I l) 13
FIZHEL SN TBYY, HHSN ALeebdILHESTIE, IR
% (288 ~) TIZAPDH7~ImmZ IR, 9~15mm% ik
B, 15mm#%iz 550% BELALE O TWA. Ayt 7l
LTI R ] (14~2738) T4mmbL b, R HITIE7
mmbh EET B3, 15mmBl b % w R E AL
B TEMAADIRZERDIDIEHTRIBEN TWBY,
I AR RSN 2B IR K EO M AERT Y )y 7
DT MR FH T DB TES).

2) WD APDRE DR K
H A2 D APDIIEEE DS TR L S Tuze
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1

cm

BEERETCOAPDEHAIE
SR, B BRigR
%

B&!
A BE
C : B LRI (anterior-posterior diameter : APD)

m

I

M2 HEROBEKRETOAPDEHAIE
BHRT G (BE) TERNBRORAREFATE(BX
Em)

SFUZG I L T LD TR 3 TRt 2o i i %>
Py =< BB TELHY, HAEBDAPDEHID J7
WZOWTEBIRANIEA L BZon$, BRI E 3
DWTIESBRREIN TVREIEF V2. Fhwz, VS
N7:—oD K EEFIRTAZLIIHEETHSA, NguyenbHD
7V —T XA WG ) TR EE I LA TE W
BEOTEOME TR REZFTHIL2H0%ZAPDELTHB
9, TR T AUTDGEHOEH L THILEH VSR T
WALTDIFEAZRIMENDOH D, DA A=V EFHAIR
T, F, FZNV—TIIENE R TORHIMEIZAPDEALRS
9, HEWFR (Bl TREZIEL TUdabhnwEHEL WA
BIQREERL. —TF, BEOBRKETIIREMHCE
BB FERTERIIL 725 D% APDE T REED RIRE RS
WIFEEDAAET . ZOINTHAEZD APDRIEEIZBL
TIFWEZEM RO TOMEN DY, SFUGHEHD I+
ST EN TORWIED G EL THITEN 5.

WA O/NRIZ BT B APDE A ASAEFE L 22\

A B /N RKEE % 37§ 59 2 TAPDO 2L #E i (IE
HAE) PSFEL W EDHER I TWEY, HARA/NE
2,700 \DAPDZBE A CE A Y— =2 7 L7z 5EHs
HDHAS, FEEMIWFEICSRTHERWY . oo AR O
WD ZOFFHAEBIDITEINDD, HiEHICL-T
APDDIEH# #PHIZ0~15mmE KERIED H o720 D038
KTHBY. APDZE AT ELOIRI REIELGEHET 5
7oDIIE IR RO R E S THY, BEIERIS
HCEBIIME T ENBIED LTINS,

PR 72 2 R L Rl TR B 2 APDIdSE B 1Y)
(B TELEHIEE DN R BA%, £ OFHHMAE AR A 8 <
IKEFFEDIFREZ DHOZ IEMEZ T LIRSS, RN
FEMEIRZ TLIZLIZ AN A EMOILIR B 92 H DAL
DVTIIEBIN GV LLREMET2ERLH LY. K
WEMBIL R FWSFUSHELEL T, O RBAPDZ R
THGEIHEETRETHL. IhEEEL T, APDIZEMHR
PRI 2 RLA G DR 725l T T T AD 22 % Tl
TELDTII RV ALDOHEDH L.

4. UTDH &

AT A R O JR B PR 2 4 — P F-I 3 A2 &% 358
DBFHRELT, 83DDHELDFBRIY AL £ AIZLD20144F
R EN Y. MAERT(A), MAERP)EBITKEIED
iASUTRETHY, W MRS T 5L AW HETH o725
DB BT HEER AR 528D H e S 7217,

UTD% 3 CTIZAPRPD(APD), BHMILEOIRGE, B
BoOEY, BEEOHLEE, #lofH), REOK
R BEEOIREEDGIE B (AR T3 Kk0OBZEEL7THE)
WCEDFFMEN2HY, R THL-OEBOMHEHICH
7o TIREBICHFY TAA—VEERTHIENLTL W,
25 DI CHHan b2 LA S 2 RIUR 2SI CHAEL 23
V. ARG TIEEZ LRI T 28 bR S Tw
BIEDUEHRTHHIY, EMOFHEIEENTVETDE
Wz, AREINZIEREFNIIO U 728 S R R Ak o s
5.

UTDZEIZSFUSEEAPDO M E DEZ A G bES
ZLIZEDSFUSEHO R mikflivy, IVEBEMEO R VIS A
FLERAZENGFEINSY, FIzIE, AR OARSFEIIH
HEBOKBIERREOFHMCAHHA THAZEDRENTWY
53 Fie HEkOSEETII bR TI R 72T BRIR I
(R, BEBE) OEHRASFHIIE B & EN 52 212XD (SFUS
HECIIREOHHITIN b)), HAEROBYIEFEDY
AT RFMA ADVAZ DRI TH LD RSN
TWAY, 3512, BRI BZOREL M T 5LV o72
I HBEASINTWDH2Y,

LA Lads, 5l ESI0EMEC R 7220 bbb
', HARBPR LR BIE D RIEY 27 F oA T
&, YU MCHIHCELSFUG L DS nE DR 2620
X, inter-rater reliabilityldSFUZHD AN TWABHED
WMEbH 5. UTDHHZ P ARSFUGHE L 723561,
MR ALY L2 5L 000, GHOM
HPBUETHDY).

HiAE R 7K B (antenatal hydronephrosis), HiZE#KE
JiE (postnatal hydronephrosis) & ¥ —7 —FKIZPubMed Tk
L7901 A5, B oEEE b S LEBLUSFU
consensus statementzZ#E227/ %5 | L 7.

X Bk
1) Fernbach SK, Maizels M, Conway J]J, et al : Ultrasound
grading of hydronephrosis : introduction to the system
used by the Society for Fetal Urology. Pediatr Radiol
1993 ; 23 : 478-480.
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2) EHEWR, M7, EHIESE i FEsRshs
B RIRENROZ WL, H/NBREE 1999:8:186-189.

3) Nguyen HT, Benson CB, Bromley B, et al : Multidisci-
plinary consensus on the classification of prenatal and
postnatal urinary tract dilation (UTD classification
system). ] Pediatr Urol 2014 ; 10 : 982-999.

4) Swenson DW, Darge K, Ziniel SI, et al : Characterizing
upper urinary tract dilation on ultrasound:a sur-
vey of North American pediatric radiologists’ prac-
tices. Pediatr Radiol 2015 ; 45 : 686-694.

5) Capolicchio JP, Braga LH, Konrad M, et al : Canadian
Urological Association/Pediatric Urologists of Canada
guideline on the investigation and management of an-
tenatally detected hydronephrosis. Can Urol Assoc ]
2018;12:85-92.

6) Lee RS, Cendron M, Kinnamon DD, et al: Antena-
tal hydronephrosis as a predictor of postnatal out-
come : a meta-analysis. Pediatrics 2006 ; 118 : 586-593.

7) Onen A : An alternative grading system to refine the
criteria for severity of hydronephrosis and optimal
treatment guideline in neonates with primary UP]J-
type hydronephrosis. ] Pediatr Urol 2007 ; 3 : 200-205.

8) Nguyen HT, Herndon CD, Cooper C, et al: The Soci-
ety for Fetal Urology consensus statement on the
evaluation and management of antenatal hydroneph-
rosis. ] Pediatr Urol 2010 ; 6 : 212-231.

9) Rickard M, Easterbrook B, Kim S, et al: Six of one,
half a dozen of the other:a measure of multidiscipli-
nary inter/intra-rater reliability of the society for fetal
urology and urinary tract dilation grading systems for
hydronephrosis. ] Pediatr Urol 2017 ; 13 : 80. e1-80. eb.

10) Pereira AK, Reis ZSN, Bouzada MCF, et al : Antenatal
ultrasonographic anteroposterior renal pelvis diame-
ter measurement : is it a reliable way of defining fetal
hydronephrosis? Obstet Gynecol Int 2011 ; doi: 10.1155
/2011/861865.

11) Corteville JE, Gray DL, Crane JP:Congenital hy-
dronephrosis : correlation of fetal ultrasonographic find-
ings with infant outcome. Am J Obstet Gynecol 1991 ;
165 : 384-388.

