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Study on necessity of indwelling ureteral stent after ureteroscopic lithotripsy
Zhang Jiamo s Zhang Xuan® ,Liu Jiaji ,Zhao Dejian s Zhao Tao ,Gao Xuelin
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the necessity of indwelling ureteral stent after ureteroscopic lithotripsy for treating middle
—lower ureteral calculi. Methods 112 patients with middle—lower ureteral calculi were divided into 2 groups. The group A(non—
indwelling stent,n=156) and the group B(indwelling stent,n = 56). The operative time, stone clearance rate, stent-related pain
scores(VAS) ,urinary tract symptom scores (USSQ) , gross hematuria, urinary tract infection and occurrence rate of postoperative
ureteral stenosis were compared between the two groups. Results The operative time, stone clearance rate and urinary infection had
no statistical difference between the two groups(P>>0. 05). The postoperative VAS scores, USSQ scores and occurrence rate of

gross hematuria in the group A were significantly lower than those in the group B(P<C0. 05) ,no ureterostenosis happened in both

groups. Conclusion
teral calculi.
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Indwelling ureteral stenting is unnecessary in ureteroscopic lithotripsy for treating simple middle—lower ure-
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