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Abstract

Congenital ureteropelvic junction obstruction (UPJO) is among the most prevalent congenital de-
formities in children, with congenital hydronephrosis (CHN) being its prominent manifestation.
Currently, the top-notch treatment option for children suffering from UPJO is dismembered pyelo-
plasty, also known as the Anderson-Hynes procedure. Nevertheless, a certain number of children
encounter recurring obstruction and hydronephrosis after the operation. This article offers a
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comprehensive overview of the current research on the factors related to recurrent obstruction fol-
lowing pyeloplasty in children. It takes into account various aspects such as surgical techniques, the
unique characteristics of individual children, and perioperative procedures. The intention is to of-
fer both theoretical and practical advice for lowering the occurrence of postoperative recurrent ob-
struction and enhancing the surgical results for children with UPJO.
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1. 5|8

UPJO 45 B i /R EHETI AR 7S | iR S DR S, 1€ M e 555 N, R E
BRI ERREIEBAZIH[1], &&H KRS F:AUK(Hydronephrosis, HN), BEJRAEIR IR R . BH {2
W T~ 2 30 K Bl L B, R AT 1/800 & 1/600 2 [8], TR IRR AL EITERS, 2o A5 R L) 5
=522 [2][3]. EAAHERTIRIE BN, Anderson-Hynes AR K HHE T 90%HIF AR IhER, il seilfH ki
FERIR S ThEE. B 2.5%~10%M1 B L4TEARIG 2 45 HERREL M 1) B 32 IR 32350 (Ureteropelvic
junction, UPJT)FAERE ) 7247 E0HRI Z IR TR B0 B # U R (Open pyeloplasty, OP), {E24 UPJO
HITHE “EtnttE” R, —E&ZINKEARE R, FE RS 5 5 &P A (Laparoscopic pyeloplasty, LP)
JeAIL A N Bh B 32 il AR (Robot-Assisted Laparoscopic Pyeloplasty, RALP)JFFJE, st Bz it op,
BONIER LG . SR17T, B2 Anderson-Hynes AR 2 S50, UPJO H) LA G IR A A3 FH o3 1 25078
BHSEIN . FIREERE XN LI A KR B &S Ol R AR SR, MK EEAAH . ST, AT
Anderson-Hynes A Ji5 FR A5 BH (AH S0 R A TIR AR TS, B RN 2 I A 0 A AR R AR AR

2. UPJO 2B)LAREHEHINR

Rassweiler Z5[51% FARRINE CN: £B DhRedifrfa e sl 2 M SGERB R L, EREREE%
R ERSE W RO MR L BT 80%), H.'\& K aHEmM: R i 52 45 R WS T R HE T REVR 2 IE
(FIR'E A1 T1/2 /T 20 %80, ARG IESBEIR RS A 22 il H/ 8GR 2 7R P UORE B 5 | B AR K R
SEPEINEE, SN B ThEE ) B L2 MO S S B AR G AR . 2 2.5%~10%M0 ) LRJGREDT 2 SR e
NG F TEA G FEARERE .
3. BERMAEEEEES
3.1. RETAEE
3.1.1. BXXREE <10.50 mm

WEFC R, BSER R E S S SRR AR G BRI kA R RS i Ao e . B S AR, FASRE
PB4 S5 R AR T 10.50 mm i, 58 LA AR B f AR 1] B S5 1 5 B4 S e B ALK
o IR 2 23 B ) R A R P DA R B ThRe 5, 30 B T AN iR A Ya s, R SR IR TR ik
SER LM SR e S E . BEE S ARUEARN S K, B)LERYEZ S ERIEAR)G, A0 GeMk 25
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73 P T REA SRR R E
3.1.2. UPJO 6HB4%A

Braa ARG ARG UPJO M EZERE, JH AT R s S R (4. SR, fE%E
SR RRIBCK I 'S 4 A B G2 W (UPIO) I B LA 4l (1 RS B AT 5 A JRy Bl JONE S N, e 2% B
TR, IERJGRIE UPIO SR PRSI . X TH2 B f B R EHEIL, EHIFKES A,
Jay H AL 2R 5 25 19 J5 0T e T BUR 5 R CREBE A XS KIS I Chow [6]5F A8 2 Hh B 45 A0 TR 5 P AR
BELEA RS, ARG 114 NS BB 73 HT e S8 1 B 45 A2 B RE R AR S S PR 3K

3.1.3. AHRAME

SR H A UPJO IAMRIMER, TR G RGN 2 . Sang [7158 AN 42 X T UPJO )&
T, BWARFRRAMMFERTE, TR FRANE, FELXNDEHTREASRZEHTE, HSH
e, FALE FRIAEE S ME— B PRR T AR ZE MmN 25 . Lucas. Marino Asensio [8]55 AR H A7
MAEPEICTARB B, $I0 TR R, [FRE SRR A7 1 PR BH & a XU o 3X AT RE S BT 7 I
ERVIE 2 B HoOa BT, A3 S 1S e PR TR 2 B A T S B R . Weiss DA [9]1IA 4,
#i1E Anderson-Hynes A FPRA AL FEAE LA, W TG BT RETAR, MFRAL ML AE 1 38 AT P Rt
BH o PRI 58 35 W2 4R PR ER AR (MR U 221, 842 m e A L8 B Hh 38, AT ot = TR
FIhE . i & )L Anderson-Hynes A J& PR B 75 75 A H 58 42 1 b2 547 1ML

