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T LI

/N HRO TR IREGLSE (urinary tract infection : UTDIZEE B BB RGIE Th Do T DRELIE K THBEEE R E %
¥ (vesicoureteral reflux : VUR) &, /NEIMREFFHHEIBICB W TEELEE TH S, 612 FBRBENICILZKE»S M AERIC
VUREZBWI SN LI EDH S, ZOBM - IBRICBOTHALE RS DS, BRIIBC T, BEELE DHERIHLONBLIRTH
%o THEFICBOVTHEHIIIE, BCRITRED B IR A 35 0 2o & WIFE L 7Rl Bl 42, 7 B 9 B 38 8% 5- (continuous antibiotic
prophylaxis: CAP). 4E#s, A BRI IEYE FIED A I (febrile urinary tract infection : fUTT). T BBAR B4R ik 155 22 <05 Ak
OFEREDBEFHEREZBL CHB SN I o720 S, ABHIVERICBT S, 208, MikelicBuTlHlicn® z
Hy DL, INHO—BhiBINIFEHERRICBIFATFHZEL T, 20134FI YO HA/NEMIREGFH A S HHE TH 72
HHIEE L EORBICIVEREZRAZ L LT AZENPEL 2 MIEEEE, FRERLLTRAEZHOI3% (X —%£#
) oSN, BBl T2 OB H (X N—RER) D MEMEIN Iz ATHIEORIEHZBEMIRE S ROBHROT VTYX
L SRS RERE. BT (AR - AVRNY) . BeSETERE IR AE R, R PA. REIGGBBIE, MREEELL T Zh
ZFNOFRITHYBL T2 w7z,

ERCH &, FHHMEER T RCKEL, BTV —ADDF—T—FEREH, TOPCEELEDLNDGH CERMAL CTIERL
720 ZLC20154E 02410 HA/NBMREBRRHFRRA T, AFEOBEREI VRYYLAOBARTAML, TV ra iy, /8
TV ZAXNIN T HURZHOMEL BT 72 LT, MFRER, 5. SERERFOSRTEmETV, HAOHBIZOWT
Wik - BIER. ERAOEBEOLLIARLHEAMER L 720 ZLTHA/NE IR EF S B H S OB E R T [/N R B IR & it
(VUR) HT51& 2016] LU CTH RS IROED Lk o7,

R 284-3 H

FlmHER
AR EOHAR R - P ORI ERRIR . REERICEL 728 HIET X THANEWIR SR E X203 SN 72
DTHY, ZOMOFERLAEELEPOLDOIHRIZIT TELT, HHELZIT T, KRB AL LD OIFEL %

W,



/NBIBEDERE W (VUR) B T51& 2016 1R ZEH & X0/ —

fh 71 & H

RS

ZELS

it A1 H

AT

Az

Y]

2

Filh
HA

LI VEV/S

P
Tk
Tk
P
LS
A

e
v
1Ef
AT
P
AL

KA AR

=%

Wiz

YA BE T

Tk
HH
N

%

I

2t

KHE
v
FEAK
R
J A

AR
OB W

|

E
N

Tk %=

>

RA VN —

J0

LSl NE & R SN UN - AR e

MER R BEAER ANRSVEL - /B IR A Bt e S
JUMRZR SR /AR

BIVUEERER S /N R Sl

R T ESBE W R F

B O R AR
HWALNEREES 5 —  WIRERE - AR
HlER AP E A B R be IR 2t

SURRHE SRR R R BE R AR ZE R IR AR
WA AR iR ANERE
FaBREE PR WIR &R

) U N N AV 2 U0 S = R R RS i
AR RFBE WA FE

B GRE  WR R

) U NS N AV 2 Tt S = R R RS i
NER R ANEAVEL - /N IR A Bl ek

A B WL 37 PR R R A2 R S Bl R e B 27

TR ZEbbE  WIR &

BB R A AN e MR 2

B E b W AR

AR WL RAR BRI IE R B - WRAR A B
KWL EbkE  NESEE

MR 3K ANEAVEE - AN B IR A G g SR

WU R A IRy (SR P )

&T

—

e HIRHR

EH

k3¢

B NNV R
C) U N YN AV 2 S S R RS i

(T4 M)

RPN YN SN VA S

51
126



52
127

J.J.P.U. Vol.25,No.2, 2016

1. BERRE S (VUR) OZET IV X A

@

VURAEEDhh28EE @

@

FHRBRREEE e 2 R
DHE A i ind OHE A

®

E&SE FE | ©
|

v
Grade | - 1|

-
@ “’ﬂ
P
-

\:
Grade lll -V

B AR P E L fuTI®H Y CAP
RNOEHRZBHRE —
CKDOD F 1 /;5 R FiEE | ©

VUR : BEREET RN : WETRITEE

fun : BEWIREERGE ckD: TR
cAP : FIAEVMEFERS

RS BEREIRE S

O 2HZHE BERRREERI DN DI EE)

iz B R 4% 3% 5 (vesicoureteral reflux : VUR) A 244 %
B3 (febrile urinary tract infection : fUTI) % 22 FEIZ 5K
ENDBTENLLD, HRPOIRIEBEEZH TERINS
KEDOA)—=2 7, AL TOBEERAERL. KRN
DORERTTHR SN EAIEML T0BY, Tz BEkE
5 % (bladder and bowel dysfunction: BBD) #fE)3&
WIEHER - BREFEORERTIA SN S, 3512, BHEhERR
EAGESTUIHER TIEFEL TOEAIRR. BASAEIR
THHAINS,

