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Abstract

Objective: Upper urinary tract obstruction (UUTO) is often treated surgically, but the long-term changes
in renal function postoperatively require further research. This paper aims to investigate the recov-
ery of renal function and its influencing factors before and after surgical relief of hydronephrosis sec-
ondary to UUTO. Methods: This study retrospectively collected clinical data from patients who un-
derwent UUTO surgery for obstructive hydronephrosis at the Affiliated Hospital of Qingdao Univer-
sity between 2023 and 2025. Patients were grouped according to changes in their estimated glo-
merular filtration rate (eGFR) levels before surgery and at least 6 months postoperatively. Subse-
quent statistical analysis was performed to investigate potential influencing factors. Results: We
retrospectively analyzed the clinical data of 115 patients, among whom 54 were classified into the
group with unchanged or increased postoperative eGFR compared to preoperative levels, while 61
showed a decline. No significant influence of different surgical approaches on outcomes was identi-
fied. Our findings indicate that immediate postoperative serum creatinine (SCr) levels, and lower
preoperative SCr are risk factors for postoperative eGFR decline. Conclusion: For UUTO surgery,
surgical approach does not significantly affect postoperative renal function. Higher immediate post-
operative SCr and lower preoperative SCr are risk factors for eGFR decline.
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1. 53|

FIRERMEFL(UUTO) 4R JR % Y L5 R PR BRI BE PR 50AE , AT BELAS PRVBUIE WALl , 32— DL F i
PR A GEPIP - AR B9 e b PRI 3 32 BELRf 2 B0 B R 03, ml 2 5 4R 6 B N[ 1] i R A 0%
e B IRESEEBEANE UK BB R 2 —, HIT A KRBT - NEEM SRR, Hrp, HETARZ
WRAETERTT FBLo WL F AT BRI S FARCE d BB A iR e FEA MR E - MR E 5 AR)
PAR BT AR RE BRI 5KR) [2]. HATER X L8 FRT7 A0 LR P T ARER . BT AR
TR RER LARAN A T ARTHERI LER B, 1020 T A5 B DB VR & I FEARR 52/ [31-[71 . BERHE s Hh i)
RERHLIE VNI 22 [ — RPVELSL NN B AE TR . BERUH AL, WNVERA . B LR T IASE.
RIERE S BT KA AR A 2, R BT RAL[8]. IX L AR (L W] BE 2 T BUE IESS # R D) fE
WA, RIEAE AR BRAE R A 2 dnt, IO SRR RS AT [9] [10]. PRIk, FRATIA WL
R b PR B L (UUTO) T AT J& B HRE AR 00 S I g [ 3R R L, 0K AR SR (4 1 PRt S di2 i
RHEUEYE .

2. MRSRE
2.1. It BRBEHL
FAVE RS T 32 =R AT SR IR B B e AT (RIS B B A SRS A
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B PR i PR R i PR A BRI KR LAYER T o i R A 1 AR PR LA AR ) SR A W PR K
IINBRHED: (1) BIZNRERPE B UK, (2) A5 BIARRTAIAR S AR K (3) B ¥ (218 ¥/); (4) &
FIRE RS Th RE 1 HLAt I PR AR GE (U FE R . B EREE ) (B) R RBAE L (6) RJasB iRy
BUK O RIZE . HEERPERTE: (1) IWAREHE A HE, (2) RN DIRERI & IFIE: (3) BRAEIRG
(4) RETREX I B EASEANNH W EGINF AR AR T I E DR TEAS) . (5) fEHAMPEITA
(UHRAAPEBS DE VIR A . 10 R F AR R PR i PR 45005 2 ) I e v A AR AT B i PR 1 e T AR 481

