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Application of oral mucosa in repair and reconstruction of ureteral stricture CHAI Shuai-shuai, LI Bing. Depart-
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[ Abstract] The repair and reconstruction of ureteral stricture, especially the repair and reconstruction of upper
and middle ureteral stricture, has always been a major difficulty in urological surgery. If end-to-end ureteral anasto-
mosis is not possible, the only options in the past are ileal ureter replacement and renal autotransplantation, causing
great surgical trauma. The application of oral mucosa greatly reduces the trauma in the repair and reconstruction of
upper and middle ureteral stricture, bringing a new option to those patients with upper and middle ureteral stricture.
This paper summarizes the application of oral mucosa( buccal mucosa/lingual mucosa) in the repair and reconstruc-
tion of ureteral stricture.
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