@ EAXFHME (52 - KIEE - BAFR - 1R - US)

FEARFHMCIE, S HAT T REFHMEL T ERETHED
SN, B RL. RIRAS, SOHISHEF WAL DD, IS
RIEREIIR RN E D HL-0EETHD, FLIIEDORE
J&YLIE (urinary tract infection : UTT) Tl 3§ #hASME—D%E
RTHLGENEL, FLUDPHNT, SEIFHLENED
LIREYE, BUR. PR, EREFZ2%5 65D %,
BIRIZ. REEZFRZONIUSHBIRICELBIRIE DS WTRETH S
M ALBOYE. BREMDOTHEERIEILE NNy
JRIZESD. IRIEEEGDZ WL, AAP(American Academy of

ZET7IIVX L

Pediatrics) UTI clinical practice guideline Tl ElR&E5x10*
cfu/mlP EOME % 22 L B0 TWAHAHS, R MERL0
DL L B ORRR, R EE S 2R WHI R ES 22Tl
B R10°/ mlPh ESHIUIHEELE TH S,
BIMRAI BT B LR ILROF L, VURDAAE
O EEMEERIEL., BEMEEORIEBIOIERE R #IEVURIC
RO 728 R RE O R FE D IEEZ RIE T 5, L7zd T
SFU (Society for Fetal Urology) grade 3. 47 2R& IR
ZPEIKRBITDOWTUE, HEIR W e IR 18 3% %2 (voiding
cystourethrography : VCUG) IZL B VURD A FDFE R ATV
b, —H T, MEBROBETHERAETOKEIRITH
X, BERLZIRBEHEOGFAEDOT R 5725, VURE
SEEIHEANTELDD TR, AR OKEIELZ s
72FLIR DS, 72l 2 KEAHRL 722 T, fUTIR FIEL 720
IZIZVCUGEZ 3 R&ETH DY,

® TEBRIBHEBEREZDREE - &

VURE F ¥ R B A% RERE S B SR WO A BT
%o THERIRBEDIEFAREIR JRIZE | incontinence, JRELIHE
J&% : urgency. #H JR : frequency. ¥E JR 9% : dysuria. $E
JRABIE : hesitancy. JEEHEIR © straining) &80 & B 5
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At 5 (4 # : constipation. & 3 : encopresis)’z £ A%
D8 FERBOIE N EFEL T, BERERRRE
AL DREORFE, RERSLBREELE ORI
BEND5,

® FOBE - BE

VURSHRNZBIL CHRE DS RIS T b, BRAERY 52
weLc2m AT oPER . 5H U -oMmPEE o
RS, AEEIM oM I BHL Ny S R
ATl PICAESEET S (IR U EObD) Dy bnih g
RHHLOTIE, VURLENE RS (bladder and bowel dys-
function : BBD) DB B AR EN T WA 1272, HPET
DIERE - 1HWEL 250

® EfREZHT - 57l

ERZ WAL B B DR 5 e . VCUG, %™Tc-DMSA
(dimercaptosuccinic acid) &3> 527574 (DMSAE T~ F
T574) 135
1) BB S iR

KEHE. PR E. ERELRE. BERRE, REHE
HEDRBEDOBWIAN TED, 2 EMEDPEE IR
LATA 572D H A Thb, BMEWMATERILR, =a—HF
BERE, BHARAOLELE, MEONELREOF A, RE
FRRRE M M RRDOL N BILIRL 72 F EIR EFIIUTIE B A
TSI BEE LT A Th 5,
2) VCUG

VCUGIZ. VURZW OB LMRZ W THY. HE
RN EE R SRS, VURDF L FEE 5 FHICE S
grade®D FFli AW GETH BB, VCUGIIVURDZ W% H
EL THIAT T 2DATEL, TEREDFHMI D7D b N HE
TH D119
3) DMSA¥T > F27574

DMSA® Y v F 777 NI B HEE R EL TN T AR HEN 2
WRZWIE3:THY, VURFEBNIT T 55 B RHE O
M@ L TV,

® VURDZKT - BHE DT & VUR grade

BEROHEY., bbb R_PSMUN —=0 F KT ET
O HIAUTI(-) D854, grade I —T OVURTIL R # B
BN EIRT TR PIR HEP G- (continuous  antibiotic pro-
phylaxis : CAP)i&+7 v ar, gradell Bl EOVURIZBWT
CAPZHEREL ., (UTI(+) DHGCAPAHEE SN 5, ML
L—=U 7T #idgrade I — T OVURTRE DR (-) 7%
SIERGBEIE2E/21ZCAPEL., gradell-VOVURTHEE D
BE () BLIXCAPHHEREN S, gradell-V TH->TD
fUTI(-) TERER 2T S R BIb Z B s 5, #HM
R E R SR SN2 »,

@ ZBE=
FLIBVURDI-44E D H AR R ZIZ50% T LIRITRe R
WHWEFEIEL, grade I -1 TIE71% 25, grade V-V Tid
28% DSEHRERL . ZORBRITEIZI%DFTHIRL TES
N, LR CTOEKERFIEIE N, Fo, FEAEMOR
B T51% A HARTH L, gradeflic A bE, 1 :72%,

