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i v A AR 2B R F 5

BREAKT FEE

o EAER KR

HRRETEA¥R, K 400044

W OE Al g A AR (extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy, ESWL) & il il 71 58 £8 5 3 77 B2 J7 4
WHMERIIWMA, BELEFRAN, FHGTE, #aES, BT RAK SRRBSAMEERTHE H
XMBEARBE MR REZA, Bl XHT KA ESWL BiGT R8BI sTAAASGEMSEMmREIER, &
RA[ RS E IR A TR R%E. ESWL @Y —RIMEA M B a i MR L BEAaER. M
ESWL R EAZB R, AMIBRESFET X T ESWL 19525 % iR SR 5T, A 3 B I i R0UR
MB/NWEMER. 24 ESWL MBIRHLEI RS ALTITNR, EREESRL. bk EENBIRNH E & R
B, MEBROSMBIFVHZ L6 ESWL SR — M EA PR RS, FEmAadlob i AR BA RN

PRUEE FE AW i 583 2 .

KR b ER#EKR, BR, BF, B, ARSHE

RSN B AT R (extracorporeal shock wave
lithotripsy, ESWL) S5WiZHH4 CT . @3t #i g
MRI 341, BEAYRERESTHFER. 20 BHEXK
R SEFIG RS R B, ESWL IETH IR F
FAFNE A B B AE RS il P R AR AR AR X AT I 3R
F 5 AE R R BN oy 5 R I S AL KR

1 BARMHRELER

NARRE RS ) 2= /DT B3 5000 4, 1901
EEVRIMBREARTIF G ERRER A, REEE &
MERHEE CETALY WFREEAILE. fEA
— R L, PRI DR, KOs E KB 8 A R
A 0.1%~1%, i B 2 &4 LK. 1999 £ H K
FYIEEF RN 4.87T% WMARBWMRARGZHEGH. |
HRARERIBE R A 10%; FE 1987 4 37 T AE
BEHEHN 1.7%~6% . EFEKH TR LB R
WRE LI, AW RRRESS 2 AR
JESE, ILIKT WER.

AR B RIS Db 45 40 S RHIBR R 2 16 fited i
I Pierre Franco & B B 4MRI P14 AR (lithotomy), F

Wk H 1 : 2006-10-08, &= H#1: 2007-06-25

REFFEZE R 1/71. 1813 4 Gruithuisen K I #A A
(lithotripsy), FH #% i i bR 8 F N JBs ek e 5 o,
HTHBIFR HEILTE, F 5/6 BIHGIHBEAR
WARTUIAR, BECERER 7% WAHEF R E
G, NEHFERMEVIAAR. 1882 4E Langenbuch HJJjH
BYIBRAR B S0 RN BAEAIRTH BT, HEE
G5 YA AR — B — B B A SRR R

1971 45 % 3l 0 355 4 56 A AR A v i e A [
1980 4 2 A 7 H Chaussy Z&{# F Donier 2 & K FEAL
PLJE & Donier HM1(Human Mode 1) fE5Je B K%
WIRSMNELSERL T ARE 1 AR5 oy 5 45 40
R BLORAJE HM2 F1 HM3 BLE AR 4k [ fit. 20
el 90 B, Ao rhdr B R E— DR, FF
U6 T WG R IR ST W R SRR B B8 AR ko A i 5
S FRAERS i B 1R IF R (extracorporeal shock
wave therapy, ESWT). ZEE W, 1970 £ EKR
RKFEME=ZFERRZEEBRE R LB HLS A
BRSN SE B FI B ) AR S B, FRIE B 1983 4E B K
J& ESWL £ARE 4, vy WewE AHL Ik A2 7= i K b
FA#EA TR

ESWL A AAASR i H Bty ek AN AR, RARTE

* ERERBIERES (10472136) fil 2005~2006 £ K1 H KRB 24 WA

t E-mail: jqchen@cqu.edu.cn
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Baia b, BB REB NI, RESHHA
AAMREF AREEH Bl T E TRHHER, 80%
PLEMR A LR A AHREEABRARIFER,
HL3F BRI AFE TR AR A R B A S &
% BFH N REYE BB ERE, R R B R
RREE, B R SRR AR, B2, 68 T 2
BAK. BT ESWL A AR A B G B RO RE R R,
5t 55 B AT W R T T s A i e T s (40,

