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ESWL #OBREIL, FRFMP PNL L EOMOARERELFRICHRERBE &6 ICHE
mL, MOBREELEBLTRAFTHEHEEZASNS.

i

WREERE AT, 5 A4ETHEOE A%, 10 4 TIREEUL EOSEBID ST 5 Yo IR ORH
HEHL, BARCFA, endourology, ESWL & RE LS, G D LRI EIFCTH 5, L
2L, RETHEREKZEERTH 25 ESWL 2%, £  OREH I ORZHER IR & 7 - 7 HES
ThH, MAFHRBIMKARE LTHEL, ©LAMIMLTWADTiERvrtvnbiiTtnid, £2
T4, ESWL # & ORI iBR R O TSR 2 ik L 72,

ESWL 400 1 & BT 43 Bl ILE Tk, BIEH 2 ESWL #: 46 2°H,  BARCFARRE 40 2
HT, FFEFRAHESWL B 139%, BHBRTMEE 318% & ESWL O A HHR D572 (p<
005 LA L, #ATA XHSESWL # 14 mm (2% U CBRTFH#E 20 mm & ESWL OfEf 43
BHEINEW (p<005) TEAREIVHELEEZLNBY,

BIZEIM 2 45¢ ESWL 298 f5] & PNL 62 Bl i ¢, #5414 XA ESWL # 11 mm, PNL
B 12 mm T, 24EMFEA 1T ESWL B 348%, PNLBE226% & A 3555 % R 0o 72 (p=019)%

19 4F O BB R4 ¢ ESWL 288 #l & PNL 87 0 L Tid, #5A 44 XA ESWL # 11
mm, PNL # 13mm T, %4 OFFE%IE ESWL # 535%, PNL # 368% C ESWL O 2%
KPEEIE o7 (p=003)"s DLE3FHLOMIZ, %4 DBEBOTIFHREZBRNT NS 20 #
3C (ESWL : 10, PNL : 4, BT : 6) &MNZ72 235X DT — % 705 ESWL 4 & Al Fihs
BB DTSSR 2 BT L 7222,

ZORfER, ESWL 1 1990~2008 4E OGS T, “FI@igim 432 224 (126~230 °H) T,
TR 247% (78~535%) Td o720 BIBFMIE 1963~1999 SEOMEST, FIyBigH
898 20 H (20~222 2 H) &R VEGETT, FHEREFIL349% (166~75%) TH-
720 PNL i3 1985~2008 ‘E DM T, “FIBigif 650 7 (216~230 2°H) T, “FIgmEFEsR
190% (25~368%) Tdh-o7zo Libhs, Rkl & & IS %25, ESWL 0
PSSR, PACETR PNL L IR L CH%TH B L E 2 b,

ESWL EOFHIZOWTIL RFEo & 9 Zefian e L7225, #iAOmEE a3 51h720, D
TOX) BEESND D, BROMGHRATL LT, HERHIRER, A1 X, mavy
Y LRIER % L ORT BB EN T B, Lz T, BN OB OFIRERZ KT %
7290120, WBHREZT TR, TS O/RBRRTISOWT S F—OER TR 5 4Es
HbEEZ LNz, S5, BN Y 27 8A VT MEACERE U723 2 2 LIk
A% (randomized controlled trial : RCT) %47\, HHEEHIOFIFIZOWTOWNEIFE/-N
%o



11

WEE 3

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)
8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)
21)

22)

23)
24)

Strohmaier WL. Course of calcium stone disease without treatment. What can we expect? Eur
Urol. 2000 ; 37 : 339-44.

Kossar A, Sarica K, Aydos K, et al. Comparative study of long-term stone recurrence after extra-
corporeal shock wave lithotripsy and open stone surgery for kidney stones. Int J Urol. 1999 ;
6 : 125-9.

Carr LK, D'A Honey ], Jewett MA, et al. New stone formation : a comparison of extracorporeal
shock wave lithotripsy and percutaneous nephrolithotomy. J Urol. 1996 ; 155 : 1565-7.
Krambeck AE, LeRoy A], Patterson DE, et al. Long-term outcomes of percutaneous nephroli-
thotomy compared to shock wave lithotripsy and conservative management. J Urol. 2008 ; 179 :
2233-7.

IEEIET, IREM, EBAME, M. ESWLMIHEEAHRENOME. HARWRESFF M
1990 ; 81 : 178-81.

Yokoyama M. Side effects and complication pf ESWL for urolithiasis : clinical aspects. Jpn J
Endourol ESWL. 1993 ; 6 : 13-27.

AF, KT, WRRE, M. ESWL RO ATESE. HHARREF. 1993 1 55 : 209-12.
HFNED, W%, EIMREHGEICBT 5 ESWL B ZOTEOME, WREENEL 1995 ;
8 [+ 789-93.

Kamihira O, Ono Y, Katoh N, et al. Long—term stone recurrence rate after extracorporeal shock
wave lithotripsy. J Urol. 1996 ; 156 : 1267-71.

HARW, Sefit, P, b ESWL oM oms. HAWRSFZaMEE. 1997 88 ¢
434-8.

Michaels EK, Niederberger CS, Golden RM, et al. Use of a neural network to predict stone
growth after shock wave lithotripsy. Urology. 1998 ; 51 : 335-8.

Hayashi M. 39 Risk factors for recurrence or regrowth of upper urinary tract calculi following
ESWL. Nishinihon JU. 1999 ; 61 : 622-6.

Riedler I, Trummer H, Hebel P, et al. Outcome and safety of extracorporeal shock wave litho-
tripsy as first-line therapy of lower pole nephrolithiasis. Urol Int. 2003 ; 71 : 350-4.

Sarica K, Inal Y, Erturhan S, et al. The effect of calcium channel blockers on stone regrowth and
recurrence after shock wave lithotripsy. Urol Res. 2006 ; 34 : 184-9.

Marberger M, Stackl W, Hruby W, et al. Late sequelae of ultrasonic lithotripsy of renal calculi. J
Urol. 1985 ; 133 : 170-3.

LG, IREEARE—F OEBOLEBE—HY % W REEAOHEFHICOVWTPNL BL Y
ESWL SEFI O 5T 85 & Oz, IRERFHZE. 1989 5 35 : 2107-13.

el-Kenawy MR, el-Kappany HA, el-Diasty TA, et al. Percutaneous nephrolithotripsy for renal
stones in over 1000 patients. Br J Urol. 1992 ; 69 : 470-5.

Streem SB. Long-term incidence and risk factors for recurrent stones following percutaneous
nephrostolithotomy or percutaneous nephrostolithotomy/extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy
for infection related calculi. J Urol. 1995 ; 153 : 584-7.

WILLIAMS RE. LONG-TERM SURVEY OF 538 PATIENTS WITH UPPER URINARY TRACT
STONE. Br J Urol. 1963 ; 35 : 416-37.

EEAME. RSO OIRRKERT. B AR EF A RHEEE. 1978 5 69 © 436-2.

Sutherland JW. Recurrence following operative treatment of upper urinary tract stone. ] Urol.
1982 : 127 : 472-4.

RS, A ERA, HRRK. BHATFMCB 2 a7 7V AEHOREFREE X OCEEFES
W AR, HAWREGF A RHERE. 1984 1 75 ¢ 1523-7.

DL REGRE DTS, H AR FHASHERS. 1974 1 65 : 423-7.

BT, $wc, BRER AV AEAEOTRE—IFICHEREICOWT, HARWRES
Flefa sk, 1984, 75 © 1288-92.



12

FREBFSREICRIGHIFEI3H S HD?

BREODN DI LFEAICEVWTHREEDORESREHZEEASNDD, BIEEEFIE
BETETCWEL, SAFUREY, Y 2FUKRE, REMESD 1 VBKRE, &AIR
WMERET > -2 E, BEENFEADEZNELTVEEDEHD.

i

VAF UIRIER, ¥ T VIR, RS Y 2 T BIRE, mARMEET Y R AR L,
BIEMREEBESEDELTVR25D00H 505 REMADIZLEALZEDL VYT LR
IZBWT, ZOBMEAMLRTIEIE- &) EFESIN TRV, BEOBG T2 AIEHE LT
WETMEINDGA, fAORFERT & LT, 8RR IV T DPRAE, BRIV Y 7 LIRIE,
FIRBRIRAE, 57V 7 DIRAE + RRIRAE 7 ED3HIT SN B, 22 TINGICHL, 5
DGO EMEKE L 72,

BIZDOBGD3D 2 i 2% )78 LT, —PItERUA IR & IRV I 35T, Sl e tligk i
BT HHEADTERT ERRDZFENRDH L, $4bb, BERAIXIIFT—EICT, —IE
T HIMET b A DOFEEFITGEN 2 T WIBIR N OB R, —IMEDIT ) bl o lifitk
EBHITRHAICR Y RTITNUL, BENERYD L LHETLHETH D, N AEGHITHEE
L7BUERO A (90t 1928 1, 9PV : 1463 1) %7521 ZAUZ,  blshstlitk &
LITKHAZA L7200, —IEICB VT 39M, ZIMEICBW T I7THMTH 720 —H, WIS
MAazRobold, Theh 163 M e 1624 T, Webhlitke b ITkAZRO7HEX, —I8
P23 324%, ZIIEN173% TH o720 TORR L VHELET 5 &, BIZMRK OB 513 56% T,
MAOD%NRT IICEZOBEIEIH ) EH)Th b,