I:61%. I :49%. V-V :32%® H A LR T, K
grade, WX F I, HREH, TBIBKEFLEHKRHNA
)= TR RENTERNC BIRTH IR DTN,

VURD HARTH LD FOLN WA, TP S5
WHERE SN S,

CAP

VURIZBIFHCAPIRUTIO B FZ B #EL, #&ReL TH
R OHr A% ]38 L 9 % 1) 1 19 20 PRAE D9 16 & L CIR 52l
ASNTWwh, RIVUR (Randomized Intervention for Chil-
dren with Vesicoureteral reflux) trial Ti&. ) [m] R B4
BICVURESB W SN 72829 H~717 H /A RIZB VT,
STEHANCLACAPDUTIZ BLE LIRS &5 (274%%2514.8
%) ZEDITRENTZAS, BRGOEOH A T Rh KR %
Molze 72720, CAPZHAT§ AZLIZLDFREIUTII BT 5
iR DO HIRASCAPHE THEIZEN (684% vs. 246%) 28
ERHETRETH 5,

BT-UTI(breakthrough UTI) 25&4%E - KEL 72 (CAPAS
MRS ) B A, P ENE B IS,

® FirEE
TALEIS » TATEEOBISEL T2 b 555, 8
FECid, 1. BT-UTHER]. UTIarha— A EHBI, 2.
BEVURES, 3. BREROA L, #7507 BB
T RIS LAIBIEE I ) . 4. CAPRZAE#DIRED
ERIBOMYRIUTIHL 5. FHIREEGEREL S5
VURIEBI S TS EE 25N 5, Tl B0 H LD
W BB ESEINT W,
(mdb 3EH)
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JBEIE PR 45 Wi it (vesicoureteral reflux : VURNIZEFHTIXFLL B OBLE1 %54 T HEEN 555, IEFELSSESEIIAHT
HY. VURFEROZHZIVBZOILHELR LS, BIEABROREKRO—IRIITVURDFEZDLIL, VURDF AL E VEEET
VURDZEREN S, REBIEGEZERE 35/ BICIE, ERIMEWIIE ERICVURDBDOSN S, 26KV IR M5 # (congenital
anomalies of kidney and urinary tract: CAKUT)IZIZVURDAHHHED RV, VURIIIRBIEGISIEDEIRR T THY.
gradel B $ %, F72. VURIEBHHESEDGIRIN T TLHY. gradel BREEDRIZEIIMB 35, VURIESI O — 3 KM
DOFEEEZFL TV O RESTEEEIE) o M MEEEIL/NEHORNEREOFERBD5~6%% 5D, VURDFEZR

DOEDIFBE T RH THLEHER SN TV D,

1. VURDO#EE
1) VURDEFH
VURIE, fFEIZHDVIIHREERN 2 R E RN T, JRE
WERE R AT S D HEBE 1B AT R IR, AT WEFEL 725
B BRSBTS RAIRE DS E HEM DBV BN~
#i9°5 (intra-renal reflux : IRR) i TH 5,

2) VUR®DSHE

Je RN 70 ) 54 1 B R R B 10 2 VS K03 G By A B A
BAREDH DI RN 72 DIZ T AT B85 A3 5 5% (pri-
mary) VUREXIE L, T EBIR BEIC 35 E 70 B ZE R i 52 1Y
BREBERTEDFAEL (BIFRE S, AR B E, KRB
TERE. R VEREE e o S B 1 AT 23 ke L 7o 2R
WZEDSEA T AA B - =k (secondary) VURE
mahsld,

3) WG EE (reflux nephropathy : RN)

WS VIR, 19704 FCIHEM 1 bR 5 5 52 1=
(IVU :intravenous urography) 2 X032 8 [ & A73005
NBREBNEHEIZVURZ o Tz e b4 [T o
7290 TOEIRBFEE R ETFICRBRERL LR Z
PEoTHB R ETIDEEZSN TV, T2, BRI
WIERARLB LR, —3RESTIEEE - KRR
EIfpHIED LN Ll 5721245, FO®BRIE DL ON
T, 9mTc-DMSA (dimercaptosuccinic  acid) &> v F 75
74 (DMSAE Y v F 757 A HDFHMIC K0 B 928 e 51
FERMETFEATHIER89 | Wil BE 3 2B B EO M &t
BB EomESL, BRIRAEEROK T, HHIK,
FILEDATIERL, FHUZ b 5T R e s, %

SRERIRREE, BRI E W, BEEEOY ALY D
BB, L=y - TryVF TV RO M 521519, BBD

(bladder and bowel dysfunction) &SI 28k FLH DR
OO BAERKNEL TOBEBRT R TREOE GO
BeA B0 R RET AR T 52 E DAL E o7z, &
52, T TIRBIICKYVURDIE L LB THoTH, I
PRHPCEIME, JREH, REEERELEOEGIHELZFET S
1)7\7753‘—,';:_;1,\19)0

2. VURDZEF
1) VURDFEAEMPE, W%
MNRDBEE1% (04-18%)FET HEHEE SN TS

20 FERE DI TE T A A b &7 1R Ak B B IL B
50T RV %2 2 M 5P BB (multicystic dysplas-
tic kidney : MCDK) % & BB R0 Bl M 0 S KK BHE D
S 2 GO CIERH R OED172%., BHEBERT7-
RVWNBDI.0%IZVURD DL LD EDH B2,

VURIZA 2 JR 15 83 (febrile urinary tract infection :
fUTD # BRI R EIN LN L W ps22) | 4R TIEIE IR

