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Abstract
Objective : To evaluate the result of surgical management of ureterocele by various

techniques at Queen Sirikit National Institute of Child Health.

Material and methods : The records of all children with ureterocele who underwent
surgery at Queen Sirikit National Institute of Child Health between 1999 to 2003 were reviewed.
Age, sex, number of renal system, presenting symptoms, imaging, and operative techniques
were analysed.

Results : There were 25 cases (26 renal units), 19 girls and 6 boys .Five cases (25%),6
renal units, had single system which one boy had bilateral ureterocele and 20 cases (75%)were
duplex system. Mean age at first operation was 24.9 months (range between 11 days to 6
years), 14 cases were under 12 months. Presenting symptom were recurrent UTI (92%), abnor-
mal urination (16%), abnormal mass (12%), failure to thrive (8%), prolapsed ureterocele (4%),
abdominal pain (4%) and antenatal hydronephrosis (4%). Patients were divided into 3 groups
according to types of surgery. Group A, 15 cases (60%) underwent transurethral incision (TUI),
4 cases were success after first TUI,  3 cases needed second TUI and another 8 cases needed
second operations; 7 excision of ureterocele and reimplantation and 1 nephrectomy due to
nonfunction single system. The mean time between the first and second operation was 12
months (range 3-26 months).  Group B, 7 cases underwent upper pole heminephrectomy alone
and 1 needed excision of ureterocele and common sheath reimplantation due to high grade
reflux of the lower moiety ureter. Group C, 2 cases underwent excision of ureterocele and
reimplantation in which one boy had bilateral single system and another one was duplex and
high grade reflux of both system.

Conclusion : Transurethral incision of ureterocele is the treatment of choice for decom-
pression of the obstructed hydroureters in both single or duplex system, especially for infancy
and younger child and had 47% (7/15) success rate by TUI alone in this study. The second
operation is needed in complicated cases especially who has multiple lower tract anomalies.
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∫∑§—¥¬àÕ
Ureterocele ‡ªìπ§«“¡æ‘°“√·µà°”‡π‘¥∑’Ëæ∫√à«¡‰¥â∫àÕ¬¡“°Õ¬à“ßÀπ÷Ëß¢Õß√–∫∫∑“ß‡¥‘πªí  “«–‚¥¬‡©æ“–

