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Abstract

Ureteropelvic junction obstruction (UPJO) is the most common cause of hydronephrosis in child-
ren, with bilateral UPJO occurring in 20%~39% of children. Anderson-Hynes pyeloplasty is the
standard procedure for UPJO, and simultaneously bilateral pyeloplasty by laparoscopy has also been
proved to be safe and feasible. However, the surgical indications of bilateral UPJO are not clear, and
the diagnosis and treatment of bilateral UPJO have not been unified. At present, conservative treat-
ment, staged pyeloplasty, and simultaneously bilateral pyeloplasty are all used. This article reviews
the progress of diagnosis and treatment of bilateral UPJO children by reviewing the relevant lite-
rature at home and abroad in recent years.

Keywords

Hydronephrosis, Bilateral UPJO, Pyeloplasty

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

Fe RMEERUKR LB H W IR RGUEW . B i IR 8 7 422 A 1% [ (ureteropelvic junction obstruction,
UPJO)2 JLEEF 7J<E'MJ”L‘E‘JFI[ 1[2]e EAX BT, 50 8L BEE T HF G IS 1 B Ik
Wi, PLERIEE TR R3] 20%~39%I11 LM UPJO, At E)LE 2 otik4]. HErx T
XUN'E R K2 T‘%\ﬂlﬁﬂﬂiéﬁ#o KK K A8 FH(European Urology, EAU) R R 2 15U XU B R 7K 2 [ B
B AR TT AT PPAl S AL BE[5 ] AR IR 2 2 4R R R OO TS R ) Ll IR OB 2353 S R 4t 3~4 Z(Society
for Fetal Urology, SFU3-4)7™ & XU & UK 75 B PARTT[1]. W2 EE Xt tbdtfr 75, b ac
XFFXUN UPIO 297 J5 % o AL H IR 8] BB 1) SCHR, e 25 73 5255 T XU UPJO 2. ¥R77 A

2.
2. SR

XU UPJO Fr B Al PRAEIR SARAE 5 5] UPJO TeEe KZEH . 2 B FE @ Wb IR R G0k
PR, X iR A. WKARS CT . FURMEEZEREAE .. WIRRMG Y. s&EdFAR L mHE

HAUFR L
2.1. IGFREER R AFAE

R Z RO LLIRAAER, 8L AR A B e AR A B ARE IR AR AR ) Lo R I B e
PRE®IEGE . B AR, MLREF(6].

22, BEERE

HEFER A ER A S RS M 7] . EAU 23U F 3 8T /5 72 (anterior-posterior renal pelvic
diameter, APD) [8], SFU 734%[9], UTD 43#%[10], Onen 43Z%[117]%} &)L B AR K ™ B A2 B HE4T VP4
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2.3. HGHRE

Eplbk B Jii& Y (intravenous pyelogram, IVP)J& UPJO 2 Wi i AR & 5 X, AIfE— @ fE b 1
B oige, JE SR PRERBEPH AL XT38 70 R ANE 1 8 La] k2P 3R A7 AT M PR B% 18 5 (retrograde
urography, RGU) [12]. XU UK LRI e T IRERIIE 3. B IR E SO PRIEMRNE . R E
AR Uity S I R A R R B D S o B T i R MBS DR R i 5 (voiding cystourethrogram, VCUG)
PrBIZI13]. CT JR ¥ 5 (computed tomography urography, CTU) 5 L4 /R 4 i 5 (magnetic resonance
urography, MRU)EL A UG 5 5 i, ReAIBEE AL B, B AL 5 B2 R itk i, I Hak BAs 5t
R B 3 W DIRE[14] [15]

24. BRERER

PRI B % 2R BAR AT DU B Thae . B NEHRES 0L B IR AL . FARSR B T1/2 CEHERFAD)
4B Tt (differential renal function, DRF) H 51 4 38 FH Il AR 4 Wi bR & 2 75 B BH & B I Th g 16]. B HE
Hi 2% (renal output efficiency, OE). #r{b 5% & P (normalized residual activity, NORA). B 57 Ji %8 ik i}
[f](parenchymal transit time, PTT)%5 48 br th it — D4 fdi .

2.5. EIREY

W EEAR Sy 1 53R By R A A S Pl A BEL 1 40 S R B A AR, AR MR B IE D B R
TP B B 15 Ol B R TR A AR B WA A VR 2 A B i I AH OC G 5T 12 %K 85 [ (neutrophil  gelati-
nase-associated lipocalin, NGAL). # 1t EK K B1 (transforming growth factor beta 1, TGF-51). &K A&
T-(epidermal growth factor, EGF). HiZ4H i1k 8 -1 (monocyte chemoattractant peptide-1, MCP-1)%
[17]

3. &IT
3.1. FEHIATT

FERTE W R I E B, HanEJLRE UPJO BMERTIEHT, RE BB T XS FUKFEN,
MR L8002 B E A A B ThEe . B AT UPJO BJULIRAFEE NI, HANELREE R O0HF AT
HAT[2].