FWEBW CTHRAINDIKED ZZ)—=0 7R, KRND
RS TR RSN BIEFIDHE ML T 2™, $7:, BBDZ
IEEIIIHER - BERBRFEOEIRTHERLIN S, 512,
ERRBERE EDSEATUER TR MBS TORARS. B
REFEIRTHERINS, LB BLOLHEL Eo/NBVUR
(gradelV—V)774B1 D51 CTld. 5 L ZBRIT IR I 1% 4488
%, BBDAER4A% . RKBPIEET74%. NEIBEAIKE1% THo
722, HARBEFMEBRE 7 +—F 4 (RN Forum Japan) DFLIE
VUR 356B1DHETTIE85% HIRIEIEYT, 8% A3 GBI
LV AEROBERRA TR RSN,

2) VUROEL., Bl

VURERIZBIFBEL I, BRI OWTIARHTHS
B5, FERENDEME R EREE B LI —E DM@ 252
oML, FraA B, LB IR B IR THRFEL 72 REF %2
MBIRZW TR RSN AIZHE IBOHE I EH v RN Fo-
rum Japan® % jfitizk L FFZECld. FLYEVUR 356614183 %
BRI TH o722, AUA (American Urological Associa-
tion) AN T 420100 A5 7FV)Y A Tid1,3236 D FLEVUR
DILETW% A R TH 7210, ERICFERINDERIZE
TR EIEL %, Swedish reflux trial Tld, 20341 (1
WICE Sk, gradelI-V. 96%IZfUTLZ T ) DVURDYH
HIRF63% TH o720, 72, RIVUR (Randomized In-
tervention for Children with VUR) trial T13302%1 (24 H ~
6i A, grade I —IV, 1EILL EOfUTD D95 L NRIZ87 %
T,

3) BIEKECRRSNAVURDHEE

I VR BB CARBEARDOON LA, AFTF IV A
WZENIE16.2% (7-35% ) ICVURDSFE L &N B0 ZDXH%E
BICTIZBIBAT70%E %<, high grade(V-V)DEIED51/3
EEVWEM YD D), B Eidgrade I -1 Tid6.2%12,
gradeV—V TI3479% 2320 H N 720 F72. RIS IE G TIE
DI NEED B E (U R HERNEHE 58)1321.8%IC B b

55

130



56
131

J.J.P.U. Vol.25,No.2, 2016

720 MoHmETIE. FRIEZHICLDFERSIN-VURIZE 2
WT774%E %<, high grade(IV—V)»%57% T, % EIChigh
grade (IV—V) A%< (68.3% >4 J250%) . & B %1333.7%
WZRBOHI, VURDAE FEE B [ E DS ELIIABI L 72 (grade
I :0%. O0:11%. M :16%. IV :32%. V :65%),
F72. BWHE O SAEOR T ToO HARE Kidgrade I - 11
T75%. gradelV—V T37% & BIFCTHo7-20,

4) KANTHRRSINSVURDHE

VURIZR ZRPNCELIFERENBLZEDB SN TEBY, AFT
FT LU F 0 O WA i k213274 % (3—51% )12,
T T HI21335.7% (21.2-614%) L B FRIZVURAFE R S
N5, BEDOVUR(grade I — 1) A%<, gradell-Vi9.8
W%IZRDOSN TG EIN TWABD, BRI E D4 B 13 R 1% %
Y b WEE e RERNEHEE) TIE145%. TR IR IR G5
JEFDEDOTEEKRTIZ228% TH 727, L L, RRANE
HEDVUR 318B1% AT L 72k e gradelV—V 2546 % & & 3%
IZRDENHLEOHEDH), BREEDERRE TICEL TEE
BRI THRE L 726 B odds ratiold R 1% % 4e % 58 5 A%
3.38. VUR gradelV—V %362, 1% Ll E T3 R 5284 T
Hot2V, Fz FRIBBWIBIERKREVURRAZ)—= 7 i B
TR o B R PSRF T&% (Hazard ratio 1.24)27,

5) JREGEGAZ BT BVURDIE

PR B e % 8 0E 4 5/ IR D36-56 %I VURASSE Ro& .
FAE T AER AL VITEFE REEIEL AR TIE70%
12, 4% TIE25%. 12 TiZ15%. KA TIZ52%I1232 D5
NaY, Fo, REBBEOREN AL WITE B EOHM
JEI 7 (8222829730 | R B R D TR AS0M] CTUd26 % 1T
1338%, « 2[01 L _ETIE80 %I EHER 2 i b 530, JR s
R TERE T BAE DR VI FE BRI DS AT B A
WEDERLHHH2 10 LR OB RHREIE K OB BT 1
PL S L TRV EDH AL 58313,

6) RMUBREEBR (CAKUTIZBI BVURDHEEE
CAKUTIZIZ B HICVURM & B9 5, HEBEIRAEI21346.0
%12, B ERERAT I @ E I IZ16.1 %I VURME PR
B, Fre, — BT EGE B A5 T )T A TIRT706] H
24%ICVURE A HF 5L HE SN TV 5%, MCDKIAERID 2
F7FUTAEIUE, 21598 1197 %I CVURE & HFL. &
DHIH405%lZgrade -V TH o730,

3. VUREREEEE. BEE (BRE.
SXMERN, BAE) OEE

1) VUREJR B REY

VURIZR B EG DG N T THY, VURDgraded i\
BEFRES T Vo TR K G FEAE LT B I B 3 % 5-
(CAP) ZATOHRWTIREIE GO T IS L 7265 L DHE
FOR B EROEIFRIIVUR(-)# : 67%. grade I :
57%. I :81%. II :276%. IV :429%TH AL H /N
72, VURBIICH L CTCAPEZHIEL 720 b B AR
WAL - Tid, 5 Tgarade I —11T6.2%. grade
M-V Tld414% DR EEG A SBREL. £ 2 BFITIIDIR
B g TS E O fa Bt K F1ddilated VUR (gradelI- V) TdH-