2.2. MEERES IR

F A SRR ARG 20 6 A H KA 55 /N BRIE T % (eGFR) KT 5 AR HT eGFR 7K~ 2 [A] [ 22 5+
REZ SR PR A AR 5 RIZI LIS LB (SCr /K~ KRS SCr /K- TR A(EESE T A vs WG T
YA R TR I 45 o ABFIC A T eGFR (L YSHREEAN NI A B 1 SCr IRR{e, (iR b B s
AT 22T H A8 (CKD-EPI) AR [11]1HH 5 H

eGFR =141xmin (x/Scr,1)” x max (/Scr,1) " x 0.993" x (4 51 5% s

240 1.k (kappa): ZMR 0.7, HMH0.9; 2.a(alpha): k. —0.329, Hik: —0.411; 3. MR
. bk. 1.018, Bk 1.0,

ARETHELFHE AR . RATHT G A F 2 B AL DS GE BAEE A G IFRE,  anfERE. PRI
il TR S RER M AR A e sl =R I s A e DA v % R A 1 IR [
% (LDL-C) 7K F-»

2.3. itA*

i SPSS #fh(hiuAs 31.0)iAT 1 Geit7n#r. FF& IR A HIESA R UIME + FrfEZE(X+SD )
EARIEIR, MR IR 0 )34 822 5 U L e A B (DY 2> 28] BR) [M(Q1, QI)IHITE AR B, 70 83 LI
(B 73 b)) s B B Ui o R Z 53 0 M AE B R A W 34T ST, p {H < 0.05 BN EA
gt L.

3. &R

R B E AR EARF(E D 6 A H) AL EE NERIEL 2 (eGFR)AAUAE I, B 73 NG M4 (n = 54)
A2 (N = 61). PRAATEILERAFAE(BLAFE LA . R EURTTE & BAR) T T A ME B Gt R EER. [
FE, FERFTGIFMETT T (BFEAERE. ARG iR, FE0. S RER AR . K 88 A e . oy H i =5
i B e G 5 B I A 1 H B RE KPP ) AR R IR 2 22 5 . AR R (B FEIE B8/ N B T AR 7 XX B EN)
AR B R EERW . HAr, EWA RIWERRNEEZER: SHEEIE .. A[7 L (SCr). A#T eGFR
PAR AR S5 EDZI %) SCr. #E AEGFR(%) >0 41 5: AEGFR(%) <0 ZH20f], MEF LN R4t BEER. &
JIEL [ % 1fiL S 7 (12.96) & 18 (29.51) (p = 0.032); ARy SCr: 85.50 [71.75, 103.00] & 69.00 [54.00, 83.00] (p <
0.001); AHi eGFR: 84.10[68.28,100.90] & 102.90 [93.85, 114.10] (p < 0.001); A = BN %] i AILET K °F-: 67.00
[53.75, 84.50] & 76.00 [63.50, 90.00] (p = 0.016). L £ L% 1.

BT OR, FRATRHESEHT R EE 2 A b o B Gt 2 35 22 e AR AR EAT 1 Z u R A A
45 SR I S BV 221 ) I YU 7K 5 K D REVK S e 70 T B XUB B9 045 5% (OR = 1.149, p < 0.001). Utk
Ab, AR KRR S KIS DhRek B 18 U 2 X (OR =0.892, p< 0.001). F4k, 4 i fH [ BE il
SEFIAR BT /N RIS R (eGFR) A Won th it 22 B R 27, eI pEH/NT 0.1 Hik, &
A AR TR SR 5 S DR MK IR A OC. 24075 WAk 2. FATFEIN 4T 175 ARG eGFR
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5ARHT eGFR 2 KA FATERAE M, FATRI B ZEIE R LR 5ARET eGFR A%, 234 p

=-1.161, p<0.001 I f#=-0.827, p<0.001.

Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics by AEGFR groups
= 1. #%& AEGFR £BXI4> B9 A O Gt FMlls R 4FE

TR AE(;:E(;Z;)) >0 AE(irF]E(g/i,)) <0 o fi
PESL, n (%) 0.190
B 28 (51.85) 39 (63.93)
peq i 26 (48.15) 22 (36.07)
(%) 53.50 + 14.68 51.00 +14.78 0.538
I, n (%) 11 (20.37) 13 (21.31) 0.901
WEIRIA, n (%) 6 (11.11) 9 (14.75) 0.563
FEILE, n (%) 13 (24.07) 13 (21.31) 0.724
L, n (%) 17 (31.48) 17 (27.87) 0.672
= PREZIMAE, n (%) 16 (29.63) 16 (26.23) 0.685
REE A MLIE, n (%) 21 (38.89) 17 (27.87) 0.210
i H I = ERAE, n (%) 7 (12.96) 4 (6.56) 0.244
TRIEERIAE, n (%) 7 (12.96) 18 (29.51) 0.032
I B A 1 BE E EK S, n (%) 16 (29.63) 14 (22.95) 0.416
EESEFAR, n(%) 16 (29.63) 20 (32.79) 0.716
W, n (%) 53 (98.15) 59 (96.72) 0.632
TG i 2 B4R (mm) 2.30 [1.50, 4.93] 1.70 [1.35, 4.25] 0.258
AR B L HLEF (mg/dL) 85.50 [71.75, 103.00] 69.00 [54.00, 83.00] <0.001
ARHi eGFR (mL/min/1.73m?) 84.10 [68.28, 100.90] 102.90 [93.85, 114.10] <0.001
A JE BIZI B 13 VBB (mg/dL) 67.00 [53.75, 84.50] 76.00 [63.50, 90.00] 0.016
RJEHLEF 68.00 [52.25, 84.75] 87.00 [70.50, 104.00] <0.001
RJG eGFR 103.65 [89.53, 114.55] 86.80 [73.10, 99.20] <0.001
e B G S DU AR R
Table 2. Logistic regression analysis for AEGFR risk factors
Fz 2. AEGFR K& FEZriZ4E R4
_— ERBHT
BfE OR (95% CI) p
i L ] L L i 1.210 3.353 (0.846~13.298) 0.085
AT MEILEHE (-)0.114 0.892 (0.846~0.941) <0.001
A A eGFR 18 0.033 1.034 (0.994~1.075) 0.095
AR JE BPZI ) 1375 AL 0.139 1.149 (1.084~1.217) <0.001

W B EEER W E VMR R . DL AEGFR(%) > 0 /EASHE 5.
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4. ¥1ig

HEGT FIREEBFH(UUTO) FARIGYT RS 2 B P EEFARE AR KRR E v F & b, mik
FARIA S5 B ThEREVK . J T BRF 78 AR X6 e /b o I R i 1 AT A 5 S0 AR S 38 v 5o 340 T R A R o
v
TERATRIBE L, FRATTe e I, AT ML 7K -F 55 5 (p < 0.001) BiA Fi il 5 /NER I8 %6 (eGFR) %
fi(p < 0.0, HACHIE ThEe = 15 DU AR F AT M IUEF KRR BOR 574 5B /INERE Ik e 5 i ) J 3 o
W OLN, AR Re 2 TS DhRe il i) B ARG B ek E 2T 4F, (AN e R AR TH
S FRATHED, T BT AR TR 2 A v 3 G th 3 3502 5o i B J0E — e FR P B B ThRe TR XETR
AT I AL 7K P 265 sy AR A A0 B /N BRI I SR AR I R, SR M ) B UK A ' Th R ) DTk s Tt
TARAT M UEF AP EARBOAR TG 5 DRSS 2R A R R, S B R E Ry 3% . [
U, SRS IR EE TS, e L4gn FRFEEE/N—2%, Haifil, T RHAMMFER
TiFER AR E AR, S22 i) B R Th e AR A A 2 Ak

BB X — RO, ATV E R AT RETE TR B e 5 70 E IRe M/ I R . AR & T
SRS S Ty Re 1 ML VLEF AT GFR, 17 oA BVl F 00 55 (800 B R ) 4 Thge . SEBs b, RETHE RS Thae
B s, B AR AR R A S LB T RE, FREEX BB RN e S BUR B ThEe
(YRR S R, FLIX R T B JC i Bl g0 B T ) A AR P 58 A 4KVH - A, AR HTHRAR 'S Tk O 2 4 i R 2
FOBRMIE AT RECAL T “ThREAEME” IRDS, FARMEREERLE, BEDhRe BAE DR, (B0 S T ) AARE
BIHAR A RKYE. BAEARJGE R AHERS, (00 IR I B NERIE R B /N 3 A S50 M U s AR
PN E R IhRE, IRARDUONER S IHEER) “MAT e o dak, ARETE SRR B A A L
AR, B SER AR R, TR 28 5 ML B E 4514 TR AT & IR 2 M 8 % 2 etk
KHIERE, B9 COR AL YAk, X St B 2R A SR nT e TR A

