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BYREERL Yy —wnens T IEGKE
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RUDIS

SN, FEEBAR ) -XTEDHITS
BREBOBRBEODOL LT, & REEE
(uro-nephropathy) 20 Z R THRIWY, 24
DRETEAREBROBEZVSZFIRBT 5
20iiE, BEHERICBVWTERENE - R
BREZOPIZTTLTOL L) BEIIRD
BEELRDDLVZ A, TOHHAZUTOREY T
HbH. £7, 7o& ZiPRETIIRE, endstage
DPAREREDFEHAD S HH 40%%, & - R
DERUEERFETHOONE LI IR TWAH?
EVHZLETHE. ZOTERLHFHIBLEIT,
NRBRB S 7 ORM OB, MBEN - B
BHEZETH/MAEREOREZ, EEOHBER
Kb DPLERNLLDONEY 7 FEXTH
D, COEBMIZDPBETLALATHES, 20
BMHEXZTELDDE—212R, REBR:E
GRERE  HREROMAERNDRIZTEEE Lk
FOEMBBERZE - 158 MRI BEO# 5
Bhb, TLTIOEER, BRLW) EER
BEDORE] detection & IEFE 7 natural history
BME EH/ODF, wb® b uropathy D&
X DT (preventive) OB H D~
EEREFTERENVL S,

UTZ 2T, FRIBHY intervention * & H

0386-9792/06/¥100/& /ICLS

ROBEEAEMNREER (obstructive uropa-
thy) CERZHE > TRRTO I, 2w
b® 3
(LUTO)”, “bladder outlet obstruction” D&
FhoZ didvy TThiwn,

WYL R - AR 00 BB e & O kB
e

“lower urinary tract obstruction

feREE, #HIR (9~) 10%wLI1I1BIA
WCEALPCZDEREAL DL X H IR, &
DEHRA SIG T B REEIZZ ORERMICHE L
T, BEEREL, BETREE 13~)
14 ~ 16 BUREFEWVETH ) (EIHHEHED
oval echogenic structures), Z®0#, #EITHED
A LW - REERT, Lo T, BN
REEHEBE, BETKR20BETICRIBHLY
B EiThA, FEC, IR 16 BUBEEKIZ
ABSIBBRCTED O Z LSS, EKE
PREREOREL LTERE LS. BEERE
B EEOT o K& (echogenicity) i, lz;f
#% 17 ~ 18 B £ TIEAFHR - BRRSICIL LA TRy 2
BOLNVEETLHH, TRUBEREIETL,
ZhEEbICHEE/MEOHE (cortico-
medullary differentiation, CMD) 2% bh,
FER 26 ~ 27 BIZI3IT I A S OB T IR EGT
REBT23%512%25.



RREHRRE & ¥KADE - MBEERBE L
DB ICASATHEY, LiL, —#&IC
BIRAKBECEKBLEELTIERINTD
D, RREBFALLDFEKBEEZETLIL
SZLIELEZDHNh, LD ZFo—EBITmEE
BRETHIILIEELEETHSLY. T,
EASN-FKIE, ECBEETESZHLC
B - MBENBLEZEZ BN TWE, LiL,
FBRFIIBT5—EHBMORERERERTIIE
KBEFRI LT, REEBIL LB IM0X
KABBREOEH T AL HRBENT VS,

—h, (BR=A82KR) Bk - BERER,
REBZFREREER»SES ~ 6B A 54 -
FELTL 5D (BR=ABOAIHEERE
W IZHISR), IR 12~ 138K BT REE
£, BRREECHECEROREZE (BREEA
@ cystic structure) 25 EEE % 5. & LI
R20BZA 00, BEERECTEEXTD
“BIR—BERY 4 7 )L (fetal bladder dynam-
ics)” PRDOLNBEICLE (ZDHL 70
i, iR 28 TI3H 20 ~ 40 4B T 3rd
trimester IZ A% & fEIRICAR > TL B). “Blad-
der outlet obstruction” (ZBWT, #%HIEEH
IRAIEIRP > SHE L 25 TL 2HEAE,
HIROMETIINE S REAB OS2 (iR
208, 3058, 40 BT, £4 1KMbHLVHS
ml, 10mi, 30ml) 2ERLTHLDTH5,

