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I. Why-Urodynamic Study in Spinal Cord Injury

oSdA A3 &4 S o QA e WY 3299 N2 SR 479, 9w 9 %
90689 FHES A & AFoR, gk 85%9 FAl)A T-120]42] Ao &4o] Yo}
o, AAHoR HkE v 55%9 BAEC] ARARN] (quadriplegia), 45%9 §ASo] Al
h| (paraplegia)7t B0h' AAEY AR B9 &40 GASYET okt 2L Ao
AU} (53.8%0) 46.2%). £4% W49 Fele Bl conus medullaris B &4 AL
detrusor hyperreflexia with detrusor sphincter dyssynergia (DESD)7} BE ehyo
conus medullaris 4 cauda equina 99 €3 7% detrusor areflexia’t Uehle Ao
2 gelA sleu? ztzh 10~30%9 @AM wle] Pe)g Kole dAFARNSo| WEHolH 7
AN 84ge AL oW 4Ee e Ao gy Ao’

Ay A EaALE0 ] LUTY AP HR2W 0|8 S L g 7o) 29 4 ¢},

W, 33 &40 9 F o] BOP OhPUR JX uRo Hpo g F9ldinl o] o]
2 Rl ohel 1 AF (cephalad)® 3 (caudad)E €/30] YHUOHA o)A =v, 3
o] S-gioll wel Holzt W] wiEel, Ao &I} AAEAA Hato g W3 g% B
A Wag BYA o4E & §7] Wgolrt !

X0 MO WROUHM T AR st T8 FUE CTH TIAe], T11% T12 Ale], L5
g S1Ael & Av7ie] ©]§2 end arteryel7t Wi AENA vt AP os JgE B
o %% 89 Azl 2B A thoracic F517F /M A AFFE W] W& o] A &

11 57
2. §p &4 HAQM 8YFY HAAY 9B w




ol Aee stz A7) 43, % thoracic €44 MY lower motor neuron
disease7t YWevhe 97k Wt E& A4 WA gray matter’t white matter®t} o
R e Wol W] WEd EAF gary mattero]l hemorrhagic necrosis?t % el
o)Al FotE FAs]s] 9] BEAG A7 5012 E Holsl® @}t

g3} A’ 2l Wedo ARE Holw A% &4 cervical 3 thoracic levelold 29%
3 A dats BW o 20004 30%9) @AM detrusor areflexia® Roju|, 38 &4
sacral £35HdE o 20%0A detrusor hyperreflexia 22< Hole AL HA ¢ 4 glu}
(Table 1).

SW, Ao SRR E2F BeRY J)Te e M EYH YEH 9] &4 1)
T WL dod £ 907) W), &3RA AR AAEHA Aoz 1 B Mk
o Fe e & g WEolt}, YT YEH Bl o], Y, T]AA 7 &AM Uk
o 9¥e 1A 4 e RS A AP V1B dlngd, 27 53 2 29 To| &4
F A% vA ¢ 9’

R AT o) £ANGA] ARE COE S0 2y & Zuk £419) WY B% £4F wna
o & 9% 1A 5 3oH, A& 29 cervical A5 £4 FA7} Iie] &4bo] o] glo]
detrusor areflexia®l W& Hole 497t Q7] WRel, Gd] &40 AAGH A FHApgre
2 0 e wmol} AHE B 48 4 glol 2953 A4 gadth Beric 5%
19873 13079 cervical®} thoracic £4-& 710 &=} 13095 1899 SN AA A2 A
HAL (neurophysiological testing) & lumbosacral dysfunction®] #Hlso] ¢& AL 3ol
S, 6MEF 89%s FAAIE Addd A A=, olF 38 WA AN & A
T o)de AL ¢ UMAE, 15WM e AT BAks Aol i o]& PEsAl
28 + A Wgel 83, ofF A AEA AAe detrusor hyperreflexiatl areflexia®
Wge] o A g B8 T gAckn dxste 2953 HAle $8A4E xR
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Table 1. Urodynamic Findings in 284 Spinal Cord Injured Patients stratified to Level of

Spinal Injury®
Detrusor Detrusor
Spinal Level ~ Normal (%) H\!\{upirfgrnglgga Hyﬁsi%e;ﬁxia Argfe‘;(ui:o(r%)
(%) DESD (%)
Cervical (N=104) 0 55 30 15
Thoracic (N=87) 0 90 10 0
Lumbar (N=61) 0 3 30 40
Sacral {N=32) 12 12 12 64

DESD: Det/rusor external-sphincter dyssynergia.

