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AHHOTaUUA

BeeaeHme. O630p NOCBALLEH aHaNIN3Y MMPOBOrO OMbITa UCMOAL30BaHUSA CIN3NCTOM 060104KN POTOBOI MONOCTU
npuv NaacTmke MOYETOUHMKA MO MOBOAY ero CTPUKTYP A06poKayecTBEHHOW 3TUONOMNN.

Lienb nccnepoBaHms. 3yyeHrie ocO6eHHOCTEN MCMONb30BaHNSA CIN3UCTON POTOBOW MOIOCTU MPU PEKOHCTPYKLINN
MOYEeTOYHMKa Ha OCHOBEe 0630pa MUPOBOVI 1NTepaTypsbl.

MaTepuranbl n metogbl. O630p NpoBesAéH Mo 6a3am faHHbIX PubMed, EMBASE 1 Poccuniickoro nHaekca Hay4Horo
LMTMpOBaHNSA. Ha nepBom aTane 66110 HangeHo 1013 NCTOYHWKOB, U3 HUX ANS BKAKOYEHUs B 0630p 0TO6paHo 38
cTatei. V13 Hux B 13 nccnegoBaHUSIX NPUMEHSIN OTKPbITBIM AOCTYM, 15 — poboTnyecknii, 6 — nanapockonu4yeckmia,
3 — nanapockonnyeckuin u poboTnyecknii, 1 — OTKPbITBIA 1 anapockonuyecknii. B 29 nccnegoBaHmax 6bin mc-
No/Ib30BaH byKKanbHbI rpadT, B 9 — ANHIBaNbHbIN.

Pe3synbTaTthbl. B 06LLel CIOXHOCTY ypeTeponaacTika C MCNob30BaHNEM CAV3UCTON pTa BbinonHeHa 308 pa3y 306
nauMeHTOB: OTKPbITas TexHWKa — 64 pasa, pobotunyeckas — 145, nanapockonunueckass — 99. BykkanbHbIn rpadpT
1Cnosb30BaH B 67,9% (209/308) cnyyaes, AvHIrBanbHbI — 32,1% (99/308). MNocneonepauoHHbIe OC/IOXHEHMS OT-
MeueHbl B 15,9% (49/308) HabatogeHWA: 12,2% — npu OTKPbITON TexHuKe, 10,4% — npu poboTmnueckon, 20,2% — npu
nanapockonunuyeckoi. Mpn cpokax HabawoaeHWs oT 1 o 85 mecaues (B cpegHem — 15,3 mecsua) ycnex ieyeHuns
JOCTUTHYT B 92,5% (285/308) cnyyaes: 93,8% — npw oTKpbITOM TexHuke, 88,2% — npu pobotmnyeckoir, 98,0% — npwu
NanapockonmMyeckon.

3akno4veHue. cnonb3oBaHWe CAN3UCTOM 060I0UKM POTOBOM MOAOCTM NPU NAacTUKe MOYeTOYHMKa NO MOBO-
[y ero CTpUKTYpbl 406pOKavyeCcTBEHHO 3TNOA0MN NO3BOJISET A0O6UTLCS BbICOKMX Noka3saTteneil 3¢PpekTMBHOCTH
1 6e3onacHOCTN. Pe3ynbTaTbl ypeTeponaacTuk He 3aBUCAT OT Bblbopa XMpypruyeckoro AocTyna, Tuna rpadta
M TeXHUKWN nepecagku rpadTa.

KntoueBble cnoBa: CTpUKTYpa MOYETOUYHMKA; ypeTeponaacTnka; 6ykkanbHbI rpadT; AMHIBaNbHbIN
rpadT; rpadT cAMsmncTon pta
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Abstract

Introduction. The review is aimed at analyzing the worldwide experience in the use of the oral mucosa in ureteroplasty
due to benign ureteral strictures.

Objective. To study the features of the use of the oral mucosa in ureteral reconstruction based on a review of the
worldwide literature.

Materials and methods. The review was conducted using the PubMed, EMBASE, and the Russian Science Citation
Index database. In the first stage, 1013 sources were found, of which 38 articles were selected for inclusion in the
review. Of these, 13 studies used an open approach, 15 — robotic, 6 — laparoscopic, 3 — laparoscopic and robotic,
1 — open and laparoscopic. A buccal graft was used in 29 studies and a lingual graft was used in 9 studies.
Results. In total, oral mucosal ureteroplasty was performed 308 times in 306 patients: open technique — 64 times,
robotic — 145 times, laparoscopic — 99 times. A buccal graft was used in 67.9% (209/308) of the cases, a lingual graft
was used in 32.1% (99/308). Postoperative complications were observed in 15.9% (49/308) of the cases: 12.2% after the
open technique, 10.4% after the robotic technique and 20.2% after the laparoscopic technique. With a postoperative
follow-up period of 1 to 85 months (average 15.3 months), treatment success was achieved in 92.5% (285/308) of the
cases: 93.8% for open technique, 88.2% for robotic, 98.0% for laparoscopic.

Conclusion. The use of the oral mucosa for ureteroplasty due to benign ureteral stricture allows high rates of
efficiency and safety. The results of ureteroplasty do not depend on the choice of surgical approach, type of graft
and graft transplantation technique.
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BBegeHune

CTpUKTYpbl nAn obnntepaumm MoyeTou-
HMKa MOTYT Pa3BUTbCA B pe3y/bTaTe MHOXe-
CTBa NMPUYMH: TPaBMbI, MLLEMUK, 06yYeHNns,
NHbEKUNOHHO-BOCNannTeNbHOro npouecca
WKW ATPOreHnn (3HAOCKoNUYeckmne n apy-
rme onepaTtmMBHble BMeLLaTe/IbCTBa). HacToTa
BCTPEYaeMOCTN CTPUKTYP MOYETOYHMKA Ba-
pbupyeTca B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT 3TUONOTNYe-
ckoro ¢akTopa: 1% — rnocse ypeTepockonmu,
2 - 3% — nocne nyyeBon Tepanuu, 5 - 24%
— nocsie 06CTPYKLUNM MOYETOUHMKA KaMHEM
6onee 2 mecsaues [1].

Ecnn cTpukTypbl ANCTanbHOro otaena
MOYETOUYHMNKA 0BbIYHO KOPPUTUPYIOT MYTEM
PEKOHCTPYKLNM C NCNOb30BaHNEM pa3nny-
HbIX METOANK penMnIaHTaum MOYeTOUHMKA
B MOYEBOW Ny3blpb, TO CTPUKTYPbI CpegHen
WM NPOKCUMANIbHOW YacTelh MOYeTOYHMKA
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PeKOHCTPYMpOBaTb HAMHOro cnoxHee. Co-
BpeMeHHble NoAXO/Abl K IeYEeHUIO CTPUKTYP
cpesHen N NPoKC1MasibHOW YacTelr MOYeTou-
HVKa BK/IHOYAIOT Kak BpeMeHHble Mepbl Nan-
NVATUBHOIO XapakTepa, Tak U pajgukanbHble
MeTOo/bl, Harnpas/ieHHble Ha AO0NTOCPOYHOEe
peLueHve JaHHON npobnembl. K BpeMeHHbIM
MepaM OTHOCATCHA CTEHTMPOBaHMe U Hedpo-
CTOMUSA C nocneayroLein 3HA0CKOMNYECKOn
ornepauuer (aunataums Ui ypetepotoMmums).
CTeHTMpOBaHME MOYeTOYHMKA N HePpPOCTO-
MWA TPebyrT MOCTOAHHOIo HabnweHns
1 MOBTOPHBLIX NpoLeayp, N10X0 NepeHoCATCA
naymeHTamm (pasgpaxeHvie CTEHTOM U T.4.)
N CYLLeCTBEHHO BANSAIOT Ha KauYeCTBO XXM3HW,
a 3HJoCKOoNMYeckme npouesypbl MOryT Mpwu-
BeCTU K ycyrybneHunto ¢nbposHoro npouecca
B 30HEe CTPUKTYpbl N obecneynBaroT NnLLb
KpaTKoBpeMeHHbI 3¢ dekT [2, 3]. BapraHThI
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AONTOCPOYHON PEKOHCTPYKLNK, TaKne Kak NH-
Tepno3mumsa noAB340LLHON KULLKK UK OTBe-
AeHVie Mouu MyTéM ypeTepoKyTaHeOCTOMUM,
conpsixeHbl C pa3BuTMeM MeTabonnyeckmx
HapyLleHWA 1 ApYrux Nob6oYHbIX 3¢ PeKTos,
NMO3TOMY He MOTYT 6bITb MCMNO/Ib30BaHbI Y BCEX
nauueHToB [4]. AyToTpaHCnaHTaumMo NOYKN
paccMaTpUBaloT B Cyyasix HeaddeKTUBHOCTHU
APYTr1X NOAXOA0B N BAa>XHOCTU COXPaHEHUS
bYHKUMM NOYKK, a KpariHel Mepou, Koraa
Apyrvie BapvaHTbl He MoAXOAAT, CNYXUT He-
bpakTomums [5].

B 3TOW CBA3W anbTepHATUBHLIM U Nep-
CNeKTUBHbIM MeTOAOM NeYeHUNs CTPUKTYP
MOUYeTOUHMKA BbICTyMaeT ypeTponaacTrka
C UCNO/Ib30BaHMEM TpaHCNAaHTaTa cansu-
CTOV 060/104KM POTOBOW MOAOCTU (r/1aBHbIM
06pa3oM CAM3UCTON Lwekn). MNpu CTpUKType
MOYeTOUYHMKa BNepBble CAN3UCTas LWeKn
6bl71a NPYMeHeHa B 3KCNneprMeHTe y 06e3bsH
B 1984 rogy [6], a nepBbIf ONbIT KAVHUYECKOro
NCMONb30BaHUSA AAaHHOW MeTOANKN OTMeYeH
B 1999 roay [7]. HecMOTps Ha A0CTaTOYHO XO-
poLivie rnokasatenn s¢ppekTMBHOCTN U bes-
OMaCHOCTK, 3a MOYTU 25-IeTHIOK KINHNYe-
CKYH UCTOPUIO UCMOSIb30BAHUSA CAN3UCTON
060/104KM POTOBOW MOAOCTM NPU NAACTUKE
MOYeTOYHMKA MUPOBasa nTepaTypa Hacuu-
TbiBaeT HE6O0/bLLIOE KONNYECTBO paboT B 3TOM
o6bnactu [5, 8 - 12].