∑’Ë‡ªìπ duplication of calyceal system ®÷ß‰¥â∑”°“√»÷°…“¬âÕπÀ≈—ßºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë«‘π‘®©—¬‚√§ ureterocele ·≈–∑’Ë‰¥â
√—∫°“√ºà“µ—¥∑’Ë ∂“∫—π ÿ¢¿“æ‡¥Á°·Ààß™“µ‘¡À“√“™‘π’„π™à«ßªï æ.». 2542-46 ‚¥¬°“√√«∫√«¡ª√–«—µ‘ µ√«®√à“ß°“¬
¿“æ∂à“¬°“√µ√«®«‘π‘®©—¬∑“ß√—ß ’ °“√µ√«®‚¥¬ cystoscopy ·≈–°“√∑”ºà“µ—¥¥â«¬«‘∏’µà“ßÊ ·≈–µ‘¥µ“¡º≈
°“√√—°…“À≈—ßºà“µ—¥§√—Èß·√°‡ªìπ‡«≈“Õ¬à“ßπâÕ¬ 6 ‡¥◊Õπ æ∫«à“¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬ 25 √“¬ ¡’ ureterocele ∑—ÈßÀ¡¥ 26 Àπà«¬
‡æ»À≠‘ß 19 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 76%) ‡æ»™“¬ 6 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 24%) Õ“¬ÿ∑’Ë∑”ºà“µ—¥§√—Èß·√°‡©≈’Ë¬ 24.9 ‡¥◊Õπ
(™à«ßÕ“¬ÿ 11 «—π-6 ªï) ¢â“ß¢«“‡∑à“°—∫¢â“ß´â“¬ 12 √“¬ æ∫ 2 ¢â“ß 1 √“¬ æ∫ ureterocele ¢Õß duplex system
20 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 75), single system 5 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 25) Õ“°“√·≈–Õ“°“√· ¥ßæ∫ recurrent UTI √âÕ¬≈– 92,
abnornal urination √âÕ¬≈– 16, abdominal mass √âÕ¬≈– 12, failure to thrive √âÕ¬≈– 8, vaginal mass √âÕ¬
≈– 4  abdominal pain √âÕ¬≈– 4  ·≈– antenatal hydronephrosis √âÕ¬≈– 4 ·∫àßºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë∑”ºà“µ—¥§√—Èß·√°
¥â«¬«‘∏’µà“ßÊ ‰¥â 3 °≈ÿà¡  °≈ÿà¡ A ®”π«π 15 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 60) [10 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 67) Õ“¬ÿµË”°«à“ 1 ªï] ‰¥â∑”ºà“µ—¥
transurethral incision of ureterocele (TUI) °≈ÿà¡ B ®”π«π 8 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 32) [7 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 88) Õ“¬ÿ¡“°°«à“
1 ªï] ‰¥â∑” upper pole heminephrectomy, °≈ÿà¡ C ®”π«π 2 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 8) Õ“¬ÿ 3 ·≈– 6 ªï ‰¥â∑” excision
of ureterocele ·≈– reimplantation ‡¡◊ËÕµ‘¥µ“¡°“√√—°…“µàÕ‡π◊ËÕßÕ¬à“ßπâÕ¬ 6 ‡¥◊Õπ ¥â«¬°“√µ√«®¿“æ∂à“¬
∑“ß√—ß ’ æ∫«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬ à«πÀπ÷Ëß¬—ß§ß¡’ªí≠À“¢Õß°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ´È”´“°¢Õß√–∫∫∑“ß‡¥‘πªí  “«– à«π≈à“ß ·≈–¬—ß§ß¡’
ureterocele ·≈–Õ“°“√¢Õß bladder outlet obstruction µâÕßπ”‰ªºà“µ—¥§√—Èß∑’Ë ÕßÕ’° ‚¥¬æ∫«à“°≈ÿà¡ A ∑”
TUI ´È” 3 √“¬·≈–∑” excision of ureterocele and reimplantation 7 √“¬, ∑” nephrectomy ®“°∑’Ë‡ªìπ
nonfunction of single system ·≈– severe reflux 1 √“¬, °≈ÿà¡ B ∑” excision of ureterocele and
reimplantation 1 √“¬ ·≈–‰¡à¡’∑”ºà“µ—¥Õ’°„π°≈ÿà¡ C  √ÿª‰¥â«à“„π°“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’ ureterocele ∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√
·≈–µ√«®æ∫„π«—¬∑“√° À√◊Õ«—¬‡¥Á°‡≈Á° °“√∑”ºà“µ—¥¥â«¬«‘∏’ TUI ‰¥âº≈ ”‡√Á®√âÕ¬≈– 47 (7 „π 15 √“¬) ·¡â«à“
µâÕß¡’°“√ºà“µ—¥§√—Èß∑’Ë Õß 3 „π 7 √“¬°Áµ“¡ ·µà®–∑”‡¡◊ËÕºŸâªÉ«¬¡’Õ“¬ÿ¡“°¢÷Èπ  ∑”„Àâº≈°“√ºà“µ—¥§√—Èß∑’Ë Õß‰¥âº≈
∑’Ë¥’°«à“ ºŸâªÉ«¬¡’¿“«–‡ ’Ë¬ß·≈–¿“«–·∑√°´âÕπ∑’ËπâÕ¬°«à“ °“√∑” TUI ®÷ß¬—ß‡ªìπ∑“ß‡≈◊Õ°Õ—π¥—∫·√°¢Õß°“√√—°…“
ureterocele ‚¥¬‡©æ“–„π«—¬∑“√°‡æ√“–‡ªìπ°“√ºà“µ—¥∑’Ëßà“¬ „™â‡«≈“∑”ºà“µ—¥‡√Á«  “¡“√∂∑”‰¥â·¡â„π¢≥–∑’Ë
æ∫«à“¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ Õ¬à“ß‰√°Áµ“¡æ∫«à“ªí®®—¬ ”§—≠∑’Ë∑”„ÀâµâÕß∑”ºà“µ—¥À≈“¬§√—Èß§◊Õ°“√∑’Ë¡’§«“¡º‘¥ª°µ‘√à«¡¢Õß
∑“ß‡¥‘πªí  “«– à«πÕ◊ËπÊ ‡™àπ nonfunction ¢Õß upper system ∑’Ë¡’ ureterocele, ureteropelvic junction
obstruction ¢Õß lower system ®“°°“√‡∫’¬¥°¥∑—∫¢Õß dilated ureter ¢Õß upper system ·≈–‚¥¬‡©æ“–
°“√¡’§«“¡º‘¥ª°µ‘¢Õß∑“ß‡¥‘πªí  “«– à«π≈à“ß‡™àπ vesicoureteral reflux √«¡∑—Èß¢π“¥·≈–µ”·Àπàß¢Õß
ureterocele ‡Õß¥â«¬
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∫∑π”
Duplication ¢Õß calyceal system (√Ÿª∑’Ë 1) ‡ªìπ

