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Yaguszasd: Wadsnfiurnuduiusszninsdnwazmemeimeafidiuluilsy VP dewivinants uaznadi5avosns
Besanafiy (ESWL) Tudihenguiialulnaiuans (lower pole stone)

fiheuazisnsfne: mafnsnddumsfivdeyadoundsanuiiunsszdoudiaslsathlule Tnodihefignitgadeh
Wuihlulpgasansdpuiiien (single lower pole stone) Bunatioanin 20 admns lauiiudoya aaus Fou naiau w.a.
2551 19 Lfipw Auenegu w.e. 2556 e Tanun 66 378 AR W luasfnw M3Ussfiuildy excretory urography
(IVP) yhmsinrmsmedniasne 9 Usznausme sl infudibulopelvic angle (IPA), A3138173 infundibulum (IL), AN
A9 infundibulum (IW), lower pole ratio AUIAUEALANTENANNYTY infundibulum #5678 AUAFN infundibulum
(IL: W) dayaazgnianinziiieyszidiuniseanaesiia (stone clearance) @i 3 \iou lnaldWduensisd (Plain
KUB film)

HaMsANEN: Sn3ANEISaaeensBeaaneilafianuiiiou (over-all stone free rate) Ae 3pzay 51.5 Havun
\0&e 10.88 + 3.33 uy,, AW infudibulopelvic angle (@& 58.86 + 13.15 8N &3 lower pole ratio fiARAY fp
4.18 + 2.35 Insluns@nuni linugihefifian gy infudibulopelvic angle fisnandn 90 oeen Tunguiihefifianizme
299il (stone free) Wow3suifisuivnguiihefifinnwaevesiy nuilifinnuuansisiusshedidudiny Tundvos
AN infundibulum AN infundibulum 43 infudibulopelvic angle (IPA) %38 lower pole ratio

agu: Lifiemeianalefianansavsifenadisandsmsinmia feansteaasih ESWL) lunduihethlulngou
a1e MIsamiafeismsteaansiia Wumadenlumssnmdusuusn q fnasAansan Weeandunssnui non
invasive vhlside waziiaauazan

Aafn: mmeimeameied Thlulpdiuas nseenvesiia mabeaansiin
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Original article

Association of Infundibulopelvic Angle, Infundibuum Width,
Infundibulum Length and Lower Pole Ratio on Stone Clearance after
Shock Wave Lithotripsy

Chettha Thanakhon, Vorapot Choonhaklai

Division of urology, Department of surgery, Rajavithi Hospital, Bangkok, Thailand

Abstract

Obijective: To determined relationship between the radiologic anatomy of the lower calyx, as seen on preoperative
excretory urography (IVP) and the outcome of stone clearance after ESWL for lower pole stones.

Material and Methods: Between October 2008 and September 2013, 66 patients with a single lower pole stone
measuring 20 mm or less in size were enrolled in this retrospective study. Anatomical factors, such as infundibular
length (IL), width (IW) and infundibulopelvic angle (IPA) were measured and the lower pole ratio (infundibular
length: width) was calculated on preoperative IVP. Stone clearance was assessed at three months with a plain
KUB film.

Results: The overall three-month stone-free rate was 51.5%. Mean stone size +SD was 10.88 + 3.40 mm,
mean IL was 26.30 + 4.57 mm, mean IW was 7.80 + 3.33 mm, mean, IPA was 58.86 + 13.15 degrees and
mean lower pole ratio was 4.18 + 2.35. None of the patients had an IPA > 90 degree. Stone-free patients
compared with patients having residual fragments had no significant differences in IW, IL, IPA or lower pole ratio.
Conclusion: None of the anatomic factors had a statistically significant effect in predicting the success of
ESWL in patients with lower pole stones. However, In routine practice, regardless of the radiological anatomy,

ESWL continues to be the initial treatment option, given its non-invasive nature and ease of administration.

Keywords: radiologic anatomy, lower pole stone, stone clearance, ESWL
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Tuitaatiuiinnsun masnefialagisnsdeaansiia
(extracorporeal shock wave lithotomy; ESWL)
wnsnmnihluszuuilaanzainntu wagldidumssnmandu
wsndmsuiidulng Tnsemziffisuiadesnin 20
fadwns FensBeaansfndunnssnsidvsedniam
wazUszAvBuaiin uanauwnsndauios fiheuazunme
fanunalalunmssnmn'™.