XM, A5 &5F B8] spinal shock A& ALt recovery phase$} stable phase® 7he
Al7lel o] BA] el el g X KBS U W] B8shy, AR o|F B ¢
7] g PEes 89FE AAL Aol o 2 WL gle ddoldh o V2ARE ¥F Al
Wi 48 A gl 2gE & AR

A £4% 528498 71%< spinal shock, recovety, stable phaseg] AH7}A Al7]2 Vi
th? @A spinal shock AlZlE A4 &4aAFd &AM RE A9 AAd) flaceid
paralysis®} WALEAJ o] glolAl= AlZ1E Lated, o AVe WS s vehie Aes o
HA AUrk £ 75 2014 1250 w7} Ao gt 6 LolA 1209 7A 2 Al7ITL &
oAE A= ok of Ao WAL WAz} glon, sue F4be] Jehted, A4d Age
244 Exios 2eA o | |

Recovery phase® ¥AI&A o] Folo Al7IR 7173 1A &5 vl 383 479 i
olm, H & A9 WARER W dE EojAdl ). o|F stable phase® Wo7MA
€], stable phase © o4 A719] A7AAQl 3]8o] Ho|d Fm uPsle= AR, ofF 89
F9A et A2 ¢ e AE o AT Weian vt

Jeiv pRged wWE AAg fAs} o|FoiAR Eetd ¥ 22 &4 (upper tract
distress: hydronephrosis, urinary tract infection, vesicoureteral reflux)7} veld ¢ 9
e, ofd #algo] el Ao dpfslr] A% AREES A sted, 2958 HAL 98
sul, o Aao] A A8 BB $44E o) Bol AEHA A g} e Y5 &4 #x)

2. N4 £4 WHAH RIS AN q@%




SNA 8988 AL oS- F4F He AL BA Gt 2ANR] H@AA Wkshd G
(valsalva, straining voiding, trigger voiding) Al#ste] 2 wWixrt Ae gAo)A o] So]x)
2 gleAl gdde] uagdd #g A-P AHE 4 £ 4 Yk (Fig.2 E). McGuire'd] 9]}
32l 6 cm H20 o)4e® 10%0]4 ALEW AR 22 49 Jddxig ed 4
Tt Bustn gled), ofdl £Ed dig wug gio] 9 esi

S, Stable phaseo] W#¢ 29%e WAL 49s| GAHo YrE A AZko] XLhuiA
et ¢ gle gdE A87h Fidolol 3 U2 A (dF 9 detrusor areflexia 349
WgelA compliance F4:u detrusor hyperreflexia #Rlo|A] upper tract distresss
vesicoureteral reflux} ol Wehte A& #slr] ol YYEUA F713on 2953 HAS
Agslof she Aos gEiA b

CHIM, 19773 Heckler'7t A7l o3} dizst @344l A4 SAUAES 2443 B
2% AA) AEE 49%%F 43%(87%)7F AAelgel 27 Aot vhela glen, o]&Ry
Agol 78 dadel AL FYAY APER W2T AL 2AAYAE, AR A
&4 A0 % e At gae A% Roz FHA go] 29T BAS o8 A
g7} W4 F83 v g spang?