§«“¡º‘¥ª°µ‘·µà°”‡π‘¥¢Õß√–∫∫∑“ß‡¥‘πªí  “«– à«πµâπ∑’Ë
æ∫∫àÕ¬∑’Ë ÿ¥„π‡¥Á° ·≈–Õ“®®–æ∫§«“¡º‘¥ª°µ‘¢Õß‰µ à«π
∫π (upper moiety), calyceal system ·≈– ureter
√à«¡¥â«¬„π≈—°…≥–µà“ßÊ ∑—Èß°“¬«‘¿“§ ·≈–°“√∑”ß“π¢Õß
‰µ ‡™àπ dysplastic of upper moiety, ectopic opening
of ureter, ureterocele (√Ÿª∑’Ë 2), partial or complete
duplication of calyceal system √«¡∂÷ß vesicoureteral
reflux °“√√—°…“·≈–ºà“µ—¥®÷ßµâÕß‡≈◊Õ°«‘∏’∑’Ë‡À¡“– ¡µ“¡
§«“¡º‘¥ª°µ‘µà“ßÊ ∑’Ëæ∫„πºŸâªÉ«¬·µà≈–√“¬[1] ‚¥¬‡©æ“–
°√≥’∑’Ëæ∫ ureterocele √à«¡¥â«¬ ´÷Ëß àßº≈°√–∑∫µàÕ√–∫∫
∑“ß‡¥‘πªí  “«–¢Õß‰µÕ’°¢â“ß ‡™àπ °“√¡’ vesico-ureteral
reflux, obstructive uropathy, hydronephrosis, ·≈–
recurrent infection ‡ªìπµâπ[2,3]  °“√ºà“µ—¥√—°…“ urete-
rocele „πªí®®ÿ∫—ππ‘¬¡∑” minimal invasive endoscopic
surgery ‚¥¬°“√°√’¥µ—¥ºπ—ß∫“ß à«π¢Õß ureterocele ∑’Ë
‡√’¬°«à“ transurethral incision of ureterocele (TUI) À√◊Õ
Õ“®∑” unroofing (´÷Ëß‡ªìπ°“√ decompression ·≈– in-
travesical drainage) ‡æ◊ËÕ·°â ‰¢°“√Õÿ¥µ—π¢Õß∑àÕ‰µ à«π∑’Ë¡’

ureterocele  °“√ºà“µ—¥π’È∑”‰¥âßà“¬Ê „™â‡«≈“ —ÈπÊ ‡À¡“–
 ¡°—∫‡¥Á°∑ÿ°«—¬ ‚¥¬‡©æ“–«—¬∑“√°·√°‡°‘¥ Õ’°∑—Èß “¡“√∂
·°â ‰¢ bladder outlet obstruction ®“°°“√∑’Ë ureterocele
ªî¥°—Èπ∑“ßÕÕ°¢Õß∑àÕªí  “«–Õ’°¥â«¬  °“√∑” TUI π’È¡—°
‰¥âº≈¥’ ”À√—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’§«“¡º‘¥ª°µ‘√à«¡‰¡à¡“° ºŸâªÉ«¬‡¥Á°
‡≈Á°À√◊ÕºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√·∑√°´âÕπ®“°°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕÕ¬à“ß√ÿπ·√ß
„π√–¬–·√° ºŸâªÉ«¬∫“ß à«πÕ“®µâÕß°“√°“√∑”ºà“µ—¥‡æ‘Ë¡‡µ‘¡
„π¿“¬À≈—ß