Tudrefiilunguiifialulmaiuane (lower pole
stone) waen13¥1 ESWL azfin13wqaoedla (stone
clearance) Wifwihdalusumisdug vedla Fwmareans
Aaw nudn medaevesitlulagiuans finaseninu
dsalunsBeaansfa’ Taganzyusenine infundi-
bulum 7V renal pelvis (infundibulopelvic angle), AN
131989 infundibulum (infundibulum width), AN
999 infundibulum (infundibulum length)>®

M3ANVRY Sampio FJ uaspue wudn giie
Viﬁuﬂu infundibulopelvic angle ¥1An31 90 A1 §
Tomaianiangavesiialagenin Tagnguiiaeifiyw
infundibulopelvic angle #1An371 90 89A1 AzHTRATT
MINUATDIT (stone free rate) 3eaz 75 LLa:mﬂﬁgu
infundibulopelvic angle #a&ni1 90 B9F1 AEABRIINT
wuAYReTy $ouay 23 MIANBIVRY Sampio WAZAME
wudn Sewaz 60 esAwiall fAunte infundibular
1A 4 Tadtuns™'?

AN5Anu Ve Elbahnasy AM UazAge WUI8s
infundibulopelvic angle %A1 90 BYA1 ANNAIG
infundibulum ¥AAI1 5 TAFWAT AINNYT infundi-
bulum #ENIN 3 BURWNAT AedURUSAURIINIRUA
vosila peefituddy’

M3IANYDe Gupta NP uazaads wudn gie
fifimnueny infundibulum ¥esnin 3 wURWAT Azl
Aseenvesiin favar 72 wWeanund1e infundibulum
1NN 5 Tadwns wund mseenvesdy Seuaz 75
Lﬁ@ﬁ@gm infundibulopelvic angle 17A371 45 99AN
fimsoenuosiy Fewar 71 ayin diheiddaluladu
anefl lFsunsBeaansiia aziilomansavasialdunandi
Wofl AueY infundibulum Yeundn 3 WURWAT
AUNINN infundibulum sNAd 5 TAGWUAT WAy

infundibulopelvic angle fisnnA31 45 a9an"!

NASAN Voe Talas H wazauy wud giae
fluladauanedidnunisdsaansfiaazddnsnsnunzes
I fovaz 81.4 dwdugiefifiyn infundibulopelvic
angle 1A 70 89PN WAz Sppaz 47.8 dwiugihy
s %3 infundibulopelvic angle Wpand 70 89N &7y
7 4 infundibulopelvic angle 11AAT 70 B9 SN
fa AzniAYesdi waeaniiaansda wiAdunie
infundibulum WazANNYN? infundibulum [Nyl
fiB ANTRUAUDNTY

ANNIANENIYDY Manilandan R LazAe WU
3 sl dsnukazansinaesiiadusunea (33
infundibulopelvic angle AMUNIN infundibulum W&
ALY infundibulum) FeinsiRTeINLazITIRAN
fgefinnuuansneiulundazansfine Fevinlienils
wansineiy widanuan Jadudnumemwmanitnasons
2872097 NaPINMIBeEaTa "

AMNNIANENIVDY Fong YK WazAMNE WUINDHT1
AudSaTpaen1ssaanuiafianufiou (overall
three-month stone-free rate) agjﬁ o882 62 wazns
Al AAsgMinfundibulum ¥SFEAANY
A%9 infundibulum ¥R IFAY lower pole ratio a3
fnwn wudn Jhefifinnuend infundibulum dosndn 3
BURWAS AN infundibulum 3131 5 TaALUAT
waz lower pole ratio fitfasnin 3.5 FuRuSAUAIZHUA
2949817 (stone free status) WAHIUHRNSHTINTAUAVDS
fin (stone free rate)!

aANNIAREIfina1RINLdasnTam A sy
FAUAEATN T19 43 infundibulopelvic angle AIHNT
infundibulum WazANEN? infundibulum NNIRTIA
excretory urography (IVP film) $2uAun3igen lower
pole ratio AaztreviunslamadiSavasnsbeaansii
Tonndu snisldidudafiansaniumadeniihelungy
fluladiuans luvimsBeaansin

msfned Wunsfnsiiernuduiusssning
dnwazneanmeiane viuluildy IVP Aswridnanis fu
naad5avasnsdeaansialudiheinlulnsduans