SR e PRFAIT 55 24 % 3 ESWL A8 6] 7% = ) Bl
Ve, A5 4 0 R P58 S I, 2 T A AL 4 A o
DA e 1B 7K e, R 3 SR 2 L 45 405 0 7T R 4 4
3%, 5 ESWL H, 2B 40 ML /N L4 L A I 55 58 55
ZPRBEAE. X ERERRE SR, ESWL ILE
B R 2% BTk, 4R BRITIRE G
T WA B 5 U, RTIXT TSN R B, 005k
LR B AN LRE R B E SR AR F A X
Ry 6~101 R4 ESWL JL P B T g s 44, |
REEFHKI LA PTE 2 ik, BE 3 KIBIT.
B, T 25% MSRAIESE 1 WIRIT G AR 45
. B RS AT 20mm, B 2 T AR
PVHE TR B BB A7, B 45 40 2 i AR i B 2 1k v
) — K BRI M R R R 45 f1, ESWL
PRI, EERK. B2, WK
KU EBAEH T B — Pk ESWL A BAR, DL
PR WA R SR B Mb.

2 ESWL gyt BERE

I A I A6 B 32 3 ESWL AL I sl G b o e O
A43A 3 e BOE, HEBECRIE R, AN A
Fe AR . BATE A HI A B ASFE
7R AR TRk, £33k ifESREEANEK
ISR A, DR ok e 3R A % o O ) = U R T W A
PN

B 1 o g s = (1 3 DonierHMS3), 245 1 /%
BLAY, I TR A4 (B T B — A AR B e B, S R LAY
AR AR R . EREA SRR, 7
KT B EEE AW B TR £ — AN JUAT A 0y AL ORI IR0
AER, DABRME ph i BB 00 1 A% 48 % BRTE Uk 19— &
4338 B U T IS TB R SR U R SR B, BT 2 L
il fEm B MHEBREX, BETHERAMSEHESZ K
RS T . EXENE X ESWL A&
SCHR, DA KRB ABIR KA R L. HR R A B
R S ) T Ok 2 VR O 2k P 7 A ) vt . BRTED R
HL i % 8 ESWL, W AE K T —ANBR w1 P 22 i %
A F FeL Mg 5, 7 () — B 220 R0 A [ 300 R 3850 B 7= A e

7 e ) R PR T 5 .

5

B 1 ESWL i i 28 A s 10 s 3

BrRAEFSA UL, ASCiHe F BRI HE K ESWL
A

Dornier HM3 £% 1 REEAPLKBRTEZE. B
RHEIHEE 2 RS 3 R EFaNL, HIkE
ThREFI SR R &7 &, PEARTARIT A, RERCR,
HEHEEAZEAEMREGE 1 KA. BT HRKRM
Teichman'! %t433% Dornier HM3 7E 4 19 7 F A HL
FIREA RE I 7ESE B0 4R 2000 Akt 5 45 44
PR F1 FDA AT LU g5 R B on, S5 KRB JLAARE
A WL TE A BE J7E8 At Dornier HM3 7 A BLEE 47
Jt A DornierHM3 # 4 HLE 443 2 ESWL [ “4
FRUE”.

3 ESWL gyiE& B E

T AR R R bl RS OB R R,
Sturtevant!'? 52K T RE 6 KL IT, Ak 5
i i S A R T S Y T RO R Bl S AT A
A 3 FhRAL. REHAR AR (perfect focus), LIFTEE
& (aréte) FIEEHZ (caustics). {HREX T K T #rdi
WU G IR A, 24 MR BB A FF KRR RS
SR

JUR S BB R Y BT RPN R A
PRIRA L (FH)) A 1.63x10 9 Pass/m, FH 1.62x
10~¢ Pa-s/m, AEBEEK A 1.53x107° Pas/m , KA
1.48x107% Pa-s/m , 5% 4.11x107 1% Pa-s/m. A i,
IKFI AR LU P e PR BT AR AR, TE B Atk
ESWL ik F KA £ A Bt A SR WF 5Tt AR o
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i B HH K NS A AT 2R AR B e i 4k O £E 35 55 B K
AN SRR KPR TTRER A Tait J5RE, WT#%
PN SR8 205 A TS ESWL KR i U
fty8h F1 % i) B 13~161 ESWL 4441 (in vitro) SEI6HF
FUMRAK THATH. B—TH, HTKSEHH
FRPEBHBUARZE LA B 2R, &SR D MRS (41 anfili)
jit % ESWL B, Dl s A fi .