Taknm 06pasom, C y4ETOM BblLLEN3/TOXKEH-
HbIX AAaHHbIX Lle/1bl0 NCCef0BaHNSA CNYyXMN0
n3yyeHne ocobeHHOCTe NCNONb30BaHWVSA CN-
31CTOWM POTOBOW MNOMOCTU NPU PEKOHCTPYKLINY
MOYeTOYHMKA Ha OCHOBe 0630pa MMPOBOM
nntepaTypsl. [MpeablayLime Halwm 4Ba 0630pa
nTepatypbl 661K BbiNoaHeHbI B 2018 n 2020
rogax [13, 14]. C y4éToMm nosiBNeHUS HOBbIX
paboT No faHHOW TemaTumkKe 3a rnocnejHue
[Ba roja peLueHoO 06HOBUTL 0630p NnTepa-
Typbl. Kpome TOro, npexxHue o063opbl 6611
NocCBsLLEeHbl byKkanbHOW ypeTeponaacTuke,
a HacToALWMIA 0630p NUTepaTypbl BKAOYAeET
paboThbl C NCMONb30BaHMEM BCEX BapMaHTOB
CIN3NCTON 06010UKM NONOCTY PTa (CIN3NCTON
LLEeKN U A3bIKa).

ANnropunTm nMTepaTypHOro nomcka

Mounck nuTepaTypHbIX NCTOYHUKOB NpPO-
BOAWAM Mo 6a3am gaHHbIx PubMed, EMBASE
n Poccmiickoro nHAeKca HayyuyHoro LnTupo-
BaHUs. [Monck B 6asax AaHHbIX MPOBeAEH MO
CNeayroLwWmnM KoYeBbIM C/1I0BaM Ha aHInN-
CKOM S13bIKe 1 X aHaN0raM Ha pyCcCKOM A3blKe:
«ureter», «ureteral stricture», «ureteroplasty»,
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«ureteral reconstruction», «buccal mucosa»,
«lingual mucosa», «oral mucosa», «graft»,
«tissue transfer».

Kputepnamm BKAKOUEHUS CNYXWUAW criefy-
towme: 1) ypeteponnactunka y B3poC/iblX LN
AeTel C NCNonb30BaHMeM No60ro BapmaHTa
CN3NCTOV 060/104KM MONOCTU pTa Mo MNOBO-
4y NepBUYHOW UNN PeLNANBHON CTPUKTYPBI
MOYeTOYHMKa J06pOKaYeCTBEHHOM 3TUNOJ10-
rmu; 2) nybnmkaumsa paboTbl B peLieH3mnpye-
MOM XypHaJse (MONHbIA TeKCT WA abcTpakT
cTaTbn).

Kpntepmnsamm mncknoyeHnsa 6elnm cne-
Aytwowime: 1) nccnefoBaHvie Ha XXUBOTHBLIX;
2) TpaHcnaaHTauma (B ToM yucie aytoTpaH-
CnaaHTaums) NoYky; 3) STMONOrUA CTPUKTYPSI
MOYeTOYHMKA, BTOPUYHASA MO OTHOLLUEHUIO
K 310Ka4eCcTBeHHbIM HOBOObpa3oBaHuAM; 4)
ypeTeponnactika 6e3 1cnonbL30BaHMsA TPaHC-
njaaHTaTa cJIN3NCTon 060/104KN MONTOCTU PTa;
5) Te3ucbl KOHbepeHuuii; 6) naTeHTbl 06 N30-
6peteHuu; 7) aybnuvpyrowine nyénmkaumu;
8) 0630pHbIe paboTkl; 9) paboTkl C onuca-
HMeM TeXHWKW onepauun 6e3 npejcrasne-
HUNA pe3yNbTaToOB XNPYPrnyeckoro neYeHus;
10) peagakurMOHHbIE KOMMEHTapuK, OTBETHI
n NUcbma.

C6op AaHHbIX NpoOV3BeAEH MO Cneayto-
WMM MYHKTaM: XUPYpruyecknii goctyn (oT-
KpbITbIX, pO60TUYECKNI UK Nanapockonu-
YeCKN), KONNYeCTBO NauneHToB, TUM rpadTa
CV3NCTON MONOCTU pPTa N TEXHUKA ero GuK-
caumu K CTEHKe MOYeTOUYHMKaA, NoKanmsauusa
N ANINHA CTPUKTYPbl MOYETOYHWKA, 3aperu-
CTPUPOBAaHHbIE OCNIOXHEHWNSA MO K/1acCUPU-
kaumm Clavien-Dindo, NnpofomKNTENbHOCTb
nocaeonepaloHHOro HabAeHNS 1 ycnex
ornepaTVBHOrO SIeYeHUs B BUJE BOCCTAHOB-
NIeHVS HOPMaJiIbHOW MPOXOAUMOCTU MoYe-
TOYHMKA.

HayuHble cTaTbW, ONy6/MKOBaHHbIE
B Pa3HbIX XypHaJiaxX, HO MOCBALWEHHbIEe
aHann3y OAHOro 1 TOro Xe nccaefoBaHA
C WAEHTUYHBIMU AaHHBIMWN WUAN HapacTako-
LWMMW AaHHBIMW NO Mepe Habopa HOBbIX
nauMeHToB, pacCMOTPEHbI Kak O4HO OPUTrKn-
HanbHOe nccnegoBaHue. Mpu 3ToM B Tabam-
Lly BK/IOYEHO nocnesHee No Cpokam N3gaHus
nccnefoBaHme ¢ HaMboNbLIMM YNCIOM Na-
uMeHTOoB. B pase paboT nmen mecto aHanmn3
pe3ynbTaToB ABYX Pa3/INYHbIX XUpYypruye-
CKNX AOCTYNOB (OTKPLITOro 1 Nanapockonm-
4YecKoro, poboTnYecKoro 1 nanapockonmnye-
CKoro). Ecnm no kaxgomy xvipyprmnyeckomy
AocTyny 6b11n NpeacTaBieHbl MOAHbIE JaH-

BecTHWK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2022;10(3):84-97




REVIEW
ARTICLES

Hble MO BCEM M3y4YaeMbIM MyHKTaM, Takue
nccaefoBaHWA BKAOYANW B ABe Tabanupbl
C YKasaHuneMm pasjesibHbIX AaHHbIX MO COOT-
BETCTBYIOLLLEMY XUPYPrnyeckomy AoCTyny.
Ecnn HeBO3MOXHO 6bI10 pa3jeneHne Bcex
AAaHHbIX MO KaXA0My paccMaTprBaeMoMy Xu-
pypruyeckomy AocTyny, Takue nccnesoBaHuns
BK/IFOYANU B OAHY Tabnnuy no 6onbLuemMy
4YMCNy onepaunin U3 AByxX NCrNosb30BaHHbIX
[AOCTYMNOB C yKa3aHVeM YacToTbl MPUMEHEHUNS
Kaxgoro gocryna.

Monck B yKasaHHbIX 6a3ax flaHHbIX BbISBUI
1013 cTaTtel. NepBoHayvanbHas NpoBepKa 3a-
ro/ioBKa M aHHoOTaUuMn npuBesa K NcKar4e-
HUIO M3 HUX NO PasnydHbIM Kputepusam 933

KonuuecTeo BbIBpaHHbIx cTaTeld (n = 1013)
Numberof selected arlicles (n=1013)
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nccnegoBaHVA. focne 3Toro U3 oCcTaBLUNXCA
80 paboT C y4ETOM KpUTEpPUEB BKIKOUEHUS
N NCKTFOYEHWS B OKOHYaTe/IbHbIN 0630p ObIN10
0oTO6paHo 38 cTaTen, NOCBALLEHHbIX pe3y/b-
TaTaM ypeTeponnacTukn € UCMoJib30BaHNEM
rpadra cAMsnCTon pTa, KOTOpble 6bian ony-
611KoBaHbl B nepuog ¢ 1999 no 2022 rogbl.
MNpwu ypeteponnactrke B 13 nccnefoBaHnax
NPUMEHSN OTKPbITLIV gocTtyn, 15 — pobo-
TUYeCcKnii, 6 — nanapockonmyeckmii, 3 — na-
napockonuyecknii n poboTmnyecknii, 1 — ot-
KPbITbIA U fanapockonuyeckuii. NMpm sTom
B 29 nccnefoBaHUAX 6bin NCNONb30BaH Oyk-
KanbHbIA rpadT, B 9 — NNHIBaNbHbIN (puc. 1).

ﬁKHIOHEHbI 933 cTaTbM: \
103 — uccneoBaHUA Ha XUBOTHBIX

0 — pefakLMOHHLIE KOMMEHTAPUKY, OTBETEI, NUCEMA
19 — anokayecTBEHHAA 3TMOMOMMA CTPUKTYDLI

508 — TpaHCNnaHTaUMA NOYKK

266 —ypeTteponnactuka 0e3 rpadTa CNM3MCTOR pTa

288 — npyre HeaKTyanbHble WCCNeqoBaHuA

v

YpeTteponnacTuka ¢ UCnonb3oBaHWeM CU3UCTOM
nonoctu pta (n = 80)
Ureteroplasty using the oral mucosa (n = 80)

A 4

933 articles are excluded:
103 — animal studies
9 — editorial comment, reponse, letters
19 — malignant etiology of stricture
508 — kidney transplant
Q& — ureteroplasty without the use of the oral mucosa graft
2 ")

88 — other not relevent

ACKHIOHEHH 42 cTaTbM :
8 — Teancbl KoOHepeHL i
6 — naTteHTbl 00 u3obpeTeHn
14 — gybnupyiow we UCcnefoBaHua
13 — 0030pHLIe paboTel
1 — onMcaHue TEeXHWKKM onepaluu

~

v

BkniouweHo ctateil B aHanus (n = 38)
Arlicles are included in the analysis (n = 38)

A 4

42 articles are excluded:
8 — conference abstracts

6 — invention patents

14 — duplicate publications

13 — review papers
&— descriptive technique

* OTKpLITEIA gocTyn (n = 13)
Open approach (n = 13)

* PoBbotuuecknid goctyn (n = 15)
Robotic approach (n = 15)

* bykkan
Buccal graft (n = 29)

* NuHreaneHsli rpadT (n = 9)
Lingual graft (n = 9)

BHBIA rpacdT (n = 29)

* Nlanapockonnyeckmd goctyn (n = 6)
L aparoscopic approach (n = 6)

* [lanapockonuyeckmid u poboTtudyeckmd goctynsl (n = 3)
[ aparoscopic and robotic approaches (n = 3)

+ OTKPLITLIA U NANAPOCKONWUECKMA AocTynbl (n = 1)
Open and laparoscopic approaches (n = 1)

PucyHok 1. AnropuTm Bbibopa cTaTteit Ansi HecMcTemMaTn4yeckoro o63opa
Figure 1. Selection algorithm for non-systematic review
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AHanuns n obcyxaeHue

ObLme KNNHNKO-CTaTUCTUYEeCKME pe3yib-
TaTbl. CyMMapHO 6b1710 BbINonHeHO 308 ypeTe-
ponaacT1K C NCNoJib30BaHWeM rpadTa cimsn-
cTon ptay 306 nauneHTOoB (Y ABYX NaLneHTOB
onepauus nposBejeHa C KaXAoW CTOPOHbI).
Cpean HUX OTKpbITas TexHuKa bblna npume-
HeHa B 64 (20,8%) cny4yasax, poboTuyeckas
— B 145 (47,1%), nanapockornnyeckas — B 99
(32,1%).