√Ÿª∑’Ë 1 ¿“æ∂à“¬√—ß ’ IVP · ¥ß≈—°…≥– complete bilateral
duplication of calyceal system ∑’Ë‰¡à¡’ ureterocele
√à«¡¥â«¬

√Ÿª∑’Ë 2 A: ¿“æ∂à“¬√—ß ’ IVP æ∫ bilateral ureterocele of
complete duplication of both kidneys

√Ÿª∑’Ë 2 B: ¿“æ∂à“¬√—ß ’ VCUG  æ∫ large ureterocele ·≈–
vesicoureteral reflux of contralateral ureter
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ºŸâªÉ«¬·≈–«‘∏’°“√»÷°…“
‡ªìπ°“√»÷°…“·∫∫¬âÕπÀ≈—ß¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë ‰¥â√—∫°“√

«‘π‘®©—¬«à“‡ªìπ ureterocele ·≈–‰¥â√—∫°“√ºà“µ—¥„π ∂“∫—π
 ÿ¢¿“æ‡¥Á°·Ààß™“µ‘¡À“√“™‘π’ µ—Èß·µà‡¥◊Õπ¡°√“§¡ æ.».
2542 ∂÷ß ∏—π«“§¡ æ.». 2546 ‚¥¬°“√√«∫√«¡ª√–«—µ‘ Õ“°“√
·≈–Õ“°“√· ¥ß, °“√µ√«®√à“ß°“¬, °“√µ√«®∑“ß√—ß ’«‘π‘®©—¬
°àÕπ·≈–À≈—ßºà“µ—¥, ∫—π∑÷°°“√ºà“µ—¥·≈–°“√µ‘¥µ“¡º≈°“√
√—°…“À≈—ßºà“µ—¥§√—Èß·√°‡ªìπ√–¬–‡«≈“Õ¬à“ßπâÕ¬ 6 ‡¥◊Õπ
°“√‡≈◊Õ°∑”ºà“µ—¥À≈—ß°“√ºà“µ—¥§√—Èß·√°·≈–™à«ß‡«≈“
√–À«à“ß°“√ºà“µ—¥·µà≈–§√—Èß

º≈°“√¥”‡π‘π°“√
„π™à«ß√–¬–‡«≈“ 5 ªï æ∫¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‰¥â√—∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬

«à“‡ªìπ ureterocele ∑—ÈßÀ¡¥ 25 √“¬ ‡æ»™“¬ 6 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈–
24) ‡æ»À≠‘ß 19 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 76), Õ“¬ÿ‡©≈’Ë¬ 24.9 ‡¥◊Õπ
(™à«ßÕ“¬ÿµ—Èß·µà 11 «—π∂÷ß 6 ªï), æ∫ ureterocele ¢â“ß‡¥’¬«
24 √“¬ ‚¥¬¢â“ß¢«“‡∑à“°—π°—∫¢â“ß´â“¬ ¢â“ß≈– 12 √“¬ æ∫‡ªìπ
2 ¢â“ß 1 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 4), æ∫ ureterocele √à«¡°—∫ dupli-
cation of calyceal system 20 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 75) ¥—ß· ¥ß
√“¬≈–‡Õ’¬¥„πµ“√“ß∑’Ë 1  Õ“°“√ ”§—≠∑’Ëπ”ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“æ∫
·æ∑¬å (µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2) §◊Õ ¡’Õ“°“√¢Õß urinary tract infec-
tion 23 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 92), Õ“°“√º‘¥ª°µ‘¢Õß°“√∂à“¬ªí  “«–
(voiding dysfunction) 4 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 16), §≈”æ∫ abdo-
minal mass 3 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 12), failure to thrive 2 √“¬
(√âÕ¬≈– 8), vaginal mass 1 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 4), abdominal
pain 1 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 4) ·≈–¬—ß‰¡à¡’Õ“°“√‡π◊ËÕß®“°‡ªìπ ante-
natal diagnosis 1 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 4)

ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ÿ°√“¬‰¥â√—∫°“√µ√«®∑“ß√—ß ’«‘π‘®©—¬¥â«¬ ultra-
sound of KUB, VCUG, IVP ·≈– àßµ√«® diuretic reno-
graphy „π∫“ß√“¬∑’Ë ß —¬«à“¡’ obstruction √à«¡¥â«¬
√–¬–‡«≈“°“√µ‘¥µ“¡°“√√—°…“À≈—ß°“√ºà“µ—¥§√—Èß·√°‡©≈’Ë¬
26.8 ‡¥◊Õπ (™à«ß‡«≈“ 6 ∂÷ß 51 ‡¥◊Õπ) ºŸâªÉ«¬∂Ÿ°®—¥°≈ÿà¡
µ“¡°“√ºà“µ—¥«‘∏’µà“ßÊ ‰¥â 3 °≈ÿà¡  °≈ÿà¡ A ∑”ºà“µ—¥‚¥¬«‘∏’
TUI 15 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 60),  °≈ÿà¡ B ∑”ºà“µ—¥ upper pole
heminephrectomy and ureterectomy 8 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈–
32)  ·≈–°≈ÿà¡ C ∑”ºà“µ—¥ excision of ureterocele and
reimplantation of both duplicated ureters 2 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈–
8)

ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡ A µâÕß∑”°“√ºà“µ—¥‡æ‘Ë¡‡µ‘¡ 11 √“¬

(√âÕ¬≈– 73) ‡π◊ËÕß‡æ√“–¡’ recurrent UTI ®“° large resi-
dual ureterocele ·≈–¡’ vesicoureteral reflux ¢Õß urete-
rocele ·≈– ureter Õ◊ËπÊ  °“√ºà“µ—¥∑’Ë∑”‡æ‘Ë¡‡µ‘¡‰¥â·°à °“√∑”
TUI ́ È” 3 √“¬, excision of ureterocele and reimplanta-
tion 7 √“¬‚¥¬∑” bladder neck reconstruction ¥â«¬ 1
√“¬, ∑” nephrectomy 1 √“¬ ¡’√–¬–‡«≈“‡©≈’Ë¬À≈—ß°“√
ºà“µ—¥ TUI §√—Èß·√° 12 ‡¥◊Õπ (™à«ß‡«≈“µ—Èß·µà 3 ∂÷ß 26
‡¥◊Õπ)

ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡ B ∑’Ë∑” upper pole heminephrectomy
¡’‡æ’¬ß 1 √“¬ ∑’ËµâÕß∑” reimplantation ‡æ√“–¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ
È́”´“°®“°°“√¡’ªí  “«–‰À≈¬âÕπ¢÷Èπ‰ª„π∑àÕ‰µ à«π∑’Ë‡À≈◊Õ

(reflux of residual ureteric stump) ·≈–°≈ÿà¡ C ¡’ 2 √“¬
Õ“¬ÿ 3 ·≈– 6 ªï ∑” excision of ureterocele and reimplan-
tation „π§√—Èß·√°‰¡àæ∫«à“¡’ªí≠À“·∑√°´âÕπÀ√◊Õ∑”ºà“µ—¥´È”
„π¿“¬À≈—ßÕ’°‡≈¬

«‘®“√≥å·≈–Õ¿‘ª√“¬
®“°°“√»÷°…“π’Èæ∫«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë∑” TUI §√—Èß·√°∑—ÈßÀ¡¥