3.1.4. UPJ BRI

R R FARII I BN 1.5 em 8CE/NMAEIL, 11 UPI A F 1.51~2 cm #12.01~3 cm
£ LI SRIMER 73 51 22.22%K11 40%. UPT AT 1.5 cm K LU R LT B S B R\ 25 40 5.3, 1 UPT Ar
T 1.51~3 em FEE SR Z W@ UEYR . A BR KRBT SR, UPT A BCK AR NS fa 0 R R AT
B RIS I Lo B8 B BRI 1 +£0.32 em 8 JLIIIRTT R 533 m T s B B R e 1£0.32
cm ) EE 4],

3.1.5. WEHFREE

UPJO 8 )LAJERUE AR A1, REWUS KA RHRIEZIII KR EILA DU AR L E T T
1, RFBIUEMBUKEZRE, BTG 8E. ZAERE ST 1, REM'E T2 E, 510K
WIIRE IR 2, B AR A R AN ER AR [ 10]

3.1.6. f#4

LR R S TRIEART) 1 Z UL TFREILER D ARG RAEFFSEMEREE., 5HBRER. Mk
EEREIIPBGER . RMTFARIFRIEMRAEREMG. 1 Madi er al. [11152E NN LP 5. 14
EERiE 5
3.2. RpEE

32.1. FRAAR

UPJO FARF A Aik# OP. LP 5 RALP. OP & FJHiGy7 UPJO wik X, (HHSSME, G
Ok, ki, REEEEEGE, RNEHT/NL UPIO [12]. LP NSRS 7 IFBETRIGA L, LAAE].
KA JEEACARHIE, BAS OP MU %, AR EREMMSE . LP RJEAAERE I RIEX
W, W TR RS TR Wi IR 25 13]-[15]. FFRAE MR TR 2 UPIO LA IS FERERE 0 G
FrR 2. RALP HA =0 Hi R = 4E g RGNS, RERBENEW R TFARURE . HAH 7 M HE
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PINUE , CLRIS T R G TR, FEMPITERNTFRIME, BEPITEREEFARMGE
71, BB T FARERE A E d RS R WG S T RAEAEE . RALP JUHUE A T i 2 [ B /N )
Lo fE—ERE LRI RIER R AEZ[16] [17]. Faria EF 28 A\[18]—TRTHENERT 5808 RALP fE45 &
W BRAEEATIE R SR T OP K& LP B2 A5 . kil RALP fE#HAERSA L R DIk E R
JEART OP 5 LP, J2ify7 UPJO &JLMEAEIRE, R U A pw& 05k Jid K. Bess By A
JREE RIS AR BIER, FRIK UPJO LA G PR XU o

3.2.2. FANE

Il PR H 38 12k FH 28 M s N 8% % 2 IR 5 N1 24T Anderson-Hynes AR £ 18 N B IR N TE K AT #E
e, Rl T FHMEHIRE, BREGMBEERAE L. BB o) R o8 E 2% 72 A5 s sk,
BIVH ARG I E I GIE SN . GRS NG T ARG/, % il S 28 s N AR 3. (|
HEh Z B3 0], FIRE RPN, (FFEAEXEER . Song [1910A, TG N
B N % B8 BE RIS BT VA T R . RJG(ERTI . APD HCGEFEAE . FAHFH RS 45 Jo i B 22 7 20]. il
AR N6 5 I T Fo N B B AR AR T A T« MR N6 7 3K, DRI AE 2 e e 7 B 5 45
SV B i RAEVITT, DAL (RS, FHRIRETIT S B R S I 07, IR 88 UPY Ab A B,
WHRenE RIS, ENEK, MEER#EE, BHREERTAR, BEEILFARNK. &F
J 5 T R DU 3 SR T AW IR A B B /D (RIS [B], AR AR A v DR A (RN T A 9 58 2 I (R AT 0 55 W)
o Ik, PFFFEARNESERK P EER . SN T UP) 5 R 4. BRSO ER 2 1 &
JLE A RS E A e e . A JE s N B B T B R B RAK A2 APD > 20 mm AL, BCE FIFAK
fER R R . T E A R R B AUKER) LS TSR <20 mm ) LE RS IR G N\ %
(217 [22]BAL bR FART A AR N B iy >R 1) 2 2 1k S e SR U FF TG B B 22 5« IR BT AR FE 4R 2 R 2 4R
JOE IR ZE SRR T RN