BEDX S %IEFEREBEERT, IR 36
HIZE - IREERIZE ORI % nephrogenesis
2T T A5, ZOERBPRICHEER 18~ 32
Bid, BEFROLEELFEEZRTHETH L=
EhH, RESEAZE - ERICHT 5 susceptibility
BREIBVWEZEZORTWS, ZThicHEL,
BI)—REBSNZREHEH/BLTBE 20, §
bbb, CNHETWERERD entity L ENTE
K& JE 2 & multicystic dysplastic kidney
(MCDK) IZh7-28E0HESEERIL, £B
IZik—2® spectrum iZEFTh 25D THY
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(infundibular stenosis, megapolycalycosis %
EHRPEICMNET 2), REOETICHENED
KEEZEZDDDEDBEBIAFEILT o TW
59 ZoZkid, LUTO BEIRELLBE
{2 MCDK, &% %\ ix% dysplasia (obstructive
cystic dysplasia) 2EZ - LEVWRTEZELD
DD (I 24 BERFE TS 95%), X W&EHD
RIEFITIIAKEE (LT LIBEEZ DL W)
ZETHEVIHIZLODBERERLERTZ DD
EWVZ B, RELRRERBO pathogenesis 2
B L OGRER, NTRKNETEDSOMED %
ENTw3, HEziE, ARBIBEEREER
? mediator TH 5% (F) renin-angiotensin
system %%, RRJRREEPAZEIC X % dysregulation
(upregulation) X UHEERIMATHIED - MR
matrix RHOEHEZ AL T, Wb
“obstructive nephropathy” # 27-¢ & WH
HBRARICBL LB s,

RS FETRB A I

JBRRERAFEIIRE 1T, 1) BAEERE
% B (obstructive uropathy;% < I3 K ¥ i
hydronephrosis % Fif¥), 2) ERETER, 3)
B EE (renal agenesis, ectopic kidneys),
4) oMb (cloacal malformation/exstrophy,
bladder exstrophy %) X4 F6h s, Zhbd
nNI3b, 2) OBRRHEERBIELOFRRET
% A L (genetic/nongenetic, isolated/syn-
drome %\ L hereditary nephropathy), &%
MICHDEHLRELET 250 TH 5,
genetic type & L TH& L v H DT autosomal
recessive polycystic kidney disease (ARPKD)
TH5. —F, KBRY intervention & DA
o, REMERRIGERT »EREERRG,
F IZH D cystic dyaplasia, multicystic dys-
plastic kidney (MCDK) T 5.

9, BRIEREIERAKERE (hydronephro-

sis/pelvicaliectasis/hydroureteronephrosis)
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DZHCEBE L CRUTORBHEOEN*ET 5.
Thbb,
obstruction, UV] (ureterovesical junction)
obstruction, MCDK, ureterocele with bladder

UPJ (ureteropelvic junction)

neck obstruction/ectopic ureter, duplex kid-
ney, urethral valve (posterior/anterior), ure-
thral atresia/stenosis/web, pelvic tumor, cloa-
cal malformation (3 X UF cloacal/bladder
exstrophy) Zvhb @3 “obstructive” b D
BT 5. Pelvic tumor & LTIE, 72& 24
sacrococcygeal teratoma (SCT) & 5B 1R
Beht - (FE) ureter FIEOMEFHDH 5 .
COH|ETIE, FRNEFOEMICL 5RE
PAE  MEXEEZERIELLDIC, KR
HoBEEDE (£ LEBs) EHHRERE
BERMThbh T,

ZITEETREZ, wbW®5 “urethra
patent LUTO” 7 &, “nonobstructive” 7z
B#, T4bb vesicoureteral reflux (VUR),
neurogenic bladder, Prune belly syndrome,
megacystis-microcolon-hypoperistalsis  syn-
drome (MMIHS) R EMNFET L ENWH T L
Ths.