15 √“¬®“°∑—ÈßÀ¡¥ 25 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 60)  ¡’ 4 √“¬ ∑” TUI
§√—Èß‡¥’¬«·≈–∑” TUI §√—Èß∑’Ë 2 Õ’° 3 √“¬ ·≈–¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬ 8 √“¬
∑’ËµâÕß°“√°“√ºà“µ—¥Õ◊ËπÊ ́ ÷Ëßæ∫«à“‡ªìπ°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë¡’Õ“¬ÿ¢≥–«‘π‘®©—¬
§√—Èß·√°πâÕ¬°«à“ 6 ‡¥◊Õπ ¡’ ureterocele ¢π“¥„À≠à¡“°, ¡’
megaureter, √«¡∑—Èßæ∫ contralateral VUR √à«¡¥â«¬ ´÷Ëß
ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡π’È§«√‰¥â√—∫°“√ºà“µ—¥·∫∫‡ªî¥µ—Èß·µà§√—Èß·√° ·µà
Õ“®‰¡àª≈Õ¥¿—¬·≈–¡’‚Õ°“ ¡’¿“«–·∑√°´âÕπ·≈–¡’§«“¡
‡ ’Ë¬ß Ÿß ®÷ß∑”‡æ’¬ß TUI ‡æ◊ËÕ‡ªìπ°“√·°â ‰¢°“√Õÿ¥°—Èπ¢Õß
√–∫∫∑“ß‡¥‘πªí  “«–·∫∫™—Ë«§√“«°àÕπ „Àâ‡¥Á°‰¥â¡’°“√‡®√‘≠
‡µ‘∫‚µ ·¢Áß·√ß·≈–æ√âÕ¡ ”À√—∫°“√ºà“µ—¥„À≠à ·≈–‡¡◊ËÕ
µ‘¥µ“¡º≈°“√ºà“µ—¥·≈â«„π™à«ß√–¬–‡«≈“Àπ÷ËßºŸâªÉ«¬§«√‰¥â
√—∫°“√ºà“µ—¥∑’Ë‡À¡“– ¡·≈–‡©æ“–‡®“–®ß¡“°¢÷Èπ ‚¥¬‡©æ“–
√“¬∑’Ë§«“¡º‘¥ª°µ‘√à«¡À≈“¬Õ¬à“ß ®÷ßµâÕßπ”ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡π’È¡“
∑”ºà“µ—¥Õ’°§√—Èß °“√‡°‘¥ vesicoureteral reflux (VUR) ¢Õß
ureter ¢â“ß‡¥’¬«°—π (ipsilateral reflux) ∑’ËÕ“®æ∫À≈—ß®“°
°“√∑” TUI Õ“®Õ∏‘∫“¬‰¥â«à“‡°‘¥®“°¡’ back wall weak-
ness ®“°∑’Ë¡’ ureterocele ¢π“¥„À≠à√à«¡°—∫¡’°“√ √â“ß
 à«π¢Õßºπ—ß°√–‡æ“–ªí  “«– à«ππ’Èº‘¥ª°µ‘·≈– abnormal
ureteric insertion √à«¡¡“µ—Èß·µà™à«ß·√°·≈â« ‡¡◊ËÕ uretero-
cele ¬ÿ∫µ—«≈ß (collapsed) ®÷ß‡°‘¥ VUR ¢÷Èπ‰¥â πÕ°®“°π’È
°“√∑” incisional ¬“«‡°‘π‰ª °Á∑”„Àâ‡°‘¥°“√‰À≈¬âÕπ‡¢â“‰ª
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Group A

Group B

Group C

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1  √“¬≈–‡Õ’¬¥¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈ºŸâªÉ«¬ ureterocele 25 √“¬

No.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

sex

F
F
F
F
F
F
M
F

F
F
F
F
F
M
M
M
M
F
F
F
F
F
F
M

F

age

6m
11m
4y6m
11m
10m
10m
4y6m
3y

3m
9m
2m
4y
10m
5y
11d
1y
10m
3y
3y
1y
4y6m
1y
1y6m
3y

6y

side

L
L
R
R
R
L
R
L

L
L
L
R
L
R
R
R
L
R
L
R
L
L
R
B

R

No  of
calyceal
system

D
D
D
D
D
D
S
S

D
D
D
D
D
S
S
D
D
D
D
D
D
D
D
S

D

First
operation

TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI

TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
TUI
UPHN
UPHN
UPHN
UPHN
UPHN
UPHN
UPHN
UPHN
Excision+
reimplantation
Excision+
reimplantation

Second operation

-
-
-
-
TUI
TUI
TUI
Excision+reimplantation
+BN
Excision+ reimplantation
Excision+ reimplantation
Excision+ reimplantation
Excision+ reimplantation
Excision+ reimplantation
Excision+ reimplantation
Nephrectomy
-
-
-
Excision+ reimplantation
-
-
-
-
-

-

Time*

-
-
-
-

20m
3m
19m
8m

21m
6m
26m
6m
10m
9mo
4mo

-
--
-

12m
-
-
-
-
-

-

Follow up
period

4y3m
2y4m
1y1m
2y
2y7m
8m
3y3m
1y5m

1y9m
2y8m
2y11m
1y11m
3y
1y7m
1y6m
6m
3y
3y8m
2y3m
3y
2y2m
3y10m
1y
2y9m

9m

M = male, F = female, L = left, R = right, B = bilateral, D = double system, S = single system, TUI = transurethral incision,
UPHN = upperpole heminephrectomy, BN = bladder neck reconstruction, time* = time to second operation.
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Clinical manifestation