729, F72, CAPZ & ORI HEICHEILEOBT-UTI
(breakthrough UTDIZDMSAB Y > F7 574 TR ES
RO BIEFNIIEL R T NI EDTREN 723630

2) VURERBEIR
VURZ IS EIE, EDRWEELDD, (UTIRIERD
BRHR DT AN E W (0dds ratio 28 for patients, 3.7 for renal
units) 2&25, VURIEEHHEFSIEDG RN T-TH 5%,
VUR gradeld i IR 19 B2 4E R0 B R 2 L iR\ B A58 1),
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2. VURIZ& T 2BBDDESHE
=

9

DY, GHFISTBBDOEHEEZIIRT 5o

JEE e R B 053 (vesicoureteral reflux : VUR) &G IE 5% 2 (bladder and bowel dysfunction : BBD) ®BIHEPEARE M,
K E W R 24 (American Urological Association: AUA) DH AR T4 AZBWTHBBDAEIE T BHA121E. VURD G
VIANC 14 7%BBDEHiliE BBDICH 3 AR P EE THLEREN TS, LeLedS, INFEFTIZHMERBBDO E#H xR L 72D

1) BBDOE#

19984E FTIIBBDEVUR® BY i PE % SRR AR ES L 7285
W ENTL D o720 19984EIZKoffSA31436Dprimary VUR
DF—=7EHEIHEF =17\, [BBDEHIZA ZIIBT-UTI
(breakthrough urinary tract infection) Z#ZL %3¢, F
B o $T i 4% 5- (continuous antibiotic prophylaxis ; CAP)
TOWPMER PR AL FICE G- LT b IZEaRLY,
EHIC[E4E, Snodgrassh A3 5 L 7266/ ®BBDA #FVUR
BIDHEIBRIEFEDKoffHDT — 7% i d e o722, 1998
HELLRESSICBBDED B2 /R § HE LW A S 7z
A AUAOVURHARTA Y TlE, 20104EDUEIZB N T,
WS TVUREBBDOWEH S A AN b9,

BBDIZBI 3 5% - RIUIREATHY), LwEESN/-AUA
DHFARTANIBWTOHM— L2 RRIIREN T v, L
L7 A%, 20064E(CInternational Children’s Continence
Society (ICCS) #*BBDIZ B 3 28 f - &l - <A A M
B4 a— LRz /RL., BBDIZE T AHEIET -
729 —MEIICBBDICIE, T EREEO R FER R I EE
incontinence, JR Z Y& : urgency, 3K : frequency, HE
JR 98 : dysuria, BEJR 3% &€ : hesitancy, I8 JF BEJR : strain-
ing) & W R 45 % Ar R (88 ¢ constipation, # 3 : en-
copresis) WIS, INSOTEHEDEIC, HER - B
REDMEL D FHON DM E Z L. #72ICBBDO & # & i
Y o

T EBIR B 5B E RIS B PRR W BB 255 DL 1T BS
AR R (AR RPERE G, A5 - e KEB) 2iEbin
TR EEORRERE =4 R0 550, JEHEGEREI I H
AN VB ST AL S TR 7 25 /N VR A8 P 4% e A B 25998
HANTA %5 LY, 2 HLLF OPEE R £, 5H LL
L oMEPE W OB, A E R oS, L v
Ny B PR AT B PR SR (BBIR K DL L ood
D) DIBLWTNAERDLLDEL., W% D HLDZBBD
ELTHBED LB IR THLEE KL T2

— MM LR A W72 9 BBDHIT, R HLVUREE T 5
35 & ICIZVURDgradell B b 5 3 A 2 M R 1 1% 4 (feb-
rile urinary tract infection : f{UTI) 25 [&i#2Z L %3¢, BT-
UTIDONAVAZEETHY, HIRERESIEBBDHIL LKL T
HEIRNIEDREIN TS (31% vs 61%)37, F7,
JREE KA LRI T2 AU A0 e 25 Wiz o,
BBDA BEVURAIRICH L TIEVURD I HEE BAIG S DRI,
BIBOATEENE., JERPE IR R 3 255 2 i A s B
THD,

2) BBD&BFVURIZH 32 A S8 108 Ak & B Pl &
PYia 13

VURIZBT B89 A 1EBBD & BBl ik D —
DOBERPLLIN TS, BIE - REOFHRIILLZIT AN
SNTHY, CAPRHM TN ILB L THLMIEIREN S
ZENL N L LAAS, VURISH S BRI ARk
DB AIFEATHY), WEORBMICAELGINEY, B
W T OVURM 2 %1398.8% . PIAH BE Y 7 A e 0 Hifa]
HIRBOVURE RIS %EREEINTWSHH®, BBDE
PHEBIOVURDFMB AL, B P& LR TN
AL B W EDS SN TV D720 (89% vs 50
%)319 BBDAPEVURICBWTIZ I E R EIR S FL
W, EBIZ. BBDAPHEBNIVURMHICAE BICUTIZREIL
23 <BBDIEABREBNCLL L6 L Lo 27 23 510, F
7oy Puribid AR SRR AL B OIUTUC R 32 R M7+
OU—7v 77— ELTEY, HFEAMVURDgradelZ b
53, IRHI. VUREERIR CTBBDEZ AL TW A, f&
A THHZEZHEL TWEY, /2. BBDADHERICE
FHVURD NBLEEIGTE A B S BB EC 21 AW
DR AT AL R IR TIOR3 B GEME 25 5
A RERMIEABREOBEISI LS WD Tld kv, $4%
b, NS ARERICT74-83% DHER B E U3 2338
BDOHN T HH 5