ChHIERREILBROKEY & HEMICAR
X, BBX#, UPJ obstruction (45%), VUR
(30%), UV]J obstruction (10%), duplex kid-
neys (7%; ¥ 11T ureterocele @ urethral pro-
lapse 12X 5 b DMHDH B), posterior urethral
valve (PUV;4%), MCDK (4% ; @& K #
), FDM (megapolycalycosis, infundibular
stenosis) DIEE ShTwa, LT, BEAE
JE, VWhWw5b “enlarged bladder” 22 X<
THTzW,

1. BaRAKEAE V=9

VbW 5 KEE (hydronephrosis) ik, &
B BMORIEFBICLDIRL TV LRETH
D, BREBEREOH /425D, FOHEEIZH
AL LSBIERLTERLZDDOTIESR

v, JBRABEEOLZPT, BAorZREBETR
HB0%COABD LN, LIdHRER, (20
BEERHALZSD), MAR (& ITHERE
EKRL LTEVWEETEREREALGN, H
ARTICRESE & B8 S Wz ERO 5 bEF A RH
DRBECRALOPOFHRGEBREELZDDR,
3~4%ickrErLbENG. T, ZOLD
LHREBESII, REBEIZ L5 mega-
lourethra % perirenal urinoma (#:R) B»
THhHEShTwED, 72720, BREKEFE
D 20%1%, HBIREBROBISE 3% ) 720
RHEWER (—BiX genetic 2EZRHE BT 5H)
DERSHI phenotype £ LTRHONLHDTH
A2 LiZiE, B5'8HA intervention ZZRET 5 )
ATEEXETA.

faBABEZ & - v 5B, K& JBERLELR
(supravesical) & BE T & (infravesical) %
BLizdiohs, UT—HMEHEICRED, O
DHABEORATERBEATHIZ., ¥
supravesical JEZ 2 1&, UPJ/UV] obstruction
(&, ureterocele, ureter £ B O), VUR,
pelvic tumor (SCT % &) 23&Fh 5. RI
infravesical JRZE & L TiX, v H @ 5 bladder
outlet obstruction % & 73 EH, T4hbb,
PUV, urethral atresia, cloacal malformation
BEBPBFOND. JRRINIKEEZ mHANC X
729 B E LT, T UPJ/UV] obstruc-
tion B X U VUR, #DIE IS TIZHRRT
bladder outlet obstruction # & 7= 3 IRE DT
THEINE. ChoOBREREDNDS L, K
BREDORE & U Tk UP] obstruction M HHE A
RO (BRAEHERBREOEENELTY,
BHE), TOEMPEICTERETIEZWAER
FTRELMDELT, MCDK GBE HFHH%E),
UV] obstruction, VUR, PUV, duplex kidney,'
cloacal malformation/ exstrophy ( 7 » L
bladder exstrophy), horseshoe kidney % %
BIZEBIIBLLRETHBH. —FKIZ UP]



obstruction ® VURIZH X if, ureteral
obstruction ZWL LUTO iz ¥ h&éwvwzi b, &
CTHVUREDEHEAMhTBELY. £0
BREZHRES TR L2VHEERIRL TEVD
DTE%EL, BEICL > CRBEXEEDOER
DH10%E EDBEVwbNRS. BB VUR I
I BED V& i, 2 1At UP] obstruction %
Fh - REOAAWEEL LELIEREOLS
LTHB. TBH)—oFETEE, VUR
PBENE ST UPJ obstruction ([FIZ v L3t
) ZH-TBY, BE - ERUERLZED LS
FIZHENFEST A 2 Lix, UPJ obstruction
DHEHFEZEETIHOTHEVEV) ZLTH
5. LT, EBREBIROKRBZHICE
WTIHEIC, VUR ORFBRITR, $42bb, 1
BOKRESDH 5 VIZTREREICBITSEE - R
BV A XOBELESCERYRTRIER 5%
Wy,