3.2. FRBGMEIRTT

U YRR 7 1 A 3 BH R 2 57 1445 FH 704 2% (continous antibiotic prophylaxis, CAP)AEZE FT A B /K
LA RT3 A0 18] [19], EXU UPJO L LB MR Z, HARIT BRI VIMEE . mBE
JK(SFU3-4 ) K 5 it PR B FA K B LR A 80 i W R R B e AU o DRLIE 2R SR LU — 4E T DL CAP &2
K B B SRR AR VA 1] [2]

3.3. FRBT

33.1. FRARX

I # Anderson-Hynes TSI B di OB ARAE N UPIO BT ARIT7 X Bhr e, &m0 &k 90%LL |
[20]. FEAE BEARII A BRI B BORTS BURSF I8 2, BRI 5 A% L A EUAS DR AT AR B0 AR,
M HAEINIE G R SRARCR LM —E(21]. IELEENS N TARMZE LM TILE, PLEANRBITE
W R O AR S I BT SOT I AR, fETFARIT RO AT3E T, BB rEr, E 50
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BefE, HepS dhk s [22] [23].

DAL UPJO 4n# XUMIBI T A, R AR H B o WAT S0 da AR, SR 4 XU 5] #A '
BOEAR W34 . Eckstein Z5[24]7E 1976 4F 5 {32 H UM 42 I8 i 428 R RCE du OB AR . 2005 4,
Schwab ZF[25]E (XHRkIE 12 JEARDY AL BR XU 25 W U s i/ ) LB OB A, A s073 AL T 2 iy 502
PEEEWIN] . Basiri 2£[26]7E 2010 42t R A = 1E A A7 AT R s e T XUN'E d B AR, TR/ V) TR
P& EHEAT UM F AR, X5 IR ESE[6]FTiE BB E AL R AR L. AL N S B I s B XU =] 34
B o S AR ] 22 AT 47271

3.3.2. FARIEE

A EAU 8 5 22 SO B R K 2 [ B BUKFRAEREAT T-R: 1) DRF (KT 40%, Ffivj1[A] DRF F
Pt 10%; 2) T1/2 EKIERBERAAESR ;s 3) BEUHA] APD ¥4 4) GREREE UK. REEER, W
JRZ G 4) SFU3-4 24¢[2].

H AT T XU UPJO BIAREIATT 77 SA0A G+, &MU T XU UPJO & LIIETT T R & 5
WEFARIGAEE A AIF . SR RSEIT 77 RN E 7R 2 SENRE VWSS, 7ERE U 1) 52 o B ACE
AR, BERUKINE & DRF SBALES R BT LR ART-T0[28] [29] [30] K FH 20 3155 AR SR F A LAA 78 Ab B 25 AN
KIS R 2238 AN BN B AR ARABAE . #540 XU0N UPTO Hi ) LAE S AR K A St B0 H6T 0 A 7K 28 At 1R 1 38 4
TR, PIOHAR K TAFAR B TN = AT TS . Jiang SE[3 1R EM'E S SIEASS, %
B RAE > 10 mm, B JYIRAE/ S LR > 5 WX FATFARIGIT R AT AP & . Babu S5[32] A 5T 45
BEXHUAIUE APD > 25 mm PAK BB ThAE > 35 ml/m I 5 AT g I AR KCBAL R TR . RAEH LM
KA, A0 H AT AAE A FRIBMEAE A . BRI FAR I F4E H /7 e e w, 75 E KA T HL
FAUM SFU3 2% UPJO BP el 47 XU [ AT A, W R <7 B SR 2 U SFU4 2% UPJO HA FF ™ B If K
FERT AR R R FAR . REAFE T IR S A, H KA R A o m m g BRI FARE
E o A5 — p (B 4590 R P 2 U B A 7K AR LT BEAZAE U B THRES 497, DRk DRF 1E % A — 52 Ron LB 1045
VB TFARAFGAEAE FH A 7 T4 R DA 38 G A R T o