—77, B0, 12 Mo—IRERUERIC BT 5 24 BRHEIRIC X 2 AR o i
T, 7T UBHEE, o vEREEE, vy AHRE, REEVERE BV TEZOM Y-
DR ENTz0 WHEOBUENR 1747 MITOEY T, WAy AgER, 5+ 255
HIZBWT, BEENEROZEIRRIN TS,

WOREIEZ AT 2 8% L ZORMELEL LM Th, 2vyy aRECBT2
BIZOBEGATRZINT WD, MADKEEEHT L7 7 Y ARA+T NOFRZHREL,
BEATIC T 24 BERIRI 71V 2 A PER &, B RORNOAMEZ 7RIS U, SR
W BHEINC BT % 272 2 BT OFAEATRE STV Y ThEDRERLY, R
T APRIICE S 2 BIRDOBGANEFITIRIR I NG 2 b b, BUE, IRAPA VT 7 2EE
MR 55T £ LT, soluble adenylate cyclase, calcium sensing receptor, vitamin D
receptor, chloride channel-5, sodium-phosphate cotransporter-2 and claudin-16. 7z & @ B 5.2
EENDTH, WS TIA RV,

FRPER S IRERAE A OfERRR T T 5755, FHEEZDIZLE A EDHRUEREZETSHI2H0hb 5
T, IRBRSAIEH 20% 2G0T 5129 v, JHEICBW T O IRBORHRE OGP L
OHINTNDEIAT, REBERAICHL TR, BEOMSRIE-&E) & LTk,
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MEDH5HETIE, FHOXBERBBAODKRBREICIIERYPHS. £k, SATE
DEFR ERBIEAOREDHARPTRINSD,

PREGRE A OFIFFAE & FMMECB L CTlE, BRI D2 L3258, Ve rHiESESE
THDH, BV ETH2HFITHBEN T CHEDS (, oG TRERD Y LT2H00%
Vo [HDHA F54 Y THHIFSNm ™ BT, #Hlse [k & ) oz %
RIS B 2 8, UFEND 5 IR TIIEMNH 2 5% RaREpieZ 555, Hia 13481
LI ER, BRIETIHRTH S EMARIEID RV &, Kildt 20C MLETH 5 &/ 51k
D% L, BUIRGRE L o AL RIEN L W L e ED MBS N TV B, SRIF7ICHE
L72a L OMNEEZE LT IR T,

2004 SEICHRE STz, T A A THEIBR AR RIE T L2 BE O, i, e
RO BRI LR, AVRIRO BRI O RIEL IR L, o BNT
FBRICEESLETH L EENTWDEY, 72 ABELSHOREORKE 2T LR ETY
FAOOIMFFIEL, R, FEICE 53, 7~9 HIZE <, 10 BIZEW ST 5 2 L H9R
ENTHY, RIFVIKIRE HIREEFAAE 2K L WE SR TVDEY iDL 5 U Hh 50
WEIC UL, ADOREIZKIIE WY,

MRIRADSHREA DFEEIBRT B E LT, FETIC X DMl NE O IR HFIR & V£
YOG IN, RABMEINDZ L, REWPTAHILEVDHITONE, KA DT
W—Th 6L, 24 WEHERMA 21T o B0/, B L BIRMEDOR R LT T4 L, R
AV DEEINARIRGEL ERHT A2, YavBANT L, VUBRANTY T LD
WEAFIAEX 52 L, RiF M)y AHREIDNIRS 2 EAE S TWwAY, F72, IR
EMDHZIEL, Z 2D OKGIEDS IRDEM S ND 120 AIC R D RT v E—fEiZwb
NTWDEA, IO LTIE, WELRKADOHIEEIZE L TR W E W) Jidn b T
W SR ERASKE OBRIRRIEICIS T 5 EAGETIUE, HERIRIELIZRS 1 DA
FICHG T 2R D L0 7 A HIBIT BHA D4R L IR BEFRZ i L 72w
XDk B E, 2050 4E F TITREATEE IR 30% WIS 5 LD L TH Do

—J, WEAOFA EFBHOLEIIIERI RV E T AT, HEPENIEKR, 1 H®D )
HIZWFEDH5H L bbb, 1 HOMTEROERSKADEHEIH 2 HOD, FHOF
SIRIHBZE L TWATA — A s ) T2 EDPSOWMER T TH Y, HOR DRI
BLTCOWLIEEMENE . 27 AV AT, #AlllHTEL vy —%y FOT 7 v AHUL, #
A AMAAREEEREEH AL, T HRIEIIEL, FIAREEMRTAZEERL
Prr=— 2 RREA R SN, SRBFEIIEICBI S L Yy — v FOAMMEITRE SN BY,
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HERFREEIERDREBE - BRBICIIHIEE, NEEHASNDD, HFREICHEIERICHY),
REBREOEXCHIKER(COREDIRREIN TS,

ORI HEOZ RN S, MRS ENZ BT 2 IREFA OFASHE % T 5 2 L1355
Tk, FERESRS O OARSE, R TRC 6~18% L SNTWAEA, IbEVOIETY Y
TIETD 2% Thb s 7 A1 HTid 1964~1972 4ED 262% H LMD —@E 72X, 2007~
2010 41213 88% £ 3MHTEL TV AY, LA L, I 2V FMEF Ay —Tid 1990 4
75 2000 £ TR SRR Lk O#E b H Y —F, TITRT 7V ARE
O FE TR BRI R v e SNTEZD, SEETIE ML a (148%), BiE
98%), 77T (5%), £ v F (U%) % ETHHAREFOREL L bIZ, RIBRESEOOHER
KIIIMERNC S BV ANEAEICOWTIE, FA, A=y 7% BA, 7TYTROIAIE W E
ThTwaY,

PRI R A A D &, HARTIIBML 40 A8, 2350 I — 27 23 2 DITH L,
T X ARA T TIRBLE D AR —2 D3 5o BLIIZA T > D L1531 55 HAD 25
X1 F TOHPATHEMIEIL VDS, WOKTId 20~30 i#f 7% EZEED T HH T 0IL WAk b A 5
BV, BURENZ L2, 7 A ) A TIRBLIIEHAMEANIZH 5 L) SRR T0 577,

TR 72 SRR A ORI O £ 2 JF ISR E O TH 0, Btk s > 328, Ko,
FAEOEIERIIMAER SN TV 5, 4R, IO D ) X7 7 7 7 5 —Thb I LHWS
Mo TWB2S, 7 7 A b7 — FHLO EHR RHEIE OB X 2 EMOSIEDS, a0k
MHEGLTwBEEZ6NDY, $72, MEHOMMRLIGEC L 2GR 2 7 O¥IME LD
) DHEETH Y, THDBLHORMANC DD > TV5 EE2 55,

—7, ZUROE OB DRIENS N LR, ERBRIEAOBREIZ LY 2~3 h ARG
DOFERE 72T 2 EPPESIN TV D, 2O &5, MERREIL D EEIREGS A OBmo—K &
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REBFERX° ESWL #0EKRAISHRAROEMICEHY, BXTHERIHS. T0iBEE
T stone event Z5|ZEI L, FBRBHEEPVEICLEDIELH D,

i

IREFEA O RERTHIEL LT, 2200582z, OMKE - — @I L 7o
At A AR, @BEREEE © B & BIRRIGR O AT A AR TRL D 0,

B 52 20 H OARIGHRO T EMA A 27 BIOMGENI BT, BIGHHIER DK A A X13881
mm T 2 4E#£12 938 mm &, 057 mm DK% 7D 7z, FBBIZHIZ 5 FIASHPEL, stone event
R 72 3HNIHF L CRMIIER 2 1T - 72V ARIBHO 20 mm DL F OF#EA 136 BIOME T3,
AR L AR KR & ) 2 DD FHEE 7z, ERBEREE, BISHE TN & BISHG
ROBIEDOAEZ BIEIHR TR L7 b o, AFMBIGHREER, MK E % SIS HGR OB Tl
L72b 0T, AEMBARIE 0051 cm®, 4EMIBAEEE L 62% Tdh - 727 ESWL 7213 FI R D
A 29 BIOMGESTI, AERIBHIEL 89% Th > 727,

BEERNTR§ 2B L 72 E BB O IR 2 B L g & L 720 ESWL S ORIEHD D 556
13, BHEFUSFRIEGIRE 7 %0 13 53 & BRSO DM Z MG L7212, ESWL 74 &0
HIEHWDH BRI 10 L TE S 2 HDTB Y, RADHWAEL bW b, TN OOV EIL
W 450 2 H (22~89 2 H), AL 367% (17~64%) T, K44 T 40%i < D
ADVEERTHE VR Do 13 5 X OBIEHIM & BRXEOMBIREIL r=0407 (p=015) TH DY,
BISIR OB, RN 2@ H 5 L E 2 b,

R LUBRADIREE A5 &, BEMEIZIES D& %2050, WA LKA DR 60%
DIEFNENEBEDSLETH D, B L 72584 BN LEEA S A o 721219,

JREEFGOAIER T 5 2 LI X HERRMBIENE, RERADHKL, stone event 25| &
L, ESWL 7 L OREBINEREON R0 5 2 L Thb, $72, ESWL #D 4 mm LT ORA I
AR HWTENS25, TROOHIZBHIRL72D, stone event Z5| S L72) LT, &
MEEHRDPLEN 2B b DOVBH 5. LIz > T, #ADOHMKRIZHETIMET 21T & L IR A
TRIIBVWTEETH 5,

MADOHMREBE T 5125720, DTOMICART 2, WMROERI—EDOLDO0 %L,
A ZOEALAN133~2 UL AR E LTW2 R A3 7L T b et S AAE L7z, BRA D
EFlE, £ <13 4~5mm LLE72AS, stone-free DAN 2 TR & KL TV A EEDH Y, H—3
T, 4 Z0FHIEED, RAKREOMISHARE 2 5Hll§ 2 8E b il s /.