ELW HFBBEM (myelomeningocele,
MMC) To JEltikes - RERE KEELR L)
WZBEE L THRIBH intervention 12 2 h b B
FEFHFELTBY, RKREH MMC BE#HIco
T TISARESNF S ) — 2B il
nNTwa,

2B, wHOWHKRREREBEREAO L,
macrocystic form (1 cm #Ri#f§, hyperechoic
cortex ) 2E2T2300d0, 2DLhT
&, Wb B REMAEIZHEET 5 obstructive
cystic dysplasia B & U8 MCDK O #HE XN & b
BWbDTHL (RIAk).

2. “Enlarged bladder” & bladder outlet
obstruction 1?®9

Z2{DBETOREHREZ, »whW5 blad-
der outlet obstruction DFEZRE L TWV5.
Z ? “enlarged bladder” DEFMEIX, #DFH%E
RACIEET 22 L CEETRIER SV,
$7%bbH, 2nd trimester DHFEF DL L IX
urethral atresia/stenosis # EE & LTw 57
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® (Prune belly sequence D7 HIERD
EbHb), ¥RBLCERERE (vl
renal dysplasia) OREI R, —BRIZFEIE
AREZ%D. —F, 3rd trimester BRIEEDHE
tX, massive VUR % MMIHS O 7] etk d &5
B2 hER 5% v, Z 0 bladder outlet
obstruction ZH D#EBI L %D 5 5D DITHE,
urachus DR, T % b B “patent dilated
urachus” DHFERH 59, —BICZ OREHH
BITFENTRRIEHEILTZ2DDTHY, Ist
trimester * @z X (BFlcHiZE%E) LiFL
X% D patency %9 (FUZiX urachal cyst,
THbLERFTHERERZERTS). 2B,
CCTODTF—<EFiZT N5, “enlarged”
LRFED, bW DK T,
exstrophy (bladder/cloacal) 7 & H & DXt
KL%, BMRTEBOKBHGEHSICER
THZEERB,

—F, BRRBEBAZEIIEEIZ “high-pressure”
obstruction D#FE & L TRBHE 25 2R
L, BE¥KEMSLE urinary ascites (FIZ blad-
der outlet obstruction {2817 % BEbeak i
H), # %\ & paranephric urinoma (UP]
obstruction 2817 5B R calyx D) D
FE»POBH SN, L CHBBITERE»S
ATFRABROBEINE, B, 22T
FRRCEBW AR LTHITME B E
ZliE, RESHCRERIMZRES b HLERL
BT ARERER L RO, BEARILE &
LIBEVIRTHS. oz tix, BERK
LA RERREME 22 LR DBERE - RE - B
SORBHELE - TV ABEEICIX, WY
s, BEMEEATEIECLAREHED
FHEEREIRZEWVH)ZELEERT B,

BiHHLz

ARTIR, BEMBERBREIIOS ZOE
WL DRE, B¥RLORBENEHRLET
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& - FREF, Floch s &0, BERHY inter-
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WREETH 51588 intervention I20 %, 0
rationale, EIG7 EANEVHEL 2T A2 L
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1. ERZHFHE

PRIV R BB B O BB T T IS EN BT
BREIZL o TBY, 2L 21, BELEOH
BBWDOI=DITIE, ThEIcgEoXlE +
b5, cutoff diameters 254218 X 1, axial
plane - AP (anteroposterior) demension %
EEET< 4 mm (FUIE 22 weeks MLET) /<
7 mm (FEIR 22 weeks BE) /55 mm
(#E#% 5 months) /8 mm (#F#E 8 months) %
ERETHBIDLEPREN L LDTH B, F
7z, BRBEERMRELEDOVDY 2 “enlarged
bladder” &1i%, 2nd trimester, 3rd trimester
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NDEAT, BE3 cm, 6 cmZBLAHBNEE
hTwa,