4. FRAER
4.1. {RSFBIT

BEAEA TN 70%~80%1) UPJO & )LIEH RS, BRUKLE 2 % WA B R IHIB B, BRItk nr BAE
ATERSFIAYT(28] [29] [30] [33]. Alconcher S [281% 98 451l XU 4% FE W RA/K &6 ) LEEATBE Yy, FLBAF 9T AR BERY
K E XN YRIGE AR = J5 85— G A K B ESE APD 5~15 mm, 4205 1 4E, 79.6%[0 B FHUK 58 4 22,
6.5% i 7 2R, 12.4%FUKERE AN 3 (1.5%) 'S AT tH BLAR /K EAL « Bajpai Z5[29]4 16 44 XU+ 21 FE ALK
LG22 NME MR AT T RETT IS, AL 4 (12.5%) 4B AT DR LE B g ST B D e A0 47 B =0 d OB R,
ER/DREY T 2 HH) 25 NMEFARE A, 20 (80%) 1S IRAUKLERE UG AR5 2122 MR, NIIAA 2 BN
RIS 2 A TAT . Arena ZE[301%F 20 fil(40 AN AR UPJO HEAUKIK B LETHIV, HH 10
Q5% N BT FARETY, Hob 4 MERERFUKINE, 5 ANK DRE R, 1 ASFEBHIFKINE & DRF
TREMATFEARIGIT, RSSO UPJO A2 5l UPJO W7 & B, (HF R B BRI A A
HNRRFKFARBTMH K, BmAVEBEYIFE . Onen 534K XU UPJO TR 9 44 FI{fsr 414t 10 44 2
JLII¥I4E DRF 2 53 Ml 2% DRF 2 AR, RSP0V P985 DRF %53 8% (6%~20%), #x# DRF
F5 5% (2%~8%); TARMAEE 9 LOUNTA 4 4, BMFR 5 L)MXUE FVIM DRE 2% 16%
(8%~30%), % DRF Z5F 7% (2%~16%), K UItAtil A R ELE KB DRF WUR N & TFAR, 2 FEH RS
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TR LA RTEIT RIS ETERZEELA RBUK BATIHIR M@ RS TR, BRI ZE
Xt 5 BRAN T 345 4 £ IR o

4.2. THAFR

A FARE — B L#RiZ UPJO R TR, BT AR E LK) DRF 5 REA 2% [35] [36]. K,
o0 T FRAB KA K M S AT B o B WA, W DAOR ST 5L, AR B8 U7 175 450 R SO AL 2
7 Kim 5371050, X6 XU 2 E ALK (SFU3-4) UPJO H LRYHEE — AT & & B e A, il SFU3
FANEL S 4 JUERUKAT I EATRGR, B ECAT AT E M FA, 1 AP R ST REIR F AR . Jiang
SE[3TPRF O UPJO 8L R 1 Bl T A M EZ (R 97 77 22, 82 L8 ) Lrp i) 11 B 75 47 % T
AR, AT AR BN 5 X 5 AR BT R 2, A3 4510l UPIO B LS S sUE AR JG, %l
BRIE > 10 mm, B Ry IKME/ FSLRERE > 5 RN FTATF ARG REM S . 78 Babu 26324 51
HO TEREAR XU SFU4 22 B FRK B S LIE B da BUB AR + XIS 28 BN, M E M SFU4 2. %
Ul SFU3 ¥ 58 ) LR BRI S e AR + XHUBETT S, 6T 4 ST ERIEAS . ANE T4 2 50
ARV RS AL B KA E M, Elbaset £5[381H/F 78 A B E S0 DI Re AL i — kAT, W] DASE A 3
R B &, FHFERE S B RS . 2 TR

4.3. WMIEHAFAR

DA N T 3 S U ()51 i RO A St SISO 5 P A BEL R P e, S 40 ) T3 928 3 R (39 B
HFAR T R, AU FAR AT RE, [ R S A0 BRI T ARG R RER R AR . 2=
IEARZE[40REX T HATFBOSN 25 W B do IE AT 17 B8 LA TIR T, Hob 3 IR e se i, B
BRI, 5 ) A S B B B R 1 AT BN BB AR + XM ISR, RRUKGE MG THEATE
TRIEAR, B B EIFRIE. IMRZE[6]4s T 15 BIERES T XUN Anderson-Hynes ' &4
PREBIEAR, FARFHEHER2 FL)MBHER 581 R ML H (1 LS FARIT, FARBE(180 + 60)
min, 7 Clavienlll 2% FARIFKAE, HBEUT 24 N H 70%58 &M, 30%E8 022, TR FARRH], Xk
BT FRMZEFKNE. ARFE4P ARG R R, YOS T XU &R/, %
4, B, BIRGHIN . Freilich Z5[391#IE T 5 BIHLES NGB NI B0 LR IEA, 5 &
JIARERE D, PIMERRK N 2.4 (1.3~3.6)K, TIHRIERE, BUKSEVE. FRIEHEE42] 515
REE[43] R TG BIAALGE 18, AL Nl B s B3 [F B AL #E 0 UPTO BA INTRAJE WK E b 3
O3 A S AR AR AT XU [E AT AR G T 43 BT AR AR S A RIS Fr 380 AN TR R e 22
GroAn, (HFARIBAEF S — A DLt BB IT .

Zi b, BN UPIO MIbRHEIRTT 77 RAMFAES UL, (HE T ORYE | AR AN AT TR IS T
BUFHI ST SRR IRTIRIT « 70 T AR KOO R TR J5 23502 2 A vl AT I, ARSE T XU
FUKBEAR IR DLk Z i 0 BRI 72, 5 AT 55 E— 20 2 oo KBEAR X S50 I LASGAIE o« 7EHE kxS
KEARFEAT 47, il B UPTO ARAEAL ST 7 %8, SRS b SRRt B2 1A 7 2 8 V) 75 B2
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