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Treatment option Medium(95%Cl) No. procedure/pt Hospital days
stone free acute Primary Secondary
significant rate% complication
ESWL 50 (25.6-74.4)  30.8 (2.2-81.6) 2.1 0.4 8.72
PCNL 73.3(54.7-87.4) 7.4(0.3-32.2) 1.4 0.04 10.9
PCNL+ ESWL 80.8(67.8-90.5)  24.4(3.9-61.1) 2.7 0.03 12.73
Open surgery 81.6(56.6-95.7)  11.9(0.6-46.5) 1.0 0.002 10.99

etrospective J Urol 1994;151:1648
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Variable ESWL Combined p value
%stone-free rate at 6 mos. 22 74 0.0005
No.septic compli 15 2 0.007
No ancillary procedure 8 1 0.03
Mean total treatment length+SD(maos.) 6+6.5 1.0+1.4 0.0006
Mean hospital days+SD 16.8+15.7 13.7+10.2 0.4
Mean No.narcotic doses/stone +SD 2.37+1.2 1.96+0.8 0.16
Infected urine at treatment end point % 33.3 22 0.75
&1 1994

J Urol 1997;157:780-6
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PCNL ESWL PCNL ESWL
At hospitalization
No. with further tx 7(8) 166(19) 7(32) 84(62)
Mean postop stay(days) 45 2.61 6.8 3.7
Total no. pts 86 888 22 136
At 3-mo f/u
No. with success% 84(98) 487(97) 22(100) 58(85)
No.free of stone% 77(90) 3791(76) 18(82) 28(41)
No. with clinical

Insign residual stone% 7(8) 108 (21) 4(18) 30(44)
Total no.pts 86 501 22 68

T p<0.05;  p<0.01
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