12) Toviainen-Salo S, Garel L, Grignon A, et al: Fetal hy-
dronephrosis :is there a hope for consensus? Pediatr
Radiol 2004 ; 34 : 519-529.

13) Odibo AO, Marchiano D, Quinones JN, et al : Mild pye-
lectasis : evaluating the relationship between gesta-
tional age and renal pelvic anterior-posterior diame-
ter. Prenat Diagn 2003 ; 23 : 824-827.

14) Chitty LS, Altman DG :Charts of fetal size: kidney
and renal pelvis measurements. Prenat Diagn 2003 ;
23 :891-897.

15) Coplen DE, Austin PF, Yan Y, et al: The magnitude
of fetal renal pelvic dilatation can identify obstructive
postnatal hydronephrosis, and direct postnatal evalu-
ation and management. ] Urol 2006 ; 176 : 724-727.

16) Coelho GM, Bouzada MCF, Pereira AK, et al:Out-
come of isolated antenatal hydronephrosis : a prospec-
tive cohort study. Pediatr Nephrol 2007 ;22:1727-
1734.

17) Chow ]S, Koning FL, Back S]J, et al: Classification of
pediatric urinary tract dilation : the new language. Pe-
diatr Radiol 2017 ; 47 : 1109-1115.

18) Longpre M, Nguan A, MacNeily AE, et al : Prediction
of the outcome of antenatally hydronephrosis : a mul-
tivariable analysis. ] Pediatr Urol 2012 ; 8 : 135-139.

19) Yoshida ], Tsuchiya M, Tatsuma N, et al:Mass
screening for early detection of congenital kidney and
urinary tract abnormalities in infancy. Pediatr Int
2003 ; 45 : 142-149.

20) Riccabona M, Avni FE, Blickman ]G, et al:Imaging
recommendations in paediatric uroradiology : minutes
of the ESPR workgroup session on urinary tract infec-
tions, fetal hydronephrosis, urinary tract ultrasonogra-
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pyelography : IVP) % jfifT& 3 I F W MA DA TH W3
HZEDRRAERHEL TWE.

IVPIZ82% LIk L {MifT SN THY, Bk A
TE, SO WP R “Bunch of grapes’ & )DBE%FE

%5 E2f
FEGIE £ 5B I A8 ml AR 3 £ #* B
exm 76 O5ELS 56 1 o I sal |1l =] || fExst [{
<20m 46 7 3%52 35 0 a6 |l 23 @ 'z || izl N 2
=20 30| [282ti24 21 1 afll |} 22 |1 (2] [ |1zl [} (o

20-59
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®2 BERBWEGRIK, SHE SHITIREER)

R apE ANTIRERS
o #F REERE IR SOE BORSEEEE BARS UPI0 VIR ESEIRS
20
2FEH 76 J(Eﬁﬁﬁ(s) 11 15 18 12 8 2 2 10 7 6 2
<208 46 17 3 3 o1 9 11 1 N gﬁnfﬁu) 6 J:(ﬁi)ZE(l)
KEERE(4) SHER(4) BE(4) %i73) RO T @ E()
3
=205 30 )](Eﬁﬁﬁ(l) 8 12 7 3 7 1 1 1 5 o 0

EABWENEGSE 1758, «!B)
A CT Axial : F'dﬁﬁlJE"’WU)TILEE BREOBEIIER W
IRARILESRSD
B MRI T2 Axial : 1B|JExﬂioﬁfgﬁt?}#@ﬂ:’:?}*éﬁ%i{!
H3.
C MRI T2 Coronal : @EIBMDHEER (Bunch of grapes :
REIDE), BEODBZIREDBHS

D20, JEIRKERELLTEM 740 —L TV, IVP% i BITE Doz, AT, B 11970 ~904F
TLTIL D TEREMELZ RSN 52LdH 505, b ROWMBEFNBRIN LD, BRI TSI THAR,
ff??ﬁ ILOBFRTIVPEIEAT T AZLIZHA L Tw5E%, CT 9mT e DMSA (technetium-99m dimercaptosuccinic acid)
WREAOMBERERR (KA), & A © R M o R YU F T 574Tl iﬁﬂ“ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%n&wtiﬁménn\
WENTWAEDS, BEHRBIE  E# B Th AT Blid5 % 2 5538 FREPEENEEDL WA, FIRL 7S5 T74%
JETdhb. MRUIBUFHBE D RIVPEIT FRIFRIR B D WhitakerTZI\“CMﬂi‘i"\%“(&)éc‘:’éh“@\é”). FRL 7
WHPHETHAL (KB, C)AHw3D  a2AMMEWIE, R 7I74326% AT TEY, FIRAEGICRIGL, RS
B AEIETELWCE, EARIISEHSLETHLIL PIRU 2B LHE SN T, NESWE RPN L28%
5, 4%IZLD TSN TV, VURD BRI D720I213HE {wash outX, IFEMIZE/NF—2 % 2§ 558102025262931373840)
FRIEFIEIE R B 18 5% (voiding  cystourethrography : VCUG) R P A D IE SR & BB I 3 I A *eCT
FIIRETHY, 3M4BITHATSNTWD, VCUGIX207% K il TIFE UM 5% 235720629 EINAIIVPA Hb#EL T

TIF46%IHATINTHBY, 20 2L ETORITERLT% LA LEDMEDHSHY. Whitaker test 3 HHEDOHELDH 5
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*3 EXBMHIE REAE

EBIZ R VP HRLJFSI4 VCUG  RP  mems Whitaker  op MRI
2% 76 13 62 20 26 6 6 a a 3
<20@ 46 11 39 14 21 a 3 1 3 2
2208 30 2 23 6 5 2 3 3 1 1

A2, INECETNANOE ORI A D FHAM AN L2 En D
HEVIThN TV (553).

4. Eir

1), KEREEREMIEOHEIZ %A o751 1988
FECLamb DS MLERS B THAEL 23 A B plE2 R EL Th
B0 FKIEEERKEMIEDSHE ZNDINR->TE72. 1993
4EIZHerman®A3Schinzel-GiediondiE I H K B HAE A5 &
P2l MEL 0B HEF WML Tw
%3630 Schinzel-GiedionfiEf%# (Online Mendelian Inheri-
tance in Men : OMIM#269150) 1319784 S 724
FEEEEGEN T, BEEOKMER, BEoPRIEOMmE,
LR R ATl AR DS R BEH OKEHE, MBS, RET
#Ho~Arun=x, BREIEK), SKRE, MR E
B e TREN R ER BT, AW A LT
e A4, 20104E, HoischenbiZ k- CSETBP1(SET
binding protein 1) 2N KB T-THAIEAHBE SN /=2,
Z0I3A, BERBEMIEICE IS IRE SN THBEELL T,
Hirschsprungii?”, Erdheim-Chesteri%*’, King Denborogh
syndrome®, Caudal regression and VATER syndrome®?,

B R AR AES 7 & Hdb b

5. fERlER

1) PHZEVEAKEE

BRE, BRUEEBICEML, BMBOBIME 74540,
MZED RIIZ N R GER SR 2%, #ifh, WE5), 4+A
e (R A, RIEEGSMEE M5 2550, UPJODY;
&, ERNES EATLE, TFRLIRSBI), BhT
BHAILIRS 2537, FREMIE TIIE Rk AL %
v R TEAREIEDIEFEERIIE KT EEZ 2T 57
D62 FEGIEDY FIIEESLETH L.

2) BBk

R R TR IS LA R R I R I B
WHRTHY, BRI HOEENEMRELETHLY. ERE
MHETIE, EARTRHRIIREFRL T 519,

3) JRIGPHIERR T N
TRVEIR B PRIE B DR BRI IR 3R AF L 7 IR 2 4R 570

4) JEBEIRE ¥ (VUR)
grade I DL LD VURIZ Lo THRE R BRI 38 19 72 415
RAIALNLZENBHHY.

5) BFFLEBL
FEE SN B EFLBIZEAE LT THY, BEMIIMREIRE %
5Y.