JlaHHble 0 Bo3pacTe 6b11M yKa3aHbl y 291
13 306 nayuneHToB (95,1%). CpegHNIA BO3pacT
nauMeHToOB COCTaBuI 46,6 neT npu juanasoHe
3HaveHuin oT 9 go 90 net. Mpy 3TOM TONBLKO
O/IHO 1CC/ieloBaHe NpeAcTaBasno cobon pa-
60Ty NegnaTpmyeckoro xapakrepa v BK/O-
Yyano Tpex AeTen B Bo3pacte oT 9 Ao 16 ner,
a BCe OCTa/ibHble NCCNe0BaHUA Yy B3POC/bIX
BKJIFOYANW B 06LLIEN CNOXHOCTW 2 AeTel B BO3-
pacte 15 ner.

NMonoBas NpuUHaANeXHOCTb MauveHToB
6bina otMeyeHa y 191 13 306 nauneHToB
(62,4%). Cpean HUX AONA MYXYMH cOCTaBuna
62,3% (119/191), XeHWwmnH — 37,7% (72/191).

CBefeHVs O NMPOTAXKEHHOCTU CTPUKTYPHbI
MOYeTOYHMKa 6bIIV NpeacTaBaeHbl No 300 n3
308 cnyyaeB npoBeeHVA OnepaTMBHOro BMe-
watenbctBa (97,4%). icxoaa 13 asTux AaHHbIX,
cpeaHee 3HaYeHme AINHbI CTPUKTYPbI MO BCel
cepuun ncciefoBaHMiA coctasunno 4,5 cm npu
pa3smaxe nokasaTteneri ot 1 o 15 cm.

[laHHble O fokanmsaumm CTPUKTYpPbl MO-
yeToUHMKa 6bIIV NpuBegeHbl B 305 13 308
onepauuin (99,0%). Hanbonee yacTo CTpPUK-
Typa bblna pacnosioxeHa B MPOKCMMaibHOM
oTAaene MmoyeTouyHuka — B 62,0% (189/305)
cnyyaeB. B gpyrvx 3oHax CTpUKTypa BCTpe-
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1 \ | o % / —
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’_f L 4 4 IN y

OB30PbI
NNTEPATYPbI

Yyasiacb CO CnesyroLLen YacTOTON: TIOXaHOYHO-
MOYETOUHWKOBbIV cermeHT — 13,1% (40/305),
cpeAHUI oTaen mouyetouyHumka — 10,8%
(33/305), ancTanbHbIV OTAEN MOYETOYHU-
Ka — 5,6% (17/305), coueTaHme NOXaHOYHO-
MOYETOYHUKOBOIro CerMeHTa 1 npokcMmManb-
HOro otaena Moydeto4yHuka — 3,9% (12/305),
coyeTaHue MPOKCMMAaNbHOro U cpejHero
oTAenoB mo4yetoyHuka — 3,0% (9/305), co-
yeTaHue cpefHero 1 AUCTalbHOrO OTAeNI0B
MouyeTouHMka — 1,0% (3/305), coueTaHue
NPOKCMMAasIbHOIO 1 ANCTAsIbHOrO OTAEN10B MO-
yeTouHmKa — 0,3% (1/305), naHypeTepanbHas
cTpuktypa — 0,3% (1/305).

CTopoHa nopaxeHusa bblna oTMeyeHa
B 159 n3 308 cnyuaes (51,6%), 13 KOTOPbIX
38,4% (61/159) coctaBmna npasas CTOPOHa
n 61,6% (98/159) — neBas.

STnonornyecknii ¢aktTop bl ykasaH ans
235 13 308 cTpuKTyp MoYeTouHvKa (76,3%).
BONbLWMHCTBO NPUYNH Pa3BUTUSA CTPUKTY-
pbl MeNno ATPOreHHbIN xapaktep — 47,7%
(112/235). OgHako To4yHaa AeTanmlauns
ATPOreHHbLIX MPUYNH He npeacTaBaAnach
BO3MOXHOW, TaK KakK B psje nccnegoBaHnin
ATpOreHHas stnmonorua 6bli1a NnpeacrTasne-
Ha o6LWMM TepMUHOM 6e3 rpajaunm Ha Bce
npUYnHHbIe KaTeropuun. Cpeam Hanbonee Ya-
CTbIX ATPOreHHbIX $paKTOpPOB 6bINV OTMEYeHb!
ypeTepocKonumsa c npoBefeHeM KOHTaKTHbIX
MeTOZ0B Ap0b6/eHNs KaMHel (raBHbIM 06-
pa3oM C MCNOb30BaHVEM Jla3epHOW 3Hep-
rmmn), ypeTepoanToIKCTPakLms, OTKpbITbie
M nanapockonuyeckme BMeLlaTeNbCTBa Ha
BEPXHUX MOYeBbIX NYTAX, pa3nyHble abjo-
MWHAaJIbHbIE N TYIHEKONOrYeckme onepaymu.
Apyrvne BapuaHTbl 3TUONOTNN CTPUKTYPbI

@\

PucyHok 2. TexHkn nepecagku rpadpra camsuctoli pta: A — onlay; B — ayrmeHTupytowas; C — Ty6y-
napusmpytowas (A, B — 3anmcteoBaHbl y Z. Lee et al. [15]; C — A.A. Badawy et al. [16])

Figure 2. Oral mucosal graft transplantation techniques: A — onlay; B — augmenting; C — tubularizing (A,
B — adapted from Z. Lee et al. [15]; C — adapted from A.A. Badawy et al. [16])
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MOYeTOYHMKA B JAaHHON cepumn paboT 6binn
npeacTaBieHbl CO CneayroLLein YacToToW: ANun-
Te/lbHOe HaXOoXJeHMe KaMHS B MOYeTOYHU-
ke — 21,3% (50/235), BpOXXAEHHbIN CTEHO3
JIOXaHOYHO-MOYETOYHNKOBOIo CermMeHTa —
15,3% (36/235), Ty6epkynés — 4,9% (11/235),
navonatnyeckasa — 4,9% (11/235), nydyesas
Tepanua — 3,0% (7/235), Bocnanenne — 1,3%
(3/235), TpaBma — 0,9% (2/235), uncTocomos,
3HAOMeTpno3 n amunnongos — 0,4% (1/235).

Mpwy BbINONHEHUN ypeTeponiacTUKu
B 67,9% (209/308) cnyyaeB 6bla1 MCNOBL30-
BaH 6yKkanbHbIA rpadT, B 32,1% (99/308) —
NINHTBanNbHbIV rpadT. Bcero 6b110 nprMmeHe-
HO 3 TexHUKN dukcaumm rpadta caN3NCTON
POTOBOW MOJIOCTU K CTEHKE MOYeTOYHMKa:
onlay, ayrmeHTUpylLasa n Tyéynapusmpy-
HOLLaA TeXHUKN (puc. 2). Yalle Bcero bblna
ncnonb3oBaHa MeTtoamka onlay — B 71,8%
(221/308) cnyyaes, a ayrMeHTVpytOLLAA U Ty-
Oynapun3npyoLLas MeToANKN MPUMEHSINCD
B 21,8% (67/308) 1 6,5% (20/308) cnyvaes co-
OTBETCTBEHHO.

PasnnyHblie 0CIOXKHEHNSA B COOTBETCTBUY
¢ knaccnoumkaumeri Clavien-Dindo Bo3HMKAN
B 15,9% (49/308) cnyyaes. [1py1 3TOM rnaBHbIM
06pa3oM BCTpeYanncb Nérkme oCNoXHeHUS
(I - II cteneHwn), a TXXENble OCNOXHEHUS (>
III cteneHwn) 6bIIN OTMeYeHbl InWb B 3,6%
(11/308) HabnroaeHWIA.

Cpoku nocneonepaymoHHOro Habnwae-
HVS BapbuposBanncb ot 1 ao 85 mecsues,
a cpefHuUI nepuog coctasun 15,3 mecaua.
MNpu AaHHbIX CpoKax HabaAeHNA nokasaTe-
I ycnexa fieyeHns B BUAe BOCCTAHOBIEHUSA
HOPMaJIbHOM NPOXOAMMOCTN MOYETOUYHMKA
konebanucob ot 0 o 100%. CnegyeT OTMETUTD,
YTO KparHMe rnokasaTenm Ucxoaa neyvyeHus
B BMze 0 n 100% B OCHOBHOM 6b111 06YC/I0B-
NleHbl TeM, YTO JOCTAaTOYHO 60/bLLIOE KoNnYe-
CTBO paborT (14 nccnegoBaHWIA) NpeAcTaBAsNo
co60I onmncaHne oA4HOro KJIMHNYECKoro cny-
yas. O6wasn 3¢PeKTMBHOCTL OnepaTUBHOIO
JleyeHns No BceM UccnesoBaHNAM cocTaBuna
92,5% (285/308). CnepoBaTtenbHO, peynans
CTPUKTYPbl MOYETOYHMKA 6bl1 3aPpUKCMPOBaH
B 7,5% (23/308) HabntoaeHWIA.

Pe3ynbTaTbl OTKPbITOV ypeTeponaacTukm
C UCMOJIb30BaHMEM CIN3UCTON pTa. OTKpbITas
TeXHMKa ypeTeponaactukm C MCnosib30BaHM-
eM rpadTa CAM3NCTON pTa Hbl1a NpUMeHeHa
B 06LLel CNOXHOCTY 64 pa3ay 62 NnayMeHToB
13 14 nccnegoBaHuii (tabn. 1). Mpu OTKPbITOM
A0CTyne BO BCeX c/yyasax bbia1 MCNonb30BaH
6ykKkanbHbIA rpadT. CpeaHAs AAMHA CTPUK-
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TYpbl MOUYETOYHMKA MPU OTKPLITOW onepa-
LuMun coctasunaa 5,9 cM npu nHTepsasne Bcex
3Ha4veHUn ot 2,5 o 15 cm. YactoTta nocneo-
nepaumMoHHbIX OC/IOXKHEHWA NPY OTKPbLITON
TexHuKe, No AaHHbIM 13 ncciefoBaHNI, B KO-
TOpPbIX 66V NpeacTaBieHbl TOJIbKO pe3y/b-
TaTbl OTKPLITOro AocTyna, coctasmna 12,2%
(6/49). 13 HuX Tonbko 1 (2,0%) ocnoxHeHne
6bI10 OTHeceHO K kaTeropuu > III cteneHw.
PacyéT 4yacToTbl OC/IOXKHEHW NO OTKPbITHIM
onepauunam nponsseséH 6e3 yuéta oCcnoxHe-
HWIA B OAHOW 13 paboT JaHHOV cepuK, B KOTO-
poVi, KpOMe OTKPbLITOro A0CTYyNa, MPUMEHSAIN
NanapocKonmMyecknin NoAxo4, a pasjeneHue
JAAHHbBIX MO OCNOXHEHVAM B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT
XNPYPrnyeckmnx AocTyrnosB He rnpousBoAnIN
[17]. Cpoku nocneonepauioHHOro Habnto-
AEHNSA NMPU OTKPbITON TeXHWKe Bapbupo-
Banncb B npomexyTke oT 1 go 85 mecsaues,
a B cpesHeMm cocTtasuna 20,8 mecsaues. Ycnex
NleYyeHnsa Npm 3ToM bbin JOCTUTHYT B 93,8%
(60/64) cnyuaes. HactynneHune peuninsos
CTPUKTYPbl MOYETOYHMKA OTMEYEHO B CPO-
K1 OT 6 A0 39 MecsueB rnocse ornepaTrBHOro
BMeLLaTeNbCTBa.