3.23. FARRK

H A LA B ' & O AR (Anderson-Hynes) FlHE 25 Wi 4 B &2 s AR TGYT UPJO. Anderson-Hynes f5 fi#
W UPJ TEMET S D RE L ROS R B, IR BRI & B d SR8 i, B UPT ESEYE[23], & H T UPJO
HB)LRITHH AR, Anderson-Hynes ARH 5 A ES 2K AL, BEE S RMVIBRIEE B, N Bk
IR IS 2 1 5 BN B d i R E W& Dk iR, B OROR S FERERE R . iR AN E S PR 2 BOk
AR BOS KM EIL, VIR B s R R AR DR . SR E N EL/NE & UPJO )L,
FE B WK SR BT d AT 0T, B R TRV, TR E AR S 2 UPJO &
JLAR G FERERE ) Bk ST S S R 2 [24] - Foley JEA . Hellstrom BUE AR SR EEIIEIE AR . Fenger UL A K
S B d B AR (BP)E S N AE B W ME S d B AR ([25]. AEE WG TT, RIANRESE 4RI VIBRIE MRS K Th
e bR R AR B, IR, R AR RO RR A RE S S T AR I R B R . I Anderson-
Hynes fie 5 4 Hh ¥ A J5 P4 FH .

3.24. M)EOKA

AHEFCUE AW A 3K I3 Ok s A AR g, JET R & 1 & X2 S IR), TERGR IR W
B IESESHFRRM. WG OB R BEY, WA A DR EaE, HEE)E UPY 5
B AT AT, B P EURHEH Z [ 1/3].

3.25 STEEHES
UPJ 3278 BEE BT R B AR TR TS 2 8520 UL N S AR, 1 BT ml 5 5 B 2%,

4 11\
e
&
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G BT VA S G RIEEMBI[26]. BERBGER, FARK K, F a3yt 2o e kv &G
ik S3[27]. B EERETE B FECE BRUKY K, AR R X FAR TR EAER . LIRS N E s
RS &, BEENEARTCRIGE A5, YO SRR, B s S, CUW TR A S R
Ko
3.2.6. BIRFEHRTFARE

UPJO i &4 T84 LR, 8 B LR AR, e RN S SR & 8 % R 3
B (1 0 56 T3 e A PP A9 0L B i P R BT AR XU . PR IR AR K, RS MBI B UPJIO FR
BITIIRTHE, TR AR A A4 AN CRIE R TS TR AT, PR KT R 75 B B0 & A IR R 56 1 = 4
eI e [ 1]

3.2.7. FAREE
AR T AR KT 244 + 53.48 min (1) 5 L P MER 0, (HAR S% 0 ST 7 i,
HIREARMARRT RS, B L3 NS, TR B KRG, #OZ0 A 75 48R 1T (4]

33. RIGEE

33.1. MEO5RE

11l Young Seo, Tae Hoon Oh, Jac Whan Lee %5573 i — 1ok T~ LP A 3Bl 15 45 2R 16 o R 21 i
Fe, WEFCRYISIE R MY R R (28] BT E D SRR T 747.19 ml KL G
FEFERAR G NHE, =T 947.7 ml D LA'E di SO AR 5 FRRERE m fa A B . W& SR E N WL T w6 H
VIEAR. WEREARFEYERARIEES L, SBVEOBIRESE. HHb, HRE SRS m/ Nk B & 3
AT SRR AN, REEEARE THRE BE 8 B EE R 2 R Ev & 1 s RES .

3.3.2. EEEER

HiFseR, BEEMESRRAFREE LM T E HRIEARE B AAER . 39 8 LEARE R KE
B SEE TR E A, ARER A T 51T IRI, DB I A R S AL R B B T DAt —
L EIIRR - B 3 Sk K HARIL UPT, JERWYI& DAL 8 R IR TE BN, #—5 5l & Ok,
S UPT FAHFE[27]. PRMARYE B ) LSz bon i e 40 0 B A B 4 i I 1) RSk 58 DU RIBE S, B k%
RS T RIEA G BB R AR R
3.3.3. BERTR

Tan et al ¥~ T EIEHE S TS ARGE FARRIAH) B38 T 25 5 SR, 15 H B0 o UEdE s v R 5
FZFARB EHERZM[5].
4. BREERE

RXEER T UPJO BJLE HEIEAFHIUR XA G HAEREm AR HEELRERNTE, 7
B IRTFART TR B LIGIN . 75 EASTEE NI R AE AT AR A 5 T 155 00 1 T B A e 1 4R
f—E#ST. BEENEFARPERIEE TR B LA GBI, 25 EIL2IHIT G

&E 3k
(1] RRIGS. RIS G A B A P AL PR 3 40 HTD: (AL 2030300, 24002 25 K22, 2022,

[2] Xy, 225, RIS K, & ML MBI IS5 S S BB ARG IT ) LI B AR S5 B B B A2 I8 [T]. Seis iR
AR &, 2024, 13(4): 248-251.
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