X RIS Low 25 N IIWF 745 RAHTT, 7%t 228 44 UUTO HE HEAT 1 P4, R ILT- TR xS
INHE(RRF)E A 35 X0 (p = 0.835). AR FEIR R B, THISEA., FR MR 5 AR G B Thhe s 2 5
B B RER BT R A, AR BT T R B2 2 401 (B 4 R 299%~42%) 1) 238 AR5 Ty e B B A [12] o
DU UEHE R B, 7E e E B B 5 R A8 i v, R MIREAS BILE MR, (H B ThREH S 1 S UK A AT e
FREAFEAE, JUHRAEEMRGI . Reicher 5 NIEH, FERHS SECERUK, WEMSHIHIRE HZ), JFER
JER « LRI 2R 2 5 62 I 2 P AR AL o X A8 SRE AN AT 4E AL AR b R ANTT I, 240 IR RGLIhRE
teAh, RIS 22 5] AR EL B F B SR N, I e B T B i A IR RS, AT RT A 5078 T R DARIME2 A BEL
—M[13]o MEAk,  FRATTIN A RE A A (o By T LA RSk (0 Uk A A A 82 T Rl 2 o JRATT A A 7 5 SR 7 A 5
ARATE D RERAR A B AT RE RO A HBURE P, FL T 8= 2 98 f i () slont i B AR AR A 2, S8
FLIReZ BIGEM0 o FE AR BRBE PELH BE 5 EAT RS AR S, KRB DhRe vl Be < ML /- 2 . DAY
AREW, BMEVIBRAE 3 NN BIRSETRE, E2E 2 FAFRIKEBIRFIKE, XRHFE
RENERA W3 IS N e /7 [14] [15].

IR, FATTR DA GBI ZI ) iU KT s s & KB Shee R g e 2 . Bk &, ARJGR1
ZI VBT RERE I — A AL, A TR A2 it 23 P MK 0.149. HAT, S8 T AR5 FHA/RIET i AILEF /K P
KA DB 2 A58 R AW SRR 5D o A S S B B f it UL /K P 5 S 1 30 0 (AKD) B 5% . B i
FRI, A e M ALEF s e RO IEF A G R A AKL 835 5 T A — 2 I E[16] - TEie S5 K fnfe]
AKI TS SEUEME BT, JEHEMT K B ThRE[17]. 8%, ThAg 1L W B I 72 AR IR E BEL 5 I e K B
ML, AT 5 BOR J5 BRI ZI LT KPR A DL AR 5 K TS ThRe ik 52 . SR, H AT MG SCIR SRR 5
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R VLN W WA N s sSSP B i 81 RS NS = 9P ol T
MR FEA T3 B2, (HAEHALTE A QR AW 3 2 IR ] REAFTEVE TE M IE R o IXFRIBE 2% 1T g S5 R[] i 5 |
FEL PR AN SR 11 4 A D%, X 9 R AE 1S ' 45349 P R BL T S A IR % FE T 2 11 (oxLD L) J H i Rk 32
IAEBN KRR REAL T A O o AR 78 D3R B, 7R SEERBERYAMG PR B 4 45 S v, B TR R # AL
AR B G B AR 22118, Okamura S5 NI, e AL ] 110 0 2 3 5 B P9 ST AR 2 B iR AR T AR R
AT SRR B, 78 UUTO J5 14 K, i E [ EE e /N BR B A K 25 B i B2 1 (oxLDL) /K P T 450%
A Fo 5 T MR T ot /s BRORH L, v T T L /) BP0 B P T Rl — Pl 2 A& R 4 BT oxLDL.
[ A e PR 2 ISR /) 640 T J5 5 4 i o b O T I L o B 4L 398 o T 249 160%, AT B 1
LFAE4[19]. Chade %5 NIEUER, K 407 s fIH [F et ML S5 v 368 ek 189 1E 56 5 Ok £ 40P S BOR A 2 21 4E 4K [20]
TR 8 i, Okamura 25 At —35UESE, CD36 A& (R £F4EAk 2 i A AR R 1 B TR 1, RUIHA
R RE A TR 08 1 B 0 A0 3k R P v 7 s 2]