—7, BERDWICMZEEZ, BB MRI
BREVFERZERE2 5250 LBHEIATY
b (S, ERBOBEERBOEE, v LM
TAHEHDBE, ZOMBEEHOREIK X
WIEEE). o MRIZHNIE, B - BIBOBRE
ZWIZEN, F72, MR urography (A9 4 A
220 3, @RWH) IREOEETLHH
L35, UL2L, “enlarged bladder” ® MRI
W& BFMICB VTR, BRoRBICEE L MR
EHEDORIMRIE (Wh®w5 urinry jets 12X %
artifact) 24 L) 5 RIS T2 2 EE2ET
5.

2. B RERDLSES N DHEGIEH

EDLD BIERI2ZH ERRD ?

INITMNCTERZ DIFIRE - REBER
ZBWT, E4DHEBBH LORAL v b 23T
NEUTDEH k5,

EFHNBHPERTH L. THIIMENR
BEBOBRBREICEIHLIZHEEZ AL LD
BE WD TH B (PUV, cloacal malforma-
tion E& 4, BR, TCKRTALRL). ¥
72, WED laterality (HHE»F HAH) PEK
B, THCAHREOREIDERETS. ki
BEBUOBEITOIhE, 7, HHE%S
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BEREHDI b, RHDEBENLDORBRERO
;%% (urinary tract dilatation) T3 b, R
L ERIERIUE 2179 B0, REIEORA
Z B (upper/lower % v L supravesical/
infravesical tract) ¢ REEEOREAZHICH
5, COE, BEEREICIANEROHER
ELHEHATH A, 72k 23, WERICESES
A NNIEKRERE (hydroureter) %, *
21 EORERICEEY A XICHASH LB
Abhhid, VUIRZBIBEI LIk 3. &
HxED 588 T, BRECBITZ2—BON
ANFRBMROFELRBRLTBILREE
THab. 72& 21, duplex kidney AEbh 5
B&1E, 1) upper moiety, 2) lower moiety
BT EEHERE, T4obb, 1) AEER
% - RERE (ectopic insertion, ecopic urete-
rocele), B XU 2) reflux BELIZHEET S
REMEZRELRITNER 62w, T/, P
T — MR TIEBR OB RNET 2 B8
52 i3, o R (BTEEEEEREL - B
Westi th BB %) & §F 2 C bladder (2w L cloa-
cal) exstrophy DB LEHRTH B, BHED
8 (BHFK, MRD) & LTik, 208 (hum-
ber) /HHEEHAM (location) /
EBEDORE & (thickness) WL a—5
(echogenicity) /% 5% (contour) 7%\ LIEHE
(cross-fusion DH M) /K& & (size) & &M
BETHY,
pelvic kidney, cross-fused renal ectopia %
W iX nephromegaly 5o, X » ZHEY L BHH
WEEL B,
AEERBEESEDLNDHEICIE, AR
# (LUTO T DRE &G 25%) OHED.
HICEELZRAL VbEWE, 1) BEOCEREE
(grading;hydronephrosis, hydroureter) & #
DAEFTIZHE - TH U 5 renal dysplastic change
? & # , perinephric urinoma/( urinary)
ascites DHE, FhiZ, 2) EKBLEETA