Pe3ynbTaTbl po60TMYECKOW ypeTepornna-
CTUKWN C UCMONIb30BaHNEM CIN3UCTON pTa.
Pob6oTnyecknii 4oCcTyn CTan caMbIiM YacTbIM
BapMaHTOM NpW BbIMOJHEHUW ypeTepona-
CTUKN C UCMONb30BaHMeEM rpadra CIN3NCTON
pTa 1 6bIn NpUMeHéH B 145 HabnoaeHnsX,
13 KoTopbix B 124 (85,5%) cnyyasax 6bia1 nc-
Nosb30BaH bykKanbHbIN rpadpT 1 B 21 (14,5%)
— JINHTBaNbHbIN (Tabn. 2). PoboTnyeckas Tex-
HVKa 6bl1a MpUMeHeHa Npu cpejHen AnnHe
CTPUKTYPblI MOYETOYHMKa 3,8 CM (Arana3oH
1,0-8,0 cM), UTO HECKOJ/IbKO MeHbLLIe NoKa3a-
Tesieli NpY OTKPLITOM TexHuKe. OnpegeneHuve
4YacTOTbl OCNOXHEHWIA NoCne poboTNYeCKoMn
MeTOANKMN 6bIN10 BO3MOXHO No 144 Habntoae-
HUSM, CpeAn KOTOPbIX OCNIOXKHeHWe nboro
xapakTtepa vmeno mecto B 15 (10,4%) cnyua-
sX, @ ocnoxHeHme > III cteneHn — B 7 (4,9%)
cnyyasax. [laHHble nokasateny 0C0XHEeHU
CyLLLeCTBEHHO He OTIMYaKTCA OT BbllLeYyKa-
3aHHbIX NoKasaTenei Npu OTKPbITON TEXHUKE.
Mpwn poboTMUeckMx BMeLlaTenbCTBax Cpo-
K1 nocneonepaumoHHOro HabnwaeHnsa co-
ctasnanu ot 1 go 44 mecdaues Npuv cpegHem
3HayveHnn 12,9 MecqaueB. Ycnex ne4yeHuns rno
poboTnYeckm onepauunsm bbin oLeHEH y 144
naumneHToB, a AaHHble NO OAHOMY MNauneHTy
C poboTmnueckon onepaumer Bownn B obme
pe3ynbTaTbl NCCNEf0BAHUSA, BKIKOYaBLUEro
KpomMe poboTnyeckoro focTyna ewé mn na-
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Ta6nuua 1. OTKpbITaa ypeTeponnactika ¢ MCNosb30BaHMEM CAU3UCTON POTOBO MONOCTH
Table 1. Open ureteroplasty using oral mucosa graft
Tun rpadra; CpeaHss anvHa
Cpok
TexHvKa nepecagkm (AmanasoH) ycnex
Jlokanmzauus Habnwge-
Wccnegosanmne rpa¢ta CTPUKTYpPBI, M OCNOXHeHNs neyeHns
n ) CTPUKTYPbI o HUS1, MeC. .
Study Graft type; . . Average (range) ~ Complications Surgical
Stricture location ; Follow-up,
Graft transplant length of stricture, mo success
technique cm )
Naude, 1999[7] 6  byKKanbHblii NIMC | UPJ(n=1)  HC|NR 0 3-72 6/6 (100%)
Buccal; Onlay (n=5) MM | PU (n=2)
Ty6ynapusupytowas  CM | MU (n=4)
Tubularized (n=1)
Shahetal., 2003 5  BykKanbHbIif | MM | PU (n=3) 8,6(55-15,0) 0 12 5/5 (100%)
[18] Buccal; CM |MU (n=1)
Onlay MaHypeTepanbHas
Panureteric (n=1)
Kroepfletal., 6 (7 on.) bykkanbHbIi MM | PU (n=2) 6,9(3,0-11,00 0 10-85 5/7 (71,4%)
2010 [19] 6 (7 op.) Buccal; CM | MU (n=2)
Onlay M+ M |
MU + DU (n=3)
Badawy et al., 5  ByKKanbHblii MM | PU (n=3) 4,4(3,5-5,0)  2/5(40%): 14-39 5/5 (100%)
2010 [16] Buccal; CM | MU (n=2) Clavien-Dindo I:
Tybynspusmpytowas Jlnxopagka | Fever (n=1)
Tubularized Clavien-Dindo II:
Knww. Henpoxogumoctb |
Tleus (n=1)
Agrawal et al., 1 bykkanbHbI | Buccal; TIM | PU 7 0 3 11
2010 [20] Onlay (100%)
Sadhuetal., 1 BykkanbHblii | Buccal; MM | PU 8 0 6 171
2011 [21] Onlay (100%)
Pandey et al, 3 bykkanbHblii | Buccal; MM | PU 5,7 (4,0-5,7) 0 26-50 3/3
2014122] Onlay (100%)
Tpane3HukoBa 8 (9 on.) bykkanbHbli | Buccal; MM | PU (n=1) 51(3,5-700 0 3-72 8/9
1 coast., 2014 8 (9 op.) Onlay CM | MU (n=4) (88,9%)
[23] IM | DU (n=4)
Trapeznikova et
al., 2014 23]
Tsaturyan et al., 5 BykkanbHblii | Buccal; MM | PU 4,2(2,5-5,00  3/5(60%): 26-52 5/5
2016 [24] Onlay Clavien-Dindo I: (100%)
Jnxopagka | Fever
(n=1)
Clavien-Dindo II:
3anop | Constipation
(n=2)
Sabale etal., 1 BykkanbHblii | Buccal; TIM | PU 3 0 8 11
2016 [25] Onlay (100%)
Fahmy et al., 1 bykkanbHblii | Buccal;, TIM | PU 6 0 9 11
2017 [26] TybynspusmnpytoLlas (100%)
Tubularized
Hefermehl et al., 4 bykkanbHbIA | Buccal; TIM | PU 4,0 (3,0-5,0) 0 12-14 4/4
2020271 Onlay (100%)
Date et al., 2021 1 BykkanbHbii | Buccal; NIM | PU 8,0 1/1(100%): 12 0/1 (0%)
[28] AyrmeHTHpytoLLas Clavien-Dindo Illa:
Augmented MoATekaHne Moun
+ypeTepoKanmKkocTomMus Urinary leak
ureterocalicostomy
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Ta6nuua 1 (npozosxeHne). OTKpbITasi ypeTeponnacTika ¢ MCnoab30BaHNEM CIM3UCTON POTOBOL Mo-

noctu
Table 1 (continue). Open ureteroplasty using oral mucosa graft
Tun rpa¢ra; CpepHss gnvHa
Cpok
TexHwvKa nepecaskm (AmanasoH) Ycnex
Jlokanuzauus Habnwge-
Wccnegosanmne rpa¢ta CTPUKTYPBI, CM  OCNOXHEHNS neyeHns
n . CTPUKTYpbI o HUSI, Mec. .
Study Graft type,; . . Average (range) ~Complications Surgical
Stricture location ; Follow-up,
Graft transplant length of stricture, mo success
technique cm )
BonkoB v coaBT., 25  bykkanbHbIi MM + IMC 5,2 (3,0-9,0) 10/25 (40%): 14,7 24/25
2022 [17] (15— O, Buccal; PU +UPJ (n=8) Clavien-Dindo I: (1,0-57,0) (96,0%)
Volkov et al., 10 — L) Onlay (n=12) MM | PU (n=5) BblgeneHme Mouu no
2022 [17] Ty6ynapusmpytowas (M | MU (n=2) ApeHaxy
Tubularized (n=13) AM | DU (n=10) Urine admixtures in derange

discharge (n=3)
Clavien-Dindo II:
MuenoHedpuT |
Pyelonephritis (n=2)
Anemus | Anemia (n=1)
ObocTpeHne naHkpeaTuTa
Pancreatitis exacerbation
(n=1)
MceBA0-MeMbPaHO3HbIi
Konut Pseudomembranous
colitis (n=1)

Clavien-Dindo IIla:
Mwurpauus cTeHTa | Stent
migration (n=1)
Clavien-Dindo IIIb:

TPbIX1 BPIOLLHON CTEHKM
Abdominal wall hernia (n=1)

MprmeyvaHue. n — konn4ecTBo ciyyaeB; O — oTkpbiTas; L — nanapockonuyeckas; JIMC — 10XaHOUYHO-MOYETOUHVKOBbLIW cermeHT; MMV — npok-
CUManbHbIN oTAeN MoYeToUHMKa; CM — cpefHWIA oTaen MoyeTouHnKa; AC — AncTanbHbIn oTAen moveTouHmka; HC — He coobLuanocb
Note. n — number of cases; O — open; L — laparoscopic; UP| — ureteropelvic junction; PU — proximal ureter; MU — middle ureter; DU — distal ureter;

NR — not reported

napockonuyecknii [29]. Ycrnex neveHns npum
NpYMeHeHNN pobOTNYECKON TEXHWNKN COCTa-
BN 88,2% (127/144). MonyyeHHbIN pe3ynsTtaTt
COMOCTaBMM C NokKasaTesieM ycnexa JieyeHus
npwv OTKPbITON MeToAMKe. PecTeHO3 MoYeTou-
H1Ka nocne poboTNYeCKO ypeTeponaacTnku
6bIN1 4MAarHOCTMPOBAH B CPOKM OT 6 HejeNb A0
12 mecsaueB.