Il. When and Which Kind of Urodynamic Study in Spinal Cord Injury

Recovery phased] o{2] A7]9l WAl 3 887] AZstix Bae] A7} Soteedl, oA
= U ¢4A 23 A% &2 849 A9 6dA 8 E AEn, 7HF 1A 29 die e
k. 297 83 AN &9 A9 A4 F ol Bl Solewd], $U0 WFe] WAt Eo}
2 A4E #IAY. 8958 AAde o] AZlel B30 FFe B} St fasH A
YaiA e, %X}"ﬂ)“]. T2 spinal shock A7]9] Al 8= intermittent catheterization Al
ole] 8ol AVNA HAY & NG 8] AAHH A3} At o|F Stable A7
ol 1] Fhd qw 5 g Adetn FAREEF T4 AHE HolAY 9 2279 F9
upper. tract distress7t 44 7hgAol dleq Fabe NFsie] Fled L=

A% &4 AN AP F Ak 89%e AAle AR E5e o ged, o= HAE
Ngslt e B4l 4 centerdld A3 7Hsd Avist AAbAke] Adel wheh @3lol oA 2

ey oo aung
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B AR £ sl A5 AdE BHEY AL oy WEES FAd 24dd HuT &
e A= e, El A ulg, F84Q dsclg & 4 9od 7 veht centerdl

Table 2. Urodynamic Modadlities in Spinal Cord Injury.

Uroflow

Sphincter electromyography (EMG)

Single-channel electronic cystometrogram (CMG)

Urethral pressure profile

CMG with abdominal pressure (Pabd) measurement

Detrusor pressure (Pdet)/uroflow studies

Multichannel studies (CMG, Pabd, uroflow, urethral pressure, sphincter EMG)
Videourodynamics (multichannel urodynamics and fluoroscopy of the lower urinary tract)
Voiding cystourethrogram (when videourodynamic is not available)

lll. Which Findings according to the injury level.
A4 &4F et 8y Mok 35 49K12 U & gl

1. Detrusor hypetreflexia with synergistic external sphincter function (Fig. 1)

Fig. 1. Detrusor hyperreflexia without DESD. Ztx7} 9| glo| wate] =Zo| dojtct,
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2 Aol #aE W o7l anticholinergic drugl.z # ¥He-& Fic)

2. Detrusor hyperreflexia with poor emptying due to DESD
(detrusor external sphincter dyssynergia) (Fig. 2)

Fig. 2. Detrusor hyperreflexia with DESD. A. E':,“a“’l 0| °'011—PKIDP olx 2229 leakmgOI
ojutx] @1 RUAct (catheter? | urethral portZ} internal sphincteroll ¢ix]). B. 50| =
FH=E II'—W QT 29 |eaking0l 2ojtct (Pura?l W&o £&HHct R = =AH 22Rich).
C. internal sphincters DI A Z2|X|g 2Tt stz Ieakingol AOJLIX| Qb
(urethral port® 2|TZet2o| HAo| 2jA=lo| 1 sftez HXIE g4 Y4 s
23}7}X| ofof 1 sleRE Q9 R20| lSS & £ Uoh). D. £H0| BLt oL AT Lt
2 22lo|M dye hold-up =0, residual unneOI Eo| '.-:f0}°'E %H‘JOI EHOE B dHAAR BERL
o Hm&CHZ trigger methodE Al#5l5i2Lt, Residual urine0| He Z0| EQl. F. #E
I-Igg IEI-l— okol J_}xk%;.

Y okA &4oldA cervicalolY thoracic Al FAE =, wixgo] £29 anticholinergic

drug® IC program< AH-SHA Hrth

@‘ﬂl ThE| LIl HRAIE



3. Detrusor hyperreflexia with poor emptying due to impaired detrusor
contractility (Fig. 3) — %3 o] FEL X} £71 =oy VEHE|I|T 2*

Fig. 3. Detrusor hyperreflexia with poor emptying due to impaired detrusor contraction.
&2 +50| B CollA RH&tE|x|0t 24 20 S0, M3 2E2 wiZo0| =X 31 oo,
23 nE YA g Ho| nlaE

4. Detrusor areflexia

3 499 A% sacral o4 B lumber levele] £4o4 BRwTh IC7} $83 A g5o
o, 839 compliance’} ZAHo] Q& AL e vy #13to anticholinergic druge]i}
augmentation & AF&& & 9o},