LAl ool =

qﬂ’ammz’aﬁmiﬂﬂm
asfnmilidunisinudeyadoundsainuily

wasslou Jihslsedalule Tawdieignitaduindu
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filulndiuanediouiien (single lower pole stone) an
Wau excretory urography (IVP) lagifivdoya Aaus
\Wou fanAu WA, 2551 i ifaunugney w.A. 2556 &
frhoduiusiomue 66 519 figndadnanluns@inm Tng
finawilumssadnanluans@ne e u Trlulageans
foudiy fiiueasiuluensise (opaque stone) 95U
AIensBeaaedaudsiuwsn (first line treatment)
yunalgsumsBamunssnmd Tsanenunassin dau
i lunIfnean Ao Jafiuecliviuluensiss (non-
opaque stone) ﬁm’gwialmqmﬁu éﬂwﬁﬁmﬂﬁmﬂmm
IafinUnf (renal anomalies) wazfiaeiifiszRlasy
MIHFR LN ADY

fiheasgnifivdaya il dnwaziluvosdios
(patient demographics) dnwaziialUaeedia (stone
characteristics) 9u mum‘ﬁm’aﬁqmmﬁ’a (maximum
stone diameter) USunaufiuiiinesis (stone area) an
HurhmstaAmengania (anatomical factor) #1499
¢ai] 3y infudibulopelvic angle (IPA) A21%gn2 Infundi-
bulum (IL) A¥Ad7e Infundibulum (W) Felunns
Anwidldasn5Taaudildiaualay Elbahansy way
mauz® auansluidl 1 dau lower pole ratio Murallng
NNIUNANANNEIINTAILANUNTINDRY infundibulum

aoial

(IL:IW) Faduisfiaue oy Fong wazmaus’

AraennansldsunissnmdienisBeaans i
feA3neaanefia Dornier HM3 lithotriptor (Dornier,
Wessling, Germany) l5WeNU1a31%38 LazAnAIHE
f1i5avpemsteaansfdafianuifiau (three month stone
free rate) TagAdgNu Ve TnsATDeTD (stone free)
Tumsfnund de nsfiueslidiuizluflduensiss (Plain
KUB film)

waRNIUTINTayauaziniiiterszifiuna
(effect) vRaMeAmavesialulagdiuasiidseaiiznun
yasiiy uaSuudisueussmeinament

ARAIAIIZH

asaazdnsada vinlasldlusunsu SPSS
version 17.0

- @nRBenTIuun (Descriptive Statistics) Wile
aBunRudnwuzduyana anvazansds Taanism
Auudesar Anedy druibsauuinaigiu Ssegu
ANANER ANgeEn

LIP-A

IL—»

(a) L)

gﬂﬁ 1 F3nsianmeAaneueala (anatomical factor)’

IPA : gmﬁi’mzmwﬁuﬁmﬁumm ureteropelvic axis (a)
MU central axis of lower pole infundibulum (b)
**Ureteropelvic axis: Lfufia1niiu qanenans
¥4 superior Way inferior renal sinus (K-L)
Auaafenanssasiolafiagnseiaf lower pole
of kidney

W:  anunisiidnannasiiuaufigaana lower pole
infundibulum axis

IL: enugniidaanaeiinafigaoes calyx fifiteg)

'
= =

NAATNNANNYBY lower lip U84 renal pelvis

- ahfBeaynu (Inferential statistics) N9
wWisnifisudeyaiBeduna azld Student T-test Tu
nadidayafinnsuanuastnd uazld Mann-Whitney U
test n3tidayananuasliung daudoyaiBnanin wWisy
Wisulaeld Chi-square test/Fisher exact test wavio
f1 p-value Wopni 0.05 WutpdAgesia

Nan13AN®N
Aedlasumaitadeinduialulagreaeiou
Weadnsunssnmneeisnnsisaanefinnemun 66 918
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(Wp1e 36 918 Ewde 30 318) Tmammaﬁﬂﬁa 50.3 U