Pe3ynbTaTbl 1anapockonnyeckon ypeTe-
ponaacTukn € UCNOJIb30BaHNEM C/IN3NCTON
pTa. Jlanapockonuyeckuin NoAxXos npu ype-
TeponsacTuke ¢ NCNonb3oBaHMeM rpadTra
CIN3UCTOM MONOCTU pTa Bbl1 NPUMEHEH Yy 99
nauneHToB. NpakTruyeckn BCe caydaun ero
MCNOMIb30BaHNA NPULLINCL Ha MocnejHue
3 roga: ¢ 2020 no 2022 roApbl 66110 ONy6AN-
koBaHO 9 13 10 nccneaoBaHuin, BKIKYABLLUUX
nanapockonuyeckuin metog (tTabn. 3). Otau-
YNTE/IbHON OCOBEHHOCTbIO NMPUMEHeHUs Na-
NapoCKONMYecKoro AoCTyrna MoXHO MpuU3HaThb
npeBannpoBaHMe NCNOob30BaHUA NTNHIBa/b-
Horo rpadTa, KOTOpbIA CTan NAacTUYecKnm
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mMaTtepuanom y 78,8% (78/99) naumeHToB 13
NlanapocKonmMyeckor cepmm nccnejoBaHun,
TOorga Kak 6ykkanbHbIv rpadT 6bi1 NCMONb-
30BaH TONbKO B 21,2% (21/99) HabnoAeHNA.
Nanapockonunyeckasn TexHuka bblna npume-
HeHa Npu cpeiHen ANnHe CTPUKTYPbl MOYe-
TOYHMKa 3,6 cM (gmnanasoHe 2,0 - 9,0 cm), uTO
0Ka3an0Cb CONMOCTaBMMO C MOKasaTensamu npu
poboTnyeckom goctyrne. Tak Kak B HECKOJib-
KX MccnefoBaHNAX pe3ynbTaThl Jlarnapocko-
NMYeckoro AocTyna 6bliv NpeacTaBAeHbl Co-
BMECTHO C APYrIM NPUMEHSIBLUMMCS B JAHHOM
nccnefoBaHUM MOAXOAOM (OTKPbITbIM NN PO-
60Tn4eckm) 6e3 nx pasgeneHns No MeTo4am
onepauuu, onpegeneHve psja nokasartenemn
6b1/10 BO3MOXHO Ha OCHOBE Yy4éTa AaHHbIX
TONbKO YacTW, @ He BCeX NaLVeHTOoB, NoABepr-
LLINXCS 1TAaNapoCKONMyeckoMy BMeLLaTeIbCTBY.
PasnnuyHoro posa oc/oXXHeHUs nocse nana-
POCKOMNYECKOV TEXHUKM BbINn YCTaHOB/EHbI
B 20,2% (18/89) cnyyasx, UTo okasasnock cyLue-
CTBEHHO BbIlIEe aHANOrMYHbIX Nokasartenewn
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Tabnuua 2. Po6oTryeckas ypeTeponaacTtuka ¢ MCNoJib30BaHMEM CJIN3NCTON POTOBOW MOJIOCTH
Table 2. Robotic ureteroplasty using oral mucosa graft

Tun rpadra; CpeaHss anvHa
TexHvKa nepecagkm (AmanasoH) chK ycnex
WccnegoBaHme rpadra Nloxanusauys CTPUKTYPbI, CM  OCNOXHEHUS HaOMORS: euenms
Study n Graft type; ;Tp.”KTypb' . Average (range) ~ Complications HI, MEC. Surgical
tricture location ; Follow-up,
Graft transplant length of stricture, mo success
technique cm )
Zhaoetal., 2015 4  bykkanbHblid | Buccal; IMC | UP/(n=1)  3,9(1,5-6,0) 0 10,7-18,6 4/4(100%)
[30] Onlay MM | PU (n=2)
NnM + M | PU+ DU
(n=1)
Marien et al., 2 bykkanbHbIf | Buccal; TIM | PU 2,3(1,5-3,0) 0 3,5-4,0  2/2(100%)
2015[31] Onlay
Arora et al., 1 BykkanbHbIf | Buccal, TIM | PU 6,0 0 6 1/1 (100%)
2017 [32] Onlay
Ahnetal., 2017 3 bykkanbHbli | Buccal; IMC | UP/ 4,3 (2,5-6,0) 1/3 (33,3%): 13,7 3/3 (100%)
[33] Onlay Clavien-Dindo I (5,0-26,0)
KuwweuHas Henpoxoam-
mocTb | Ileus
Zampini et al., 2 bykkanbHblii | Buccal; IMC | UP/ 3,5-4,0 0 17-35 1/2 (50%)
2017 [34] Onlay Heaenb
weeks
leeZetal, 2017 12 bykkanbHbli | Buccal, NMC | UPJ (n=4) 3,2(2,0-5,0) 2/12 (16,7%): 4-30 10/12
[35] Onlay (n=10) MM | PU (n=4) Clavien-Dindo II: (83,3%)
AyrmenTtupytowas | CM | MU (n=4) PaHeBas uHekums,
Augmented (n=2) anuangumut | Wound
infection, epididymitis (n=1)
Clavien-Dindo IVa:
PennTybaums |
Reintubation (n=1)
Zhaoetal., 2018 19  bykkanbHbI | Buccal; IMC | UPJ (n=5) 4,0(2,0-8,00  4/19(21,1%): 13-44 17/19
[36] Onlay (n=15) MM | PU (n=9) Clavien-Dindo I-II: (89,5%)
Ayrmentupytowas | CM | MU (n=5) KomnapTMeHT-CHApPOM |
Augmented (n=4) Compartment syndrome
(n=1)
PaHeBas nHdekLms,
anuangumut | Wound
infection, epididymitis (n=1)
Clavien-Dindo IIIb:
TpoakapHas rpbixa
Camera-port hernia (n=1)
Clavien-Dindo IVa:
PenHtybaums |
Reintubation (n=1)
Beysensetal., 1 JInHreanbHbIii nM | pU 2,0 0 3 1/1(100%)
2018 [37] Lingual;
Onlay
Billah et al., 1 bykkanbHbIi | Buccal, HC | NR 6,0 0 HC | NR  1/1(100%)
2020 [38] Onlay
LeeMetal., 10 bykkanbHbIit | Buccal, NMC | UPJ 1,0-3,0 HC | NR 20,3 8/10 (80%)
2020[39] Onlay (9,3-25,3)
lynveBm coasT., 1  BykkanbHblii | Buccal, IMC | UP/ 3,0 0 4 negenn  1/1(100%)
2021 [40] Onlay 4 weeks
Gulievetal, 2021
[40]
Asghar et al.,, 1 BykkanbHblii | Buccal; HC | NR HC | NR 0 HC|NR 171 (100%)
2021 [41] Onlay
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Ta6nuua 2 (npozosxeHne). PoboTnyeckasi ypeTeponiactika ¢ UCronb30BaHNEM CIM3UCTON POTOBOL

nosioCTn

Table 2 (continue). Robotic ureteroplasty using oral mucosa graft

Tun rpadra;

CpegHss gnvHa

TexHuka nepecagku (Anana3soH) CpgK ycnex
Wccnegosanme rpagra Jlokannsauns CTPUKTYpLI, CM  OCNOXHEeHUs HabAtoAe- NneyeHns
n . CTPUKTYpBI o HUSl, Mec. .
Study Graft type; . . Average (range) ~ Complications Surgical
Stricture location ; Follow-up,
Graft transplant length of stricture, mo success
technique m )
Lee Metal,, 14 BykkanbHbiii | Buccal; MM | PU (n=12) 5,0 (4,0-5,0) 1/14 (7,1%): 24 (14,0- 13/14
2021 [42] Onlay (n=8) MM +CM | PU+MU Clavien-Dindo IIla: 39,0 (92,9%)
AyrmenTtupyrowas | - (n=2) KomnapTtmeHT-cMHApOM
Augmented (n=6) Compartment syndrome
Chengetal., 5  JIuHrBanbHbIN | MM | PU, IMC + 1M 4,0 (3,0-6,0)  2/5 (40%) 8,0£2,1  4/5(80,0%)
2021 [43] Lingual; | UPJ+PU
Onlay (vacToTa He n3BeCT-
Ayrmentupytowas | Ha | the frequency is
Augmented unknown)
(4acrota nprmeHeHuns
TEXHUK He N3BecTHa
| the frequency of the
technique is unknown)
LeeZetal, 2021 54  BykkanbHblii | Buccal;, MM | PU (n=39) 3,0(1,0-8,0) 3/54 (5,6%): 27,5 47/54
[15] Onlay (n=43) CM | MU (n=8) Clavien-Dindo Illa: (21,3-38,0)(87,0%)
AyrmeHtupytowas | MM+ CM | PU+ MU KomnapTmeHT-cuHApOM
Augmented (n=11) (n=7) Compartment syndrome
(n=1)
Clavien-Dindo IlIb:
TpoakapHas rpbixa
Camera port hernia (n=1)
Clavien-Dindo IVa:
PeunHtybaums |
Reintubation (n=1)
Fan et al., 2021 2 JInHrBanbHblii | nM | PU 4,0-5,0 1/2 (50%): 7 2/2 (100%)
[44] Lingual, Clavien-Dindo I:
AyrmeHTUpyOLWas | OHeMeHue 3blKa |
Augmented Numbness of tongue
Yangetal.,, 2022 12 JIuHrBanbHbIN | nM | PU 4,7 (3,0-6,5) 1/12 (8,3%): 15 (13-27) 11/12
[45] Lingual, Clavien-Dindo II: (91,7%)
Onlay (n=6); NHdekums moueBbIx ny-
AyrmeHTUpyOWas | Ten | Urinary tract infection

Augmented (n=6)

MpumeyvaHue. n — konn4ecTBo cyyaeB; JIMC — N0XaHOYHO-MOUYETOUHUKOBbIV cerMeHT; MM — NpoKCMManbHbI OTAEN MOYETOYHMKA;
CM — cpeaHuii oTAaen moyeTouHuka; [IC — AnCTanbHbIl 0TAen MoYeTouHuKa; HC — He coobLlyanock
Note. n — number of cases; UP| — ureteropelvic junction; PU — proximal ureter; MU — middle ureter; DU — distal ureter; NR — not reported

Npu OTKPLITON 1N POBOTMYECKOV onepaunsx.
OaHako TsxKénble ocnoxHeHus > I cteneHn
NpW NanapocKonmMyeckon MeToanke, Hanpo-
TUB, 6bIIN OTMeYeHbl pexe, YeM nocne AByxX
APYrvx BapraHTOB XMPYpPrnyeckoro AocTtyna,
n coctasnaun 1,1% (1/89) cnyvaes. Cpoku no-
cneonepayyioHHOro HabaaeHWsa Npu nana-
pocKonnyeckoM noAaxoje BapbnpoBaancb OT
1 po 80 mecaueB Npu cpefHeEM nokasarene
12,9 mecaueB. Ycnex fiedeHns npu nprvimeHe-
HUW Narnapockonn4yeckoro Joctyna oTMeyeH
B 98,0% (97/99) HabnroaeHWIA. [To gaHHOMY Mo-

BecTHVK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2022;10(3):84-97

Ka3saTento nanapockonmyeckmin MeToz npeBocC-
XOANN OTKPbITbIA 1 pO6OTUYECKUIA NOAXOAbI.