6. A%

FOREMVEL, PAZEVEIR GBS L OB DL W5
R ZEHYEHIWI SN, B EIRE NI T A3
IO TEIAERA DI, JRE SR CH AL D
Wit A OHEASHBHBEIC TS AL T /Y. PSR IR B B o>
B AN BRI RO N DAL LD, BB
TIRHFLEEMZMATOMRICEEL ANV
DTN ARG P E R B REMEA R ST AY. ]
FHDOHHEINIANT T, BRI O BRG AT R0 R e 1 G
DIERBALNBINTHIUIY, SR E Z T RE
THAHH, W RIREBIESRR AR E PR 528 ) H
HTHBH!. KHERHAT 2025 IARET H75, WRTED
Ba 3 RMMOMHED PR ENP LI R LI D

67.12,20,26)

7. ¥
BT RIIBIFTHY, 1EICH2RBEE TIIE
BoZfEaohrnwiedlSHEIn T T2,
Schinzel-GiedionfE ERHIC A HFL 72 ERBEMIE TId, 7k
B AT O TN, 14 RIS A B3 m
L, FAZXBWRLbDD, BERREBIZZEL TW26lh3H
5—7, BEVUREZMEWE B EIEITL, 6K TRE
L7213 5% . P EEIRTh, BHEHRH» SR
YR IIET HEINHHDT, /WNRIIDLE AN FTRE
G, REGKS A, MURICE T 28I 7ru—7 v 7 25 3E
ENTnEY, EIRBHZERLVURE &P 554121,

EHEREDNEAL T B0 BE T .

PubMed T “megacalyces or megacalycosis or megacali-
cosis” TR L7276 LRI D, Wgh DA O Fehx BRE# L)
LRbNT34TMZ, EREEPSOIRCERL, WREEE -
EHRR ORI HREDSEICL, AW LHEERF L7
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2) Whitaker RH, Flower CD : Megacalices-how broad a
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3) Zerin JM : Congenital megacalyces. Pediatr Radiol 2010 ;
40:1470.
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VI WHEE

=

9

BREEFIFOERKRF CTHAIMEFTOH CTRIMENES, EERTHEALBRICERINDIIENL WD, KERERHAIC
IBFERDSIBL 7235 B3IV R L L EE 5. B EREBATH M B £ (ureteropelvic junction obstruction : UPJO)3
BREDI4~35%I2ZRDLN, JREDEA AL R 2 WM T 52 8IC kA Hl, REMmECIEaxERENESNT
WA, TRBEELTIE, RESR,  IEREE WA & B T AT 3B KON B [ e A AL AR S S CETZAS, W OUPJOL MBI #IE
AT XD BB E L ESCIUT BRIF R TR ZAONLIEND, Tl TR SR BRI ASHiAT SM AR L T 5.

1. fREE

1) %4

i A2 4~ 6 3B i B IR <o # 5  BYAIR D B 7 7 1 SR
DEEOHMA~OBE 2 PO, WRE A EWIZIE R
HEDEN AN Tz B BRI T AR A A3 A2 & TR (isth-
mus) PR EINHZLICLDFEAE T B, O KE ST
EORBICISTREY, HEESTERDHLLDLHN
E, BB OATORI>TVLELDLH LYW, FhgofL
B ZOREL L EEO72DIZHE XS T A0 THY,
IEERIZLA~LEL ~IVCALE T2 (). 90% DL ETIZEAD
BT AL TREZEEL TWAEA, EEAEALT
WDIEBIH5 % LL FICASN 559,

2)

FE B (horseshoe kidney) DZ8 A4 38 R348 A 100.25%
EVbNTWBEND, WeizerSIZH 2 Wi BVT015% D
RS AROSN L HELTWAY., Btz 12818
12%\W\7,

3) A IR

BE DM AT E BB AL TILE OB A L IH B A3HED K
ENDAH, BEIETIIBBAHIRINHILIZINFHB <&
ML DFRAF T B720, MDD N T —2arBERICE
W 20720, BRSO 55 AN B Bk %K
AR, THEEEBIAR, TR EBLBIIR, Al LT BRSO
ML % 324 B850 IR~ D ML G4 K B R <o 48 s & )

IRV SE L TOBYEbH 5.
WEERIZRBYIRE T RERIRDIZANAFAE S HZED LS,
HHNCALE § 255 REIRE R EIRO BICALE S 2
/El\%)})ZJIZ‘IS)-
B Ao S I 72 IR kR 2 D R THI 52 T g 219
WEFR 23 T REHIRDE N B35 5123 N REFIR R IR E & 7%
213

2. EER

BB ORK30% MO KR BOE L RO, Bk
HEROMAE R, SR O LA R W R Al 2 58
HEERDLY . AR BICEL TR, BIRTIRIRET
Rk R, ZRTCIEATERETROAIEZED
B, WIRZFRFE B TR ER O EEE LIRE OA I
BE AT B BE R 4 38 3 (vesicoureteral reflux : VUR)
R, BFERRERBATHEMEEEE (UPJO), £EIEEEK
Bt (multi-cystic dysplastic kidney : MCDK) ® & #f % & 5
N5 F7- 0 RO TurnerfE RFRICE T 52D S
ﬂf‘/\z’lﬁm.

ARIZBWTERIEIOKBHED G L T2 HEEIZ80% &
BERTHL, FOHIZUPJO, VUR, RIZEEIZILZFIZED
AR AT B BB MILR e DS G EN 5519,

Sl BHZUPJOAS & BF 3 S 4 1314~35% T & 5151920,
ZORHEELT, OREOBENMAL# (high insertion), @ik
HEmA BT 2R EDEMN, ORFIMEICILREDL
BAH5L, REZTEFRDEZ TERICOLPL7:0, &

BEBORE
Ba&E 4 ~GBICERBOEAUNDOBE N I5TSN, EEABYF EWCEFRISEIERMAICESEL, @A
TP EETBETHREBIF R Eh3.
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MifdEE%R%Y. F7z, WSO EZ TR 2RE XL
R GHBEERZEZLIS. EHIZ, SRELRMIIERT S
RAEMEPREZEAL CGlEBREEO—KNERL L=
DOENIIEETHIELH LY.

3. fER
W{REZ O FAZLD50~60% DIEFNIHIAICH RS T
MFERTHHHY, KEIE, REEE WSAOcEPsEPL
TG A RERD BT 5. — R iE PRI T IS B9 < I
i THY, EHEOBMETHERE, WK, WHRE oMt
FHERASEL 52 &% Rovsing sign& FFA TWA, R B3
1330%, #EADOEPHI20~80%, HEEBIEREIE5~10%24E
EZ)ZZ,ZS).
4. 2k
BRI E L B EFN TS0 OFFMi B LU E 8 EOH
ORI, FIRL /T IFT4DHFHESN TS, RIS
FERENZERERICEHTAKEETE, MRV ZS5T71
THIZEERDLWEENEL, FHEISOH B F ek
HTHHW. T2, VUROAHEDNILENZL W2, BEREE
JBEIE IR B G A ATIOREE VI E RDH S, 7, JEHE
PEETAYAICE, WHNCEOREZILET L H N2
T, BMEMEOETRPRE ME DS AEFFMTHHM
T, MR angiography%3D-CT angiography% 1792 & A3#
XN TWBH2,

5. BREBELFHE

B AE L 7K BREDOGHE, REBOM S ES
N7ZEE WG Z W HA O AT IR E L 72 fEk
1, R EZYGESE D H TR ISR W 2525 2
EEZZLN TV, Glennb™Z, ME5E KD F K BFiE #1151
B PIGI0E R 74— L 72825, 60% DS MERE RO F %8
L7z L7 72, P BELEMIT &R D25%LLT
Thotz. B, HACHEREDOIERN T, KRERAN
3% H 0TI EREE WA 2 LB E L 7E BN R o 7o R L
7o DLBE, WP EERTAR OB EEIZ IR AL TWBAS, —H T,
B ZEFR B D7DV IR e W A 2 T T T AT & Rl R 72U B
MTITHIZEPHEETH R L FETHLEVITE DD 5%,
PittSI IR A BT L CHIRE D EITICEALIEFRD B EL
TWa.

