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Abstract

Retrograde Intrarenal Surgery (RIRS) is a minimally invasive lithotripsy technique performed via a
flexible ureteroscope, which has become a first- or second-line treatment for various kidney stones,
including those > 20 mm in size. With continuous improvements in the Ureteral Access Sheath (UAS),
its application value in RIRS has become increasingly prominent. UAS optimizes surgical outcomes
through mechanisms such as facilitating repeated access to the upper urinary tract, reducing in-
trarenal pressure, protecting the ureteroscope, and enhancing stone clearance rates. Although UAS
insertion may carry risks like ureteral injury, its clinical benefits are widely recognized by urolo-
gists and patients. This article systematically reviews the advantages and potential risks of UAS in
RIRS to provide a reference for clinical practice.
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e LR, B4 AMIMERAITRES T EXRIEARED, UAS MkESEH S 2 —. {#H UAS
7E RIRS 18] 7T DA% B bR & Bk N _EJR % . 1974 4 Takayasu F1 Aso ¥4 55— UAS fiiiid hy “ 54 ”
[1]o A1 UAS BRI R E SN TR E . BUE, UAS COECNMWIR RGEEE A R 1697 I
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2. UAS HBIiIR ERESHEN _EREE

572 UAS 1) RIRS AHELAER] UAS W] UL Bhdan R 8 Be EE HEN E ARG, AEH UAS BFRHE RIRS #
PAPIIR FEATNIIRE: — RN T Ll R E s, 5N RIEAZERE, BRI TESL
CLEAE SR BT, RRUCR S PR B0 S e B PR TP AR AR S IR T A, BREEBHAER 3], B
FEANE ] A 3 20 AR I (o PR BB th ) DL EL B I I e A PR A D E N PR, BRI IR %4
FLAEBAH UAS SBIRITE DL R BEAT RIRS AL A 3 N PR BT A PR MR . I HL, fEIE Bt s
PRAE T ALk B S S K PR B 0 I T RE 2 3 S PR AE B I IDE A S L AT RS e PR BB
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A B 6]. I B R IE AT g 3 BRI EEAE B BT R . 7R AR BRSO B A A S R K R
W ERE 53 5N 5~10 F1 40~60 cmH,0 (Bl 4~7 F1 30~45 mmHg) [7]. —RGIAKN, REEHNKZ4E AN
<30 mmHg. SEIHFFIESL, "B N IELE 13.6~27.2 cmH,0 ¥4 KA B & Ik B, I HAE 40.8~68 cmH,0
B ik B A4S BR8] [9]. BWWIWHFTIER, BRI @R 22 BIA R I aE10]. 5
PEART 122.4 cmH,O AHEL, 758 WK ST 204 cmHLO e B4 E B 2 765 10 55 I o 7= AR S5 38 1R 3 AR
b, FEILE] 448.8 cmH,O W& MBI S B, JEAEHEE B EgEm . S KM SF4Efamim . B
JHR e R ) R IS5 B, E S S R 2 S EUE SRR R KGR K s A R L[ 11]. 75
PR IRGE G N, BN I B A AR, DA AR R R A R A R A R
o B G i K R — AP R AR PR R R, I HLTRE S BOR AR B AR T R A A
o ML AR5 [ 12] o 75 RIRS 1] 3o P W WA 256088 5 A1 5 X 3 B0 |l T A AR BU/IN A e i i 5/
HA2, m e RS b e DR FE S R ALY, X AT e 5 BIO7E A A BE TR SR F A I O T R B
WARINB[13]. BN R E ] RE e S EUCE B R ESNE AR, EHEAF R WUE. B, i, R
AR G R R I 3 . G, 7E RIRS JHIR] 75 206 5 9 R FEAIC, T AE RIRS AR FEACE M T 1) —Fh
PR B N AR I DL T AE A UAS SR 7EXE AN AR B 1) S 56 = ik 7 3R B,
TES A RYEE ) R 5AVME R UAS ML, fiH UAS BB PEKE W K[ 14]. fE'E N ERE BT, 5
76 UAS (%R EBARLL, A UAS B4R E SR Se i &350 1 35%~80% [15]. 7EAH FH i R & 45 A 18]
UAS A DK 0 B S i HBE S I BB S, AT AT LUK e i R JTBRAIR 57%31 75% [16]0 453 AlfE
FH 12/14-F 1 10/12F UAS B, RIS 4R & 8 200 emH0 (R 147 mmHg) ek 77, B W IEA)
SRET 20 1 30 emLO (B 15 F1 22 mmHg). B PSRRI A ¢, g it T A7
AR S BGR TR PR E B UAS BIEAE. X TAER/NE UAS, A BELAR S/ % R 8 45 nT DUk 21 5 fik
{10 P R i v PR e B, TP PR A R I O T, B N R I BE AR UAS BLAR ARk N T 39 0 177«
1 UAS Fl%i R 8 o mFe I iy, AT DUVESE 3 B s I AL 2 DL B AR B R 7o AR AR SR r
IEPEEIE M) UAS K] LA E PR 7, B AR & . 25 BT, UAS 76 RIRS TR PR E
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4. UAS £ RIRS F{RIPHRERE

