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Complications and management of ureteroscopy

WANG Luo-fus JIANG Jun, JIN Feng-shuo, ZHU Fang-giang, JIANG Qing, LI Yan-feng, ZHANG Ke-qin (Depaitment of Urol-

ogy. Institute of Surgery Research Daping Hospital Third Military Medical University, Chongging 400042, China)

Abstract: Objective To summarize the complications of ureteroscopy as well as their management. Methods
The medical records of 213 in-patients undergoing ureteroscopy were reviewed retrospectively. The mtraoperative
and post-operative complications as well as their treatment were analyzed. Results Ureteral perforation occurred in
7 cases (3%), of whom 3 underwent open operation and 4 indwelling double J tubes without open operation. Hema-
turia after operation was found in 62 cases (29%). Hematuria mostly disappeared at 2 d after hemostatic drug admin-
istration. Lumbago was found in 31 cases (14.6%)), including 5 cases (2.3%) with renal colic. They took a favor-
able tumn after treatment aiming at the cause of lumbago. Urinaty tract infection occurred in 9 cases (4.2%), but
recovery was achieved after administrating antibiotics or pulling out the double J tubes. Calculous remnant was found
in 21 cases, but they were cured by FSWL with double J tubes inside. Condusion Severe complications resulting
from ureteroscopy are infrequent. Most of the complications can be treated with consewative management.
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