Z 1T X o T renal agenesis,

BE DMK - BBIE deformity DY X 7 53¢
Thb. MEOFMCBVTIE, FEHICET
LEBREMRE (cysts/cystic disease) DH L,
BICEKHBOERER (subcortical post-
obstructive cysts) DOZHE%EAH, KIER sample
DEALZERIZH - 5l (Bxd) LEDBIEET
5. REURBERENTHREAEICL 238
FIRERL, 1) REFR, wb® 5B “key-
hole sign” (PUV C, BFEEZLIEL T
LNBHRIILIREBRE), 2) BEBATR, #0094
X - BRE, BoOREEHZEI (thickening/
hypertrophy, trabeculation % &) DBRENE
BEThHH. ZOTHRBOBEGZHE (FREMAZE,

BREEES) ChzoTiE, 1) REBIX, B
BL-BIREZEIZT echogenic line & LTH
HOoNLHEXRE, BERHHELERZVIE,
2) EECIIRRERBRE B THE (GRIIE
REPLERRS), EBRLHMASEEL v BERE
HATH5.

%8 hydronephrosis 5

1. BEEREICH T S2MESE

BEIRBWIZ & 5 renal pelvis dilatation D
Wi - Fffi (2nd/3rd trimester) i, HAEH O
KEBEZFHT L) ZTHAZb DL EIATY
5%, 7=, B ‘hydronephrosis DI,
pelviectasis IZ caliectasis (calyceal dilatation)
EEZITHEEE VR B, Sairam 56" OFRET
{%, midgestation TOEFHE AP diameter &Hifll
2L oT, <4dmmiZIEHE, 4 ~10mm (v
L calyceal dilatation 285 b D) 135%BH
(mild hydronephrosis), > 10 mm & uropa-
thy #EF (FiZ reflux) THH, > 20 mm &
BERRBLPHERIIBHLEZEL T
722 & d 5, renal pelvic diameter 23> 10
mm DFEFNIT O DB Z ET 5 BN E
WwWelLTwa, ZoHE»L, ERATIZ
midgestation {Z BT, renal pelvis >4 mm



DGEIREROBFEMEZ, > 10 mm DBHE
BHAEREE (&, VCUG) 2ETAELTY
B, ZDOZ ki, AP diameter %10 mm K%
2D calyceal enlargement % RO \VIEEIZH
A% follow-up RAT R Tz %<, —F, 10
mm Pk 5\ i calyceal dilatation 2 5
HEE, BARICVCUG 2807 B E2EY
BIERRTEDVRS,

2. BEMREICLSFHMEOMES

YE L, HAROT - REBTEREICE,
ZOBERMERIIBOTHEREDDH B2 L2 5
e oTWAh, Scott 1%, pelvic measure-
ments DEROFRIIIREORKEE - BRI
YoTREZY, 222X VURBHOKE, B
RTEBRINPEFEATH A0, KRTIIAE
ELDVAIZHBREVEREL TS, T/~
. Anderson 5" &, renal pelvic diameter 2%/
RrRICEMT A end, 2 2B (R 23
R <10 mm & W) IEEBOMEERL
TWTh, MAERICHD TREBESEHELT
AHLENDHHT LERMEL TS, AR
Bhide 5 &, HWAMBEFEREIC CRBERE
TARTHER, REREOUEBIISLTRELRY,
HEBRICRBROMO»OFHELEL LK
BloH 40%13, BRBEFERECIEERRE
ELIBEHMEL TS, FBEERAICIE, FEDIC
HEED hydronephrosis % cystic renal dyspla-
sia 2%, HERBIAZG VU A B9 TRETEIL T
558050, WEROT - REBBEERED
sensitivity (24Xt REENLETH 5,

—%, BEEREC L 2BEEE O,
IR ORERIIEL (EFE) DAHIHEELE
TEHEIENDHE. Thbb, BREBEZOHSL X
i, 2EREEFTH-> THHERICZ (Bko
TMEZEIERLT) B4 032 ThH
5 (ZORRIZTTIZRR28Y, VUREF
THETBHORMEZY I 2). 3/, BF
WFT RAZ & A 5B hydronephrosis @ grade %
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$ (Society for Fetal Urology) ® %, I8 H8
intervention DEBBEICFNDET T AL &
BTERWVEVI)RKRIERLZET S, TOH
Wi, 72& 2T dysplasia 2 BT 5BV
g, Kar7547 Vv ADBER - BRATHHIC
BILR LB TREARDBILTHEZ &5,
6 BB & W % L @ hydronephrosis D2 EE &
PEREFREDETEL OBIIZLTLOE
BEoMBZ2BD I EEdHD (2B, —KEY
WZATH, REIROEEL HERTHRERE
BIISEENRMEEIRAONRV), ’