PUAR 537975 FE AR 34 1 W] T pl b PR ERRE BH(UUTO) 51 2 1A 48 P B 2 17 55 5 15 ' () i 41 4 A 2 T) 11 G
A, HHCEHE T ILRBIHS T EEERNL, BB B85 4 E 29 T ISR R 25 7E I
PRIRES 1 s T A NIRRT 3L Blan, Ehuti b4 KB F-p (TGF-B)[1) Fresolimumab F1 Pirfenidone
RERSAT RN JLAE B A 4 R A VE . [AFE, Adalimumab Al Etanercept $i| il 8 SR 46K T--a (TNF-a) ()
B, N2 AR IR T AR KR T 2R IR T RIEN TSR AE
Ko KPR LR TR RREALTYEAL[8]. BT AR, FATVIE AN, N T RS
BERGEKIME RS, A LEERBURT 2P 10 i, DAk BE 5 FE 2 A1 P 48 i AN 241 4
AT o PL I FNGUET YEALTT V20T B A 18 1 A BEL 1 o K 0 2 R (1 B S A B 40, AR LG R R 7K
FEASHTIE MBI RS 1 — P 50HE .

AW FAFAE LT LT TR BR P, FREMR LA R T AR5 18 . B %6, A8 5O BB 7,
WEUA SRk [ A —BEIT AL, B BN VR AE . 1 7™ AR AR YT 0 R AT Re ARk B s, W
SERMIMHEMEZ B — BRI . Hk, ARBFFRNE S Dhe, (0@ MULE A eGFR VAN RE/A 1S D 6e,
TCAEHER DX 43 SR I ) e A28 55 g O A AR E S X R FRATT TG 1 5 4 ) BA A DDA 190) = 2
o 26 =, FERBEMXTRN, RHRARGE KA AKIL I ERFHHEGIR, 7TRES 8682 S m IE [FE B2 fhE
H5KINF DMK R)REA B Gt B 0, BV RIS —, o BE BRI, 7T Ee
T e 2 e K AL A 5, IR U IR 3R B AT R XK B Th REVK & 7= 2R 5

i LR, ARV RIL, RATELLE hRER Z 1 UUTO BE ARG K thae ik & ol i i 1
BLLRF DhRe L i B, RS BV ILEF A =2 K S DR A R RS2 TR 3= . (HH T B )R
PRVERIAAAE, X R I AN R A & I IR TR R o ARSR TR EIF R Z iRy KFEA . HITHEMERAZIF
Fi, FMES'EIhEe, DL — BRI bR B AE T AR B S B T R K 5215 I L5 i BR 2R ROV AE AL
Hilo [N, SEFAS BT S RN ETF 4 Ak 25418 05 A8 L1 B 0 RS B T e %Ak J T BRI R 388, il s A
AR 5 B B SRS AR AL T T SE RS SO . X T IRIRSE BRI &, H BT RIINEXT UUTO B KA S Th
REMRI, JEHORAFTE DR R, EEVIDGEH ARG E IR, SR I E AT R S

FERATHIBE T, T T2 R R A PR B L TR, ATy AR5 B D Re I JC B2 .
R AR M UL 7K T~ 5 i B Ry (04 55 /N BRDE IS R AU T REHUR B KB DI REA KR . A5 RIZI 1M
LB A AT CAAE Dy D RE 10 A 30048 b, st J1E [ P2 LA 40 458 75 HR SR ALL RV £ SR B
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