PREGHEATR° ESWL # O 5 A IBIZE MR OB, SR 2 Wi dh 5. € O#
#2C stone event 25| X2 L, FBIIGRALEII R 5 2 03B D, KA DERRLEAD
BRICHEL, #EUHEOSERILETHLLEERZ LMD,
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REBIEAERESTERREBELHBH?

BB, #ERRR, SIMEEVSE4DEFEERY, I3 LEURIOERDPRERER
ECHELTWAZERZLDEEMATRINTEY, RBREGERRXZRIY I
Y RO—LD—KBERZADIEDTES.

i

HARIZBIT % FEBREERS A OB, BHELAERRORCRILIZ L 5 & 2AATKE W
ENTVD, F72, REBRARETFH D720 0 LGl EIGREE, SIRAE - BhIREELIE,
FEILE, BERRO T BEMOZ VI L 5D, RESEAEE 2 NS AT EER & OB
PATRB SN T E /2D, TOZ LIFREDEFMEI L > THIEHI T 5,

W ODOBEIBIZEIC BT, Y, BRI, EIMESS & v o 722 & O AEE R O A
%o, AF K v r Yy Fu—2WoBFIHRESEARENS N LB HE SR TWS, —
75, MERTFZECHEE SN2 OIKREOEFIEFE & 0B & Lic—EO KB 2 A — MfZETH
% (F )T, RS TG OREDPHEIIL VI EAVRENT VDD, FIREVOIE
BHLD S LEOHMEREI TN L THD, TNUE, — I BMIAH U THLHEDITH AT
WIE DSV ek B EE2ZENTWEY T/, LEORRIRESL TH B OFRERE
BICE o 7205, BHORERIGEER S IMEEE TR AR O fER A B 2B mER
ENTOHRWTO . L Lads, BTN T & OBMEMARERTVwAE 2 25T 5
&, BRI ST & REER A 2 FAE S B LHOEI X = X803 - T, THAYEITIK
BAREFE 2 FIEZE TV LD EEZ 5N,

®1 REBHEOECEFEEROBEN

TRRTRVERAT HERTEIREMT
H: \

8 #EE 3 MR OR (95%Cl) RR (95%Cl)

f&%  Taylor(2005)® St 45988 4 LSS ORBARE - 1.33 (1.08-1.63)
40~751% (BMIZ30 vs. 21-22.9 kg/m?)
“Zi 101,877 4 LSRR OBARE - 209 (1.77-248)
D7 ~44 1% (BMIZ30 vs. 21-22.9 kg/m?)
% 93,758 4 IEsBEOEARE 190 (1.61-2.25)
34~59 1% (BMIZ30 vs. 21-22.9 kg/m?)

WRA  Taylor(2005)Y ®M515204  1.31 (1.11-154) BRFEEEO/HARE 081 (0.59-1.09)
40~T757% EABEOERRFEE 149 (1.29-1.72)
ZH 1166714 167 (128-220) IERESEOHFARE 160 (1.16-2.21)
25~42 1% EARBEOERFRRE 148 (1.14-191)
LM 1217004 1.38 (1.06-1.79) HEFRBESO/EARE - 1.29 (1.05-1.58)
30~55#% FEABREORERFERE 1 1.33 (1.18-1.50)

BME Madore(1998)°® H#515294 131 (1.30-1.32) BIEBEOHAFE 099 (082-1.21)
40~T5 1% EABREOBMEFRE 1 1.29 (1.12-1.41)

%H893764 149 (1.34-167) wmEBEDOHEARE  1.01 (085-1.20)
30~55m% EASEOSMERE  1.24 (1.13-1.37)
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DB ZNEAYERY v 7YY FO—LADRREE L ENRTVWEA ¥ A VHEIZ X 5 T,
BIRAIE BT S 7 v T AR Nat /H  exchanger itEDSEE X, R pH MK T 572
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REFERIHHEIEROEE

30 BUAERT O NS 2 H W7o E Al (TUL & PNL) &, ZORMHFERISEAI N
PAOVEE WA Al (ESWL) oBRIFEIC XD, BUrad, Batiam, WREWaHZEOR
WFMAFIRL, TV = 7 AR Z BT LA HMOGN5 L IAHTH 5,

WED ESWL Ot [BHNOH 7 F V RRKETOMA] £ TTH 7225 BAKB S %<
RERBADPDENO LY KRE LKA T TRAIGHIGIER SN, 2O XD RIBHEOZILIZRK
KTHRBETH - 7288 FHCHARICBWTIE, ESWL 2% 1984 4EICEIPNSEA S 7Y 1%
EHRTH o725 OB, 1984 4F 12 HITPRBRIPGE S L Thr & ESWL H OBEEE 1E OEAD—5IZ
ML, REERAICH LE DRt T ESWL & Huls & U 7B Waa i Assih S 1L, RESRSmii:
THIRD 90% % 15D BI2FE - 72V, 2009 4EOWE 5 TEIPIO ESWL IR & o % 8 A 50 1,000
Brz, ANOB)TAHEALET AN AD2HEHCEERKE 2o Tz, [H UM AR ©
HoTH, HHRITIARNRD X9 L FHEAOMEL S13% <, T2, 61 RO AR
BEOWGREGRIIEN 2D DThH o720 2D, MEEZLEE L WILRIGRE S WRE 28 L il
.0 ESWL HIBi2EE A4 LBA SN, TD L) 7% ESWL —UBIORY #—EBhE L7 &
Ao,

B2I2I1Z CQ18 (p65) RSN D X9 %, ESWL DA THEHGERE T X 2 WIRER A 13 7%
POTHAET H DI T, ESWL Z2#t ) 383 720 OBBEIAT DN T THERID S HATEL Tz
MREMEIIEE LR Ve S 512V 2 biE, & 1 HROREMEERE 12 R TR DRSO IR
BIICNZERTLLDOTIEI RN o7

AL, EFEICBITAIREFEONR L L —F AR OB - %ISR $ % r-TUL (rigid
TUL : BiPE$51C X % TUL), fTUL (flexible TUL : #cM:§iic X % TUL) KEBIAHIIN$ % I
2B, IHRE S AHEICBVTH K E BUENRO S, ESWL —SBE RN S L
T&7?,

FTUL I 25 FFRi HE SN TELTHTH 505, HEIIBIT L5 ZOFTHOMELOREEX
FRCEHEAICBWTHE T, ThECIRIBEEICBVWTKRE (%% ESWL 22 PNL O =#R
—DBIE LD h o7t 2HIZ, FTUL A b -722 L3 EbOTRELEREFOL VR
%o GRIDHA FT4 VYETIZBWT Y, REFBADAELET (p30) & BiEaDEETE (p33)
TETULAAEL 70 —RT7 v FERT W5,

E 512, PNLIZBWTH 20Fr LT OMEEDOH M % Vv 5 mini-perc R MR LFEEA, 14
1% TR L7z PNL & £TUL OB TEDOMIREDD 5o & 5121, WEESTFMHEAMN O 2kt
W& D, REWAMOARZ ST, FEAME LT L2 35 HEHKE, TUL
DFESL AR A OBEREERAAEIE L R Lo b O Wb %, DX ) IS Z vz
PREGHE ARSI 6k & L Cigg s h, ESWL, TUL, PNL, JERESRE T o> E O,
F & L HHEEROR 2T CZEZFTHSTWEDOHD Ltk

RIEDHR

PRESH AT DB MHER YRR I B AL B BRI S, DN AT L2 LDk LA
Rn7285, wElZBT 5 2MIEEZ W LIZRESHE A ORI, CQ7 (p37) 2B L9 I
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©

Bl CT 2 RSN T b, 72, CQ8 (p40), 9 (p42), 10 (p44) ITIRT L H 1T, &iE
Wk 5 MET (medical expulsive therapy) 3 7&b 5, HRPEA Z WKL K& S OJRER
A 10mm P TFOREE) 1L TE, EHZHNTRET 2L WIEXHPRIBENTE
7o L2L, DAERRERAOTY 1 2HZBZTHRIEA SN ZWEAER, CQ8 (p40) IR
F X B RSN 2 WEEBNIC B WTIE, S ONBHOEESLE L Shb,

WA, B F RS 6 TR FLEAER S S OIL T D 5 Randall's plaque % 33 B A5
ZTWh, THHIECT RBHHETIRZ 52 LIZHE T, ESWL Tl LHEA 201155 5
CELIEREETH D, YR E A TIWISEREORATH S, /NS TEMRAITHT ZH
Wi d [FERT, WRHEEEID D 5 ONE0%Z Tl L, BEW S ER & OBEM 2~ MR L 72 L
THFEIG 2 W RETH 5. ESWLIZIZRMN A IHERERE~NORED H 5, kA
BEEERLCLE G SEFICLZ ) ARITUIR SR (CQT1; pd6).