Taknm obpa3zoM, 3¢ PekTMBHOCTL ypeTepo-
NAacTuKM C UCNONb30BaHMeM rpadTa CInM3nNCTON
pTa oKa3asacb AOCTaTOYHOW BbICOKOW 1 611M3KOW
NpW BCEX MCMO/b30BaHHbIX XUPYPrnyeckmx Noa-
xozax. Pa3bpoc nokasartenen ycrnexa B 1eyeHns
B npegenax 10% (88,2 - 98,0%) cnepyet cuntath
nprviemaemMsiM. Kpome TOro, conoctaBuMble pe-
3yNbTaThl NeYeHns BblIN JOCTUMHYTLI BHE 3a-
BUCMMOCTW OT ApYyrnx ¢pakTopos: Tuna rpadra
CNN3NCTON pTa (6yKKaNbHbIA NAN INHIBAbHbI),
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Ta6bnuua 3. /lanapockonuyeckasi ypeTeporniacTika C UCnosb30BaHNEM CIN3UCTO POTOBO NOMOCTU
Table 3. Laparoscopic ureteroplasty using oral mucosa graft

Tun rpadra; CpeaHss gnvHa Cpok
TexHwvKa nepecaskm (AnanasoH) Ycnex
Vlccc?e,qosaHme 0 rpa;l)Ta ?T%'ﬁgﬁi'ﬂm CTPUKTYPBI, CM OCHO)/KHEHMH :agnﬁgf' HEHEHI/}H
Stu Graft type; . . Average (range) Complications * " Surgical
/ Graft t}r/gnsp/ant Stricture location /engt/';] of strigture, g g%/ow-up ’ sucgess
technique cm )
Lietal., 2016 1 JInHrBanbHbIN | nM | PU 3,0 0 9 1/1(100%)
[46] Lingual; Onlay
Huang et al., 1 JIMHrBanbHblii | nMm | PU 2,5 0 9 1/1 (100%)
2020 [47] Lingual, Onlay
Menegola et al., 1 bykkanbHbIi | Buccal;, TIM | PU HC | MR 0 1 1/1(100%)
2020 [48] Onlay
lynneBm coast, 10  BykkanbHblii | Buccal, JIMC | UPJ (n=6) 3,6 (2,0-9,0) 1/10 (10%): 10,1 10/10
2021 [49] Onlay MM | PU (n=4) Clavien-Dindo I: (3,0-18,0) (100%)
Gulievet al., 2021 Jlvxopagka | Fever
(49]
Fanetal., 2021 8  JINHrBanbHblii | nMm | PU 3,3(3,0-4,0) 1/8 (12,5%): 13,0 8/8 (100%)
[44] Lingual, Clavien-Dindo II: (7,0-20,0)
AyrmeHTUpyOWas | PaHeBas uHeKuus, H-
Augmented deKLma MoueBbIX nyTeil
Wound infection, urinary
tract infection
Chengetal., 11 JINHrBanbHbIi | nM | PU, 4,0 (3,0-6,0) 3/11(27,3%) 15,5¢4,5 11/11
20211[43] Lingual; Onlay JIMC+1IM | (100%)
AyrmeHTupytowas | UP/+PU
Augmented (uacrora
(vacTota NpUMeHeHUs He U3BeCTHaA
TEXHWK He n3BecTHa  the frequency is
the frequency of the  unknown)
technique is unknown)
Wang etal., 16 JIMHrBanbHbIN | nM | PU 3,9(3,0-45)  7/16 (43,8%): 17,9452  16/16
2021 [50] Lingual; Onlay Clavien-Dindo I: (100%)
OHemeHue f3blKa |
Numbness of tongue (n=4),
f13Ba nonoctu pta | Oral
ulcer (n=1)
Clavien-Dindo II:
NHexums MouesbIx ny-
Teii | Urinary tract infection
(n=2)
Gaoetal., 2021 1 JIMHrBanbHbIN | 3 CTpUKTYpbI: 35(MM | PU) O 6,0 1/1 (100%)
[51] Lingual; Onlay (MM 1M un2 M |
| PU) + Peumnnan- 3 strictures:
Taums moyetouHnka 1PUand2 DU
B MOYEBOIA Ny3bIpb
| Ureterovesical
reimplantation (AM
| DU)
Liang etal., 41 JIuHrBanbHbIN | IMC | UPJ (n=7) 4,8 (2,0-8,0) 6/41 (14,6%): 35,0 40/41
2022 [29] (40-L, Lingual, MM | PU (n=32) Clavien-Dindo I: (13,0-80,0)(97,6%)
1-R) Onlay (n=24) CM | MU (n=2) Jiuxopaaka | Fever (n=4)
AyrmeHTUpyOWas | Jumopparns |

Augmented (n=17)

Lymphorrhagia (n=1)
Clavien-Dindo Illa:
Tspxenas MHGekuns
MouYeBbIX MyTeid (Hedppo-
cromus) | Severe urinary
tract infection (nephrostomy)
(n=1)

MpumeyvaHue. n — konn4ecTBo ciyyaeB, JIMC — N0XaHOYHO-MOYETOUHNKOBBIV cermeHT, [TM — npokcumanbHbIn oTAeN MmoveTouHmka, CM —
cpeAHWiA oTAeN MoYeTouHKKa, JC — AnCTanbHbI oTAen MoyeTouHnka, HC — He coobLanock
Note. n — number of cases, UP| — ureteropelvic junction, PU — proximal ureter, MU — middle ureter, DU — distal ureter, NR — not reported
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TeXHVKW nepecagkn rpadrta CIM3NCTON pTa
(onlay, ayrmeHTMpytoLLas v Ty6ynspusmnpyto-
LLIaA TEeXHUKMN), OKYTbIBaHUSA rpadTa X1pOoBOW
KNeT4aTKow / caNbHUKOM Un 6e3 BbINOMHEeHS
JaHHOro rnpréma, xapakrepa CTpuKTypbl (nep-
BUYHas U peunarieHas). K npumepy, ycnex ne-
YeHWs NpY NCNoNb30BaHUK ByKKanbHOro rpadTa
coctasu 90,4% (189/209), nvHreanbHoro rpadTa
— 97,0% (96/99). Paznunume B Nonb3y NMHIrBasb-
HOro rpadta MOXeT BbITb 06 BACHEHO MEeHbLLIN-
MW CPOKaMM NOoceonepaLyioHHOro HabaaeHms
1 KOJINYECTBOM MNaLMeHTOB Npu onepauysx c nc-
NnoJib30BaHMEM JaHHOro T1na rpadTa.

3ak/iroueHue

Ncnonb3oBaHve rpadTa cnmsuctom obo-
JIOYKN POTOBOWM MOJIOCTU MPU PEKOHCTPYK-
LM MOYETOYHMKA MO NOBOAY ero CTPUKTYPbI
f06poKayecTBEHHOM 3TNONOTNKY MO3BOIAeT

M.I. Katibov, A.B. Bogdanov, Z.A. Dovlatov
URETEROPLASTY USING ORAL MUCOSA GRAFT:
A LITERATURE REVIEW. UPDATE IN 2022

AOBUTBLCA BbICOKMX MOKa3aTesnen rno BocC-
CTaHOBNEHNI0 HOPManbHOW MPOXOANMO-
CTW MOYeTOoYHMKa. MNpn NPpUMeHeHNN faH-
HOW MeTOAMKN PUCK MocaeornepaLMmoHHbIX
OC/IOKHEHWI, OCOBEHHO TAXENbIX, ABNSETCS
[AOCTaTOYHO HU3KUM. Pe3ynbTaThl ypeTepo-
NAacTUKM C UCNOJib30BaHVEM rpadTa cam-
31CTOV pTa CyLLLeCTBEHHO He 3aBUCAT OT Bbl-
60pa Xxmpyprmyeckoro goctyna, Tmna rpadra
1 TeXHUKM nepecagkm rpadTa. C yuétom npea-
CTaB/IeHHbIX JAaHHbIX ypeTeponnacTmka ¢ 1Uc-
NONb30BaHMEM C/IN3NCTONV pTa MOXeT bbITb
paccMoOTpeHa KakK anbTepHaTUBHbLIA MeTOo[,
NneyeHns NPOTAXKEHHOW CTPUKTYPbI MOYETOu-
HVKa W BK/IFOYEHa B KaTeroputo pekoMmeHzye-
MbIX K AaJibHeliemMy N3y4YeHUo NoaxoA0B
no BeAeHWIo NaumneHToB C AaHHbIM 3abone-
BaHMEM B CNeunanm3npoBaHHbIX LLleHTpax
PEKOHCTPYKTUBHO-NNACTNYECKOW YPOIOrnun.

NntepaTypa / References

1. Lucas JW, Ghiraldi E, Ellis J, Friedlander JI. Endoscopic
Management of Ureteral Strictures: an Update. Curr Urol
Rep. 2018;19(4):24.
https://doi.org/10.1007/511934-018-0773-4

2. Reus C, Brehmer M. Minimally invasive management of
ureteral strictures: a 5-year retrospective study. World J
Urol. 2019;37(8):1733-1738.
https://doi.org/10.1007/500345-018-2539-5

3. Tyritzis SI, Wiklund NP. Ureteral strictures revisited...trying
to see the light at the end of the tunnel: a comprehensive
review. / Endourol. 2015;29(2):124-36.
https://doi.org/10.1089/end.2014.0522

4, Roth D, Koch MO. Metabolic and Nutritional Conse-
quences of Urinary Diversion Using Intestinal Segments
to Reconstruct the Urinary Tract. Urol Clin North Am.
2018;45(1):19-24.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ucl.2017.09.007

5. Heijkoop B, Kahokehr AA. Buccal mucosal ureteroplasty
for the management of ureteric strictures: A systematic
review of the literature. Int / Urol. 2021;28(2):189-195.
https://doi.org/10.1111/iju.14426

6. SomervilleJJ, Naude JH. Segmental ureteric replacement:
an animal study using a free non-pedicled graft. Urol Res.
1984;12(2):115-9.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00257176

7. Naude JH. Buccal mucosal grafts in the treatment of
ureteric lesions. BJU Int. 1999;83(7):751-4.
https://doi.org/10.1046/].1464-410x.1999.00019.x

8. Del Pozo Jiménez G, Castillén-Vela I, Carballido Rodriguez
J. Uso de injerto de mucosa oral en el tratamiento de es-
tenosis ureterales extensas: revision de conjunto [Buccal
mucosa graft for the treatment of long ureteral stenosis:
Bibliographic review.]. Arch Esp Urol. 2017;70(4):445-453.
(In Spanish)

PMID: 28530624

9. Waldorf B, Lee Z, Kidd L, Kaplan J, Harris A, Metro M, Liu
J, Eun D. Robotic Buccal Ureteroplasty: a Review of the
Current Literature. Curr Urol Rep. 2017;18(5):40.
https://doi.org/10.1007/511934-017-0683-x

BecTHVK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2022;10(3):84-97

10. Lee Z, Keehn AY, Sterling ME, Metro MJ, Eun DD. A Re-
view of Buccal Mucosa Graft Ureteroplasty. Curr Urol Rep.
2018;19(4):23.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11934-018-0772-5

11.  YangK, Fan S, Li Z, Guan H, Zhang P, Li X, Zhou L. Lingual
mucosa graft ureteroplasty for ureteral stricture: a nar-
rative review of the current literature. Ann Palliat Med.
2021;10(4):4840-4845.
https://doi.org/10.21037/apm-20-2339

12.  Tynwnes b.l'., Komsikos b.K., ABazxaHoB X.[. bykkanbHas
NAacTMKa MPOTAXKEHHbIX CYyXXeHUIA MPOKCMManbHOro OT-
JAena MoyetouHuka. (O63op nuTepaTypsbl). IKCnepumeH-
massHasA u kauHUYeckas yposaoaus. 2019;(4):86-91.
Guliev BG, Komyakov BK, Avazkhanov ZhP. Buccal graft-
ing of extended strictures of proximal ureter (Review).
Eksperimentalnaya i klinicheskaya urologiya. 2019;(4):86-
91. (In Russ.)
https://doi.org/10.29188/2222-8543-2019-11-4-86-91

13.  Katmbos M.W., Monskos H.B., Kewwmwes H.I., AnonnxmH
O.N., KanpuH A.[. Ncnonb3oBaHme bykkanbHoro rpadta
npw CTPUKTYpax MoYeToUHVIKa. Yposoaua. 2018;(1):138-142.
Katibov MI, Polyakov NV, Keshishev NG, Apolikhin O],
Kaprin AD. Use of buccal graft for the management of
ureteral strictures. Urologiia. 2018;(1):138-142. (In Russ.)
https://doi.org/10.18565/urology.2018.1.138-142

14. Katmbos M.W., borgaHos A.b., loBnatoB 3.A. Bykkanb-
Has ypeTeponnacTika: 06HOBMeHHas Bepcma ob3opa
nuntepatypbl 2020. 3kchepumeHManbHAS U KAUHUYeCKas
yposnoeus. 2020;(3):118-123.