1. Recurrent UTI
2. Abnormal urination
3. Abdominal mass
4. Failure to thrive
5. Vaginal mass
6. Abdominal pain
7. Antenatal diagnosis

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2  Õ“°“√·≈–Õ“°“√· ¥ß¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‰¥â√—∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬ ureterocele

®”π«π

23
4
3
2
1
1
1

√âÕ¬≈–

92
16
12
8
4
4
4

¢—ß„π à«π∑’Ë‡ªìπ∂ÿß‡¥‘¡‰¥â  ¥—ßπ—Èπ °“√∑” TUI ¥â«¬§«“¡
√–¡—¥√–«—ß “¡“√∂≈¥°“√‡°‘¥ VUR ‰¥â¥â«¬ °“√‡√‘Ë¡µâπ°“√
√—°…“ ureterocele ¥â«¬°“√∑” TUI ·∑π°“√ºà“µ—¥·∫∫‡ªî¥
®÷ß‡ªìπ«‘∏’∑’Ëπ‘¬¡·≈–‡≈◊Õ°∑”‡ªìπÕ—π¥—∫·√°‡æ√“–‡ªìπ°“√
ºà“µ—¥∑’Ëßà“¬·≈–√«¥‡√Á«·≈–¡’º≈ ”‡√Á®¥â«¬°“√∑” TUI ‡æ’¬ß
Õ¬à“ß‡¥’¬« Ÿß∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈– 47  „π°“√»÷°…“π’È ·¡â«à“®–¡’§«“¡
‡ÀÁπ∑’ËÀ≈“°À≈“¬‡°’Ë¬«°—∫«‘∏’°“√√—°…“∑’Ë‡À¡“– ¡„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë
æ∫ ureterocele °Áµ“¡ ®–æ∫«à“°“√ºà“µ—¥ºà“π°≈âÕß àÕßÀ√◊Õ
TUI ‡ªìπ«‘∏’°“√∑’Ëßà“¬ ª≈Õ¥¿—¬ ·≈–‰¡à¡’¿“«–·∑√°´âÕπ∑’Ë
√ÿπ·√ß®“°°“√ºà“µ—¥·∫∫π’È‡≈¬ ‡À¡“–∑’Ë®–‡≈◊Õ°∑”„πºŸâªÉ«¬
∑ÿ°√“¬∑’Ë¡’§«“¡æ‘°“√√à«¡‰¡à¡“° ·≈–·¡â„πºŸâªÉ«¬Õ“¬ÿπâÕ¬Ê
∑’Ë¡’§«“¡æ‘°“√√à«¡¡“°°Áµ“¡ °Á®–‡ªìπª√–‚¬™πå„π°“√∑Õ¥
‡≈◊ËÕπ√–¬–‡«≈“¢Õß°“√ºà“µ—¥·∫∫‡ªî¥ÕÕ°‰ªÕ’°√–¬–Àπ÷Ëß
À√◊Õ®π°«à“‡¥Á°‚µæÕ∑’Ë®– “¡“√∂∑”°“√ºà“µ—¥·°â ‰¢∑’Ë
‡À¡“– ¡‰¥â‡æ◊ËÕ„Àâ ‰¥âº≈°“√ºà“µ—¥∑’Ë¥’¡“°°«à“ ª≈Õ¥¿—¬°«à“
·≈–¡’¿“«–·∑√°´âÕπ·≈–¡’§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ßπâÕ¬°«à“‡¡◊ËÕ‡ª√’¬∫
‡∑’¬∫°—∫∑’ËµâÕß∑”°“√ºà“µ—¥·∫∫‡ªî¥µ—Èß·µà™à«ß·√°Ê ‡™àπ °“√
µ—¥ ureterocele ÕÕ°∑—ÈßÀ¡¥·≈– reimplantation ¢Õß
∑àÕ‰µ∑’Ë¡’¢π“¥„À≠à„π™à«ß«—¬∑“√°‡æ√“–¢π“¥¢Õß§«“¡®ÿ
°√–‡æ“–ªí  “«–∑’Ë‡≈Á°Ê Õ“®¡’º≈µàÕ bladder growth
·≈–∑”„Àâ¡’¿“«–·∑√°´âÕπ¡“°¢÷Èπ‡™àπ recurrent reflux,
incontinence ®“° extensive excision of ureterocele,
°“√µ—¥‰µ à«π∫πÕÕ°√à«¡°—∫µ—¥∑àÕ‰µÕÕ°∫“ß à«π®–‡À≈◊Õ
∑àÕ‰µ à«π≈à“ß‰«â¡“° (residual ureteric stump) ´÷Ëß®–
¬—ß§ß¡’°“√Õ—°‡ ∫ ·≈–‚ªÉßæÕß¢Õß ureterocele ‰¥âÕ’°