U

3 '
°

Umineay 66.6 Alansu fihwaulnalliflsatszdd
Fawansluased 1

dnwaziiluresdnnildueniss wuiihauie
103y 10.88 Tadiuns (W& 5.42 - 18.65), USunauitudl
108y 61.73 AT NTAALIAT (Wl 11.16 - 225.24) An IPA
0Ay 58.86 99AN AN IL 1RAY 26.30 TadLAT wazA
W @48 7.80 a5 d7u lower pole ratio fifnads
4.18 Taglumsnmni linugihedisien 1PA flunnadi
90 99N FauanslumTedl 2

wasanfiheldsunsbeaansfiouda finwle
finenuragSavaenBeaanedy nudn sesenudsa

A9 1 ayaiiugugiie (patient demographics)

YaansBsaandafianuifiou (three month overall stone
free rate) 3awaz 51.5 @ﬂ’mdqﬂmﬂajﬁmazLmiﬂsﬁau
waznuiighsfidesdaastin 12 1y Snweneis
UseAulszang 6 318 feuanslumsed 3

A7 4 way b Leuanedie univariate analysis
Wingdnwaziluveadihy dnvasiluesdy s
AmemeAmeaesialuladiuans Tungudiae stone
free WAz residual stone WU A o1y Uwin
Pa9ihy suiavesiy wazUSinaiuiivesiy lifieny
wAnFneAuTEnIgteieanngy uaznudn laifien
nmemeinala fanunsateoenieuadisavoanisds
sanpia

gty (318)

msgm?isl @)
dwinieds @Alansy)
Tsadszdsn (5w)
No Underlying disease
diabetes mellitus
hypertension
diabetes mellitus with hypertension

hypertension with coronary arterial disease

66
(v 36 578 Ewdle 30 Tv)

50.3 (19-75)
66.6 (42-90)

46

11

A9eil 2 Anwaziiugiuvesin

Avedspunis (Hadwns)
Aelsfiuiiiavesia (m3edaduns)
Funyein

97

o

igld]
ﬂ'ﬁLQ'ﬁlﬁngm infundibulopelvic angle (29¢iN)
ALeAY infundibulum length (Fades)
ANaaY infundibulum width (Ha&wes)

AaaY lower pole ratio (IL:IW)

10.88 (5.42-18.65)
61.73 (11.16-225.24)

37
29

58.86 (32-83)
26.30 (15-24)
7.80 (2.54-16.07)
418 (1.37-11.74)
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3197 3 WaMIHFARaTNANTINENTiENUFaY

AMzunIntou
no complication 58 919
minor (mild fever, colic pain) 7 98
major (obstruction, sepsis, severe pain) 1 979

Nan133nENN 3 LHau

complete stone free 34 979
non-fragmented 1 9%
asymptomatic residual fragment < 4 mm 13 579
residual fragment > 4 mm 18 519
mMssnen
no 48 319
ESWL 12 9%
conservative treatment 6 ¥

M137199 4 Univariate analysis of patient demorgraphics

variable Stone free status P-value
Stone free Residual stone

AU (379)

W18 (%) 14 (38.9%) 22 (61.6%) 0.087
Wl (%) 18 (60%) 12 (40%)
g (1) 52.74 + 13.03 47.78 +11.49 0.107
vhwiin (Alan3a) 68.41 + 8.57 64.72 + 1113 0.135

19197 5 Univariate analysis of stone characteristics

variable Stone free status P-value
Stone free Residual stone

2uNATi (stone size) 10.68 + 2.86 %11, 11.21 +3.93 w. 0.456

R8s (stone area) 56.46 + 35.14 AN, 67.33 +49.40 A543, 0.350

PUIRYY infundibulopelvic angle 60.03 + 13.53 a3Fi 57.63 + 12.84 89FN 0.462

A3NNYTY infundibulum length 25.73 + 4.35 d4. 26.91 +4.79 wu. 0.298

AU infundibulum width 8.06 + 3.11 wuy. 7.53 + 3.59 wu. 0.525

Lower pole ratio (IL:IW) 3.74 + 1.68 465 +2.86 0.124
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ansfnnd IAnsraveennednaasialule
sfuanesonIngaeanasianuinaiues Elbahansy
AM uazAe® Talas H wazAz” Madbouly K wazanies™
Fong YK wazaauy! asnuintussazsauds lifiaanu
wansnspgnediduaAmeadn Tungudilay stone free
AUANTIMUARIAGT Bauanslunsedi 6