Katibov MI, Bogdanov AB, Dovlatov ZA. Buccal urethro-
plasty: 2020 literature review update. Eksperimentalnaya i
klinicheskaya urologiya. 2020;(3):118-123. (In Russ.)
https://doi.org/10.29188/2222-8543-2020-12-3-118-123

15. Lee Z, Lee M, Koster H, Lee R, Cheng N, Jun M, Slawin
], Zhao LC, Stifelman MD, Eun DD. A Multi-Institutional
Experience With Robotic Ureteroplasty With Buccal Mu-
cosa Graft: An Updated Analysis of Intermediate-Term
Outcomes. Urology. 2021;147:306-310.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2020.08.003

ISSN 2308-6424 | 95
UROVEST.RU


http://
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00345-018-2539-5 
https://doi.org/10.1089/end.2014.0522 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ucl.2017.09.007  
https://doi.org/10.1111/iju.14426 
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00257176
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1464-410x.1999.00019.x
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28530624/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11934-018-0772-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11934-018-0772-5
https://doi.org/10.21037/apm-20-2339
https://doi.org/10.29188/2222-8543-2019-11-4-86-91
https://doi.org/10.18565/urology.2018.1.138-142
https://doi.org/10.29188/2222-8543-2020-12-3-118-123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2020.08.003

M.N. Katn6os., A.b. BorgaHos, 3.A. loBnaTtos

YPETEPOIM/IACTUKA C CMONL30BAHVEM C/IN3KCTON POTOBOM

MOJIOCTWN: OBHOBMEHHASA BEPCUA O530PA JIUTEPATYPbI - 2022

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

96

Badawy AA, Abolyosr A, Saleem MD, Abuzeid AM. Buccal
mucosa graft for ureteral stricture substitution: initial
experience. Urology. 2010;76(4):971-975.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2010.03.095

Bonkos A.A., ByaHuk H.B., 3ybaHb O.H., Myctanaes U.A.,
A6aynaes M.A., My3nes A.B. bykkanbHas ypeteponna-
CTUKa - BapuaHTbl, TEXHWUKW, OTAANEHHbIE Pe3y/ibTaThbl.
WcenedosaHus u npakmuka e MeduyuHe. 2022; 9 (2): 86-95.
Volkov A.A, Budnik NV, Zuban O, Mustapaev ID, Abdulaev
MA, Muziev AV. Buccal ureteroplasty options, techniques,
long-term results. Issledovania i praktika v medicine.
2022;9(2):86-95. (In Russ.)
https://doi.org/10.17709/2410-1893-2022-9-2-7

Shah SA, Ranka P, Visnagara M, Dodia S, Jain R. Use of buc-
cal mucosa as onlay graft technique for benign ureteric
strictures. Indian J Urol. 2003;20(1):28-32.

URL: https://www.indianjurol.com/text.asp?2003/20/1/28/37120

Kroepfl D, Loewen H, Klevecka V, Musch M. Treatment of
long ureteric strictures with buccal mucosal grafts. B/U
Int. 2010;105(10):1452-1455.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-410X.2009.08994.x

Agrawal V, Dassi V, Andankar MG. Buccal mucosal graft
onlay repair for a ureteric ischemic injury following a py-
eloplasty. Indian J Urol. 2010;26(1):120-122.
https://doi.org/10.4103/0970-1591.60458

Sadhu S, Pandit K, Roy MK, Bajoria SK. Buccal mucosa
ureteroplasty for the treatment of complex ureteric injury.
Indian J Surg. 2011;73(1):71-72.
https://doi.org/10.1007/512262-010-07199-9

Pandey A, Dican R, Beier , Keller H. Buccal mucosal graft
in reconstructive urology: uses beyond urethral stricture.
IntJ Urol. 2014;21(7):732-734.
https://doi.org/10.1111/iju.12403

Tpane3Hukosa M.®., ba3zaes B.B., LLnb6aes A.H., JlykbsH-
umkos A.l., BuHorpagos A.B. 3amecTtutenibHas niactuvka
NPOTSKEHHbIX CTPUKTYP MOYETOUHMKA ayTOTpaHCmnIaH-
TaToM ByKKanbHOW CAN3NCTON. Ypoaozusa. 2014;(2):16-19.
Trapeznikova MF, Bazaev VV, Shibaev AN, Luk'ianchikov
AG, Vinogradov AV. Replacement plastic reconstruction
of extended ureteral stricture using buccal mucosa au-
tograft. Urologiia. 2014;(2):16-19. (In Russ.)

eLIBRARY ID: 27710626 EDN: SHCLCT

Tsaturyan A, Akopyan K, Levonyan A, Tsaturyan A. Long
ureteric stricture replacement by buccal mucosa graft: an
Armenian experience case series report. Cent European
J Urol. 2016;69(2):217-220.
https://doi.org/10.5173/ceju.2016.757

Sabale VP, Thakur N, Kankalia SK, Satav VP. A case report
on buccal mucosa graft for upper ureteral stricture repair.
Urol Ann. 2016;8(4):474-477.
https://doi.org/10.4103/0974-7796.192092

Fahmy O, Schubert T, Khairul-Asri MG, Stenzl A, Gakis G.
Total proximal ureter substitution using buccal mucosa.
Int J Urol. 2017;24(4):320-323.
https://doi.org/10.1111/iju.13307

Hefermehl LJ, Tritschler S, Kretschmer A, Beck V, Stief CG,
Schlenker B, Strittmatter F. Open ureteroplasty with buccal
mucosa graft for long proximal strictures: A good option
for a rare problem. Investig Clin Urol. 2020;61(3):316-322.
https://doi.org/10.4111/icu.2020.61.3.316

Date JA, Nathani AS, Shivde SR, Kulkarni CR. Combined
ureterocalicostomy with buccal mucosa graft uretero-
plasty in complex upper ureteral stricture: A rare case of
reconstruction. Urol Ann. 2021;13(2):186-189.
https://doi.org/10.4103/UA.UA_80_20

Liang C, Wang ), Hai B, Xu Y, ZengJ, Chai S, ChenJ, Zhang
H, Gao X, Cheng G, Yang X, Hou T, Li W, Xiao X, Li B. Lingual
Mucosal Graft Ureteroplasty for Long Proximal Ureteral
Stricture: 6 Years of Experience with 41 Cases. Eur Urol.
2022:50302-2838(22)02340-5.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2022.05.006

| 1SSN 2308-6424
UROVEST.RU

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

OB30PbI
NNTEPATYPbI

Zhao LC, Yamaguchi Y, Bryk D), Adelstein SA, Stifelman
MD. Robot-Assisted Ureteral Reconstruction Using Buccal
Mucosa. Urology. 2015;86(3):634-638.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2015.06.006

Marien T, Bjurlin MA, Wynia B, Bilbily M, Rao G, Zhao
LC, Shah O, Stifelman MD. Outcomes of robotic-assisted
laparoscopic upper urinary tract reconstruction: 250 con-
secutive patients. B/U Int. 2015;116(4):604-611.
https://doi.org/10.1111/bju.13086

Arora S, Campbell L, Tourojman M, Pucheril D, Jones LR,
Rogers C. Robotic Buccal Mucosal Graft Ureteroplasty for
Complex Ureteral Stricture. Urology. 2017;110:257-258.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2017.06.037

Ahn JJ, Shapiro ME, Ellison JS, Lendvay TS. Pediatric Robot-
assisted Redo Pyeloplasty With Buccal Mucosa Graft:
A Novel Technique. Urology. 2017;101:56-59.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2016.12.036

Zampini AM, Nelson R, Zhang JJH, Reese J, Angermeier
KW, Haber GP. Robotic Salvage Pyeloplasty With Buccal
Mucosal Onlay Graft: Video Demonstration of Technique
and Outcomes. Urology. 2017;110:253-256.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2017.07.023

Lee Z, Waldorf BT, Cho EY, Liu JC, Metro MJ, Eun DD. Ro-
botic Ureteroplasty with Buccal Mucosa Graft for the
Management of Complex Ureteral Strictures. J Urol.
2017;198(6):1430-1435.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2017.06.097

Zhao LC, Weinberg AC, Lee Z, Ferretti MJ, Koo HP, Metro
M]J, Eun DD, Stifelman MD. Robotic Ureteral Reconstruc-
tion Using Buccal Mucosa Grafts: A Multi-institutional
Experience. Eur Urol. 2018;73(3):419-426.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2017.11.015

Beysens M, Groote R, Van Haute C, Tailly T, Lumen N,
Decaestecker K. Robotic lingual mucosal onlay graft ure-
teroplasty for proximal ureteral stricture. Eur Urol Suppl.
2018; 17(2):e1935.