RREREREE RIS B 2 BIEE L Vi
il

FERBEBREONME FTHETFA LR IMBEE &
B Lid, AUHEEEENT CITREL T
BONERHIDFMTHS. Thix, CDEH%
FEREDIEE 2 3l = %25, BRI intervention
(k) OBEERDDL I A TEERLDTH
5. B A TR, DTOZ o0k
PHOLNTWS, '

1. BEEDS

CHOFRIIBVWT, BEERELRDERT
NREPRE, 1) BRELBRTONERE L
2) paranephric urinoma DHE{ETH 5. h
O DRI, B echogenecity O ik
(PEE fibrosis DHFEF 2 RBT B L ShTw
%) L) FROGIEER, 1352 K.

9, BRELERO/NEREERTH 55,720
FEIEOLRW ML (dysplasia) ZR$E
BRETRTHD, MEITE - T, & dyspla-
sia fEFI D 44% T Z DB B D bz &
TH5ELDLHB (R LRALHET, NERE
BEZRBDLEWIHEED 66%I2H T dysplasia 257
ELTOBICREE2ETS) . $£7- para-
nephric urinoma OEHFATH, RAHEDEHF
BELZTTIIHE-TWIHOPHBEEZ L
W,

-
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Z i, paranephric urinoma OEHE (B
BR) », RAOETHE - FUEHEREEZE
RICLTWB7:0TCHs", LIPrLEO—H,
B8 bladder outlet obstruction {2817 5 Bkt
B # - urinary ascites @& ki, paranephric
urinoma & WX —IERZ22HOLFMEINL. C

nig, BRBEN, ZOERRERC L D BRE

FEEOETZELY, FRLRBEWRIFICT
5Lbvbha7:0Ths. SHITEER, B
RERBIIBT HERE, FRELZ, 27—
K7 oBEEL Be-EROTERTM (B
R &) ICTHRETI2AADLRENT R,

2. BARR sampling: Z DEALZH D4R - 5F
ﬁﬁzm)—«w)

J&BFR sampling 1, BIREEREE - dyspla-
sia D BBHEITIE, EEMEE LB A 72 Na,
Cl RPN & B RRIZIZITEREE 21
(ZOBFIETH), BEESETTIEZLHIC
RPBBRERENLER TS (BRI VDO S
“salt waster” &% -T<L %) EWIHIBEICE
DT, EREBEOFMEITIDDOTH 5.
COBERERE - BRELEOSWHIREINTHE,
BRRDSHEE & LT f.-microglobulin 445
fFm&h, WBIBR sampling #1356 18 B H Rk 5F
fliED—2L LTEHFLTEL., ZOFli% 1T
AT, D o LABEREE SRR Tid 4 <, ik
ZRRROBEMNERENS, LizdoT, ¥
EOZEHES] BEFEHESA FT) ICXhwoiz
AZBEL-BRCTOBRFERE, (T&E
A2 BV THEERE) 2R LTRZENTSZ
ENEFE L., ZOMBRBKR sampling IEDEF
WHhBEBENEERELE, UTOZELEHDT
Hb. Thbh, BREEREBEORKEBREIIBY
TiE, BRHNLREEOEME L HIZ, EET
ERMECTO Na, ClOBRMNBRNZ2EZX
DITIRAL F CHRIEBRERANZIEZ—E (Thb
AR RERR) CHEFShbsLw)ZET
b, LizhoT, 2L 2BBCREBED

HoTh, BIVEBENERRIBEELESATY
ARy, BREORRE - RAEREIERS
hTtwaedhEZOIE, 1272L, BEOH
o =ik, BIRR sampling X FEEEEZOY
R DHLHEDEREHHRELIFERLS D,
BEEBRECCEREEEL T CUIBHERT
WHENIH - Tid, TOERZHRTHLOD
ElEy, HLERBRHEEATHLOT
BAEVWEENTVWEEICERNLETHS.