JEE e 5 [ <2 (bladder and bowel dysfunction : BBD) .
JEE e IR A (vesicoureteral  reflux : VUR) #F—7—F&
L CPubMed THFEL 7290f D55, 512 E104E LN O
F L3RI R G2 BRE L. BBD/VURG &L Tt H o
BEELEDRL1EES L2,

(FFIH  %%)
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¥

HER RRIBE B PR i 3E 3 (voiding  cystourethrography : VCUG) &, BEBEIR 4 ¥ 3% (vesicoureteral reflux : VUR) iS Wr O A% e
722 BHRZHETHY, EESHICXbgradeDFF MO A%5T, VURDEKERL T HIREREOZMASWEE TH L7720,
VURZMIEMIBOWTROEELRRE TH S, JHRENLBFIRMRAEIL. VURDZHE
O TH 5o P Tc-DMSA (dimercaptosuccinic acid) B> F27 574 (DMSAB Y v F 757 4) 13 B G B E% 510 3 A 01§
ZWrETHYOVURIEFNI 3 50 BB FERL B RHE OFHBIC#E L T aAA, VURZ BT 5ZLIIRTHETH S, d4E. VCUG
DOFEATIZOWTIEFRE DL TV DD, VUROZBMIEBICHELMRA THHILIIEDLYIT R,

AT THEPE BB W TUILH

1. VURDE1&ES)
BUE, VURDZWIZIA AT TS5 W IX BB
Bt A, VCUG. DMSA® Y v 75745355,

1) BB S A

B A T B R RO T R AN A5 W] BE T
b FIUTKKEE, KEKE. ERETLERE. BERIR
. ORERGE ORBBTEOBWIATTES, BEIEAMLL
IR LATRB7-0F M TH b, BHERRAEICBITS
VUR (grade I Pl ) ®Z W&, 19804EMICHE sz, L
MLy BEHERMATVURDAY)—=2 T 5 AT o1 B D%
REIZOVWTOHE TIE. VCUGTVUR% D 7EF D,
46-60%ICHBEHEMETERE ARLREDOTVWEWESh
7220, BEEMATORFEI ROA HETVURDZ WK E
iE, & BE18—-46%. ¥ L FET6-88%. B Tk ¥ Il fii24-66
%. BEEFHHE71-83%E K W H TH 52, HEDOVUR
(gradeV-V)IZBL TOREEFREITEVEHRE ST
A9, WEOBTEMATREN A (BRiLK, zo—
MR, B A AL %, WHORELRE) D%
THVURE B ETRETIIRWEE 2O,

grade

1 VURDEED4E

— 5T, VUROEMO L CTEIr AL REL Tldk
SLVODBHL NVOEREF R ThHb, REBPLBERE
MR DO DIk L 72 F 8K & 13 R B & G4 i (uri-
nary tract infection : UTT) Of&RR K T127%:0) 2 EE R PT R
THY. BEPNCIR DB ETM L TV AR THRAET S
ZENEETH b,

P Eas, ERBENLEEHERAIVURDZFIIEA T
G THHLOD, VURDEFEHIZBW I UHDOMA TH DL
Bbis,

2) PEREFEEBEIRE E R (VCUG)

VCUGIE, VURZ WM OFEHER 2 BHEES W THY,
FINSEERICER S BON,. VURDOE EERE S BIZLS
gradeDaHiliAS T HETH 5 (1X1)37 6

VCUGTIE, AN OTE A AT, B eI (9 1D 7c i
BE). HRRP, ERERZICHEZIT). 72 VCUGIZVUR
DLW HWEL THAT§20A TR FHIRBEOFHL O
72OITDRLETH LMY, §4bE, VURDEKEEZR DD
TERER IR E TR E DIREDFRFERIILDET H T HBIRER
REOZWET B2, PHRFFOFMIH IR EE

International Reflux Study Group #* SER&IC 49 F8L 7-VURDERE %8
(EZDOREZRDEFILY)., ZhZFhDgradel 8T 2R RIFIOVCUGEFETRT )

grade I : FRIEFRERNICRE TS

grade I : BEBMAETHERT DD HIREL

gradelll : JRE.
gradelV : [RE&.
gradeV : JRE&.