Billah MS, Stifelman M, Munver R, Tsui J, Lovallo G, Ahmed
M. Single port robotic assisted reconstructive urologic
surgery-with the da Vinci SP surgical system. Trans/ Androl
Urol. 2020;9(2):870-878.
https://doi.org/10.21037/tau.2020.01.06

Lee M, Lee Z, Strauss D, Jun MS, Koster H, Asghar AM,
Lee R, Chao B, Cheng N, Ahmed M, Lovallo G, Munver R,
Zhao LC, Stifelman MD, Eun DD. Multi-institutional Experi-
ence Comparing Outcomes of Adult Patients Undergoing
Secondary Versus Primary Robotic Pyeloplasty. Urology.
2020;145:275-280.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2020.07.008

lynunes b.l., Unbnn A.M., ABasxaHoB X.I. Po6oT-
accncTMpoBaHHas BykkanbHas NaacTvka NPoTSXKEHHOM
peLVABHON CTPUKTYPbI NeoypeTepasbHOro cermeHTa
NeBo NoYKkn. BecmHuk yposoauu. 2021;9(4):122-126.
Guliev BG, Ilyin DM, Avazkhanov ZhP. Robot-assisted py-
eloplasty with buccal mucosa graft for the management
of an extended recurrent ureteropelvic junction stricture.
Vestn. Urol. 2021;9(4):122-126. (In Russ.)
https://doi.org/10.21886/2308-6424-2021-9-4-122-126

Asghar AM, Lee Z, Lee RA, Slawin J, Cheng N, Koster H,
Strauss DM, Lee M, Reddy R, Drain A, Lama-Tamang T,
Jun MS, Metro MJ, Ahmed M, Stifelman M, Zhao L, Eun
DD. Robotic Ureteral Reconstruction in Patients with Ra-
diation-Induced Ureteral Strictures: Experience from the
Collaborative of Reconstructive Robotic Ureteral Surgery.
J Endourol. 2021;35(2):144-150.
https://doi.org/10.1089/end.2020.0643

Lee M, Lee Z, Koster H, Jun M, Asghar AM, Lee R, Strauss
D, Patel N, Kim D, Komaravolu S, Drain A, Metro MJ, Zhao
L, Stifelman M, Eun DD. Intermediate-term outcomes
after robotic ureteral reconstruction for long-segment (>4
centimeters) strictures in the proximal ureter: A multi-in-
stitutional experience. Investig Clin Urol. 2021;62(1):65-71.
https://doi.org/10.4111/icu.20200298

BecTHWK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2022;10(3):84-97



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2010.03.095
https://doi.org/10.17709/2410-1893-2022-9-2-7
URL: https://www.indianjurol.com/text.asp?2003/20/1/28/37120
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-410X.2009.08994.x
https://doi.org/10.4103/0970-1591.60458
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12262-010-0199-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/iju.12403
https://www.elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=21710626
https://chart.apis.google.com/chart?choe=UTF-8&chld=H&cht=qr&chs=430x430&chl=https://elibrary.ru/shclct
https://doi.org/10.5173/ceju.2016.757
https://doi.org/10.4103/0974-7796.192092
https://doi.org/10.1111/iju.13307
https://doi.org/10.4111/icu.2020.61.3.316
https://doi.org/10.4103/UA.UA_80_20
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2022.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2015.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/bju.13086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2017.06.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2016.12.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2017.07.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2017.06.097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2017.11.015
https://doi.org/10.21037/tau.2020.01.06
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2020.07.008
https://doi.org/10.21886/2308�6424�2021�9-4�122�126
https://doi.org/10.1089/end.2020.0643
https://doi.org/10.4111/icu.20200298

43.

44,

45,

46.

47.

REVIEW
ARTICLES

Cheng S, Fan S, Wang J, Xiong S, Li X, Xu Y, Li Z, Guan H,
Zhang P, Zhu H, Huang C, Zhang L, Yang K, Li X, Zhou L.
Laparoscopic and robotic ureteroplasty using onlay flap
or graft for the management of long proximal or middle
ureteral strictures: our experience and strategy. Int Urol
Nephrol. 2021;53(3):479-488.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11255-020-02679-5

FanS,Yin L, Yang K, Wang}, Li X, Xiong S, Yu X, Li Z, Guan
H, Zhu H, Zhang P, Li X, Zhou L. Posteriorly Augmented
Anastomotic Ureteroplasty with Lingual Mucosal Onlay
Grafts for Long Proximal Ureteral Strictures: 10 Cases of
Experience. J Endourol. 2021;35(2):192-199.
https://doi.org/10.1089/end.2020.0686

Yang K, Fan S, Wang}, Yin L, Li Z, Xiong S, Han G, Meng C,
Zhang P, Li X, Zhou L. Robotic-assisted Lingual Mucosal
Graft Ureteroplasty for the Repair of Complex Ureteral
Strictures: Technique Description and the Medium-term
Outcome. Eur Urol. 2022;81(5):533-540.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2022.01.007

Li B, Xu Y, Hai B, Liu B, Xiang Y, Hua X, Hou T. Laparoscopic
onlay lingual mucosal graft ureteroplasty for proximal
ureteral stricture: initial experience and 9-month follow-
up. Int Urol Nephrol. 2016;48(8):1275-1279.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11255-016-1289-9

Huang BW, Wang J, Zhang P, Li Z, Bi SC, Wang Q, Yue CB,
Yang KL, Li XS, Zhou LQ. [Application of indocyanine green
in complex upper urinary tract repair surgeryl. Beijing Da
Xue Xue Bao Yi Xue Ban. 2020;52(4):651-656.
https://doi.org/10.19723/j.issn.1671-167X.2020.04.010

CBefeHus 06 aBTOpax

Maromep, cnam6erosuy Katn6os — aoktop meau-
LMHCKNX HayK, foLeHT; npodeccop kadeapbl yponornu
®rboyY BO «JlarectaHCKNIi rocyfapCTBEHHbIA MeaNLINH-
CKUIA yHMBepcuTeT» MuH3ApaBa Poccun; 3aBeayroLLnii
yposnornyeckum otgeneHviem I'bY Pecny6nmnkm flarectaH
«[opoackas KnnHnyeckas 6o01bHNLA»

2. Maxaukana, Poccusa
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6273-7660

e-mail: mikatibov@mail.ru

AHppeli BopucoBuy BorgaHoB — KaHANAAT MeAULNH-
CKUX HayK; AOLLeHT Kadeapbl ypOOrin 1N XMpypruyeckori
aHaponorum ®reQy AMNO «Poccuiickas MeamumHckas
akajemus HenpepbiBHOro NpodeccnoHanbHOro obpaso-
BaHWsA» MunH3gpasa Poccnu; Bpay-yposor yposiornyecko-
ro otaeneHuns NbY3 r. MockBbl «fopogckas KnnmHuveckas
6onbHMLA nMeHun C.M. BoTkmMHa JenapTaMeHTa 34paBo-
oxpaHeHus ropoga MocksbI»

2. Mockea, Poccus

https://orcid.org/0000-0007-5347-8364

e-mail: abbogdanov@hotmail.com

3aka Aca¢ ornbl [loBNnaToB — A0OKTOP MeANLNHCKNX
HayK; AOLeHT Kadeapbl YPONOrMM N XUPYPrn4eckor aH-
aponornn ®reoy N0 «Poccuiickas MegnUmMHCKas akage-
MUS HeNpepbIBHOIo NpodeccnoHanbHOro 06pasoBaHNs»
MwH3gpasa Poccun

2. Mockea, Poccus

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1948-7317

e-mail: dovliatov80@mail.ru

BecTHVK yponorum
Vestnik Urologii
2022;10(3):84-97

48.

49,

50.

51.

52.

M.I. Katibov, A.B. Bogdanov, Z.A. Dovlatov
URETEROPLASTY USING ORAL MUCOSA GRAFT:
A LITERATURE REVIEW. UPDATE IN 2022

Menegola C, Tavares PM, Batezini NS, Gorgen ARH, Rosito
TE. Laparoscopic ureteroplasty with buccal mucosa graft
for long proximal ureteral stenosis: A step by step video.
Int Braz | Urol. 2020;46(6):141-142.
https://doi.org/10.1590/51677-5538.1BJU.2018.0830
l'ynnes b.T., Komsikos B.K., ABasxaHos X.I1. JlTanapockonu-
yeckas bykkasbHas NaacTka NPOKCMManbLHOro oTAena
MouYeTouHuKa. Yposaoaus. 2021;(3):13-19.

Guliev BG, Komyakov BK, Avazkhanov JP. Laparoscopic
substitution of the proximal ureter using buccal mucosa.
Urologiia. 2021;(3):13-19. (In Russ.)
https://doi.org/10.18565/urology.2021.3.13-19

Wang J, Zhang B, Fan J, Cheng S, Fan S, Yin L, Li Z, Guan
H, Yang K, Li X. The application of the “omental wrapping”
technique with autologous onlay flap/graft ureteroplasty
for the management of long ureteral strictures. Trans/
Androl Urol. 2021;10(7):2871-2878.
https://doi.org/10.21037/tau-21-305

Gao X, Liang C, Wang J, Xiao X, Li B. Laparoscopic onlay
lingual mucosal graft ureteroplasty combined with ure-
terovesical reimplantation for one-stage reconstruction
of complex ureteral strictures: a case report. Trans/ Androl
Urol. 2021;10(10):3907-3914.
https://doi.org/10.21037/tau-21-639

Liang C, WangJ, Hai B, Xu Y, ZengJ, Chai S, ChenJ, Zhang
H, Gao X, Cheng G, Yang X, Hou T, Li W, Xiao X, Li B. Lingual
Mucosal Graft Ureteroplasty for Long Proximal Ureteral
Stricture: 6 Years of Experience with 41 Cases. Eur Urol.
2022;82(2):193-200.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2022.05.006

Information about the authors

Magomed I. Katibov — M.D., Dr.Sc.(Med), Assoc.Prof.
(Docent), Prof., Dept. of Urology, Dagestan State Medical
University; Head, Urological Division, Makhachkala City
Clinical Hospital

Makhachkala, Russian Federation
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6273-7660

e-mail: mikatibov@mail.ru

Andrey B. Bogdanov — M.D., Cand.Sc.(Med); Assoc.Prof.,
Dept. of Urology and Surgical Andrology, Russian Medical
Academy of Continuous Professional Education; Urologist,
Urological Division, Botkin City Clinical Hospital — the
Healthcare Department of Moscow;

Moscow, Russian Federation
https://orcid.org/0000-0007-5347-8364

e-mail: abbogdanov@hotmail.com

Zyaka A. Dovlatov — M.D., Dr.Sc.(Med); Assoc.Prof., Dept.
of Urology and Surgical Andrology, Russian Medical Acad-
emy of Continuous Professional Education

Moscow, Russian Federation
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1948-7317

e-mail: doviatov80@mail.ru

ISSN 2308-6424 | 97
UROVEST.RU


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11255-020-02679-5
https://doi.org/10.1089/end.2020.0686
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2022.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11255-016-1289-9
https://doi.org/10.19723/j.issn.1671-167X.2020.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1677-5538.IBJU.2018.0830
https://doi.org/10.18565/urology.2021.3.13�19
https://doi.org/10.21037/tau-21-305
https://doi.org/10.21037/tau-21-639
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2022.05.006
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6273-7660

mailto:e-mail:%20mikatibov%40mail.ru?subject=
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6273-7660

mailto:e-mail:%20mikatibov%40mail.ru?subject=
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5347-8364

mailto:e-mail:%20abbogdanov%40hotmail.com?subject=
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5347-8364

mailto:e-mail:%20abbogdanov%40hotmail.com?subject=
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1948-7317

mailto:e-mail:%20dovlatov80%40mail.ru?subject=
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1948-7317

mailto:e-mail:%20dovlatov80%40mail.ru?subject=