P TREENIARER SN DR EFELTH LA, B OFREREACT IR CIIBIHRH T b %
BIRXTHAHL, HRE ISR INIERTIE, HFEICK 2P LA Z RS
LHEOMR T TR 72 ETHBREIGEE R 5 RETHAHH (P IREADEES
#:p35, CQ12;p48). CQ13 (p50) IR T L L, MHROIREHE T DB T4 & POmis Pl
BELTBPRIER S BV, HREPOEBRKEERGICE W (BRE R S WO F
BICLBEMEZ NG 2 &, FmAEREE LTI TUL & PNLIZZ L— FBCHRIN5 2
EERFLLTH 5,

ANTIEBNCBNT D, MAFBBRTFMAEE 1 #IRE1E R 5w &L, ESWL BRI
PRI % & 729 2 ik EA7CQ14 (p53) TSN TWb,

BWRPAFEDKR

a) HHIVERERAERM (extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy : ESWL)

ESWL LW S 575 Z ONFRE 25 4ERTIC ESWL FHAIME B IS Aakii2eiE  (Lithotriper)
DO 1 5% (55 1 #4X Lithotripter) % (226 1)t L724FED0W F 4 v O V= 2k AvE & L 72
PRTHY, MRTIEISWL EEKLTHZENL Ve LPLIDHA FI4 2B Tid, it
kil ) ESWL L3RR 528 &%,

PRAOME B RS AT (ESWL) 13F3A TFEOITE L, AV TRAE S S8 X ) ME
WNORE RS 5 5T, RSN S INER A, W, BRSO OB L/ R
BIZHIEH SN Do — I Z LB E 5 WD 5 5205, % ITMRREE, SBRIBEDTHET,
I patient friendly % iG#E:TH 5,

FEABNED X 71 Z X HIZDOWT, UHNIHEEYE (shock wave : SW) HVK & HEFA ¥ —
%~ A (acoustic impedance : A) 2SIEFITEWARHNZ EBHE L, AIA2KEKRE S ER L0
EDOBFIAT BIEMI LTI X D TN X D READBEEE NS & ST wizds, BIETIZS
APSHC b BT 0 £ 9 2 BFASE 2T 5%, 51180 J3 & 35 (tensile and shear
stress), @%Jaft (cavitation), QHEHAYEE (quasistatic squeezing), @BIAYIEST (dynamic
fatigue) % &ETH b, DX BHMR A H = AL X DA SN, $512 cavitation 2%
MAEREAER L CRIEH O & 2 2T REMED S D, CQ17 (p62) (IR b &9 ehka e d
BHEARZ 5 & X b,

ESWL (32 COFNMDIRESEAAERR R L 72 505 (Bt A HF T HE T H 5 A Pbii
A1), CQ9 (p42) 12H 5 X 9 IC ESWL 23 E Bbn o iaEd b5, BEWRiEEZZET 5%
51X CQ16 (p60) 1Z/RT & 9 7% ESWL O E=e, SW OF# OV A% (1 Hz) ICHHE



27

FTRETH 5D, CQ13 (p50), CQ20 (p70) ITRT T BT 2 EEEBOIEF L H 5,
U3 #40 TOLMIEGNC BT BIEFHEANDEEIZOVWTRINEGTET ALY F Y 23wz
O, FIEEAFREONT v ARZB LIz LT, B TOHRICEROND, JREAT v ME#E
#PEH$ 5 ESWL VT o L THERAIRIZE D s, K& o0 TR 2 L 2 REH%E%
Mg % 7o I H 5 (CQ13;5 p50) o ESWL IZ/NBIERNIC BT 2 BAE ORBHRIEEIE % <,
DiRoOEORBERRITSZEI Y nwE &b (CQ14 1 pb3),

b) BREEAMKEM (transurethral lithotripsy : TUL)

TAEIBT % 6Fr T TICHIB L S N7 PRPRESE L, BN &Rl A 2 R oM ok
M IREFEORE L L —V — B0 % R, L—%—7a—7oMt, &fHr7—7NV
#, Nitinol BEM DA v AT —F Ve EOBENT IR ORI X 0, IR A E
D)L TRIEDHESZ BFF2ONZOEBTH %, TDF, 8Fr F 7213 10Fr DIREF % IR
MICIFAT 2 2 &121E, HBHHREOEMN & RASEOR S N72A%, 6Fr JREHIZ X 2 8E 3072
DEHIZRY, AOHEDHIMICHK > TE 2O EROKE 2RI 72 - T b,

L2 L, CQ21 (p72) I2H 5 L)1, FTUL THWAT 7 £ A ¥ —ZAIC X B IRE~OR L
BT X, BRI RSB IEEIC S S 2 0UER 5% r-TUL Tk L — ¥ —mifiE
O, EHR 2RSS ® (pneumatic system), XK (electrohydraulic system :
EHL) MK 75, -TUL CTIIEMiZ2 Ui i k2 v (CQ24 : p&0).

TUL, £-TUL \Z & 2 JREH A OiiaiIE, REFODEERST (p30) THIH L7z EAU 2%
F L7 ESWL & 024 HEA % (stone—free rate : SFR) OEIZH S X H1Z, 1TE A LD
AT EREADRKEZIIBWTESWL Z2BEE L CW 5008 TH L, LiL, HETHH
BRI B DR TH ) Lo TH M LR TIEI %L, 7, r TUL/ETUL IZA
Wi & I A F5 %25, ESWL A SHERIE, SRIGHATTRECTdH 2 I v,

KD TUL (r-TUL) &3 & A EIRERFAITRSNI=FHTH - 7275, TUL HRRIITHE
MR % &9 127% - 72BE, 20 mm F CTOEREARIRE Ol & 08 5 IRERS AHER OB
KBWTHEEEZ R LTS (BfaDEESE  p33)e TN LOKRE SOFHAIIBVT
b, HEINEET A Z LI X D BHHGHEIETTRETH S (staged procedure) o

%8B, TULMHEDAT v MEEIZOWTIE, WEOREMERIRERZZTFHTHLENT
W2AS, LD TIEIEFREE &L OAEEIT RV, TOD, A7 ¥ MIBIZLETIEZ L,
BEBERBOER P MR DA PR L BN s, ZDA) v MEFRAY v b2 HIBEINCH
W3 20E5H 5L END (CQ22 ;5 p74).

c) BRI (percutaneous nephro-uretero lithotripsy : PNL)

PNL (% 20 mm LA EOR & fiih, > THREA OGRS & UP] $k%g, IRERZAE G PHES]
BRETHELRINE NP, HABVEEOHR CTROBE LRBPERINLZTHTH Y,
CQ25 (p82), 26 (p&4), 27 (p87) /R END X I IThkA A IHEDDH . CQ24 (p80) /R
T &) LSRR EAMER R S

PNL 3 O3 #Y) 2 EEOER TH 5 (V> TRERDEZESE (p35), CQ23 (p77)).
BHEIE 1 RO Z L D BHIIEARICKSZ L DD TFEICTBWTIE, 20Fr BLFodME % v %
mini-perc, ¥kMERFEHEE V72 PNL, K472 Tk L ~TUL & PNL %[RRI 3 2 5EBI O
HH I TV,

d) BARFEM

ESWL, TUL, PNL #4175 T b {BHAEE T E 0o 7ERIR, AHEHREEDS T S 1L 5 556l

BV TIFARFMOER DS L7 L e SNTW22%, IROEISRTIEIEGRIC X A ULE D25
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Wi ST EZHIRTIE, BIRTAIZ S SIS Thb SRR 2B T b,
e) FRIEEE T YA

B ORI % G5 2R BRI 2 EOB O, RFHERERIN S 2 E R Ao
W BIhd 540, BRABERG & UP] 8222 0F ) eI TIE, — IRty & Yl & 0f
B THATS 2 DIFBIE ) L DBERDH 5™, ESWL, TUL, PNL 4T\ T b AEATE
SN & 9 AFH OB T ORI % 2 & § BHiEHZ N2,

Neto 5435} L 72 10 mm DL OB R A IR % ESWL &, PRiRESIC L % TUL
EIEESED RCT I2BWT D, SFRIGMEEGESA A EZ Fi-> TER TV 225, EESIXMHZO
P, FREHSEY, ARDREWR EOAFIRED & 5 72 DITRMEHEN 2 EHRETH Y, B
BTG % IS 2 X D IZAFIT, TUL R ESWLIZTE WS, BEPEGHICE LT & 8o 720
BCHIERNA TV 3 TR d LEATHDY,

Basiri 513 15 mm DL EOBERREREAEFIC BT TUL, PNL, BEFESE4 50 #1320 RCT
24T\, SFRIIA BT\ TUL A3 bR S EIEGE AR b BN T2 L DR TH 503
TUL XA PHEAMBO T4 X DAL, R 2 EMOR b HMN 5 FBIC L ) FiGHED
BIREND LR TR BY,

Desai 513 2 4E ] 1 fizk D 440 BIOFREERT, WHESETFM 21T 720332586 (11%) T
Loz LG LTRBY, FEROEHEIHEL SNZHEZICB W TE, BEEFIEL ALY
WL L\ ik & b BRI 5,

ARLIBIERE T L 2RBEH RS CTH B0 BT A BT A 20 Gl hES] 2 R IR
T EIZHEZR DS, EAUD 2012 54 R9A4 Y2 BFIIRYBEBDNLBDERTETHE
OB REDE A, @ESWL R NBSETAMNIC & 2 im0 72 S8 % &0k
L7-Ef] (BB, Brolizis, REE e L), @Rz ORI 2 B
BETHH 9o

WAL TD, SHROREFIERIC X IR AT 286 2 BT 7% 5 0 etk % f
DTVBETHH)o

WEE30
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# 1 SFRs after primary treatment with ESWL and TUL