ESWL BT 5T B9 B i 2 — RAF ST SR b v B¢
¥ 7 5 A0 IE W b s SCSE PR AR R (B SR  RR Fh IE TR
THE AR A BT, ST B RS BRSO B T
M. SEBRLFLRE ZIUTHEL B SRR AR
R

B ESWL B — A e 34 K T 2 o
B AR (B 1), JUT AR R B BE R T 2 A B i
R e (NS o ST SR AR 8) FIME R B JLAT P
JB (WG IR b % 5 W AR R PR RS 2 R A 4F) . AR T F
— AU Ry R I ERTE BT A B B 2, el
AR T S SR T 6 AR R I S 58 — LT L B, BIR
EH AR (R ESWL KT B R K —FhlE &tk

W BRTE pidi 8, XFF Snell SR & BEAS RO

B e S T B T Sy i SR, T B R IEH )
Gt, AHEMIAN AT RS M, Bl a<p, WE 2, 7]
. BV SR 2 5 2 R L 2R AR HR I (SEIUANAR), B e
oA 2 — R ESWL o B JLAT £ 05 Fo, BP
JUfT A8 5 Fy ANFFRSEBRA AR . SCHR 18] LU SN
T R Al T B SR AR M B AR, B (A

giRNFE 1.
/4
“ |
g |

NI 22

B2 A& SR A

F1 HEER (RPBESHEXNIA 3)

b/a  f/a Dja FIHTEHEH Mo #AKAEE C (m/s) FIHYE Vo(m/s) HfeFFmARE St shwELME
A 1 060 020 02733  1.0027 1471.98 1475.88 203.27 Fy 7 2f 4b
FstE 2 0.60 0.20 05200  1.0027 1471.98 1475.88 203.27 5B B4
F4tE 3 0.60 0.20 1.0000  1.0027 1471.98 1475.88 203.27 Fy J5 0.8f b
! R B . (2) X T R TR AR AN % L F) T e 1

[T11]]

— -
i
i
i

a

B 3 dR bk SR BN AN RS

F 1 PRIRERT b PRI AFE (Moo=
1.0027), RAHEs 1, 2, 3 BIBh )2 25 20 S AE X BR Bl
EJUTAE A By BT 2f Ab, JURTHR Fy EFIJLATAR
MOFy J5 0.8f Ab. RERFMELEEH: (1) T
TR TR R B T A B80T e ok S S S 4R 0%, AE TR 7
R RAE IR E R, BEE BUN S R BE K m, 52
PR R LT R B AT S 5 3%, X TFEY T
BERCT (9 B 4% SE PR L S LT A Py A, {HR
RN B KT A6 R T, SEBR AR = AT RE RS 1 JLAT

- 992 -

T ik e SO R AR AR, BIUR R TBRK, SEBR AR R )
JUfI 8 Fo DL, ol X F R —AN RS, 52
BrfE AR A RS 135 I 7R B {E 1 05,
AT B AR T 0 246 0% PR BT

BRI P8 5 R “rili PR AR (Stossswellen-
fokusierung)” (SFB27, 1982~1987 ££) Il ESWL 4 &
ER Y 2 —, Hd Chen!'d DIBHARA T E Wik
¥ Euler J7#24 & 5, FXRFAETT 5 Whitham
J5 ¥ 25 A BT AR B X8 7K T v i B RS N 3R AR SRR R )
AR M EEA I, H AR AR AR R R
R 25 5 5 5006 U9 FIRF. 44 R 76 A S Ak v 5k
—4MPa, XEWREZAH BB, AT ESWL #
WAL 7 2 AL

JERHBLLL Euler 75 2 i3 AUTE 24 H & 2B
WESE, B4 R U 75 4% 07 8 A 3R IR 15 7% 1% 2 S
AR BE EIFRIA Kirchoft #4375 ¥ R 5 3+ 5 R
e F N AT S O A AR 7 W 3 4k 0 4L HM3
BES13% Y Bl KZK (Khokhlov-Zabolotkaya-Kuz-
netsov) J7RE 122231 Sk B g V7 A8 R H i S B g AR Y



55 ok B —3pk 24, DU BT U by 3h fr 2%
i) TR B3] (HX 8 TR AR RE4 H U T A T 4
PR FH 25 A0 B R e