LTI

flaqiumssnsdavunadesndt 20 dadwns fi
U3a calyx Wae USH renal pelvis 1En133nmngae
AsNaae i Feiiadndufisensuiuialy™ msfnuaes
Lingeman JE Wa¥AMZNLIN BuNavesindnait stone
free rate peihiifaunataendn 10 fadwns azddnT
ANUEISAsagaz 74 2u1e 10 Taaluns I 20 Tadwng
sasAnudSasoyas 56.31 uaziafidvunaingnin 20
faans azfidnnanuasaanadlnae souas 32.6
et RRIoi T

asfnsdrulnafinanuiiuindaludiundele
fruasifiawnalng 20 fadwns AITTIEIFIEANTIN
percutaneous removal waluiififiuunn 10-20 Tadwns

o

shifidaayuiinseiuinnissnulanisdunisinm
aAUWIN'

sUseiiu shsmavauesiad 3 eu Tuf
MIwAnTesi Fenisuanaesiatuiunataiiady
P3uns209dy dwtszneuvesdy fundeunsda ¥iie
yaaesedeaansiia saufesuauasefiBeLasngenuy
fildae drummgavesiiuanudrdufiiunisesia
wazazdosas Tufifiogdumidlndauane Wewisuiy
Tndunane (middle) w3a Imauuy (upper pole)™ d7u
Uszansnmluningaaesialadiuans feliddasgui
Foau' Tumsfnminudn Samanuaesin (stone
free rate) fn Sowaz 51.5 Wiaifisuiunsfnmdug 8
fi samavanvesiingszninedeuaz 25-85'

Sampaio FJ wazaasz Wunguusniileiauanisin
MeFMAYeelaaIuas Wy infundibulum width (TW)
waz infundibulopelvic angle (IPA)laglfuuudnans
3 4 polyester resin endocast a1n cadaver 73 518
Fawanalimfiug lavienun 146 49 T30way 74 i PA
11NN 90 B9FN LATANEAANATEY lndIuaSTiNasD
Fnsneenuasiin (stone clearance rate)?

919 6 wazeemeAnavesilalulatieasidsannenuaesi

Variable no.of
pateints

Length

greater than 30 mm 14

less than or equal 30 mm b2
width

greater than 5 mm b1

less than or equal 5 mm 15
Angle (cut-off at 70 degree)

greater than 70 degree 16

less than or equal 70 degree 52
Angle (cut-off at 90 degree)

greater than 90 degree 0

less than or equal 90 degree 66
Lower pole ratio

greater than 3.5 31

less than or equal 3.5 35

Stone free patients p value
(n(%))
6 (42.9%) 0.797
28 (53.8%)
6 (52.9%) 0.886
6 (46.7%)
8 (50.0%) 0.635
26 (57.1%)
34 (51.5%)
14 (45.2%) 0.264
20 (57.1%)
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A5n¥1m infundibulum length( IL), infundibulum
width (IW) wag infundibulopelvic angle (IPA) Tag
% excretory urography (IVP) BRI Elbahnasy AM
wazani leignunanld lumanemisfinen @elden cut off
284 IPA 7 90 89F1° &HunIFABYEY Talas H uaz
AauzldAn cut off i 70 89’ WANNIANHIDY Sorensen
CM uazaznduuanstiifiugn 1PA Tlldidususitawma
f152U99N1909NV9EY (stone clearance) WAIANNANT
Saaaeih® lumsfnuni wuieedses A1 IPA oy
7i 58.86 pern laedliffihuaulaaeiill IPA wnnad

o
=1

90 a9 wae wud IPA Allddussedienadisaves
MMT0NVRNT7 (stone clearance)

ANNARAMADUTIAATY AgaAuNTTafn TPA
anadinduldanndszasuan msfnsaulngazialas
14 Plain KUB %39 excretory urography (IVP) @4
Wunw 2 88 waznsiifimnuuwensieiuly kidney axis
Tufthoudazau Uszasfians m3ta IPA fiannuusn
snatuldusinseicluniseulasaudies dadunaiag
anmamelavesiisuaza1ag hydration 989 renal
pelvis®