ESWL TUL

No. of Pts. SFR/95% Cl No. of Pts. SFR/95% Cl
Distal ureter 7217 74% (73-75) 10,372 93% (93-94)
<10mm 1,684 86% (80-91) 2013 97% (96-98)
>10mm 966 74% (57-87) 668 93% (91-95)
Mid ureter 1,697 73% (71-75) 1,140 87% (85-89)
<10mm 44 84% (65-95) 116 93% (88-98)
>10mm 15 76% (36-97) 110 79% (71-87)
Proximal ureter 6.682 82% (81-83) 2,448 82% (81-84)
<10 mm 967 89% (87-91) 318 84% (80-88)
>10mm 481 70% (66-74) 338 81% (77-85)

kD &3
Distal ureter : TEBFRE, Mid ureter : BpERfRE, Proximal ureter © EERRE
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FREOREOHEIS UYL EELE X 5N b, SHOYE]TIESEWEEIC L 2
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MR EELER 5N D,

K H

( ) REEAERTFHICHTSRKIEEDOHR
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%

<:>'7U>%®§<§$n6ﬁﬂ-ﬁﬂ
FRBIRAE S REEEE A MBIC X 5 b0 &, BICB 2 IRBHREDSTUE L TW b D0 %,
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KoraZ% CHEIL, JREZBMS 5 2 &I3HARGR 5L R O W % [ D3RR A O
HRTPBOEARTHYY, I TEFU R, BHEM a2 7947 2 ZAOKE D LTS
FHHZR U TRGIERER ORINA b AR L ShTwb?,

KB EEAFEE

KGRI & > TREZBIMS &2 Z L1k, #OREWEOBREEZINT I 525, FRHIH
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FARERFEEZNL L LT, 1 H 2000 mL PLEO#KIEEERIT - 728 L ATD R0 728D 5 FF R
RRE R0 TORERE, HOKIRERETIX 121%, FHREHFTIX27%TH 1, AR (p=0008)
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E L= (%) 2198 808 175.8
LN— (58) 3122 808 2498
mOH 2114 808 169.1
NI 2104 508 105.2
fIE :
KEIE 2732 508 136.6
AN 225.7 308 67.7
NI 305.7 80g 244.5
4 XTY 2458 60g 1475
D¢ 208.8 Nsg 187.9
. SES=ES 305.5 308 917
BDE -
HAZDRF CEHFL) 399.2 158 599
KRERFIEE

P PRI MUAE R BT L2037 B KRB ATHRIE L LT, Rl Tid, 7Y Y ROEIHIROIE A,
BT AN F —OHIR S HEH ST B0 FRTIEMHIANC S 2 BEIT L CTE, BERIEIEHIC
HE U7 AV F— OB L LETH 5o VNS, EEZOREEFREL LT, 7Y
YROBRERE T L Z L2 HWE LT, Ky 237 BIUTRERKMEDEHER S LT
720 LapL, ERACHEL, SRIRILERREEE THEEICALONL 4 Y 2 Vb2
SHICHE SR LMY H 5720, HELVHDTRZVWEEZEZ LN TS, MY V37 &
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b, REROOFIETIIIIIFEICHNTD %,

72720, ERBRIIERREVES (S0 LT, S X0 IS 7Y > AREIUH] R Al R 7 &
REHIENCAT) &, WSS 2 oo, HICKBERER TV, G5 L 3
RATR) 7Y Fa—2DY A7 LEHET LI LT R T, TOHEREEIIOWTH) 58
CHMIL, BEVHEMIAEFHREZZITANLONS L) ZRBAFHEEOKH 2 & 5 2 L3
#ELw?,



103

WEE 3

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

Yi TF, Berger L. Impaired renal function gout : its association with hypertensive vascular dis-
ease and intrinsic renal disease. Am ] Med. 1982 ; 72 : 95-100.

Emmerson BT. Identification of the causes of persistent hyperuricaemia. Lancet. 1991 ; 337 :
1461-3.

HARR - BEBEAHFETA P4 VUETRESR. RIRBRILAE - BROERTSA K74~ (F2
). 116-23, 2574 AL ¥ a—%E KB, 2010.

Choi HK, Curhan G. Soft drinks, fructose consumption, and the risk of gout in men : prospective
cohort study. BM]J. 2008 ; 336 : 309-12. Epub 2008 Jan 31.

Asselman M, Verkoelen CF. Fructose intake as a risk factor for kidney stone disease. Kidney Int.
2008 ; 73 : 139-40.

Nishimura T, Shimizu T, Mineo I, et al. Influence of daily drinking habits on ethanol-induced
hyperuricemia. Metabolism. 1994 ; 43 : 745-8.

Lieber CS, Jones DP, Losowsky MS, et al. Interrelation of uric acid and ethanol metabolism in
man. ] Clin Invest. 1962 ; 41 : 1863-70.

Gibson T, Rodgers AV, Simmonds HA, et al. A controlled study of diet in patients with gout. Ann
Rheum Dis. 1983 ; 42 : 123-7.

Choi HK, Atkinson K, Karlson EW, et al. Alcohol intake and risk of incident gout in men : a pro-
spective study. Lancet. 2004 ; 363 : 1277-81.

BEFRET, LT, &TART, . Trva—vikEHmo ) SREAR. REE 198559 128
33.

ANFREBE, 1B, TR T, . Yo7 ) sREAE. & B, 2000;24:
9-13.

HARR - BEERHEST A P4 VYUETRESR. RIRBRILE - BROEETA K74~ (B2
BR). 110-2, X574 ANV L ¥ x—%k KB, 2010.

Choi HK, Liu S, Curhan G. Intake of purine-rich foods, protein, and dairy products and relation-
ship to serum levels of uric acid : the Third National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey.
Arthritis Rheum. 2005 ; 52 : 283-9.



104

BRSO ZIRBIEEBEDORREFICEEH?

RIEOBRBIUIFICHIL Y LEFAOBROBKRAFICEVFESEEZON, REHE
B%115LT, BELREENFRIIAALZEODEEASNS.

HROBIUZE, RPAN T 2APRERERZ RO D RELEHOVEOTH ), EBIZEEOH
HURIBRASR A A V> w7 2 PRIHROWA % X725 2 213, T TICE L OfEDid 5142, flf
BEE Y 2 BH VT AEELTEA L DBRICOWTOMD TOHGEE, Curhan 512X 5K
B IR — MFREOHFTHENSRTWEY, LA L, —HTREEHLZREDHA ST
559, NS OREREOE N, EHEREICBT SRR O M2 BRI LW & E2 K
ML TWw5 EEDbIEY, 195 EICH XN LY 2 — T, SHEIURSRR 7 v 2 28k
BISHROIEEE RITT I EARBEN TV Y, 208 b Ek% 2 RCT AThh, FEEIE &
AFAE) 27 OBEEDSREIIHI S MR o TE T
R >Ny E BIIEEHIRR

Borghi &3, Btk o8 & EHIEHUHIBEAS, FRMER L o MRIER A L2 2
B VS DA BB OERETCES T 502 RET L 72 120 LSRR IEE A V >  A R
JEZ D OBWED T 2 8EA IV MEABEII LT, 54EMICH725 RCT 217o720 T4b
b, 120 %% 60 2432 2 HECDF, —HIZIEFE IV 7 A (30 mmol/day) + Btk 5 > 23 7 il
B (52 g/day) + i (NaCl #2185 C 50 mmol/day) Zft5-L, &9 —FHOEETIX, AL
LB (10 mmol/day) %5 U720 5 4R Lz C, IEF ANV Y A+ Btk s v o3”
IR + I AR TlL 60 £ 12 B TREA O TR E B0 72—, H Ty AHIRARTIE, 60
23 44°C, WA R ROz, WBEROTIESIE, IEF AV A+ B s 3o B+
WA CHEIE 72 P=004) 7z, SR AV APEIEII IR L D HHEN I
LCHEBICRD L22S, JRib Y o o BREEE I 7 LV & 2 HIBRERIC BTl L, EEwA V>
A+ EES S Bl + IR AR I Lze SROORRLY, RSV YT A
PRAE % BB L7- BN Y 2 BB Vo AR BEICB VT, BRIV Yy AR5 s
YNy L AR 2 Ml bR 2 AL, RN TE AN Yy AHIBAEL D
HRETPE LTERLTWS E LT,

RIGIEEHIRR

ELIREDOHETD, BANY T LARIERZ DY aTBA IV 7 MEABE I 2 &35
BIHFBUC X 0, R ALY APEHR 2D S5 2 LA S TWw a2, EmhaL sy A
WRIEZ D DRSOV v AR 210 % (B @ >300 mg Ca/day, &% >250 mg Ca/
day) ZMAEZIC 2 R0, —HICEHOKIEEDA (3> bu—VEE), b9 —TICI3fokiR
B+ IR (low-salt diet #) ZZNZN 3 HBEME L72e 2 ba—n#E 1024 (9
+ 2 447%% drop out), low-salt diet # 108 % (9 H 11 %A% drop out) AT +1) — L, {GEIA



105

Tl % JEHEAE & U C 3 2 AR O R H BEW B OZALIZ O W THET L7z ZOKE, low-salt
diet B#ETlX, ¥ bu— VEICHBELCTRPF ) 7 2 JEEREOFRRE T 207 (p<
0001)o F7- low-salt diet BETIE, I~ Pa—VBICHEL T, RbA Ny 2PRHEOH B4
T (271 £86 mg/day vs 361 £129 mg/day, p<0001) %7z, low-salt diet #TIX, 61.9%
DEZTRA ANV T 7 ZHREREAERFRNC IR L CTEFL L7201 LT, a ¥ ba— VT
X 340% DEEDPEFALLZICE B 572 (p<0001). X 512, low-salt diet BETIE, A7
PERTC IR LR Y 2 BRI S A RIE T L2 (p=0001). %3, AIIEIUHIBRIZMES
Ry 2 PR RO T IE, BAEPSOY 2 v BB EIHTAZ LIck s EEZLRTY
2 12)O
RIGIEIFIRE REEABHEFHDOX DXL

AT, EIEARBAN T T AR E 725 A A =X 40%, RHEICBT A0
LOFWIFHNIC L 22 5NTEY, SSICAHOMBERIS, R 7 = VBRI O
LEDELTEVDRTWS, ZOBEIZDOWTIE, MBIHEORINICEE D Mlast pH O
(RE#YET ¥ F=Y R) & oMM RIE ST 5Y,

W23

1) Matkovic V, Ilich JZ, Andon MB, et al. Urinary calcium, sodium, and bone mass of young females.
Am J Clin Nutr. 1995 ; 62 : 417-25.

