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Application of Pressure Magification IVU Under X-ray Fluoroscopy in the Diagnosis of Urinary Obstructions CHEN Ai-min.
Department of Radiology,the Central Hospital of Qianjiang, Hubei 433100, P. R. China

[ Abstract] Objective: To discuss the value of pressure magification IVU (intravenous urography) under x-ray fluoros-
copy in the diagnosis of urinary obstructions. Methods: 76 patients with urinary obstruction confirmed by clinic and patholo-
gy (42 urinary calculi, 15 parapelvic cysts,5 primary ureteral ceircmoma and renal pelvic carcinoma, 14 congential or ac-
quired ureter stenosis) underwent the general IVU and the pressure magification IVU under X-ray fluoroscopy. The diag-
nostic values of them were classified into 3 grades by two physicians: Grade 0, no diagnostic value; Grade 1, localization of
the lesion was possible;Grade 2, both localization and characterization was possible. Results: The accuracy of the location di-
agnosis examed by the general IVU was 71.1 % and diagnostic rate of the obstructive etiology was 19. 7 %. The accuracy of
the location diagnosis examed by the pressure magification IVU was 93. 4 % and diagnostic rate of the obstructive etiology
was 64.5 %. The pressure magification IVP was superior to the general IVU in both localization and qualitative diagnosis
for urinary obstructions (P<C0. 01). Conclusion: The pressure magification IVU under X-ray fluoroscopy is easier to detecte
the obstructed sites and qualitative diagnosis.and it is superior to the general IVU,
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