AT T, BB EO KIS A 5 R B I L5
JEBAZ Nz, I BT 7 Tl OB I A
IEREFLF =Y BZ5NNUE T HA BRI THLEVHH
AT 2 TET VB0,

T i % (horseshoe kidney), 7K 'BE (hydronephrosis),
/I (children) # ¥ — 7 — K IZPubMed TH R L 727285 &,
F& #5 % (horseshoe kidney), 7K & JiE (hydronephrosis) %
F—7—FIZPubMed CHMZE L 72192 D HHEEE Bbh
B30 L ET L.
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I\‘,

B CIEMEEE, RE TIIE AR ERATH, M GEF BIIR) 2838, IREBEMER AT I A B sz 3 HY, BT
WENTAEA DTN ODAEBA R Tl EL AL, KEEFAKERREREZ LT AZED D5, NEIRER A D
SO T PR A — B L TSRS T 0d. S BB B 5 232 AU/ O R IHEA138 A & HE T 2R R
A, AMVEHBTGE R R T E W BRSNS . BRI PV AN, JREBIEG DG PF, KEIEORE, 4 TR E) 2%
W, EOYER, AR EZ B LS A7 F B ROBEISE R B, IREGRE A OSBRI B W TIXE RO
Az HMEL CHIZER B35, T4, BEEOMEELLT S A 2D ALY/ E THAEHE R ORIRIL AL A, A2 5

DIEFRD ] HEL > TV 5,

Y

1. fREE
1) K
BRI TR RBE A T2 ENREL, 40~50%
AR BRI CTBYY, AV ARG OBEE DS
W2 BASEIZEDRIZEL, AV AR AIER IR
L \WME DS EY. o R IR B % (congenital anoma-
lies of the kidney and urinary tract: CAKUT)iZ/NEJR
EAE A D20~30% 12 R EN S, LaL, CAKUT/hED]
~B5%ICL A DT EL DS, CAKUTERS A DO
HEMEOBRBICEIRFREOR G RIBIN TWEY,
CAKUTOH CIREF A OFAEDI B VO, BERE
BATHR AR % (ureteropelvic junction obstruction : UPJO),
JEEIE R 4% %3 (vesicoureteral reflux : VUR) THY, kKW T
BRI, RE R AT IR R, HEE, SRR
REREBDITONS. T2, NRIREFAIIPITADP AL
(topiramate)? @M I KOIGER 228055, 2HH
W B IR A A I XV A &% B LRSS flida s A
WARBGANIEALTHY, RNT/aIANVAEGETH 5.

2) #EF

PRERHS A0 DS BRI T 2 A2 05 5. K IE[D
ANRIZHB W TIEE L2045 THEE~10% D FE L S M ASAS
., EZI5~19 O FEPNF YT, BAETFOLED
ZAONTWA, Larl, KRHOEEHRATIE, 50/ Ko
BRELTHRAER T TIIIME N THo722%, 2005422015
FEOIETIIDTNITRANTELL, AR - FEW O e
THRBKITRA L T0BY. THUIARFORFE NI, A4
EDEALAD 6L 72 DEHEM ST B,

2. fER

FERIETIIERONE 2 D — WL IEIRTHB75%, 4
BBICELETCIRIFMAEI T, P B FANOE
AL, HEIEEFRLLZELHL. LB TIHESR,
W, AFRIRRE, B TREDERNALNLILEDH
5. IOV DI D24~ 36 THY, EERIZE
EOKBEZ ZEL COEOAMIZER AL nwZed bl
WO SR T R IR AY IR 2 R B G DS AN B8
% \»WID - Dangelbd/NEH (1L OS2 ClE, SEMRE
HIXEERDT79.0% T, 395%HHEMETHY, EHEMEELS
PR A J0DIRE R A AR (66.7 % %186.5% ) .

AyazbB IR RERAIZBWT, SRS R Tl

94.2% A mild2 SsevereZz MO K EIER B2 L T 7z& 5
LTwa, 2, RERAOCIOMEREOENIAL S (H
BOWEAIE—MOZENEL ) LR (B 229 5.
B, RERAORENIBOTER A LEIDIF25%IEE D
HETHBY.

3. 2

NETIIREER A OTREEIB V2D, BHIIATLLEY
MY AZZERL T, REEMAPEDNIZBEORY D
WRZBWIIL, BE WA DTT A AW R 8R4 (Ameri-
can Urological Association: AUA)Y, I—ay/ SR EHE
##4x (European Association of Urology : EAU) 10 CHE3Ex
NTwa, BEEBREDOZERILEA OB,
A TIREZNENES RES A TRBERIMEV L
bNTWBY, NEORESEAOKRIMERIL, SRR
sensitivity 76%, specificity 100%'®, CT7%sensitivity 98
%THY, CTOBREIBIDENY, LirL, BEEkis
XA E B 3 LB WrRId s 351,

AUAREAUTIZE & MR A2 i 0 O W2 Wi HEIEL
TWBIHEDLLT, FEBRITEEEREIFEIT SN AHDI10
~24% &P T AR HT TR AT I R 5 T R IS BT
CTRLELLEBZLL D, low-dose CTRultra-low-
dose CTHVNETHITHIL S,

4. BREA

RE‘ADOEARIEAICBNTIL, AT A XREED
WRASEBOW B2 TH DNRORERH TR
NCTHARIEAENEL, SR GREE T & A feE s
B 3, ELBIVERBOIIVHEARIIEY, |
BRELVTHREOFIOIONFFEARIFH VD, FHENE
CAKUTZ S A B BRI KL 220,

Dangle®'21%, 11 LT O JR 45 % A 11961 F4841 (40.3
%) SHEATEHESE R L CHRBEAL, Ao HRPEA R
XA A3244%, TRERA D50%ERER A LOPEAL
RFVEREL TS,

Ayazb3, FYERNRE (64 H ~175%) OS2 B A D
ARG BERRAETHEL T, F<4mmTIZ889% A H
RPEAL, £>5mmTIE66.7% AR Es 2 B -2k X
D, KA AZPE<AmmTIEH AR S TEL DS, 1%
>5mm TN BRI RET T HLED D HLEB R TN 5.

BN FHIE TR RS 4 (impacted stone)iZ, A7t
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27 A BIFAUCEACE 0, #A LD TR L2 ] 2%
HLARV, QEADOHETAFTAY =A% 88 TERVIREE,
LEFHEEINTVAID, NBHEBCIHFICER I TH RV
73, AdanurH2IIFZEICEYFE LA FoTW A Z1
A AU EEREL T4,

5. A&

HHOHIIA AEE2IChREL, BRI Z XD,
FADHIEEHIETH S, HRIER, #a DI -
PAX - B, HEORE, BEof K, RERREOH
I, SRR LI IDIERE D EIRD T - T4,

1) BRAFIIGHE

RN OIL M=V EATHIVED DS, AL T
FiZnonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs(NSAIDs) A3
Hasns.

P Ae 38 (medical expulsive therapy : MET)&LT®D
a-1 blockers, calcium-channel blokers®# &2V Tld,
A TOHEIXZ WD, NETOHEITLE . Ll
KETO/RNBIZBIFLMETIZ R AL Tna2, KIET
FINSHIEGHO/NBIRBGE AT 2R BE L RRos T
W,

2) HVEHY R

N BRI D9 H22~60% 2 ARG IE AT B A
Z2121325) - FEIROTL M=V AU BETHY, KBHAE DB
EWHRLNLWEETH, AR REELR LT 570
121, RAENBEONHEZRAOER MBI 2LOLEM, &
KTH6M M FTLLI0BI20) - 2D IZAMRE I IG5 & 8 IR
FTLULENDHL.

WAL AMEBEAETIIRANELL TURFL =Y (B
R, REATUVMAE)PLETHEY. T, REE
PG, REEFRMAL T VIIR 3R 512 L &Yy
PRI T BD%FoT, MARKEIToIIINIVEVDR
T\ 1620

BB DO RNRER D EAL LA A 0SB B L 7= 1T REPE A8
RIBENZS, BOBRUEBEERAELE OMIRZ R E1T->T
EHREE TR T 20D H B2,

BT S0 IS e 88 Tl 720 T, ARAIET B 0 45 A0 1l e
i (extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy : ESWL), #%R
JE Y55 A MR (transurethral lithotripsy : TUL), #%EZHY
$E A0 e (percutaneous  nephronlithotripsy : PNL) I,
INB O EERIR BRI AR BR AR E L CARITTHIE
TENTNED),

a) ARHME BN AR (ESWL)

ESWLIZ R A%, BELOHDRL THRifTTE575,
e A% (stone-free rate : SFR)IIAEIDIAT, FEAD
FAZ - FBAL - WERICKDRZRY, #WE, MR TIEE SR
T COMATHLEL LD, AT VA, RS2
IIE B TIZESWLO B ) # A3 v, Badawyb®id, /MR
50061 THOESWLD B ) 2 285k F183.4%, TR #5158.46
% THY, FEATAZXNKREL, XD FHISAE T HITESFR
FETL, A ZE<I0mmTIIRESRWEREL T
5.