2) Cappuccio FP, Kalaitzidis R, Duneclift S, et al. Unravelling the links between calcium excretion,
salt intake, hypertension, kidney stones and bone metabolism. ] Nephrol. 2000 ; 13 : 169-77.

3) He FJ, MacGregor GA. Et al. Reducing population salt intake worldwide : from evidence to imple-
mentation. Prog Cardiovasc Dis. 2010 ; 52 : 363-82.

4) Moe OW. Kidney stones : pathophysiology and medical management. Lancet. 2006 ; 367 : 333-44.

5) Curhan GC, Willett WC, Speizer FE, et al. Comparison of dietary calcium with supplemental cal-
cium and other nutrients as factors affecting the risk for kidney stones in women. Ann Intern
Med. 1997 ; 126 : 497-504.

6) Curhan GC, Willett WC, Knight EL, et al. Dietary factors and the risk of incident kidney stones
in younger women : Nurses' Health Study II. Arch Intern Med. 2004 ; 164 : 885-91.

7) Taylor EN, Stampfer M]J, Curhan GC. Et al. Dietary factors and the risk of incident kidney stones
in men : new insights after 14 years of follow-up. ] Am Soc Nephrol. 2004 ; 15 : 3225-32.

8) Stoller ML, Chi T, Eisner BH, et al. Changes in urinary stone risk factors in hypocitraturic cal-
cium oxalate stone formers treated with dietary sodium supplementation. ] Urol. 2009 ; 181 :
1140-4.

9) Borghi L, Meschi T, Maggiore U, et al. Dietary therapy in idiopathic nephrolithiasis. Nutr Rev.
2006 ; 64 : 301-12.

10) Massey LK, Whiting SJ. Dietary salt, urinary calcium, and kidney stone risk. Nutr Rev. 1995 :
53 1 131-9.

11) Borghi L, Schianchi T, Meschi T, et al. Comparison of two diets for the prevention of recurrent
stones in idiopathic hypercalciuria. N Engl ] Med. 2002 ; 346 : 77-84.

12) Nouvenne A, Meschi T, Prati B, et al. Effects of a low-salt diet on idiopathic hypercalciuria in
calcium-oxalate stone formers : a 3-mo randomized controlled trial. Am J Clin Nutr. 2010 ; 91 :
565-70.



106

WHERMOBRIKEBEABREDTIICEEH?

FRESFEREDN TR E LT, MHERMZAEBICHEET ZRE2HMRILIZZ L0,

REEFEARED T TR L L CEFHEEIIIFFICEETH Y, @2 EHREICLy, B
RERTHIEIETE 2V BEANCTHARERE, Kk &b &R RE -
WEORIEZIT, BHIE LWAERG 22058 LGS 82 X9 I 2 2 L ASEETH B,
ZOEFHREIZIBWT, MHEEEYE AR THIICEH TH 2 i3 %,
FREEFEADREIEEDRA CHMHEERY

BHBEO—MIEHNE, NT ¥ 20 ENFHHNE L WEATERR, 4 &I OE £ TOM
W% 4 RERHIRREZ2 T 2 L 2 HEEE 35, SHRAHENGEICB L Tk, OBty > 32 8o
HREHEIHIR, @Q—E DA N7 ABEROTTO, @Y 27 BBFHIN ORI, @55
BINOHIRE, GpAK YOI, GOIENOBRHENOHIE, @7 =V EREREROTTD, &
EOHEAN BTSN T DY MHEEAWICE L TId, Gleeson 5OMEY X1 JkbmcE %
NHYHE U COBHEEEWIEIERIBENTANV Y 7 A LG L TRINZIHIL, BT
FiiCHEH & SNTnieds, BE S NEBB» D 2 AFBTFHoZE T Y 2 EohTwn
Lotz B, WHEMEEM OREHE AT T IR 2 MG L7233 B 7% RCT O 134 2w,
WHEMERYOERICEST S RCT

Hiatt 51d, Caucasian 7217 T3 7V 7 AL EFHLHEEDO AFEL 0 #IN L 72 102 FEBIIH L
TS 37 - EiHEE TORATER EMET LR, B2 K0S & i L TR A
REEL T SEL L3 RD oL HELTWSY, Rotily 513, JERIEAA FREE 96 4
(Caucasian &) & 3FHRIZ, 25 g/day Lh EOEHEEFHIERER IS LT Y FRA ¥ M 2R
FAOFEREF & LT RCT IS THGET L7458, SIS A PRICIZfER S e v & ff
T TW72Y, 72 Dussol 5 b, 175 FEBIIK LT 4 BRI D72 0 1T o 7= i & (25 g/day
PDLE) ofAamEHE TN T % RCT OfERE, RO EZOHE PRIV E
famfhrTwa?,

WHMERYOERICET 2BER

EAU @ Guidelines on Urolithiasis D3 ¥ B O—#MHEIROTUZ, R 3ERICIEHAHED %
CEENTVEZ LIZX DBMEORESIIRE SN S Z LANEIN TV LS, FFEHIY 2 %
L EULMHEEN D H B0, WHHTITHA L7V —T7ORFEREHILL T 5Y, ik
D Y 27 BRI 252280 21%, TOEMOEEIC XY S ), BHEEICE AR
WRWHEDL IE, Yy BAIV Yy AOFREE T LV BOSUMERTY ., —HTIEA
N b EREE LIINE WY §5 281280, BENTEY 2 VBOWIAE SN 5, &
HEEEDOHRTY, FEBEEMHEENEIY 27 BELRICHEATED, BEMOBPFUIIFEDS



107

‘/Z‘Efj;) éo

WEE 30

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

Iguchi M, Umekawa T, Ishikawa Y, et al. Clinical effects of prophylactic dietary treatment on
renal stones. ] Urol. 1990 ; 144 : 229-32.

Hesse A, Siener R, Heynck H, et al. The influence of dietary factors on the risk of urinary stone
formation. Scanning microsc. 1993 ; 7 : 1119-27.

HARWREHH %, HA Endourology - ESWL %%, HARBEFSAEFRW. IRESRAIES A
ARIA4 Y, H28 MRS TLIREEEYRE (2) AFEE SEIMR HE 2002
Gleeson M]J, Thompson AS, Mehta S, et al. Effect of unprocessed wheat bran on calciuria and
oxaluria in patients with urolithiasis. Urology. 1990 ; 35 : 231-4.

Hiatt RA, Ettinger B, Caan B, et al. Randomized controlled trial of a low animal protein, high fiber
diet in the prevention of recurrent calcium oxalate kidney stones. Am J Epidemiol. 1996 ; 144 :
25-33.

Rotily M, Léonetti F, Iovanna C, et al. Effects of low animal protein or high—fiber diets on urine
composition in calcium nephrolithiasis. Kidney Int. 2000 ; 57 : 1115-23.

Dussol B, Iovanna C, Rotily M, et al. A randomized trial of low—-animal-protein or high-fiber diets
for secondary prevention of calcium nephrolithiasis. Nephron Clin Pract. 2008 ; 110 : c185-94.
Tiselius HG, Ackermann D, Alken P, et al. EAU (European Association of Urology) Guidelines
on Urolithiasis 2006.

Meschi T, Maggiore U, Fiaccadori E. et al. The effect of fruits and vesitables on urinary stone
risk factors. Kidney Int. 2004 ; 66 : 2402-10.

Ebisuno S, Morimoto S, Yasukawa S, et al. Results of long-term rice bran treatment on stone
recurrence in hypercalciuric patients. Br J Urol. 1991 ; 67 : 237-40.



108

Ay LERADBREFHICIE—EEDHIN ) LEBERD
WEMH?

REDHMEMARBRD S, DI LBROBRETHICKE, D7 LEREFRY
3&KY, CLA—EEDHIN>ILEBRETD ZEDEHENS.