Husmann DA ·≈–§≥–[4]  ‰¥â√“¬ß“π‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫
°“√∑” partial nephrectomy °—∫ endoscopic decom-

pression „π duplex ureterocele  ·π–π”«à“§«√∑” par-
tial nephrectomy „πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’ ectopic ureterocele ·µà
‰¡àæ∫ VUR     Singh SJ ·≈– Smith G[5] √“¬ß“πº≈¢Õß
endoscopic incision ¢Õß ureterocele æ∫«à“‰¥âº≈ Ÿß
∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈– 79 (19 „π 24 √“¬)  Hagg MJ ·≈–§≥–[6]
√“¬ß“πºŸâªÉ«¬ 60 √“¬∑’Ë‡ªìπ ureterocele √—°…“¥â«¬ endo-
scopic incision √–À«à“ßªï §.». 1991-1995  √ÿª«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬
∑’Ë‡ªìπ intravesical ·≈– single system ureterocele
¡—°®–‰¥â√—∫°“√ºà“µ—¥´È”πâÕ¬°«à“°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë‡ªìπ ectopic ·≈–
duplex system ureterocele  Õ“°“√π”¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬‰¡à‰¥â
‡ªìπµ—«™’È«—¥¢Õß‚Õ°“ °“√ºà“µ—¥´È” ·≈–æ∫«à“ ureterocele
∑’Ë¡’ºπ—ßÀπ“ ¡—°®–µâÕß∑” endoscopic puncture ∫àÕ¬°«à“
√“¬∑’Ë¡’ºπ—ß∫“ß   Chertin B ·≈–§≥–[7,8] √“¬ß“πºŸâªÉ«¬
34 ·≈– 52 √“¬∑’Ë‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“¥â«¬ endoscopic punc-
ture æ∫«à“ ‡ªìπ«‘∏’°“√∑’Ëßà“¬·≈–‰¥âº≈¥’ ”À√—∫°“√·°â ‰¢
¿“«–Õÿ¥°—Èπ¢Õß∑àÕ‰µ ·≈– “¡“√∂À≈’°‡≈’Ë¬ß°“√ºà“µ—¥„À≠à
‰¥â

 √ÿª
°“√∑” TUI of ureterocele „Àâº≈¥’„π°“√·°â ‰¢¿“«–

Õÿ¥µ—π¢Õß∑àÕ‰µ‰¥â ‡ªìπ«‘∏’°“√∑’Ë∑”‰¥âßà“¬ √«¥‡√Á« ·≈–
ª≈Õ¥¿—¬ ‡À¡“– ”À√—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ÿ°™à«ßÕ“¬ÿ‚¥¬‡©æ“–Õ¬à“ß¬‘Ëß
ºŸâªÉ«¬«—¬∑“√° ®÷ß‡ªìπ«‘∏’°“√·√°∑’Ë‡≈◊Õ°„π°“√√—°…“ uretero-
cele ∂÷ß·¡â«à“¡’∫“ß√“¬µâÕß∑”ºà“µ—¥´È”°Áµ“¡ ·µà°Á “¡“√∂
‡≈◊ËÕπ°“√ºà“µ—¥„À≠àÕÕ°‰ª‰¥â®π∂÷ß√–¬–∑’Ë “¡“√∂∑”°“√
ºà“µ—¥„À≠àÊ ‰¥âÕ¬à“ßª≈Õ¥¿—¬·≈–®–‰¥âº≈°“√ºà“µ—¥∑’Ë¥’°«à“
‡¡◊ËÕ‡¥Á°‚µ¢÷Èπ
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