Tanguay[%] B B 2P A T 32 AL T 0 AT e 4 Ui A
PO R 73, @S2 AR =W AEWmAE T
T IER Euler J5H2, A F M SE BT TE % 3 77
(weighted essentially non-oscillatory, WENO) #{& >k
f#.  Tanguay 2¥7 T H B, W5 T AESLMA
T S5 AR XK et R B K o bty 3 AR R SR F R
Fo 3 R DA e A9 e e ok 08 F R R K e 9 R A S N
WAHRKENE, HFETRERSANA T RTHEAK
RILEL.

4 ESWL #iEgRiRGEARN HFHH

4.1 FRHMERE

Zhong % 7] fE K ESWL Wi &4, *f 6
FOARF R 250 (— KRS, BERR g Piss
BRI SA, RRSG . BEBAL 0. ER
250, R AR AR Z] (microindentation) £ AR M &
SiF A EFINUPERE, &5 R BoR X UM g H BA M
WRFE ) AP PERE. S AN B B # I
BRI SE, —KEREE A ShERES A
BE, BEBEAAEARRRE ARZ, BERASBEA
5BREESAAEIK. KN ERLBEWNE A
BAZER RN R, Bt e S A i Uk
BRDEERR 4 A A0, HAR 5 Mg AR MR R 16K
M FEA RS, RS & A AR KM
XK. BERE A HEER. WRKEY, RERE LK
ESWL 47 3 e k.

4.2 ESWL HZ&RMEMELBRGH D ZUH

AR ESWL HLE B B B35 £ 5 L0 A5 1 i
T, AT A IE(E L 20~200 MPa JE T 3B, J5
LU R {2 —7~—15 MPa B J7 I B, FE
SEIF A2 4~5 pslO20). 5B IR U5 B 7 ELIE £ 06 (45
RA —— XFERBIBEH, ERSIEEHEH. K
FHMEAMER, LA 4

Bl 5 f ESWL S2% 7 W i) A B A T8 T 4541,
H#Z R T RmmBER2 308 10mm fl 12mm. 45
0 TR T DAL A B s BT, 4 A T 2 T e T el
FHET71. X5 Tanguay 26 Z12 () 5256 25 B R — 3
B, R O B B RO R S L] B3 (spalla-
tion) FlZ4k..

FEX NSRRI o U PR BT
FREU ) SkAT, 77 DUEARA A & —AS P47 T B A0

T b B NG 5 8L T b O AE R T
IEANSGY, 76 B A 7= A2 1 BL Y 7 ke e 46 40 i i 5
TR B R AL 1 T & AR RO, R R 7 U B A AR
RCRL IR BL. H T kot e 07 U B ik 98 L 25 4 Bl i) R
SN, BRI BT BB 1 T ke s E R
WEEm, mE—NEBRINMN S, —BilRaEs
28 e ) B B0 IR A A s T PR T . X AR R Y
KA TG B O RGBT ) B VL. S SR NS I E ke
SORFEM A E RS AT RES R EHHES M ER. £k
N7 B AN B R R RSO, R R
THI BUSN TR R FR BL 77 98 A 18 78 25 4 A 30 U AT e 3 A
, MBACTNTREROH. BH, ARALIER
5N RS H R, 2T E U W — e, ek i
FAFBFBRERWLE G, 7EH AT RBLE N 7
WFIBT DN T3 e R 8E. BN BELS A - K (8
WA Z) T 7= AR 1 B — 8 343 BCBL s B T
BYPIN 73, X AR 2% I ik RAE S5 4 B R AR 18 B
m, A A EERRBEBERT, 440
%42 W] 1B ¥ Hopkinson &g 2729300 TiigdF.

B 4 ESWL HHEHEGKEREREE, B 2us/ #,
Y4 16 MPa/ #

B 5 HHEBALEAHA (BR 12mm, %HEZ 10 mm)

Lokhandwalla % 28] 3\ 4 22 (spalling) H & 4E
TEG AN FR—/NER 7 X, 2 9% 35 & ESWL B
FORA LB 1) S5 — FpL . DR {8 B 25 B ik o
BEHMBE PRF (pulse repetition frequency) i & &
1Hz, #£% 2Hz. fErhiBAEME ETREL TS A
BTSRRI AL AR —E, BREAN
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FRIRME (5 Ky, BN i ™= A 1 B N B5CBY D)
HBIRK) TEAN TR T, B, K. £#% &5
T A0 O 3 B T 7 A R W B ST 5 B IR 1 S AR
XM IR 1 SN IR B 7 R RO B A — A SR e
i, ISR A BON = A ke . X R
W A AW, A, W, SRES ¥
PEBE 5 vy B P TR, TR RN o A ISR
SHER R K.

