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A case of feline obstructive uropathy treated by replacement of SUB device and renal pelvis stone removal

using rigid endoscope
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SUBTNA AADBAOERICIDOIUBREZICH L,
SUB /A XD M SR FE R (CKDIEEU
IeEWmED 1 flziRETS. BELUREBEREZEULJET
SEDHENOBEHESNEVD, FBIDKSICSUB T
I\A ZADREDH CIFEENEAEEIC KD RIEBHAEZS]
TRIIEFDND. BLREOAPELRRRZHD/\ A URD
IR CIFBLZABODERZERIT L BT, MEROBHA
EZM TEDICBZTFDREIZ T NETHD.

F-U—F HORERE BLEOHEE SUBIT/AX

EUBIC

TBICTFFT DIMRBEBDEN CHREDHAEMERE,
AP EEEEZDCO URICHENZRBZECED.
2017 £ UJBVP X K= ICHB WL TH 4 IF Subcutaneous
Ureteral Bypass (SUB) device ZRBU\&hgBERt (1 /)
A ERERAT Y MREMDGEMEZ LERIRET U BB bt
INANRMDBERAMZRUICKDIC, EFEDREHEICS
WTHEBAEE UT SUB T/ 2 Z B BB/ (1) (
AMMNERELEODDDHSH. S0, BEICSUB T/I\A 7%=
AWCREREZGE UICIBORIEBEAEZ, SUB 7/(4(
ADZHRIC K BDIREFREE, EHRME N CBLZNREOZT
2ICRET D EICKDRIFLEIY bO—)LEF/SNITIHED
1 flZRER UTc/chIRET D.
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OBZEE: X ABREZER A8 KREGA (EB),
SUB F/\A Rz W\ e B lgEht/ 1 ) CR i

OFMiE  SEEDIF

OLRRE | EN

OBZE pHIYO—ILT, RETT
b (OA4VILAF VI vRY GEEM)

TJawvrasARA

BIMRERR
%% (kg) 3.30 BCS 2/56 {#R(C) 394
FRAB% (/min) 222  IEIREL (/min) 60

ERARIEERRR

OCBC
RBC (x10%/ ul) 6.07 WBC (/ ul) 21700
Hb (g/dl) 9.3 Band-N -
PCV (%) 24.8 Seg-N 15480
MCV (fl) 40.9 Lym 5730
MCH (pg) 156.3 Mon 450
MCHC (%) 37.5 Eos 10
Plat x10%/ ul) 183 Bas 30

ORI tF1%E
TP (g/dl) 6.7 TCho (mg/dl) 82
Alb (g/dl) 2.4 TBil (mg/dl) 3.0
Glob (g/dl) 4.0 Glu (mg/dl) 132
(A/G) 0.6 BUN (mg/dl) >130
ALT (U/) 69 Cre (mg/dl) AIEARR
ALP (U/1) <10 P (mg/dl) 12.3
GGT U/ 0 Ca (mg/dl) 7.6

OIS REHE
Na (mmol/I) 152.1 AG 32.7
K (mmol/I1) 466 HCO; act (mmol/L) 10.6
Cl (mmol/1) 108.8 HCO; std (mmol/L) 10.7
pH 7.108 BE(ecf) (mmol/L) -18.9
pCO, (Torr) 35.0 BE(B) (mmol/L) -17.7
PO, 31.6 BB (mmol/L) 28.0
Ca (mmol/L) 1.07 c¢tCO,(P) (mmal/L) 11.7
Hb (g/dL) 9.5
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OB : + SG:1.012
Pro: + Sed | PERFHE +++, FE ++, ERG+
Glu: —
Bil : —
O X % &EmmR

EBLNGAO, EBIhK OB

OfEBHEERIRE
EBB LIk ALBELZNEG (BE4.5mm), SUB TN
A 001 - =EIEDRERIME, 8T I—YNE GBER

AEERB
SUB F/\A 2DHR— MBN'5 75 v ¥ 2 %47\, BBk
ENEAINICTENDOSREBREAICELD SUB F/VA D

LML, y00UYY - Y h—bVYUa—Y3Y (R
5t%% 1 TCS) ZHWT SUB T /N1 AD%EZ1TL), SUB
VAT LDBEEZRRUC. BSICEREEZRIAL, R
BREREICHUTCRIVNIILF NIDL - PVEDUYF
UDL (BRFER ATV Y) BRUAINRRLKDY - V5
AFFF MDA BRFEHR  AVFAN) ZERU. E
SEEDBREICKDBABRMNMESNCH, BUN, Cre, K, pH
BRUBEBUANIVIEEDWELEICEED, 5 3mAIICIEH
KDEFEDRD SN EDS SUB T/\A XCHIFDHEER
ENERFELTVDEESZ SN, > TINDOFEFRZENE
bt%ﬂ%ﬂkﬁ*?ﬂt%%b g 49/AIC SUB 7)1
BB ROEEEZ AV CBZABOEEmZIT o/
m&,—m%hm¢KﬁDBO&mmM§TL%bkﬁ
ZTOHTDFRENERINDEEDICBHEONEL, M
hKEDEBEBEELE O, $B6REICHEE (39.4TC) MR
HSNeH, BRUVIFICH D ROIRE(C KD RAER & Ik
L. MEEOMRGNEER B RVRBAOBEDEEICK
HUEZRELUC. £ 13HWAICHERL, 2HREBOUEN
RCECENSRREE DI, 2D, ik b HAEKE
5201845 BREFTSUB TNA ADBHEIFLHLR
FrEgEzEU-> TS

FEEDOER
THDORERAZEMKRRICHF S SUB T4 R 2RV CElE
BERL) (A ) CRIMDBERMUNRESNDDH AN, CDMIUICK
DEMEE U TEDRIEEBRAE PRENET5NS. SUB
TINA RADERER(IOBBEREDE UFCERIC SUB 7/ (A4 XD
R EBHRYFRAOWE Z B (C1T o feiREFEE SHHI DR
DTIREV. fiieDBEREEZ5|IEEECIRRAE U TEERN
BODKEY, BEAICEASNOYF 2 II—ThT—
TILOBEME, AEOABEYEENEZSNS. FIETHE

BB ODRE, BE(CBUVTIE SUB T/ A ADHA
MBERLDN, APITIEFZOEADUNEDHNEELEDC. I
F, BRURIBHEZE U ETSE DR PEERN
DERBHNBEZISNDZEDSHEDITONTIEN DI
B, AfITIEMRZ AN CUREZR/IRICT D EICK
DBEHREEDE MIRJRICHZ SNcEBEZTND
JHORBHAZMTRRGNEYRADRS COVWTELES

THEETHD, BREEED ) CRiThER & L HIERIFEZ
<FETDDH. FEIDRERD Sl DRIEBHEZRC U

PICIFEEAIC SUB T/\A ADIHE, BREZ(TONETH
B. 5K, A2 EA Y DBRICEFMmEIICELZNEaDR
iR L, BERNLFONBEREZERFTINEEERD.

FIERARE DR
SEDHERICODVNTC, BEHDIVIEHBEEICFHRINEAF
AR BIRICHDEFRFFEHDFEA
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