T &89 leveldl W Wde] 239%% ANATE A sacral cord A M=
detrusor hyperreflexiaZt Yehta, 2 299 £49ME detrusor areflexiaZ} YRR gk A
BT BE ¥ BY £ Q) WEd] 2958 AR gelo] Wadt (Table 1, 3)
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Table. 3. Urodynamic findings in 126 Spinal Cord Injury Patients stratified To Level of
Spinal Injury {inha University Hospital)

: DH DH DH Spinal
e Nl with DESD Without DESD  with IDC Ny Shock
N (%) N (%) N (%) 7N (%)

Cervical (N=44) - 1(2) 1432 1636 1 115 1)
Thoracic (N=15) 0 () 7 (47) 2 {13) 0 () 5(33) 1D
Lumbar (N=56) 2 (4) 13 (23) 10 (18) 1(2) 28 (50) 2 (4)

Sacral (N=14) 0 (0) 1D 2 (14) 0 (2) 11 (79) 0 (0)

N Number: DH: detrusor hyperreflexia: DESD: Detrusor external-sphincter dyssynergia:
IDC : impaired detrusor contractility; DA: detrusor areflexia.

IV. Why Not — Standard Urodynamic Study in Spinal Cord Injury
Why - Videourodynamic Study in Spinal Cord Injury

£3 89 2L A% &4 B4 9049 ool AAoZ ol AEHo) §a &
el vt 28 TS wdeke] gAu, Ao Mo LRE Wae AA op 4!
HAZ #5 &40 O 99 19969 o F WEY LES ¥R ue adEd AAS
o g3 AHEL WSk Y ASS BRY 4 Uk
SW wow 2054 ) sl AWHH e Bt
M, A5 £4 S B e T2 wad dg A4 glo] veiA Mo )
wE BAlE YR 23 AL AT (Fg. 4)
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Fig. 4. HILI2 2938 ZAlz ZA&S HF &4 X9 clokst watnl 9z o| @ok A uimo|
diverticulumzt 0§ At trabeculation2 H20|X|gt ¢f2{e MAIMoz URE= 70z Ho}
standard urodynamic study2 Al A 282 A2= £ 9)r} B, FZo o
HA TR (B-3,4)0ME diimA| 2@Eotz HoloM QFo| #aknl by
reflux £l Zi0| Z&o| =io},

(k2

(i
=
B

T &8 BAME T ol oz Jhe A7 E4E U F 7] Yo

e Ao B 9FE H& 4 9d (Fig. 5).2
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Fig. 5. HZU0o| 293 ZAlo| ojxj= F&. A 50 ml & w7ix| Z|&e| M2 Holx| 22 2ol
otH= 0 glch B. J2{Lt 50 ml oj4t Zo| & = XFo| AFEo| E4o| FI} (Prectal &%)
517 AlZEt0] Pdeto] Wis7} REEX|0E MW #30| ofd. C. AL ZEe| #Mo| pE=n &
SUigte s} gix|gt Pdete Pabdoll w2t Mg D, E. 2o 50| AIREHA el
0| E7tst7] AlAfsio, Pdet= Z7I5tx|2t ofF HF 39 wave HEES FXIE. internal
sphincter2 27} U242 20| 2HEE. F. A5 HHS HEE £ s,
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AW, HZ AFAAY Bl 7154 Felo 71 FFAQ 4EL d3 Yotz BEA 2 Y=
S55 AHHoz BT + glo] @49 278 HY &AE Az YT (Fig. 2, 4). ¥l
A5 AAtdAE Ul dasdrZd HgE Uil #EE £ & FHo] Yot

Ht e 2958 AA] 718 283 /L JI5 S JehlE 43 IEE el whago] ok
< 2 FA3 7o ohzl FAIYE (synchronized) B4l LS AAdto 2A 7|2 Qe
AALET vi7bE AEE dof F £ gloke Aojik ! Ae) Aoz s1E gl EMGEe] of

fo
ko

l

3 Mol B7led AT, o $ASE YRR E Fald P 4P ARE FE A
8 ¥ e, ang FASE 943e] 2859 BHes Edyl 2gudE Ba B AF 2
< "5zt H2jet AlREY (Fig. 4). F2de W3] 22 s YU xray7}t ofd 259
(Ultrasound urodynamic study) Y flexible cystoscopy (endourodynamic study)® thxstd
29%8 AAE A Wio] UstAT o EAYCR & 2AsHA £ i