2001 4 Eisenmenger 2% MYE##AHE (qua-
sistatic squeezing) BigHH (B 6), K &L UFEHH %R
TE TR AT 330G AN s i ¥ e K T FH A8,
FEEMEHLGER, R5HHSHABMEESRE RN
ME. BEEXPERRKTAAER, HTEkE
KA (SRR ) 14T 3o R B A T B e PR B 45
ARG (N 7)) B, 7E4A R E K
ATHEIIE IR T Bk B2 1 7 ke B BR OB 2 40 7= AR
WEEASBEIEM, WE 6 iR P, & AEHE
TRAEBHE. AKE 1AM EEESE FITT
WERIAERE T ). SXFER R R R — 2 1. BrEmE
REBRFT MR EETE 1 DR,
XAEIRE U A TG ESWL a3, EXIR
FEWEAFHRAER, MYA 20mm; AT 2us
P ik e S B2 I IV), T AN B SR B Y ) ey AT U ARIX
1 1E JE 7 7T BARAR B 10~30 MPa, B 47X B 2 3
WAL AN TE A B RE 2 MPa. X Fi# R 2K
BARRAHEXABARE T, @tE#fF & Donier HM3
“EIRUE. (HREFESIL: R [30,31] KL 45
BRI IFHESSEERE, 41 Hopkinson %
MK R B OISR 25 R

K6 s EEA

B 5 FIE 7 fros B ESWL S250 25411, A5
THD b 387375 W AT 0L S R, 53k I UE R T 3R i i 5 K
1) 24 2 AR 1% 0 T AR R AR THE. =SB R 2 i it
T B A2 1 R S U I B R B ) 0 R A
- 594 -

BB . RENERRH SIS
BRI ML, vl U AE 25 40 S0 3 AN P B AR VR
A BR) K /N B SO il B THD H 5 R B 25 A R A RN B
TR E 2 — B0l kA se s i N T 2500 BT U
TR AT L3 2 ph B (31:36~390 . 22 4 T DA SR 452 L i e
XFERTHRBUEI VI ROMRE. W R (I E ) Fi
e R T DA 23 £ T T 4t R AR R B9, e
WENKEZ RS AR ES, SHTTERE K.
3 [40] WIWFFE R, 27—y 7= A2 1 2 W 5 5
B R, JEEEFRKIEE 2 A il W SR T A
ER. xRS RALSBRG R EENHEEA. £
—ETEE A, BRI IR A 2 A BRI e 7 0 {E 1
ESWL, /N IX R 45 6 5006 1 78 E ) ESWL
R AT RG] L EE B S BRI AR R
VRS RO AS 2 5 I e, SRA S5 i R E £ 2
B A TE R A R (4

B 7 i ESWL s 8 18kV, 375 WK i 5 IR B i 25 ph3E

(W E A 34+ 10 mm)

REL, PSS FIAERR S B R AT AR A vh B B
FEWCR B X T2 24F09% 57 3 W Flv i A IR BL 0T
TEHWBERERM, PF5EF KRR —B. T
FEABFEBRABRNNEFL. ik kHRE
23R i P B AR SR L. 0 R S A &
TR AR T7 2 T ) B A 5 AR L Bk R R S —
B, 20 K ESWL 85T A 2540 BB 4 FH 4L 240
ite R (42 th— B R — R E PR AR H AR
AH 2 PR F T 58 B

5 ESWL #F&H=tME

FEMTAR TRE, e AR, KR TR, Armfe T,
K TTHUBREE £ SRS 2 1 B S AL BLER, B4R
Bl B2 7 BOR AR N P A A o e, AU A
RBAEEYE TR EWZE K. ESWL iy
LG R0 ST 4 P O_TE R XA M BTN, it
RTFZEWBIWT H 2.



