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[ Abstract]  Objective

lithotripsy in the treatment of ureteral calculi.

To investigate the superiority and safety of reverse flow rinsing intercept ureteroscopic ultrasound
Methods A retrospective analysis was made on clinical date of 72 patients with
ureteral calculi in our hospital from March 2013 to February 2017. The patients were divided into either Observation Group or Control
Group. The Observation Group was treated with reverse flow rinsing intercept ureteroscopic ultrasound lithotripsy, while the Control
Group was treated with conventional ultrasound lithotripsy. The surgical effect and rate of postoperative complications of two groups were
statistically analyzed. Results The operation time of the Observation Group was significantly shorter than that of the Control Group
[(50.1+3.5) min vs. (59.9+4.5) min, t = —10.314, P =0.000] ; the one-time calculi removal rate of the Observation Group
was higher than that of the Control Group [91.7% (33/36) vs. 58.3% (21/36), X2 =10.667, P =0.001]. The microlithiasis
(<3 mm) clearance rate after 2 weeks of extubation of the Observation Group was higher than that of Control Group [97.2%
(35/36) vs. 75.0% (27/36), XZ =7.432, P =0.006]. The postoperative fever rate of the Observation Group was lower than that of
the Control Group [8.3% (3/36) vs. 33.3% (12/36), Xz =6.821, P=0.009].

intercept ureteroscopic ultrasound lithotripsy in the treatment of ureteral calculi can improve the calculi removal and clearance rate,

Conclusion Application of reverse flow rinsing

which is safe, feasible, and of great clinical promotion significance.
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