Tunsfnmiinudn infundibulum length (L) Taile
fhLNTaHagI5 NMIpanvesin (stone clearance) lag
1#38n599munIa3u18209 Elbahnasy AM WazAML
(AN cut off 71 30 §iadwn3)° wiiluA3FnEwes Ghoneim
IA wazAny aslden cut off 7 50 TaAwnT FeaznuIn
s dmeada? lumsfnui Lififiheeladiden
IL fisnnndn 50 Hadwns wasnunaeds 29 1L &u
Adedilduanslilunisfnsves Elbahnasy AM waz
ANy NUNNIANNYEY Madbouly K waspauy IL 2uUR
26.30 Tadtuns Wauiy 29.9 Tadtuauay 36.4 Tadtung
MUEFL)®E Ausanssiinuionaazifnldain A
WANANAUTRNGNUTTTINT WAz Tin IL finanniadau
18 Toganasfidesuasmedanedidu 3 TR U 2 @
AnTay excretory urography (IVP)

myiamedaevaslngiuanauuy 3 15 T cadaver

1 Sampaio FJ wazaniz wu3n IW fitfaundn 4 Sadwns
azifusyednaziiniseanvesiin (stone clearance)
T3id* fimsfnwn Tey Sumio Y uazmuy wazmIfns
289 Sabnis RB wazAmz Meseeudn W udaned
fanadi5aU99 stone clearance wazldAn cut off 7
4 9a5wns™° Tuns@nwuas Elbahnasy AM hazme

alden cut off 7 5 fiadwns® daulumsdnud 1den
cut off 71 5 Nadwns WU TW agjsznine 2.54 Taduns
fie 16.07 Tadwns agralsinny deldaunsaadune
AnuuAnFeean TW I wnnnanieiionadufney Ao
530 vilugasiiinsasuwlaswuzifin peristalsis®
@9 Pace KT wavaay nudfimnuusnsredulunisin
W laaldaa excretory urography lugilasudazany
wazlduansliifiugedn fnswasuwaswes IW luusas
P392p9Tlan excretory urography (5 i, 10-20 Wi,
compression film Way post void film)?

ASANBY Fong YK WazAMe bowaaeiviiiu
ol Glu@’ﬂ’m‘ﬁ'ﬁ lower pole ratio (ILIW) fiffaendn 3.5 az

'
=~ P

§in1999nYe9H (stone clearance) fndndaLigudun

'
oA

qul lower pole ratio annndn 3.5' aenalsfinnu e
1% univariate analysis Wu31 lower pole ratio +a47i ks
I dususTaonadi5ae9 stone clearance Tvanaay
Wunafiurainasfisnanedanadild lunnsdruralld
Toddumeadifituie

msfrmiiinaula 209 Knoll T wazAy wams
Ihdudanuuansneszndtyana deudregelunis
Saanmedaeveelndiuane lagniznsin infundi-
bulopelvic angle (IPA) $uRuN3AiAETaAN3nA
funnsneiunansds vlinafladanauansnedu? s
Femsvidesgmiu Tunsiiaziden3saifanumane
aulunstarmeinamantd aghslsfinny Sedaeiinng
Ansifadinsely dWerhldsnsied awnsadiaging
16 (reproducibility)

aansfiwseldudraduiladenilsiitinasanns
fosiuldlfiiannseenaasiia (stone clearance) Vo<t
fafluanuds lulndusne dadu dWeflazgaelhd stone
clearance ity naaMsBesasdy Fedinanunsdnm
wugthlh1938mssneq wu mslidieusuiasm s
Tdanadnlylurials (ureteric catheter) saufumslgun
wnaszzduasiafiuan lussnitendeaasiia wie
mMtanfndurunsiianile ieldiningadnlydns
Wil FenaduSauedisnsmandidufidmela Tay
fisnIMInuAUesin (stone free rate) uTuiouaz
71_8822,23

AsAnmTeANNduTuSITnIeeinazes In
drusnausazaduiu udiuddgiiazgelinsriuneg
stone clearance Mavn138vaa18dainanuusiugn
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o

Nty auiumslEisTineiy stone clearance #isil
Tenanaanudatu vildnssnsnduiissansamunntu

Tadninween1sfinw As unsfnudounas
(retrospective study) Viﬂﬁﬁaaﬂawdaﬂﬂamﬁaﬁ Rt
shugs thmiin Usinamdsnuiils lunsdssaneth dunu
% TunsBeaansin

a9d

lifienmeAanalafisnansatetdenadiSandsns
$nnfin fhonsBeaasdn (ESWL) Tunguitandalu
Tndauans (lower pole stone) M33nEEEAS ESWI
iy Fadoindumadanlunnssnmsusuusng fiads
fiansan femawade Wun1s3nwnd non invasive v

Tadeuazdanuazain

ONA9E19DY
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