fE ESWL w1, fEph i Bs ¥ B T BEAT,
JEA BN R B AR, e ke £ 2 )5,
W RFFBER . KAAEM S % 100us J5,
AR H A5 A X 20 RO AT RE L A T
BB R BB RS A, 3 A
5 P SEE D0 A8 T UL A ) AN R B SR BT, DA AE A
FE25 0 _E B i B B 9 BERIT TR . 259 R B R4 B
ARWEH AR =W 9 S E % R
BUR, FRES K RE R AR BRI E 7 ke (44450
TSl XA B AE B UL B A A A Sy Ak
Sy V), ez Loy 1 et 1) R AR A I A 3 T B
YRR AEXIT AR . AR PRI A — e AT s R
B0 K I T B B o e [ A R [48~02) L
BRa. HEeE.

FIR T 4K #EIS Kb e KT 100 MPa, L
ESWL S H v il I 58 (~10MPa) & — &
& HERKXERWEUEY, Lk E 0.1MPa fiJF
KN B2 AL, 3 g2 B A K R S AR RS2
KT R A P A% B BB, X S Bk
T B35 AE == I RE B AT DLHE BT TN 2 v I B IR T
R HRAE, B 1495354,

Leighton 25 55~581 23R T /6 e A i 44 b 17 1
Ppokl (Bi2R1R) R sih. X R RA S IR0
BUNTF 10 pm A ARNE T ABARH DU H k. Bk H
G541 B 2 T B B AT BB AR AR AL, 4RI IR 1B
I, 33X g 7 AR IR A AT SR AR R B R B
AN I RS A . WA R 45 0 2 Tt AT REAE
A M AEXT BRHS I B . 7RSS B AR, 5
i A Bt 32 THD 1 Gl o v DA B 5 A A A T VA ey B 4
o, HRATREAEAE 4. TR A AL A,
— U F R ESWL Ui T g A A |
AR B350 g T Bl H AR AT 1 23 W LS 7
Py 1 R T IR B, T &85 4 P 7= A S BT 2 i B g
fEA Tk (500,

ESWL =R IS5 050 A A [ I 7 ¥
ESWL W £ EESH 77, = E &,
R RAR, LI PR R 2, H R I SE R Ty
BT, AREBERESRNEE LSRR
b RO R AT RS S R A - I
g (61 75 g Sk pe R 00 T 0 s v A Ay (9204 4R 9l
AT 30 5% 4% W A X AR APH I 0 AR 23 bl (65081,
BUR AR I 45 9 xRS (530, e fk 2 A T 0
Xt PR 2 B b (001, R AT SR 3R O AR AL
(PVDF) 54+ FIEL4% i ds (70 &

6 Fim ESWL =LA R

JBCHEL LS R B TR (PRF) R 42 1 25 AL B A 580
RPN EEYHSHL

JBC R F 8 ) 7 A o e e ) R P K, TR
REREA R, Tanguay®) )45 B2 01 B il 4
SHE RGN, 290 2 W OB B0 Rl R A, Rt
BT =9 SRR R R R, W EEY
b R A bk i O 90 6 DA BRI A X R B S A R R
EFHmM, HXFRT RS ER. WX FAE&
B 25135, AU € S R s B % B2
) A B AR A, AT, IR AR SR TR A
B SR R, IO 224 7 ik e 5 PR R X L F) A R R, i
BT M M0 MH, 15 PR IR BB A 45 0 0 1 2R 1 (] e 7541 21
378 2

Delius SR % o & BLIE K PRF & {414
e E M. Cwik % ] RIAF K PRF F5
BRI EPEZE S BRI T 0.05Hz BF, 25 2 kb
AW 1 kb s 5 M= EmEeK, A
FEBUR AL R85 R B B B AR R B ] i McA-
teer iE W (73], EAR P SE IR A4k ISR R, 0.5 Hz B
P LI R HE I 1~2Hz A 3. 7EKH Al DL
RF| S ERE A PRE F8 s m, (52X
HEYN, FHeyEKE.  Sapozhnikov 2 (74 32 Fil
B K F 2 AR AE T ALK T 25, T Sokolovl™] w42
FIEGRE =AM ER. 75 2Hz MEET,
240 R TR A AR AR K 1 2 Y T A U R 1 S
ZAE T — vy U B S B R B BRI T S WA A AR
5. GRS EW, 0.5Hz 5k oh 5 2 R AU 15 25
FOFRCRE R, T HRRE T ARG, KA
T WA RITI IR, Wa R0 A B £ 1t PRF 5 & 1 He,
EZ 2Hz