R RBIEAREEDEEEES LUBREE

FAED FEREEROE ORISR HIERORADOF L, WARSIIAL L AR
RAEEOMKILIZE 2D EEZ bNTWD, B ERERSOBEDOEITHIES L R
AIEDIM AR Z L L7 — A3 v N a— VR Y 74 T, #EaEEOEME LT, O
NG, QMEBIAE, Oy 87 Y - Bt s v 2 8 - IR OBEGEZ, @AV A
FIE A% L, FFAOBIUEE b v, O ERIGRIIA % <, a0 - o
TUSEE DRy, ©HBRECELK - ISR K OBIUREAE Y, @OF Lo AN (FRICEi
Wy 87 OB, @ &9 L E TOREDE, REDVHIFLNTVD, REIREE
ADLRNTH, HNT T AEARREBHADRES X HETFHODIZIE, s 0%
R L CEREIED L CRAGOUEEIC S0 LD 5,
BEESICHBTD DI LERICDONT

AN AOLEERUIIRP AV 2 APRERZ NS¢ 570, HIV T MREATERICR
HERI@ L EZ B, FERIZ AV Yy ZEREHIRT 2 HCTAFRESNTE7, LiL
IR LG SEEEON I T AEREOLBIC LY, FERICIHEAREO R IE R
VT BRIV FERDS, KBRS FFRIC BTl S Tnb, RIET
& —EROA N T MERELT) S LR TR TH B LA EEIIET 5 LD
2o TETWVAY,

AN AE, BENTY a7 REMEG L CTHEROR S ZER L, TRt ¢5 2
LTy A BOWI AT 5, ZO70H V2 MBI, #6123 2 7 BOWH LRI
RICHESE, Ry 2 v BHERROBIINE X 25 2 LA SR o TERY, Ay LR
IR L EE»SWINEND ¥ 2 BOKETIE, 1 H200~1200mg DAV ALY,
¥ 2 BRI BARIFICIRD T 5 2 b o TWwh, L L, BHEICEE ALYy 4H
BUZOWTIE, EAVY T AEIZBWTRB AV Y AHEIHEE ¥ 2 BB V3 7 2 ORI
FELGAHEHMT 5L VIHEI VDL, O end, ERON VY LEBIUL, BEH»
5OV 2 RN E BT 5725, AV AOBREEIUE, Y2 vBEREELRVREO AV
VI LAHE P S L SWINEND Z LI Y, RO IV T APEIEABIN U AR % R
HETZZLIZH %D %V,

AN AHIRE LB § AR AR E LT, BRI DR 7 v ¥ 7 LRSED D
27, ZHIMTS2OERICE D BE» SO H IV T ARSI L, MR oAV A
NS 2 DT, BRIREDOAN T MIEREAIHZ, BANY T LIREEZELLSDTH



109

28, WEEBLOFHiE LTI, ANy AEREOHIRRLIEY) Y BEHGT 5L Th b,
EY) YBOGIZE > TEHEIY ¥ 3 ¥ D OGEAHHIL, 7V 2 DR EWINE A S &
%o

HARAD AV w7 AR IIRENTERTH S 1 H600 mg [SELTELT, HAaBBEor
Wy AEREZE SICPRVERICH B0 T, T A AITBWTHIV YT AR Z 840
L7203 ) A3 Vv ¥ SRR 2309 5 & O X HeasiE Shz 2 e 55, 1 H 1,000
mg L EDAN Ty AENERET L2 bH L L9720 FLHEHATIEANV Y 7 A KEHIL
DEMHENENTE ST, RSN TOARV, BE, HACBI 2O BEORE ALY Y
LB 1 H 600~800 mg EHREL T b, —#1Z, 35 100 g FFICIEA 100 mg D7
Ny AREENTW D, HEPIFILOBIUIED LAV Yy WA TIEH 5, #BFE %
RIS SRRSO TR OISERF £ £ 2 5 TH 00, TX RIS OP 7 WAFLICE Y
BZALRELT, #HEENIELLWEHITRET LI LHRYTH 5,

WEE30

1) Pais VM Jr, Holmes RP, Assimos DG. Effect of dietary control of urinary uric acid excretion in
calcium oxalate stone formers and non-stone—forming controls. ] Endourol. 2007 ; 21 (2) : 232-5.

2) Grases F, Costa-Bauza A, Prieto RM. Renal lithiasis and nutrition. Nutr J. 2006 ; 5 : 23.

3) Takayama T, Ohzono S. The prophylactic management of calcium oxalate urolithiasis-Advanced
review and perspective—. Rinshou Hinyoukika 2004 ; 58 (5) : 277-286.

4) Gasinska A, Gajewska D. Tea and coffee as the main sources of oxalate in diets of patients with
kidney oxalate stones. Rocz Panstw Zakl Hig. 2007 : 58 (1) : 61-7.

5) Tiselius HG. Possibilities for preventing recurrent calcium stone formation: principles for the
metabolic evaluation of patients with calcium stone disease. BJU Int. 2001 ; 88 (2) : 158-68.

6) Krishnamurthy MS, Hruska KA, Chandhoke PS. The urinary response to an oral oxalate load in
recurrent calcium stone formers. J Urol. 2003 ; 169 (6) : 2030-3.

7) Bataille P, Presne C, Fournier A. Prevention of recurrent stones in idiopathic hypercalciuria. N
Engl J Med. 2002 ; 346 (21) : 1667-9.

8) McConnell N, Campbell S, Gillanders I, et al. Risk factors for developing renal stones in inflamma-
tory bowel disease. BJU Int. 2002 ; 89 (9) : 835-41.

9) Williams CP, Child DF, Hudson PR, et al. Why oral calcium supplements may reduce renal stone
disease: report of a clinical pilot study. J Clin Pathol. 2001 ; 54 (1) : 54-62.

10) Bailly GG, Norman RW, Thompson C. Effects of dietary fat on the urinary risk factors of calcium

stone disease. Urology. 2000 ; 56 (1) : 40-4.



110

W= 21— ADBRUIKBHABRDTFIHICLEEH?
7z, EAIY C OBRERIRBEABERZRET 5H?

VIVBEZECIN—Y D 1—ATRRBHEOBRFHIRDPPFTESZH, I
TOI7N—=U 2 1—ASEABRTHHIRDH S EIEVAELY,

E£ I C OBFERICKVURP Y 1 VEBRHEHENEMT 5 ENFREINDD, Kk
HABRZRET S EIEEVAR,

TI— V2 — ADFEAERFIIOVWTIE, SFEELWEID ) —EDO R HF TR
WODBURTH 5,

TN—Y2 1 —ADBREFHHRICDONT

) VIV 2= REBETREOTFIRIRDD 5, ZETRIIHE TR SN0 o72
ET MY, KOPBYICY YTV 2 — AR BN LR V7 1 TRETIE, I~ b
T— VBRI L ¥ 2 B VY L OB A A R B o 72 & T B 7 &
HAohs,

TL—=TIN—= 72— ZDFRIZEH L THEMKT, BRESITHATIHRIRED 72T
BEEFHED R, ORI EA e Do 72 2§ BT, Ry 2 AV A DR
ERAEIETSEL I E0D, MATPHEINETEL L LD RN HHD, av
T RIFLN TRV,

R pH Z# KT 385 2 L CRASEATHIIC L2 L Vbl TWwb 7 7 R =T 2 —X|ZD
WTIE, T EIETYaYBRANTY T DREAEED ) AT HBREL 2D LT HHEDND,
EboR, HHVRBITEETELOETHY, BRKLTHE,

CDENT T RS R pH & FA-&¢, R = VIR 2 BN S 2 5 01258
L7z7NV—=2 e LTidA L vy, VEVDHESNTB DA THIRMERES I S 52, BUE
FTHOLIARCTICEDAIE T VY AIREN TV,

E4XY C ERPY 1 VBEEHE

s3Iy ClREE 173, Aay, bbb, ¥—vr, EFrNy, BRETFESICLL
HEENDKBELE S I v THED, € M EELERE, £V E Y b Tid L-gulonic acid % ascor-
bic acid (5t S HERDAAAE L B\ 720, RNTER S 5 Z EATE 2o 07204 FqE
FHIDERE S I ¥ CIETRTEFLLHNT 2 LE0H %,

Y5 IV CIIEE»OESITBINE NS 720, AR AAEEE %S RVRYKRNTRZT
52 L3R, B AMGOLERIENTEHR SN TVD b Tnb, EAGEE
W&z, HENEADOE S I Co 1 HIEFEHEIGEL 100 mg & SNTW 5, B@REITHENS
N7-¥ % 3 v ClZFDKE DS ascorbic acid D F FIRANIHEM X, —#AY dehydroascorbic
acid & LTRHPICHRIES NS, FRFHINEI NS IV Cl, 20— cRE s



111

Yaue LTRPICHEES N Z L b bhro T, LA T, ¥ 3 ¥ C OMFEHEIUC
X0, Ry 2 BIREEDEINT 2 2 EBEZONLDS, BRIV T T AREAER R
ETHENPEPIIONTIEI I IELRMEDDHY, Fo& D ELATETFT Y AIITREINTVE
Vo 1H2000mg DY ¥ I ¥ CHERTIZR pH IZBLIZZZD SN ho/zb Do, Ry 2w
EEPER (A N, ROBRE L BICHEISHIM L 22 LT MR S e, 22251, #A
PR L 72BNV TOMEIEL, WTNO@LTH R ENTW RV, ¥ TY X M
ElZL B8 3 v C o2 BRI, JRP Y 2 7 BIRkR 2 NSS4 2 L PEnD
DT, HRUERERAOEE TIRETLLENDH L EEZOND,

W23

1) Curhan GC, Willett WC, Rimm EB, et al. Prospective study of beverage use and the risk of kidney
stones. Am ] Epidemiol. 1996 ; 143 : 240-7.

2) Honow R, Laube N, Schneider A, et al. Influence of grapefruit—, orange- and apple—juice con-
sumption on urinary variables and risk of crystallization. Br J Nutr. 2003 ; 90 : 295-300.