ESWLO R & OrEE L TEMR, BRI T IME, stone
street (iR AR B N, RS, M APHEELC
EREREREE, ST, FEREAIALND.

b) FRIRE R AR AT (TUL)

WD AT—T DR R ZIUAEI R T 34 2D -
LD, ARIZBIFATULLE AL 0% a4 %)
B IENHNTWASDY . F72 TULIX T EBRE R A2
IO TEHRE AL LIRS A SIS 2SE DY, ’hRE D
BEIATONBIN > TET.

JNVBICAE I VT BB 22 R 4 8% (uretero-renoscope) &L C75Fr
rigid uretero-renoscope, 6.9Fr flexible ureteroscope, 4.5
Fr/65Fr semirigid ureteroscope’z& b, ZNOREH
WCHOWON SR A e B R k8 &k, L —9—,
BREMERE DY, £<IZHo: YAGL —¥% — (holmium :
yttrium-alminumgarnetl —¥#—) LD A EHLITLY, %
EDORRINATON TN DS,

IshiiS3VIZBE#E AN § Bsystematic reviewlldD, flex-
ible ureteroscopy&lasertripsy®#l & &G HEIZ A I TR
ERFETHLERELTVDE bbb, 18R TO/NE
CEYERTIM®, AT A X1~30mm)icBWT, 1EE#
% DOSFRIZ - 3585.5% (58.0~93.0% ) LESWL® i Th %83.4
%2 X0EL, APHED124~205%EESWL (8~10%) L%
RL VDDODHRTELHHATH 7.

Kocaoglu®31id /7 J3 JR & %% £ 12 &} L T45Fr ultrathin
semirigid ureteroscope® M\ 7zTULIZBWT, RE D
R tE DstentH BEHERLS, RERHABHFHOFE IR
2755 L, UtangacH®™ DT R HEEL T 5.

Pelit53 3 ALY B OB #5128 L Tmini PNL (17Fr rigid
nephroscope) ¥ TUL (75FT flexible ureteroscope) & tt# L,
1i5F % OSFRIZPNLT844%, TULT75%, 2WmliHH##
MDSFRIZPNLTI1.1%, TULT906%THhot-. T/, ~A
F—4& Pt E ASPNLT155%, TULTI25%TH 7245, A
V=G PHEIRE BOIZbALN R o7z Thbh, PNLAS
TULLYDSFRIZE W AY, TULIZ A BRI B A3, BIE <y
A, FPARER A, B IHES DRl OF] H A
HY, ALBIZBNTDEEPOH R TPNLIZDNHIS
THEEHREL T2,

TULOGPHEE L CREE S, MR, REEG R
W, RELHIL) BALNS.

) BB A1 BERRAR (PNL)

PNLIZMOMi s EVR B TH 2720, A X0 KERE
A, ML AORER TEIRSNS, LEIZSETER
DT LM A EHETHWONA.

OO EOFERLHBRIICLY), AHHENDRL, NET
DUEEITONAIINTR->TETEY, HRFEMIRDYS
5.

28 B.Y A X2 XYminiperc, ultraminiperc, microperck
X4, minipercld #% 4 ££1.5~2cm, ultraminiperctmi-
cropercld <15 cmlZEL TWAE Wb TW5AED),

PNLOEBREE L TH 2k, 1&gy, #liiz 292 Wi A3 A
bNb.

d) BABCTA

UPJO%E DIRH IR E VDY F AR MR A

WZEXBEBEDPRIYL VAT, LR B EAMT A3 F IR
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VB BRI F OB IR E 7 5.
e) MEMEGEFAN

%L Tldminimal access surgery: LT, MDDV
BT 70— FIC XD RIS T B XU U R v b8 FAlfiE
AR CRERFTHTHBHD,

f) BoALE

PREGHE A E AR BT A B A4, HEE, N
IR &G, avbo—VREERERE, R AR L 08
Hl2d, BAWELL CHERBONL F—Y BREAT /T
BB B DR G R IC Lo TIT b, IR EZ
FEBRB AR BRI THIS.

ElSheemy®*1d, WillREAGAICLL2E2MBERED2D
HEfRE R L2128 DT OIEFNSHT§ AR L F =V 3o
THELTWAS., KEREDgrade BLOHRE A DR #LEH D
FIEIZKD, ROCEEEZDIRE AT VM EICLBIRFL
F—U 47, TULRPNLASHIAT T&Z%h o7 hE B 2k
A EH25emEN KR EHHER B A TP 25T b
72

Wi P ZE D 720 Ik JR & T o 72 FE BN 0§ 5 B AL E 12 X
D, [ ZEALDIEFICTERBEDOMBENZON DA, ZFoNHE
FITERVIVZELD T OYRDITZIBIN I EDHELDH
259

3) Fhi

N TG A FFFEDVAY H324~48% L <MY, U5
WAL T W REVED D 5. MR A BH 7200 THUAUEH
B OME R ohr, 24K HIRILAD7%RE) D FBiD72
DIZBETH LY.

[urolithiasis ]7>2[ child |% % —"7—FIZPubMed CT20004F %
B2017AEDOMFRTI80THRASZ I, WY& E 2 72368 AR I
DHART A, 20004E LART CEEEH WL 7253, 20184F
DORIFEFWRER L O3 M, 3925 | HL7-.
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e IR A 7 (vesicoureteral reflux : VURIZEEIKBRED L IRV S IBAIC IV R EIN S, B INBE kBl
BT, HRBINCE RO B EN9I~10mmU EOSEIZVURGW LR ZED 5N, VURTIZZOHEIZ B RIc%
{, high grade reflux’?’%\>. BE%dhigh grade refluxi2Z{, BBEELVUR gradell B 2SASN 5.

1. RERAKBTRREINBVUR

JiE VO T PR T A ROLN LY, VURDFE R
FEIZAZ T F )Y AZENIEL62% (7T~35%) THb. ZDL)
ZIEBITIE T BA70% & %<, high grade(IV~V) D& &
BL/3LEEFHADH LY. —F, MAEROBTEHRE TR
FHHRRVDBDOTD, 17BICVURF RO 5L VI DH
BV, KBHEICBIT B EEREOHF HENRENTE
023 SR N B ORI A D TmmEL MBS, 10
mmPl EOYEIZIZIVUREWLUIREHE R DL, 0
2% NI ADBETH o7z VHIMEDNDH LY. IR
BN TOBEFEMATIE, BEOMZEIIMmEL EHLL
13SFU (Society for Fetal Urology) 43 #figrade 3LL o4&
WZHVEH RO L EE LY, 512, # 4 RMISFUS
Figrade 4ixgrade 3XDH RN/ B EFRELEEL 280
IR HIBH B,

NV KBTI R EN2VURICBIF A EIE, grade ]
~I TiX6.2%I2, grade NV~ V TII479%IZFBDHHN, R
B (urinary tract infection : UTI) FHEDZR\EED B
E (SRS MEBE - reflux nephropathy : RNEHEE) 1
21.8%IZFRDOLN LI TWAY. IZh0HE T, I
WEEWICIDHE RSN VURIE B | 2774%L £ <,
high grade (N~ V) 2557% &V, 53 EIZhigh grade (IV~
V) 234 (683%>7C 850%), B B E13337%IC B D5
N, VURDRREELE B EDHEEIIMHBIL 7245 (grade T : 0
%, I :11%, I :16%, IV :32%, V :65%), ZWifk
TE A HASE O T O H AR TH Kidgrade T ~10 T75%,
grade IV~ V T37% L RIFTHo7zEibk XT3,

HIRAKEEZETHHE10E, REMZELWLVURE T
BEEATE W20, UTIOREDIAZBEL%DY. Wi Tk
274%12, BT TIEBTIWIIVURN DL, ZOMHE M
EWIERHBEINTWAY, Zoikzn, Wik, BTICVUR
O HAHIENEKE T, BBAICVURDFELHEHIRE
LEZOLNS.

