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Application of Ureteral Occlusion Device Combined with Holium
Laser in Treatment of Upper-Middle Ureteral Calculi

LI Qing,CAO Youhan,CHEN Pingfeng, et al
( Department of Urology ,the First Affiliated Hospital , University of South China

Hengyang , Hunan 421001 , China)
Abstract: Objective To evaluate the clinical application of ureteral occlusion device used in ureteroscopic holium

laser lithotripsy for treatment of upper-middle ureteral calculi. Methods 55 patients with upper-middle ureteral calculi

were treated with holium laser lithotripsy via ureteroscope combined with ureteral occlusion device. ~ Results All opera-
tions were successfully performed without obvious ureteral injury and serious bleeding. 52 cases were successfully occluded
with stones being completely crushed,3 cases were not effectively occluded, two of which were treated with percutaneous
The ureteral

nephrolithotomy( PCNL) , one converted to open surgery owing to the tortuosity of the ureter. ~ Conclusions

occlusion device is worthy of popularization and promotion in favor of preventing calculus migration, increasing stone-free
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rate,and it is of high clinical application value in the treatment of ureteral upper-middle calculus
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