3) Curhan GC, Willett WC, Speizer FE, et al. Beverage use and risk for kidney stones in women.
Ann Intern Med. 1998 ; 128 : 534-40.

4) Goldfarb DS, Asplin JR. Effect of grapefruit juice on urinary lithogenicity. J Urol. 2001 : 166 : 263-7.

5) Kessler T, Jansen B, Hesse A. Effect of blackcurrant-, cranberry- and plum juice consumption
on risk factors associated with kidney stone formation. Eur J Clin Nutr. 2002 ; 56 : 1020-3.

6) McHarg T, Rodgers A, Charlton K. Influence of cranberry juice on the urinary risk factors for
calcium oxalate kidney stone formation. BJU Int. 2003 ; 92 : 765-8.

7) Gettman MT, Ogan K, Brinkley L], et al. Effect of cranberry juice consumption on urinary stone
risk factors. J Urol. 2005 ; 174 : 590-4

8) Baxmann AC, De O G Mendonca C, Heilberg IP. Effect of vitamin C supplements on urinary
oxalate and pH in calcium stone-forming patients. Kidney Int. 2003 ; 63 : 1066-71.

9) Massey LK, Liebman M, Kynast-Gales SA. Ascorbate increases human oxaluria and kidney
stone risk. J Nutr. 2005 : 135 (7) : 1673-7.



112

YL TP HIRICEDBEFHIRIZHZH?
7z, BEHRIZEDISIVBEEDN?

YA TYA NBRPHIVS I LERBZRD BRI EDDS, DD LBEAOBET
BBICHERTH B,

YA T7HA RNIE, SHVILREEEDNS I LREDHIVS T LERADBREFHIC
BN THS.

YA T7YA RICKBDUD I LBADFHICK, 5FEEORPREICEITZERAED

[N

i

U TRP AV D 7 ZHREHIRER 1, 2 T332 TRV 4 7HA FIZX 51
PERL, #ARMIECH M) Y AHBIRNEZHEL, S M) 2FREAELLZETHL, &
M & o THllaA bR B L OSRERIEE R AN L, 5] &6 & Z#lko & i mR e T,
F U AOFWINATCHEL, FEFHIH VT AFRNOREINLIDEEZ LN TS, H
L0, ERMEE IS B W CGEFEIRFATLTECF M)A ANV T T L0EEL T, Y47
FA FIEERGIZF )y 2 HEIREHET 2 L DRBEDL H 5,

RENOVERBE A H AT, BHN T ARER D A EE, &b BREEE IV Y
LPRIERE I BIG D B L EZ BbND,

BHEDL A, EBOBKROBTOF A 794 FOMME, HIENIHET 2 H IV >y LkEa
DBEFIZ, RW#L & TIUTE AV D7 ARIEDBE Z WIS, 1 mg/day 75 DRES L&
Bbh b,

LAL, EOREOHEY A 7THA FEEGTUIIoR, 4 7H A F3ka o
HCARBIZER 2 OH, 13- &) LB 2 3P0,

BRFIROWBE

YA T7HA FICXBEADOERETHIICOWTORCT 2°H 5, ZOMFTIE, 4 7HA F
LTI ARPZHERETH O, BSR4 L BB RO D 24 LIRSNTW
5%, WHOM CHETHNRICAEAEE RO L7z LTWDY,

Lo L, ZOEZICHENRINE DD D, Pak 5213, FRHTES 7V 7 ARIETIE, H4
THA FEGA XY IRV 27 MEIZIEFESICHER S 720126 LT, BERINECld—H
T L7220V 3 AMEDPFEF IR ORI 5722 L 2 H LT b, & 512 Yendt

RSN E LTWDE (N=346, BIZEHIN 5 4F),
5 R D8t
WIROEZA, 4 T7HFAL FOESMMIZOVWTIE, —EOFMMZNEETH 505, BEIWEHDS



113

R, RIETH SEM IR 2 LEDH B EEZ HNEY, L) Db 4~5EDBILY
BOWZETIE, H A 7H A PRGBS ATIROMIHIREIZD ST 5%, 1EEREOH
WBigEclE, ZoMREERMET2MEPHASINLZLSTH S,
7 ILUERSHEI DA

YA T FEGIZE D EAMSEWETH D AN T 7 Lk T 2 7RO L7278,
A ) 7 AMPES & ) HEAEHE D 7 = VRO EIME T $5 2 L0355, UL T
i, A TS Ry BREAEEHTAZ LT, ZZVBOPEMET 2 2 LATTE,
SHICEHTHAEEZ NS,

W23

1) Sholz D, Schwille PO, Sigel A. Double-blind study with thiazides in recurrent calcium lithiasis. J
Urol. 1982 ; 128 : 903-7.

2) Pak CY. Expert Opin Pharmacother. 2008 ; 9 (9) : 1509-18.

3) Yendt ER, Cohanim M. Prevention of calcium stones with thiazides. Kidney Intern. 1978 ; 13 :
397-409

4) Ettinger B, Citron JT, Livermore B, et al. Chlorthalidone reduces calcium oxalate calculous recur-
rence but magnesium hydroxide does not. ] Urol. 1988 ; 139 : 679-84.

5) Scott R, Lewi H. Terapeutic management of upper urinary tract stone disease in 172 subjects.
Urology. 1989 ; 33 : 277-81.



114

I I VBRICKBRBIEADBETHIEERDL?

JIVBRIES 2TBHIN I L, VVBAN I LOBERERENMHIL, HIVD L
ADBRFBHICERATHS. BITES T VBR, ZWURMBEET7 S K—2ADBETIE
BRENEL.

JIVEIE, RPpHZ2LEREE, BRERERETHIEDS, RKEiERQ, JAFUHE
AOBEFHICEERTH S,

AN T ARA, ) VBRIV T ARADOBE BT, U RHOKIEE, f£F
PREIZ X o TOF 2T, FRAFKAO ORIRAED b, 24 REHRALFERAI S TR ANV
AR, ERBIR, @Y 2R, K T UBRIRHER SN &, FREMIERERE IR LT
oIV BEA A S BT,

K7 2 VERIRIE, ANT T MERDORRE A, 7T VEERAIORMIL, KSR 7 v
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ADH anti-diuretic hormon PURIR AV E

Al acoustic impedance GBEENA -5 R

AUA American Urological Association KERB IR 2R 43

BMI body mass index LSRR

CKD chronic kidney disease i P P M

COM calcium oxalate monohydrate ALY A—KHIY

CROES Clinical Research Office of the Endourological Society

DHA docosahexaenoic acid FayAFHz Ui (REafiapiER)

DMSA dimercapto-succinic acid JANHAT ANy
(HvF7974—)

DPC diagnosis procedure combination B WE o B LG 1 2

DTPA diethylene triamine pentaacetic acid YIFL Y M) T I Y5 EERR
OB 5= D AL 22 14 Bl 7 1))

EAU European Association of Urology RN WA IR Z Bk 4%

EHL electrohydraulic system T AU A e 2

EPA eicosapentaenoic acid IA ARy 5TV

ESWL extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy A4 B 0 5 A e e

FDA U.S. Food and Drug Administration 7 A A EmESE R

f-TUL flexible TUL PEEEIZ X %5 TUL

HASTE  half-Fourier acquisition single-shot turbo spin-echo A A |

HU Hounsfield unit CT fii

VU intravenous urography P AR A IR B 33 5

LDH lactate dehydrogenase FLER LK %

MET medical expulsive therapy fE A PEA TR R

MRU magnetic resonance urography M R JR B 5%

NCCT non-contrast-enhanced computer tomography Hili CT

NSAIDs non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs JEAT B A FHPLIAESE

PG prostagndin THRY T T4 Y
(EFEVE )

PNL percutaneous nephro-uretero lithotripsy R RZ 145 A0 1 el

RCT randomized controlled trials AR R AL G ER

r-TUL rigid TUL PSR L 5 TUL

SFR stone—free rate S

SSA stone surface area i A1 FE AR

SSD skin—-to-stone distance Bz i — i A [ R

SwW shock wave T Dk

TUL transurethral lithotripsy 8 DR T 1555 A 8 el







IREFEOREZHENT A 54 ~ 2013 4ERK
A (A 1,900 F3+752)

2002 4£12H20H 45 1 WFEAT
2013429 H20H 45 2 W (2013 4FRR) 45 1 WI5EFT
2013 4£12H20H 5 2 IFEAT

W% HARWIREESES
H AR WAR 28 AR SR 4%
AN
~

H AN BR 68 0 i o7
e s A
AT @R RS
T 113-8687 W HIHR U HUIX ¥4  2-31-14
waE M (03)3811-7162
B3 (03)3811-7184
FAX (03)3813-0288 ©2002, 2013
PREEE 00120-4-151494 RENEBS
http://www .kanehara-shuppan.co.jp/ Printed in Japan
ISBN 978-4-307-43053-1 FI) - S =t FRI R

[3COPY] < () Hiiii # fHees B beHiE ZEREHA >
REOWWE G\ LE L ECOBNZREE LS T E T, HESNLHE,
ZOO R, (b)) M E MRS B HE (B5F 03-3513-6969, FAX 03-3513-
6979, e-mail : info@jcopy.orjp) DI EETL 2 E W,

ANEIZHREN E 7213 R b o CTEMIZ ZEH L A,
BT, BTOLORBE ETHEEL Z2I3/MUITBI BARLET,



