UROLOGY
DEPARTMEN]

PA

IN VIVO AZIOAOIMHzH TOY NPOTYINOY EKPOHZ TOY NAIAIATPIKOY NE®POzKOINIOY ME TH XPHZH OHKAPIQN
AIA®OPETIKOY MENe00Yz

B.Taravng(1),A.Nereivapng(1),0.Znivog(1),N.Karcakiwpn(1),Z.@arrariadng(1),®.Mixadonouliog(1),

N.Mouppoupacg(l,2),0.BperTog(1),E.A1aTtoikog(1),N.KaAAndwvng(1)
(A 1: OupoAoyikn KAivikn, Navemornpiako Feviko Noookopeio Marpwv
2: OupoAoyikn KAivikn, T¢aveio Meviko Noookopeio Neipaia

O NANEAAHNIO |
AIATMHMATIKO XYNEAPIO
THY EAAHNIKHZ
OYPOAOTIKHY. ETAIPEIAY

f""‘“"’"" . OPFANQSH

: ) EAAHNIKH

R\ / OYPOAOTIKH
Wax/ ETAIPEA

BOAOZX LYNEAPIAKO KENTPO ©ELLAAIAL MEAILZATIKA

25-27 XentepBpiou 2025

2KOINoz

H evdovepikn nieon anoTeAEl evav MoAU OnNUAvTiko napayovrta oxXeTICOPEVO HE TIC EMMAOKEC KAl TN onwn HETA
ano O1adepuIkn veppoNBoTpipia,kabwc au&avel Tnv nibavoTnTa AoiNwENC aAAa kal aigoppayiwv. H evdoveppikn
nieon €ival uvoEdEPEVN ME TN dUVATOTNTA EKPONC TOU KABE epyaleiou Onwc Kai n Bepuokpaacia,nou anoTeAE]
napayovTa Kivouvou Yia anonTwon I0ToU VEPPIKOU MApEYXUHAToC . 2KOMOC TNC WEAETNC NTaAv N agloAoynon Tnc
£KpoNnc dlapopou peyebouc Bnkapiwv Tou NaidiaTpIKoUu VEPPOOKOMIOU, EKTEAWVTAC £va NPOTUMNO NEIPAUATIKO in
VIiVO NPWTOKOANO.

YAIKO KAI MEOOAO2

Xpnoipgonoindnkav duo BnAsia xoipidia Bapouc 10 kg To kabeva. Meta tn diacwAnvwon akoAouBnaos TonobeTnoN
oupnTNPIKOU KaBsTnpa kal ahAayn og npnvn B€on,ue TNV Nnpoofacn va akoAouBei Tnv bull’s eye TexvIikn HE
OIa0TOAN O€ €va Xpovo. To neipapa npaypatronoindnke Pe TN xpnon naidiaTpikou veppoaokoniou 7.5Fr kai duo
OIaPOPETIKWV dlacToAewv/Bnkapiwv: 8.5/9.5Fr kar 11/12Fr. O1 yETPNOEIC TNC EKPONC NMpayuaTonoinNénkav Je
xpnon apdeuonc peow Baputntac(aokoc 3L saline ,1 yeTpo avwBev Tou XEIpoupyikou nediou) KABwC Kai PE
XelpokivnTn avtAia(pe won ava 3 sec). EmnAeov, a&lohoynbnke n ekpon PE TNV Napoucia ondnTIKwV EpyaAEiwV
OTO KAvaAl Epyaaciac,ouykekpipeva laser ivac 200um kol basket eEeAkuopou AiBwv. EkTeAeoTnkav 5 enavaAnyeic
ava unobeon epyaociac o€ kabs NAsupa o€ eva ouvoAo 20 enavalnWewy.
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Eikova 1.Kataypaopn pubuou Eikova ZXpﬁén sya)\siwv OTO KaVAAI
£10PONC epyaoiac(iva laser)

AMOTEAEZMATA

Me Tn xpnon Tou Bnkapiou 8.5/9.5Fr, n ekpon e apdeuon YEOCW BapuTnTac EKTINNONKE OTa
12.3+1.3 ml/min, evw Pe xeipokivnTn avtAia ota 13.9+1.6 ml/min. H napouacia onTiknc ivac laser
0TO KavaAl Epyaociac peiwoe Tnv ekpon ota 10.05+1.85 ml/min kai 12.4+1.9 ml/min, pye apdeuon
HEOW BapuTnTac Kal Pe XeipokivnTn avtAia avriororxa. EninAgov, n ekpon ekTiundnke ota 5.05+1.5
ml/min kai 5.8+1.4 ml/min pe TN xpnon PBapuTtnTac kai avtAiac avrioTorxa, otav ionxon basket oto
kavaAl epyaciac. O1 avTioTOIXEC JETPNOEIC e TO Bnkap! 11/12Fr nTav uPnAOTEPEC GE OAEC TIC
KaTnYOpIEC.

2YMINEPAZMATA

Kal Ta duo peyedBn Bnkapiwv nou Xpnoigonoinénkav otnv napouca neipapaTiki
LEAETN Mapouaciacav IKavornoInTIKN EKPON KE IKavonoInTIKN opaToTNTAa AKOUa Kal
OTav TO KavaAl Epyaciac XpnoIPonoIiNenke yia Tnv icaywyn Epyail&inv. ZUvenwc,
LUNopouV va BswpnBouv anodoTIKa EPYAAEIa yia TNV anopuyn auénonc Tnc
evOOVEPPIKNC NIEONC Kal Bepuokpaciac kata tn OIadEpUIKN VEQPOAIBOTPIWIa O€
naidIaTpIKOUC AOBEVEIC.
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