R E AN RIRS A% OAE0, f0 RS OB B O 8 38 oG H st ae 5 g i &
SR I AR S B AL w8 5240 P i R 7 SR BR AT A7 A S 35 T 3 R RE ) 8, JE A0 R R R S T R T
AR IR A T B AR 2R, R B 0T ADIRZS 91 K AR ik 25 B8 e o) j, B4R
W) F AR G EAE 2 ANE[18]. T HRE B RIMEss M, W SR 4E 3 bR 8 40 7 ZEAE D KRB &
ERANBT[A][19]. DRI, 8 37 A 20 2800 DR 3 SR DL JE K i R 8 0 55 8 FH 25 i 0 s R T JR AR 4 45 1Y) B
LR

7£ RIRS H, # HUN H UAS )2 B RAN R 2 — R ELAE H6 4 PR 3 8 A AR - B i 98 IE 5K
UAS (1) 5 il i PR B R BN I AZ R ML EE 77, T R D A ae s S )RR BRI B AR A 4 1
W R e K HAE A A . BeAh, UAS B8 SRS S 1 35 VE 2 3 22 B el b 0 TR J8 3 P BE 1)
FEEEES U, 15 B TN B R e B A T X ARFE[20]. PR FRAF L R, RGPEMN ARG UAS.
BERAE SR IR E L/NEARQR00 HUK)BOGCAEN B TRHS, v 7.5F R E SRS H K
RS AE UAS IR 100% [21]. 154 UAS 18 G (e I Ik BE 87 AT A e K i JR 8 R A FH Z i
HHEABERS, ETIWATEIERSUER, 2B UAS /E8 RIRS FrifEAbig /R ire i) B 24 Bl 75
[22].
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5. UAS 7£ RIRS H#ERRHEARR FRRIPHREHIENERERE

BN FARRIRS) A I E A4 <20 mm K IERENGIT T3, SHSM b Erda R, 207
HA TSSO HERFRNAG RN, AR5 2B BB R(PCNLFEL,  HA B M AIMTEAA G R PRI
mo BRI B S A BB T R E H R R S TR A, ERAEKBOCHEA ARG MR R G B
BT dh AR R oy AR IRMER (23], — A, 7R RIRS <4 mm &5 A T2 “TBREE” , (HEL
AR < 4 mm IFAREFIR ST EHR TR, KRR M5 8540 8 #A W REON LR S5k
TR 24]. FREWIE LA AT RE S BERIE NSO W IIRETEE . IR A (45 0 T B[ 25] -
i UAS {5 ER RIRS 7R IS5 ARl DL S 4 0 S R s s et o e O SR e . AT E e, X
T AR PR E B IR A E BN RE RSN HEAR KT UAS HARRDGIRE S A Ig& UAS
TERRIR B IS5 A1 [26]. A A4 UAS FEuprkiliE il A X0E bk % RIRS G40, IFA s
RW], SATEERAELUT A T EAT 70k sTFL B0t 14F SR E @ AL . XA 5 35 94%I1K)
SR RIERR27]: RIRE 6% <2 mm, A EATHEH[28].

6. UAS #£ RIRS a9 B

ESR UAS 7E RIRS HAE 2L AL, HHAR— RIS AT 2. ARFFTERA, /1 UAS ¥ %
B PR ED I, FEREIRE MBI BA DA NRPFEIUEZ 8, WS 538 kA5 UAS
S P 7% 2 A R 49 T RURG B i, X T BB S R U PR R KR AR B IR RGN EIS A <. I
H, i UAS 55 RERA . Ia A 38 7T B s i bR M, 28 S 350 R A s i An 4k vk 42
[29]. X&) BUAAMRHE A7 RIRS H# ] UAS i3k 7 — sk .

7. INESRE
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