2. iERKREZICHETBKEEVUR

1n HOHER2071612, AZV—=> 7 L TiTbh /-l
T TIE, S5BI2BHCTmMmU EOE LILIELHY, 2
BI2EFIZVUR grade M A3 5N 728, 72, Hid R o7
mmPl OB EILRIIAEMCTEL, 96.5%I H AR ATAS
N8, BEOREAKEEH A RN EI% 3 52806%
WEREPRL 72D D, 33%DHEALL, 17%ICVURDZTED S
n, 33%DUTIZRILY. BEORKIBAKETIXIZITH
RIS ASNB720, UTIERIEL 735 A HER R R
% 5 (voiding cystourethrography : VCUG) #479& D
ERHBY), BEERECTERREY T bbb EMHKE,

HREOELRE ORI A2 5561218, VURDAE
HIRBINH72OVCUGE T3 &L 3N B0,

3. KBIEICH T BVUREZRDPHEM
AR L 727K BHEE VURDBIE OB XD, KEEIZBW

TVURBERE DB UEELRLDIZL T OLBYTHAS.

O ERICE EKE (SFUS Hgrade 3~4) 2 iosn g
VCUGIEHEIESN 5.

@A BB OBE WA TEBRES T2 b b M,
HHEOEWLRE DWW A5 5618, VURDIFTE
ARIBEN B7200VCUGE AT REEEN 2.

(®SFU% Higrade 1~20 K& TH-Td, UTIHRER L
o BTICVURDELAE A H A3 A F 73R ETER AT 80
LNDYEC, VURDMERENSLELEE Z 55,

VURDZHT - iR TE, [/NREERER &5 (VUR)
ZHTH]E 2016 | WESHEINIV.

JKEHE (hydronephrosis), I&YE/KEHE (antenatal, pre-
natal hydronephrosis) &R 4 ¥ 3 (vesicoureteral re-
flux) % ¥ —"7—FIZPubMed TH K L 72395 M2 TH AN
SAVIRER AR BEIIL72HZT, BB EEE
N1 O E T L7

X ik

1) Skoog SJ, Peters CA, Arant BS Jr, et al:Pediatric
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port : clinical practice guidelines for screening siblings
of children with vesicoureteral reflux and neonates/
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WEHS, WRADPRAZZOICREZH# N SELIENTIRWIREZ G, W LRIEM LI SN, JHREEE
2SR IED DD, BB, INTIEHEH7S, HELR T EIREHZEICIVKEEZ E TG 6055, HRIE, B TIEAT
OAREKRE ORI AT LS RAF BRI RE L THERRSN Twa, BRAFITER TR LW a B L OBkAMED
JECHER B EZ PO S B TAREISE 2D,  BRIRGIBRA 2 HE SN 5.

1. fREE

Wb EENE, AROAIWD, REFZZENSES
LB TELWIRETH S, NBOIEELRFEEBETHY,
HARANDF —%TIE3HETIT65%Y, 11~15 F TI2914
%2 VA BRI REL D, — T, RIS AN EEL
XBEh, WROEmIIRWEERR, LEOMEDHS
WIEAMBIZ LD TR A E L 728412, BEOHERE 27|
ST, TNTIEHS20S, THREMAELIDHEAFEL T L
IRESHLIRE AL, KEERKIREEE T 6055 5.

HHBEORENLRERTHLIMEL R RER
(balanitis xerotica obliterans : BXO) 1%, @RzIZAELBHA
AHOREFBREERRBETHY, SR DL VIIHRE D
WCHBZLERHRETERL, PHRREEZ X723 720 T @G
L %Y. BXOWEZEMMESHE (Lichen sclerosus : LS) D—5
HExi, Campbell-Walsh urology 11HRTIZBXODHD
WCLSOARD LN TWEY, I FTICHRE SN ALSIC
EBKREIEIE3B (VTN B0 R ) DS, (H# R
DGR RE R S, B RRBEAC T AN BIEL 72 RE BPD 0SB IR B
2ET 5.

2. AR
1) PRAFITR
AEDOERT, W TIRIH2E D ATFOARNKE (R 2F
J005%, FIVFHY rTuEyEBET Z2570005%) DR
A AT A5 IR E L CHESR S 2 (A %5 F90% DL 1)
PO 18%IC TR &/ L7 CEYBIZ 25 H) L Dt
HHHDI,

2) HARHRTG SR

WRRHRZ LSRR B A Z B ClE, AT aANEk
HORPFTEAIEATHY, BRI ERM 2 HEIE S 51210
LSO B3 BRIV B IR ZE D320 % 12 AL, iy #224F
DL Lo BB B D L TH D

‘& % (phimosis), 7K & %E (hydronephrosis) 14#%, % B
(urinary obstruction) 22#w, B 2% R 955 B (obstructive
uropathy) 9%, B Bt IR % 1 §it (vesicoureteral reflux) 13
Wi, OF—7—FDHHE D TPubMediHK L 7258#7 L,
W EZIZLAKEEDOZ R LGB A oEHEE Bbh
HIHR, BIBANDT AR TA Vi A MR LB EIZL
729Z2°C, FHSMmOEm AL IHL 7.

X 2
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1997 ; 39 : 403-405.
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shape and retractability of the prepuce in 603 Japa-
nese boys. ] Urol 1996 ; 156 : 1813-1815.
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sus be diagnosed by preputial appearance or symp-
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4) A Wein AJ, Kavoussi LR, Partin AW, et al : Surgery of
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th ed, Philadelphia, 2016, pp 907-945.

5) Christman MS, Chen JT, Holmes NM : Obstructive
complications of lichen sclerosus. ] Pediatr Urol 2009 ;
5:165-169.
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phimosis leading to obstructive uropathy in a boy
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371-374.
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xerotica obliterans resulting in renal impairment in a
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1746-1747 ; discussion 1747.
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12) Kiss A, Csontai A, Pirot L, et al: The response of
balanitis xerotica obliterans to local steroid applica-
tion compared with placebo in children. J Urol 2001 ;
165 : 219-220.

13) Vincent MV, Mackinnon E : The response of clinical
balanitis xerotica obliterans to the application of topi-
cal steroid-based creams. ] Pediatr Surg 2005 ; 40 : 709
-712.

14) Hayashi Y, Kojima Y, Mizuno K, et al: Prepuce : phi-
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Journal 2011 ; 11 : 289-301.

15) Homer L, Buchanan KJ, Nasr B, et al : Meatal stenosis
in boys following circumcision for lichen sclerosus
(balanitis xerotica obliterans). ] Urol 2014 ;192 :1784-
1788.
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ANEIFHA LS EOH COIILIE ISR AR O G IR RE R, BRI BT 28ILOR B ML &0 R E OB HIT
D%OKEME AT 5. REFPAZEI L TIRERIESe, BRRRER B2 B 720D AT AT SN A, MR FS R0 IB2 DE 1 s it 7
EREHEDBEMED I SN THY, PP Z 0728 G R HHATROON T A,

THAL &5 B A K B RE & U CT BT &K B e & 7,
T 1D T o S B I s ot - £ K U293 Tk X%,

1. $HAT & KEE

1) JHkE

$HIT (imperforate anus, anorectal malformation) (3B}
NLM OfFH FE R R E 2K LRBTHY, LMoL
BREEE2L, 1/5000 N0 ECTHAET A, LI
WIRAET IR RO B RE DL, EATHR IR L 8 5%
(persistent cloaca) T1326~50% ® W JR 4E 5l %% 2 H % 4
U, $HNLA k&L Tid At 2 B 8 o & BrE 2560 %120 K
K610 SR 2R A RIEBO P THIRBEDEFZIEHD
DT, N ZUEICIVEE LR EL L5285
HEINTBY, SHILOBRBEEBIWIREF RO I % B FI
BT HIENRDLN H1251L12)

2) BhrkinH

SHILOBW A s 2 L ik, B RIS %
MAECTIREREOMBIHERIN VD, BERRESE KO
B PR ATRIE ST DAE B TLLHE IR R 5 e IR & 3 52 O 7 HE
TIN TV lE - FHEEEOMBLL TLF HX
MERBEH MBI MITENSDS, NSO A2 —=V 7R
BOBREZRFTHDIFTIRWI20, SR HfT§_EDp
EINRFLEEROAMHSH Y. MRIVIE - FHEF O
M THATSNSDY, FLSE~O#EEHHH DU 2 235 5
OB D ROV EETHS. T2, RKEBIERSE (Vo
FAFIZ )G - B E P ROLN BRI TSN
5.