BER - BRYEE~PEEIRL. BRIBEHEERDS
B&: - B hEEHRL. REGPEERTEZRDS
BE B SEGRL. REESERT Ez:30%
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EOTHREERER N T 2L EETH 5,

2 EBEOTFHITOWTL, /NEREEBZI0IEBH
ELTVBMREFIEE - /NEREARVCUGEATASEINTT S
2R HMIC, HARMRGRHESPVCUGOFBEFHL 72
DVD(DVDZ475Y—Audio-Visual Journal of JUA :19-1
How to VCUG~ A~ —Ma#itE%E L &H~) 2558,

3) 9mTc-DMSAEY > F27 574 (DMSAEY v F27574)

DMSAE Y v F 757 A3 B 92 B B B2 5P 5 AR e 1 70
WRZ W THY), VURFEBNIR 55 BB RE R BRI D
M@ L TV,
a) DMSABY U F 7 571D

ZE B IR 5 %Y (febrile urinary tract infection : fUTI)
SEREDS1H A DIPICHEAT 31U, B OS2k 2E H %
MBI B A BIE 2 42702 B R B ROMED
WA HTHY, UTHHBH3-64 B LRI L 7238413
BRI OFEAM R, B REEN S B RREFEMiD W fETH
513)0
b) DMSABY »F 7574 DIHE A

DMSA®E Y v F 7574 Tld, &5 8h 729nTc-DMSA
i3, 2EERRRICEADBICEN FN20-25%. & CT40-50
% DIBHCEEZRT A, Wop e P AT HEDOENIZESTH
BRI R 570, EEEEL ik M T T 22 L3 H i
Thb, LHL. MR G BIEICOWT, FHEEHS
EHiFE B COLBAMEETH S, T2 BRI RO
TRARIEICD DB B0, PN IR R B A AL T O 3
BWNEETH DY, DMSAR Y Y F7 574 DOWETIE, JFT
DEMABDOIRREELZ R Ty — &, BEERB—RIThEN
Y= b HIHIL, MRS B O B IRME ME
BEEAEERIE, BB IIHREIBES R A TBY
BB METE BB B\ E BT B (5 T 5 7 e B )
EDHEEEN DAY, DMSAB YV F27 57 1O WL T,
BRI B TR EL RN SR T REICEN§
BILIATRETH S,

¢) DMSAB Y ¥ F 7 57 12X B E W E O

DMSA® Y v F 757 1% flio7- B M EOFHliE L CRLHER
I SN TV RS HIIE L IN T v, RIFICBWTIE
HARBEFREEETZA—T 2B RBT 5250 HEIH5(H
2)19, Groupld—MI'E OFFIE H2MME TH D\ id 55 BRI
FH40% UL LT, Tald s BASIE® . 1bidsd B 122l £
TORHED B HY4E . Group 20— B ORIE A3 LL_E
HNE G EEEEEA0% ATy 2ald 0 HI B A IE R 2bidx)
B2 TORIE A DA E Group 31l B2 3 L
LOWIRBHLNVTETERRENHLLELEERL T b, £
DODMSAE > v F7 771D WRFHiE LT, KB
HFMFETHSRIVUR (Randomized Intervention for Chil-
dren With Vesicoureteral Reflux) trial CH WSz ED
559, FIUTRTINT, KW HIOBFOREEI201 T AL M
G REOHBET AV My Y PURBGEIR) R L%
grade 0, 1-21# #grade 1(mild). 3—-4M# %grade 2(mod-
erate). SMHLL E#&grade 3(severe). Z'm— VL7 ZEHE
grade 412 = AISOB AR L T 519,

2. VURMDESHT 224

1) JRIEEBE BRI L > T AR SN K BHIED X7
V==

B VKB RE D PR g AR RN HARTH R L. AR RIS
PR % B 2 RO CTHIEHAE R Z BT 2EFIIRS L THY,
KEBIBEBBEPWEETHLENZ DL, Lzh->T, R
B THLE BB E AL, MARIZZR S KE
FEDI A BT U CHiAT 3 AL e AR L 4 51719, AR
1HRA8—T20F NI AE BT Z IR TH 5720 T ORF % @ ) TR
TR RPIREEZEOFMAITI. Fiow BRI AL T
WBIREHER RO OSMT, BIRBIO BN 2 5§ 5
CENEETHL, HirAd R MIBEOKEOFMEL TILEE
PWIROALRSY, BHOIERBBIOE EEOE 325l hn
A Cgrade 1-4D4B¢P¥I2451F %Society for Fetal Urology
(SFU) 73 (M4) BSHOBN B ENL WD, #ETF IR MATIS

| Group 0 (Normal)
BRE/BRAREEROEN
relative uptake = 50 £ 5% (mean=+25D)

Group 1 (a, b)
BEERECEET) /EBRRE

a. RHEEER
b A ABERSE QEFET)/HBARE

relative uptake >>40%

Group 2 (a, b)
— RS EEREGELL) R RRS
a HAUBES
b AR EEEE QEET) /MAER

relative uptake S40%

Group 3
A EEREGEUL)/ BERRT

B 1 XIFUSHR S EIC

scar (+) scar (-)

(BA/NRibRZRIFESF518:16-22. 20090 58xH])
M2 HABREBEIA—T LN IRIETIDMSABRY L FJ T4 L2BRENDNIEE
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Pediatrics 5: $240-250, 2008/ SERZEL TIEH;

3 RIVUR(Randomized Intervention for Children With Vesicoureteral
Reflux) trial CAVSh =B REEDFM A &

grade O : no kidney segments affected

grade 1 : 1 to 2 kidney segments affected
grade 2 : 3 to 4 kidney segments affected

grade 3 : >4 kidney segments affected

grade 4 : global atrophy characterized by a diffusely scarred and shrunken

kidney

0w & K&

grade 2 grade 3 grade 4

grade 0 grade 1

grade O : BZDHREFRDE LY
grade 1 : BZDAHEERINS
grade 2 : BEREHENBMRN ERERIN S

(J Urol 148: 609, 1992. 15 ZELTIBHE)
X4 Society for Fetal Urology (SFU) £48

grade 3: BEZDILRET RN TOBEMRDILEEFRDHD
grade 4 : BE - BIMROIGREEHICBEEDIFHLEEBHS

B LEEOBTILROF RiE. VURDAEFED U REM:% IR
L. BEEEEONE BLORE R FIIVURIZ B E L 78k R
BREED B DHEEE R TS, L72A3>T. SFU grade3—4
POFRETER PR BICOWTIE. VCUGICEBVURD A
MDAV EERD, —FH T, HAEBOBEERETD
KEARTFIUE, BERRIREFBOIFEDOT Fethid k%
A5, VURER AR TELLDOTIE R HAERTOKEE
LBWrsN LB AN, 7222 KBTI L L TH, [UTIE
FREL72BRIIVCUGER Z BT RETH B2,