EF 2958 AAE o dHES T o] H2de £ o AdHn B2 HRE 2 &
AE HYe 8953 AAe] Agol 98 A9t Be Aoz 934 deH, 44 McGuire F
e 712 Axz 4% 71 AgS YE $ glvta dgss 49 vde oY
g 4 Jox gsln Yok E£F Watanabe 9 Chancellor $°% ¥4 £4 8459 @ Aoy

Moz v e 8953 JAE FH8a 3 (Fig. 6).
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Fig. 6. H|C|2 3ioio| ciokst AEHID B2 C}2 HAIZ2o| JAIME HoiFe of. 2 8X= 63 M &
XExz 5UA Fall down injury®l 28 Lumbar cord injury 2tE 222 202 mid)
uninhibited detrusor contraction0] LojLtHM QT2 |eaking0] YUK E Zet
o] dalx] = LMol Ho|n, HixF: wEsFo HNEMH|Cie] Lol Ho Bi2
pressure-flow studyE A5 Zo} HAje| oA Ko TURPE Al X1,

1. 1. - | e




V. Why not - Videourodynamic Study in Spinal Cord injury

Moo 8958 AAe EAAG B AR voe Aol sbdo] wsn e AsHolahs
 (invasive) BHEo] givka @k 2y $uete Aol o YRo| &3 e Ao e,
Felvdelre & 8993 A8 M 348 WA A 2e o) a1 ofE A% &
& BANN P AR F-E D71 A8 VCUGE AlQs7) o), B 89F ZAE 3 Al
P A9 vvle 29%5 AL shutel AT A9 §UEA Ho| otk £§ A ©
of AT EFE 2HEE AXYG xrayDE A Hobe G AV & o 2o A Yde 2
Aol7h gtk vl e 29F3 HAA x-ray ZAMFE IVPY VOUGAAM whe 2A1gH A8
Reog weA Aot

Ay &4 AN S F AV R Y F de R (paraplegia TFAAE viY L
8% AAE AMPE F o, quadriplegia &At9] 294l flourescopy table2 %$71& A
ol Y& A &l EF AL F A FA & A¢sd quadriplegia A4 vy ¢
S8YFE PAE AFeA ¥e Ae] o Algd,

A &4 A 2958 AAE dT Addhs Ro] opEk Al FATEEEA A
A3A Hed, i e 29F3 g ALE daE gon, Ad &4%F spinal shock
A7l 39 reflex’t EolgEA FAIE Ao B2 A8GA &3, recovery phaseZ At
stable phase o 3} AP T Fhd= BE 2953 HAE ANPsta, vlde 8A9%Fe i}
v o 2~3dvit} 22 S0 @Y wjnFdeltt AAAQ EA7L W3t & A AEshe A
o] Fogw Algdr.

VI. Conclusion

o QAFor HAIE wolof 3=, HXx FAE A7} spinal shock Ae)
F ol F Aldste Ro| At £ Hpd4 Axlor a9EE JAE NG se olR
e (1) Aedde 2A0E ket a7 AAQ 7)5edE 448 & fla, (2) WEl A3s
I ATE A e A P feke AU &% 9 dde veivded, b e

2. 4% &4 WA 225 ANe) q@} B




2ol ¢ §7] MEd) ol Foath 2 nR | Mg 27| RAL slao} s, (3) A%
g W@ MY B2 Fo8y] WRejrk neeR He g g2 g A
Be AARAY ANt 8958 P 244 7128 A=} Hojof @l

A &3 AN Hre 8958 Pake B FAo] 7dA0R ogsly] E A% &
B BB 859 7% d%E MA & e ASE MY A% (I HEF F), E=F Y
A AR 47 540 48 (AP wiFoly B 9 4FF) 0] $ukEAE Aol 9
€ 27 AP g gled Ardd.
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