PR IR, WA - PRI RS AT L T
&, JVEELRBEEEZETIEENS V2D, Lo
WAEZIC LR BRSO T8 B TP PR 3o Nk
BREDITONAZEN L. KEIE DB BT T M
TS TRIFICTDN S, BPEIEREERAEICB W TIEK
& - KT EIEEEITAHIENEL, RIEAIE B SHL
EEEUTREIELE2T 720, RHICERLF—IW,
PEER %, PeMiaisk, RIBIRERA TN, TR HER
MR35 R (clean intermittent catheterization : CIC) 12X
LEBIA AT SN A121510  EEEREE DR EICIE, CICHEHE
ERLEDRIPORWE TR EFRBEONERHLEEIN TV
A9 RIS CTEY AR L F =Y 2 TN e h o725 612
&, IREEPAZEIC DB AR REREEAEL, TR R 2
FTHERNL . EATHBHE CKEIEL U B E0
HEATARDOOLNIAEBITIE, BRMICELMERAIEFITE
WEAIAH S, LevittdHld, #YARWHRISEN T, &
WX AR N TALM &R, BEEZROMN T Ve AU EfE

MELTVBY, LevitthDiH B4 $HCIE, RBHELE &R
DO B F RN > T LR BB ER KIS -
KT EOFEEEREL, SWiEERICEBIITbN LM
W7 v 2= IE CORE R E FRL T, BITHEEC
ANTLHILM&E R TN LIED S v, T2, KiE - KTE%
ROLGEIRBNICNLF—Y Fa— T2 EL, HEE
DBEVDIBHNORLF— BRI IEE (F2—
THENE) ¥R EATHIDS, FRERD M\ 21 X BB AR A R e %
BT BT TR, RN LREMEHEL THiT3 5%
VBN D5,

SHILICA BEL - R B R RIS LT, AT #
DOWIRERBIRE DL L CIAE T A A LMD F 6117
b ans, SHILOFFR L EREEICL>TIEFRI T BNLLIL
DEZONL. SHILM I RIT R PR PR Re 2 1155 572
DOIZIE, SRR AT B B o s - mhiz
WAL, PR EEAIMERHEZEEL2VWIOEEE
POLEN DL, ST BT oM R P8 Tl o
BALED, ChooBBBAEINCH D, T2, PEERE
RED B EEBICHERIS T BB B B R A REME AT v
ORBEOEENIKREL, FR-MEH O A EETDH

612,15,16)

2. B, BMEBRES & KEE

1) ke

NROWIRDIER DO THEE— R THY, 4~T%
DI TIE34% DB OB VR 2R DR EEZ IR T
BELTREIDR, SRR EH 2 RDRI3%, HILEHE
DHIBHY25% DML B2 THLEDHEFDD LI T
5. INOHIEHE T HIOMARATEIT B OB IDER T 5
BREM 2R ERMEDS ETH L5, BEIELEIFERICERL
12 VAR RE LS KD IR BE D EFERZ AL, SRR 0 58 8 B
EPSKEIELREIL MG DT 0IALN L1920, F7z,
HMB 7 N X B A BEAE IS 2 O 1 AL 4 R I 55 X0 5 I 1 e
Fr&L, REROMEBREEZECZEABORELD
22D

2) BWrLini

TEVE MRS R T AL B R B S X B A AAC B 9 B K B OiE
DHEFIBNTIE, WIRSEEETTE HOYREIC X HHEE 5 B
ATHCETHERIBIC R B2 BRI 52D 5. —fi
175 o s B i o e L Tid, OAT BRI (MEIREAE
e OB EBEDE B ORE, R EDOBIHEIL), @FEY
WL BV E, e 17 uyh—0Wik), G@HEAKE CilEmR
HEOSMA 74—\ 7), OFHEa> ba—L ORI
e, BIHRIE, & THIOWIR) AT s7s, Hla)r ik
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PE R A EAL S LW BT ASHY, FEFNIIGL RS
BHLETHS BREDPLWHITIZCICEHAE T L.
ZURIKEIEDSEBAL L 7235 A0, IRiEAT— T Vil AICK
BEMNOBELER T OB B N ELLRS. F,
AR B PERT 256055720, WERKRIZART
OPFEEHICET2HE AT, WHE T 3599, A5
GEDHMBE OO E G R ELEL, REMELZEL
AR, BRIy 7547 AE W ET A72DIZCICIS
I E MR E e BN Rl L blifT S 520,

/I IR (pediatric, children) & 7k & ¥ (hydronephrosis) %
F—7—FIZPubMediZE L 7215168 D5, 20004 LLEEIZ
HBREINZDHDIFLIM TH o7z, ZOHFPLEISITHILE
P R B K BHE DM IR E AT W23 O LM L7, Z
N Z N o NI (imperforate anus : 24##, anorectal
malformation : 27#&), 1% f# (constipation : 14#), #&HE
JPk & %% i (persistent cloaca : 40#), & B % & (gastroin-
testinal disease : 18##) TH, LK LOHNEIN/NE
THAL S BB M A BRI § 25 e L Clb) D
LRbNL21MmET I AL

X ik

1) Levitt MA, Pena A :Anorectal malformations. Or-
phanet J Rare Dis 2007 ; 26: 33.

2) Pena A, Grasshoff S, Levitt MA :Reoperations in
anorectal malformations. J Pediatr Surg 2007 ; 42 : 318-
325.

3) Pandya KA, Koga H, Okawada M, et al : Vaginal anoma-
lies and atresia associated with imperforate anus : di-
agnosis and surgical management. ] Pediatr Surg 2015
50:431-437.

4) Alireza M, Javad G, Mohsen R, et al : Urogenital tract
abnormalities associated with congenital anorectal mal-
formations. Iran J Pediatr 2008 ; 18 : 171-174.

5) Goossens W], de Blaauw I, Wijnen MH, et al : Urologi-
cal anomalies in anorectal malformations in The Neth-
erlands : effects of screening all patients on long-term
outcome. Pediatr Surg Int 2011 ; 27 : 1091-1097.

6) Rintala R] : Congenital anorectal malformations : any-
thing new? ] Pediatr Gastroenterol Nutr 2009 ;48
(Suppl 2) : S79-S82.

7) Winkler NS, Kennedy AM, Woodward PJ: Cloacal
malformation : embryology, anatomy, and prenatal im-
aging features. ] Ultrasound Med 2012 ; 31 : 1843-1855.

8) Bischoff A, Frischer ], Dickie BH, et al: Anorectal
malformation without fistula:a defect with unique
characteristics. Pediatr Surg Int 2014 ; 30 : 763-766.

9) Nigam A, Kumar M, Gulati S: Fetal ascites and hy-
drometrocolpos due to persistent urogenital sinus and
cloaca:a rare congenital anomaly and review of lit-
erature. BM]J Case Rep 2014 ; 19. pii : ber2013202231.

10) Rink RC, Herndon CD, Cain MP, et al: Upper and
lower urinary tract outcome after surgical repair of
cloacal malformations:a three-decade experience. BJU

Int 2005 ; 96 : 131-134.

11) Shimada K, Matsumoto F, Kawagoe M, et al : Urologi-
cal emergency in neonates with congenital hydroneph-
rosis. Int J Urol 2007 ; 14 : 388-392.

12) Shimada K, Hosokawa S, Matsumoto F, et al : Urologi-
cal management of cloacal anomalies. Int ] Urol 2001 ;
8 :282-289.

13) Levitt MA, Penia A :Pitfalls in the management of
newborn cloacas. Pediatr Surg Int 2005 ;21 :264-9.
Epub 2005 Feb 22.

14) Shono T, Taguchi T, Suita S, et al:Prenatal ultra-
sonographic and magnetic resonance imaging find-
ings of congenital cloacal anomalies associated with
meconium peritonitis. J Pediatr Surg 2007 ;42 : 681-
684.

15) Chalmers DJ, Rove KO, Wiedel CA, et al : Clean inter-
mittent catheterization as an initial management
strategy provides for adequate preservation of renal
function in newborns with persistent cloaca. ] Pediatr
Urol 2015;11:211. el-4.

16) Levitt MA, Pefia A. Cloacal malformations : lessons
learned from 490 cases. Semin Pediatr Surg 2010;19:
128-138.

17) Bischoff A, DeFoor W, VanderBrink B, et al:End
stage renal disease and kidney transplant in patients
with anorectal malformation :is there an alternative
route? Pediatr Surg Int 2015 ; 31 : 725-728.