Hog b, BOESIER PREF £ 38 23 0 1 P45
AR R M IRIT BRI, Tanguay?% 3% F Churchl*4]
JE TR A S WA ATHUE T, R SRR
PRF {38 b 2k, 002390 R 70 L % B0 1 Bk ol
Z IR ERE| A AT, B P42, PRE &
i, SRR, ESmERE - S
MTRBEBHRLMEER. Tanguay iH AR 23
H & BT 42, XA ) = In AT T 8UE
H, RSB AY A, Bz RSN RE =
WP =S B B B R R TR A&
BRIEE, SHRMRIEERRHXRGER, 3
43 EABRTE YAk 1) e 7 e T 20 I8, W 7 15t RN 34759 ik
W DA W ORI, 5 B R R T IR R BE. R
IR o} 23 60 2 9 7 7t BEL A T i o O 4% B R 3R 4,
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A R AL B R T BRI,

FERPER I WAR (BlanH ) &, AR
52 3 R BB S A AR EON H i ST W 4%
), BrARSE A EBEEMBEDK, AR agonm U9 &
TXHE B S5 30 o e e D A B AE H R R R A
B kAR 77 Church4] g7 H- i 23 ¥ G Iy 245
R, RN T2 AR FIBE G SHE W 2R 8. $4k
o 781 ) Pl VG 3 R 5 B R R R B A AN () 1 6 e A
FR Xt L P T80 HEL 3 G ) 2 I il % T 4 3 R S
ZWARAEE N, =W K & RS R B, =
YL 1R 2 i ) S0 B A i R O 1 K T B . FERIF S N
T3 A% R LR S A B R B (700, K B 5 A
TR AR AN (R TR BT, VT 1 I 9 EK) 5 4 R R
FZK. 2 A5 A b o B R BON 25 Y3
2 500 YR, A AR RS 250 R R A N 3% 1
KE 66%, M 2% B 11%. 1x 7 1 A4 i F koK K
T HA R SR,

7 e S Ak B, T 2 A B ML B T R A, 91
e KRR SR BT S5 E | MPa B8 E 40 BE, B3]
TREERE MG EE MR R R B sz
B R, 3 R A A TR T W A A e i e (7381

SCHR [59,82~86] S5 UE T 75 4 &k I ORI 4t s
U A 2 0 T PR A A 05 B SRR R 7E 0.1 MPa
RS, AR LB U P AT DA B o 5 R
20 i (50 SR RO VAL ¢ B OB R 25 4 %
FRMEFEMER. PRF 5¥MKKR, f PRF 5
SRR RAMK, PRF Hi%4 1Hz FEIHE
MLit 0.2Hz B3 BT, fns% s an M4 N R
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STUDIES ON MECHANICAL MECHANISM ABOUT STONE
COMMINUTION AND TISSUE TRAUMA IN EXTRA-
CORPOREAL SHOCK WAVE LITHOTRIPSY*

CHEN Jingqgiu! WEI Chunxia DENG Ting TIAN Zuan ZHANG Xiaoyan

Department of Engineering Mechanics, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400044, China

Abstract Extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy (ESWL) is a most successful application of shock wave and
its focusing technique in clinical fields. Because of its non-invasive nature, high patient comfortableness and
high lithotripsy efficiency with lower costs, this treatment has been at the forefront of treatment of kidney
stones. But there are some shortcomings, such as lower lithotripsy efficiency for big stones, short- or long-term
side effects, nonreversible loss of organ functions. The process of stone disintegration and concomitant tissue
injury caused by actions in ESWL is very complicated. To maximize the effect of stone disintegration and
minimize that of tissue damage, the theoretical study of ESWL, both laboratorial and clinical, has been carried
out along with the invention and the improvement of ESWL. Today the mechanism of stone comminution and
tissue damage is much better understood, but some important aspects remain to be cleared. While the direct
mechanisms of stone comminution and tissue trauma of focusing shock waves are better understood now, its
indirect mechanism, the cavitation induced by shock waves, is not very clear and is still a challenge and a
hotspot of the researches on ESWL. The standard on the efficiency and the security of ESWL is in a process of

improvement.

Keywords ESWL, spallation, fatigue, cavitation, quasistatic squeezing
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