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% 1 Causative Agents of Urinary Tract Infection

Asymptomatic infection Symptomatic infection

E. coli 11 52.4% 29 70.7%
Klebsiella 5 23.8% 8 19.5%
Proteus 4 19.0% 2 4.9%
Enterobacter 1 4.8% 1 2.4%
Pseudomanas 1 4.8% 0 0 %

22 40

#* 2 Prognosis of UTI

Asymptomatic Symptomatic
Follow-up pediod (mean) 15. 8mos 11, 6mos
surgical Tx 1/21 4.8% 5/41 12.2%
Recurrence 3/21 14.3% 10/41 24.4%

70.7 % & asymptomatic infection ©52.4 % X b &
ETHHENEE S,

BARBERIFEHEC 1 fOoATH - 7.

2) Ui

IVP Rt VCG FrR.Cix, asymptomatic UTI ‘¢
FHEBORELZED B 016 FF10462.5%, T
MREOREIX14#6.3%, FH114168.8%CHh D,
symptomatic UTI ¢34 ~ 36 - 25 5, 69.4 9%, 2
#15.69%, §H27%, 75.0%THYH, MHCEBEDOEY
DT\ T,

N TR

asymptomatic UTI 21 f|D FH follow-up 15.8% A,
symptomatic UTI 41 G 3EH follow-up 11.6 + i
BNTE2 OML FECHIETE~ 4.8%, 12.2%, B

O % 14.3 55, 24,4 95 TH D BB FHHITIEH
RUBFRD L MEFEN R Hhic,

z &

asymptomatic UTI o %5 By EFIC O Clils BHE
DBHBHEZAEBbAD, 4SEFIHD asymptomatic
T t® symptomatic UTI o B RE] 45 £ T X sympto-
matic UTI 2\ CRFEGERAOEE 22 | {, HR
BHECEHEATD BRI, Lo LU RERIT KV Tk
LT ERC A OAEECRBROBRE ¥ - Tk D,
EBHFHE2E 2 84, asymptomatic UTI @D T
 VEREETRIY routine ex. X LTTW, ¥ HEHiZ
NoOBRROBER, MLERESOREL I - TELD
NELEbhis,
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