18) Barrett M]J, Macken S:Chronic constipation caus-
ing obstructive nephropathy in a delayed tod-
dler. BMJ Case Rep 2012 ; 14 : 2012. pii : bcr0220125902

19) Veena L, Kong BP, Te LY : Obstructive uropathy in a
child with severe chronic constipation. journals.sagepub.
com 2012 ; 21 : 209-212.

20) Paquette EL, Peppas DS:Lower pole ureteral ob-
struction secondary to fecal impaction in an 8-year-old
girl. Tech Urol 2001 ; 7 : 299-301.

21) Jairon D, Tracy W, Heather W : Development of hy-
dronephrosis secondary to poorly managed neuro-
genic bowel requiring surgical disimpaction in a pa-
tient with spinal cord injury:a case report. ] Spinal
Cord Med 2014 ; 37 : 795-798.
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R T AR 2 D FFFE AR ERE I B I AN M R G IHE TH L. HHEICHL TUIRBBR LM EIASN L WEOD, 1}
FIZRIERIAIIVEDZ L, FHEOB T R A R S 758 DA RERE SN THA.

1. fREE

BB R OB MK E R, WA IBORIRILD R
HTHLEVHHEDN L VDS, FEFAEFOR LIMED R
#%&L, high insertion®F&AF, MBI EWIRAERLE O
BHRHILEP DN T 55 R AR, hroBEdbAabh
B IO RIBEL TN R R e W oA iE
RBIDZNEENTHBHDD, JKEHEDEALZ: & O MEAE 5
MO DObHA3Y . FIORAIZOWTIE, Bansalbid g
BI85 % 34N [l 4 2 34E LIPNZ RS 728 LTHY, K3
EFOMERBBIEIAR 2L ELEHREL TWEY, Lk
A5, SEL ERBL THLTRL M EDALN L7204,
M ENMEZRTOHIEAMEINIBEVIERERRMEL, X
BHEDT 5% Beb& DIER DS ALN 72 BIZIE %7 355912
BRETHUENDH LY.

2. A%

B T AR W 1Bl FAT1395 % DL ED R B AHE ST
WA THS. £D720, B LI AN ORI KB
VXS B RBUR RS, ZLEBAOBIREOHEIZTE
W,

1) BREFIIGIE

Romanob 35 F 14 0 T FE MK BHE27 B FR 16651124
WEFEL CTRE AT M L 72 S R D liE26i (13% ) ¢
HoTEIEL T DY, BRI EAT 72 ERAL Oy 14 5 1]
DFWERE TN T AR EHEDEALCEERDOS X R, b
TOLRREOIRIIHFF TXATREMIEH 0D, R
BEEL TR T 2ERIIAON T, — Rl To
BRI ERDS 5.

2) AR TR

BRI R OBFMEARBEICN L TiE, B E DS
HEIEINTVAE, BRI EEICHESN TOILUE B
MR L 2H), BHEREDIRA SN TOAIG AL T
MOHEEER5.
a) PIRLEENY B ) B AT

BT AN 2 DTSSR BHEI T 9 A AR S B )
FfCOWTIE, [/NBER MK EHE (B TR E BAT H
BEE) B T5X 2016 IFEL Vo TEI S 2w, NBAE
BITORIFIIMOM N E IR TH D720, AL &
TERAM #2 D S M RHEIC X L Tldoptiond # 2 51 AR
THb.
b) B E IR

WL AE U BT T I ATV S T A 7 D TR 56 M K BHRE LS
X HREHEGIHTHY, BIFEIL80~100% LGS TV
B30 S E e 7 7 O—FFERNCALE, BT TIE80

~100%131012) - Jig e 8% F A7 T1380~95% 91012 R v hsZ
T ClE88~100% 1319 Tdh o7z, JEIESE FAT Cldu R vk
TEOFEI» OO TREN T T u—FBHwo T
A, BBCFEM LG IE S T2 LB L 725 SC32HR A D 5.
Piaggiobid, B FM BIOMERESE FME DRI $I1Z80% L
EMWARON T o725, AT RGBTl T Bl
(203453 vs 29043), ABEHIENIBEESE T4 CH B A >
72(25H vs 46H)EHMELTWAY, F/2 Abdel-Karimd
FERLS, BEDh = (L SR F4791.6% vs BB TA47100%) &
A HHEDOSEE (LS TA7208% vs B TA7T20% ) 12137
I3ALND 57278, PRI B RN C A B HE (488
53 vs 2114%7), ABEMIRNIEIESE 4T CAH ZICE D -7
(4H vs 6H)EHBELTVABY, aRv TRzt 77
O—F& IR L 72 I AL LT,
c) WREFHY &M

R T T IEAN 2 D TR FE K BREL SR 3 B IR A B M W & AT U
BEBT ODOIIEDADN DD IMTEHSIINTIS) - |- 70 B
MIESNTWE, BIZHR TN TOHREINDTH LA,
JEESE FA49 B 2 WVId R v bR TS O b AL LT
%.
d) Zofth

BRI RO EE §2HETFAH ClE, @
IR EEALRRZ 528, JREGHLER DA oRLERE LTI P
B2 F W7 s S S Tns . PRI 72 R
EREEICT T2 FAEICEL TUIT TICZLDOME D,
LERIREEFEICH W HEIEA TIEH A SN 00, /N
BRI 3 2 LR I A v 7z B R P B o 13D T
D7l ARERLRUNZEEICEHL QIS5 HOBETH
5.

/IR (childrendh A\ Ndpediatric) & BT (pyeloplasty)
¥ —7—FIZPubMed THMFE L 7211028/ DI 5, AR
(unsuccessful ; 14#%, recurrent;83#%), HTAMi (redo ;44
i, reoperative; 17#) DA ELETHIHL, »OoF AR
FAVRER RGOS EIILIHAT, BhEEAr R oOE
MR EAE DR RELIGHIC B L 7o) D EEE B b s
19RO LT I L7

X ik

1) Thomas JC, DeMarco RT, Donohoe JM, et al: Man-
agement of the failed pyeloplasty : a contemporary re-
view. ] Urol 2005 ; 174 : 2363-2366.

2) Braga LH, Lorenzo A]J, Bagli D], et al : Risk factors for
recurrent ureteropelvic junction obstruction after open
pyeloplasty in a large pediatric cohort. J Urol 2008 ;
180 : 1684-1687.
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3) Helmy TE, Sarhan OM, Hafez AT, et al:Surgical
management of failed pyeloplasty in children : single-
center experience. ] Pediatr Urol 2009 ; 5 : 87-89.

4) Bansal UK, Dangle PP, Stephany H, et al:Optimal
length of follow-up for the detection of unsuccessful
pediatric pyeloplasty : a single-center experience. Front
Pediatr 2017 ;5 : 126.

5) Park K, Baek M, Cho SY, et al: Time course of hy-
dronephrotic changes following unilateral pyeloplasty.
J Pediatr Urol 2013 ;9: 779-783.

6) Psooy K, Pike JG. Leonard MP : Long-term followup of
pediatric dismembered pyeloplasty : how long is long
enough? J Urol 2003 ; 169 : 1809-1812.

7) Chertin B, Pollack A, Koulikov D, et al:Does renal
function remain stable after puberty in children with
prenatal hydronephrosis and improved renal function
after pyeloplasty? ] Urol 2009 ; 182 : 1845-1848.

8) Romao RL, Koyle MA, Pippi Salle JL, et al: Failed
pyeloplasty in children : revisiting the unknown. Urol-
ogy 2013 ;82:1145-1147.

9) Moscardi PR, Barbosa JA, Andrade HS, et al:Reop-
erative laparoscopic ureteropelvic junction obstruc-
tion repair in children : safety and efficacy of the tech-
nique. ] Urol 2017 ; 197 : 798-804.

10) Piaggio LA, Noh PH, Gonzalez R : Reoperative laparo-
scopic pyeloplasty in children : comparison with open
surgery. ] Urol 2007 ; 177 : 1878-1882.

11) Braga LH, Lorenzo A], Skeldon S, et al:Failed
pyeloplasty in children : comparative analysis of retro-
grade endopyelotomy versus redo pyeloplasty. J Urol
2007 ; 178 : 2571-2575.

12) Abdel-Karim AM, Fahmy A, Moussa A, et al : Laparo-
scopic pyeloplasty versus open pyeloplasty for recur-
rent ureteropelvic junction obstruction in children. J
Pediatr Urol 2016 ; 12 : 401. e1-401. e6.
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