2) fUTIRD A==
a) PIFEHI

19994E DK E/NB R 44 (American Academy of Pedi-
atrics : AAP) DHARTGADTIL, 2 H 2T THIUTI
JEFNIZMMIFIETHoTH, BBICVCUGEITHIT L& ST
L7ze —H Ty VCUGIE. B s/ NRIREHT—T
W AZITW, PEREBRTIT 52800, RENMRAEEEZ
LN TWb, ZD720, EHE, TODEZFITELBALI,
20074E DR E DL (National Institute for Health and
Clinical Excellence : NICE)®D 4" 4 ¥ 5 4 220114 @
AAPHARIATIX, #HMOFUTIHAE BN VCUGE HE 3%
LTV, ZRHDERKDH ARTA BT HVCUGH
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1
»

Joid. fUTIOFFEBI, BB & MR AEIC BV TKRE R
FRIRZ RO IAER, BIO R A IEME Y CHEE D
FEBIE SN T\ BB,

LAL. VURIBUTIZSRAEL 72305 D#30~50% 12 A
B9 5720, WEOUTIEFNIVCUGEITHIZLE B ET S
ORI T v AIFEL RV Foy Bl L 72X TR
IREEDOREBEN BLO BN R E 2357013 HTH
0912 FIEDOFUTITH>THVCUGH Y ?&&FWM“%%O
b) AR

fUTTZ AR ARERIIE. VURZEDEL TV AT REMEASE
. VCUGEATHIRETH A, F7ov fUTHIERIRIL D22
S ThHHID. EMNIERK TFE%5, LR ->T,
fUTIO AR B TiE. VCUGIZEAVURD M E D AR5 T,
DMSARE Y v F 757 4% i T LB RHR DM EFT )0
c) VURDA LD EEEIRE DA A BEHL 72 %

S (fUTIO FHE 7 ﬂ)mum) ICDMSA® Y v F 75
74%:1Tof LT RASARSN 2B OARVCUGE AT %
T, TJA%&VCUG%:(HZB?J:%J‘T%ék@“éﬁﬁmmw
Hbo ALK R OIUTL 5§ 555 B ¢t 02 (kI
[VURDE #LHEEERHRE DA BWIZE o TR TR
HEINDJEWHIEZ FIZE DTV T WD, LIRIIZVURDS
RASNDBENEELH, BREINLEWVUIRDIZEAL
FRECTH), TOBROEREOEEITRVEREIN TV
552 Tl E R CTgradell-VOVURDH L, B 4iE
JHE 2D BHHNEEREIE DR W R TZF D Dbreak-
through UTIOHEEEAEBIFNZE (60%3F6% ) L FbI T
BU529 . DMSAR T v F 777 1L BB HHE OFEAMIE A
THb, LHL. DPEO/NBEEOHIREZEE T 5L,
fUTIDFLL) ) @j:%’rszDMSA XL VF T T T4 EETE
BOWIRESRGEHFRTEHRINTWAZE, BIUEM%
DMSAH ‘//7’“7774%: HEMEAT L 723 A EE R o 3N
BFHENDIEDPS, — IR TMIE R,

d) fUTIOZEBI R BHER

W OUTITEHRFIAORIE, BRHR TP R o1& B K
FERBZENMESNTVAEY,, T2, fUTHIBWT, JE#
O W I 248: I LN B R GBS A S, FEIE A H48
BE R DLPICIR B 9 T, BRI 25 e ST
630)0

L72255T, HIEOUTITH o THA B ARV &
2. VCUGIZEBVURDMZEDAZES T, DMSAE T >+
FI74% AT LB RIR OB ZATINETH 5,

3) VURBHEORBBBIO TR 55t

HIERDIBE ) —= 0 73528, BIRMICAEE TR
WVURDEFIFZ W BLOEHI DL 35T BE D 572
B, VUREFZOEIEMEOF L FHRISHL TiL. &%
VCUGTAZ) == 7§ B0 %3 R\ VUREE O MEJE 5%
ORI T HAIUTIZ AL 725412, VUROG PR
Bz, FINRERTHVCUGE LT o721 E9AT RV,

4) THEORBE R EZRE

a) T*KJT(E%@%?ETEI'J;%%
FTRED THKBEOGEN RHEL TL, BIBIREFR

RIEPRAELREDIRBORFE L, RERRPLPEEE L O

BIRADOKIE

OEEIFIToNG, MEERETCINLBEDNLLE
X, VCUGEHiFTL. VURDA HEDOARLD T, ?JWH%@H%
LR BB E TN TUIARSRWY, Fo, BIBIZBWT
VURZ RO #E IR ERFICLAHEEVURD
WREMED ZTHIC B,

b) THERREEOFEEE

JE4E, VUREBBD (bladder and bowel dysfunction)®
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