B, BRHFHRIIBIAINLSHEBD
REMBIZIAOEY ThH S :Na< 100 mg/di,
C1 < 90 mg/dl, Osmolality 200 mg/d/, calci-
um < 8 mg/dl, B 2-microglobulin <6.0 mg/I,
Total protein < 20 mg/dl.

VIR O R YA fitervention 5 &
A I

BHRE T, BROTFHEZEELZ S - TTH
TAHFERERBOTRONTEY, EFER
(WhW 5 fetal distress 2&) DHRVIFEFIZE
Mniee R’ L3 58 uropathy DIREED FEE
EhTiRvhy, LT, BRZBHOER
hEHFIE, MEBOME 7T v -
uropathy OEMZRELL, & - REOZHhLL
LOBEERITIAZILICHDLEZT IV,

—7, I&JRH intervention &, FET 5HREE
HENTENTEREEEL - ERERIBRLS
5500, REFOWERESTIHHBHEI
ERENDLOTHAE, T4bb, 1) kL
ERBROREC L VERELHE, £/, 2)
EARBOEBIZL VHORE - REERET LW
3 2 52, FEW intervention ® rationale &
RBTIENTES, ThETnLIs, KR
#f intervention MWL & 72 o T & - EHREE
BRI, ERESCEZ-EZULEFELTHS
WEEKEEO—HTH D, LrbFEKELE
B DOITEFLTE D, TORBFIZER
1212 bladder outlet obstruction (& < {2 PUV



EF) Thollwisd, BIBRHAENREKES
? natural history 2*6 AT, AEFHBORIFL
b DNDOIF L H A intervention Tk, —
KT HELBBITIIRE BE intervention 2SEERRER
BREZAIUWEEND LB EENIERS, B
JBH intervention # T35 ) 2 THOEHKE
RBEIE, HLETENIVFROBLN
BIEFZVPITERT BHhE VI LIZH 5.

CDEWRYPS, O FHABHZ R
IATUTOEENBECLS, Tabb, K
RHAEMERBEEDOTHIZ, SHHEYR (BE
BtaD 5 4 I v 7, MEREYE), REOW
RE (MZEOEEV) - IERHMV (AEOL A
W), laterality (Fr@ItE - WGIHE), %(KE i
BRI DE K, renal dysplasia TROH &%
ELEVERENZEVWS ZETHSE, 20E
W5 &I Ak, BEHRAITIE, BRI 208
K DLW, WM D hydronephrosis,
hydroureter, & EABAZ X BRI D
D78, WD ERYE dysplasia #8017 &
ZBWT, FRIZHLPICTRRE D LO%ER
BREDEHEESOUTFHEERRIITSEE WS
TETHB, 22T, BIRE - REOFEMIM
Z, RERUADEHRBEICOXMETL &
VEEL DD, 20720103 (BBRPHY
HEO) BEERE/ LTI —RE - MRIK
& o LiadmE (&, IR 28
DT EBEER AR R A, TEEN SR
TR LIEFORIRNZ1T5) £397hbh
TWhb,

FeE BRI N

FRTIE, ATELRR7: 0 R EMRBRERED
natural history R HEBIIMAZ, 2O B &
UFHIFMEII>E, S 5213KBEBY inter-
vention DE X FITDERR, ThoxEIC
RETIE, BEMESRBEBRDKR Y/ EE
MoER Ao %, BIBH intervention (K
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