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wivew masnalasumaibirmndaamansoildlugihod ndnglasmsausng Sondt Hydrostatic
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reduction %382 Enema reduction S alduuiSow 1INR0 @9azmedu wieau uaziluiimsinyn
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milumsquasnmnfihsfmanzdildnduny

nsalddudy (intussusceptum)
indausdaios (invagination or telescoping ) 19111
‘luﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁmﬁagﬂawﬂiw (intussuscipiens) 3un
1 mazald@nfuny (intussusception) 1fu
aunainuldvosiigaveniizyniiuniages
viodhwdin Linnugifnsafuiess myitede

s

d1ulvnjap11AuN 1A TIANNEINB UT UG8
w ar 4 w 2 £ e
Aun1ssnEFdFuuamanmsinuuuulinida
dlusuduusn  nisldnsitisdauazmsinma
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pndsarmnzauinnudiAnednaba
UG =y
HWEIH N UHAHDSHETIDANIN
msnaunyesdild@ifinsivnzudinae
smoonuilunaziwulddnd  dunquiiie
ymAsilionduiuudhiseunaiveen dunai
miiRanzdld@nduniludnaiulug hinsw
aune (idiopathic) diuipeniweIBammasa
o . L v _
AU (Jeading point) Fawuldfaoni 5% 1u
Meckel diverticulum, duplication cyst, polyp
viia tumor ngudineigesndl 1 1heu ¥ie

winni 5 1 Slamawuneianmasaaaiauls
neenI? wazwuiunanzdldndunuldios
ﬂ‘gllu‘IUﬂfjué)ﬂaa Peutz-Jeghers syndrome,
Henoch-Schonlein purpura, cystic fibrosis
wiolaendIndn

Uszane 90% (HaRaildidndiu Heum
wisudndludldlnadruduiifoniizia
ileocolic dufmanifluriia ileoileum, ileo-
ileocolic ¥3a colo-colic Faazifindtldvinniy
nasindesinulasmsenda® Weiadldndui
dulvgazfionnsBouwdunazyunsy Fealdsy
msudlulasau desnefesioinsiess e
aldndunuszinaniuuifeifanisgaduves
nMuduamanizyeamlduavasauilaain
mesentery ngnautihldrsszinmsdedivaz
sunaunsivaiisuladia lfideamlvandu
nduiansnweudeaun:inaviliidend
ruduideadosfosasiolil Wilwaldua
doauaznildlaommizailuves intussusceptum
Sldvendymnniuimiudadoaunaiivani

wuennNdinn aondnmmaasediin auzvmemeans pAnsdusiumaad
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pguanidui@en siganaddnuaszyniuden
afy currant-jelly msnaunuvesdilduasil me-
sentery gnassudilidrmiliiRadnunzniu
Founfrdldnionduinozadildildndnsn

anyaENINAaNn

@waihuiunsiiindoigining
@ou Ba 2 P Shidhuweane Sonasuns
& eemIuuuiRsuwdu Bnezisaniunie
Foalvuusadhnin o uamadamsthafeanuy colic
wpzithithaveufnennueundurlerifanssy
fulg wammandnzduiinnmseneudaiiu
amsiwuldtosiige dewazadildfeuuazd
gansvluynidendadodindudnumuzinme
difyveanzil plinudnusztimuaging
Tudihene@eny mMswudnyuennalinasy
W 3 etnie 1heves meludesuazadild
feunuldtfosnin 500°

wennniighsaniioimsseumas Fu
Wioudy anan on wiedifeulwamannsminled
foudindildnnnisasresumednwuiildse
Trsaumn uazfnauSnaisemnuynalseswun
AoudINlar (Dance’s sign) MIATIINN
muminenadldieunisldgansniuden

iinunneldszidviemanhudulse
Aademudumoladiusunielinnizimz
pImsuazaldaniay

MINTITIHVRBIAIAN
Mutenasiyednias (Plain abdomen)
fssnunnwiensssyoaiadldiu

frelumsitianshite 50% wasviv upright 1l

Usslomlifn@uninniin supine® uifiali

awsoldmBiesefniveufiindunisae

pthausnivi dnuznwe nmstAnuTutuszos
paffiamazl Iagluszozusnazlndld Ao
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ﬁﬂﬂﬂaﬁwnﬁaﬂﬁq‘ﬂﬁﬂ soft tissue mass 1Ag
Jnnuigeateaiuunuu ewwudeuludildlng
(interrupted air column sign) Fanldesni
50% (mw‘i‘i 1) anuAnndduiwuldun aulu
dldlnajanas auludildidnanas Tumaasaiudhy
fmuauniogenszlu cecum Adumialnd
aunsousnnnziianldla® drflumnuetswy
dnvaizveadildidngadu (mwil 2) erawuny
dasludoanosnnaldnzqlduddaluined
swanrimuiae wiluned ldsumssdauazn
Taldnzgia’
Tuneidhuasnandiinadonzdld
ndumnnn Tngmmedermadhunihiniu s $u
hinuzsihWdaasnninenasdreaios Idds
asndaanaiionmMsauanuay

d‘ L) ax

N15a3U (enema) IWBIUINY

msaamldnglasnmsarunilavie
Barium enema Lﬂag"ﬂummsnmmgm&m%ﬁ
Mt mzald@nduni wazldlimsauniie
Tagldfasiiusadnazais (water soluble con-
trast medium) wiegIuaTIlnulFauniofia

£ -2 P W Rt .
mivoulaoonladd 18 Taveslidhunz meniscus
sign 30 cup-shaped filling defect 91ndIui
¥4 intussusceptum ViAmPudouyuuINH
4 a < o “ o
voauuSon (MwN 3) asnuiad vieaw i
=h % » 4 &'I -

wuissumsnidllegszvintesives intussuscep-
tum U@z intussuscipiens IHanymzadwYRaIN
a/3an3e coiled spring sign atwlsian
tgrubifisuldmsaauienmsitianoudihnly
P o
WoNSnEN

s d

9aaI1IW 1IN
msitanenzaldndunudrvdann

gitauhlunseiie 98%-100% uasi

ANuTIWE 88%-1000%"" Tusdafiiinsaeil
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AR 1 mwengwsddesias waadliifiudouinaasarldnduny (head of
intussusception) 13l soft tissue mass nelly transverse colon (ﬂ?é}
t3an91 interrupted air column sign 158 meniscus sign WATWLINN
anlualdauannrasdamiaenas FenmsasiaznuIARETINg
1ild1 (empty right lower quadrant w5a Dance’s sign)

2 AnmusAwLLatuazAaudieswie wassa ldanneeneluniainnis
mﬂm%mlaﬂmmu 'aunluuammmnm‘lanaunu%«mmﬂu soft
tissue mass wwaamumafmﬂ (ﬂ'auu'\ﬂﬂ‘w sigmoid colon) (anﬂ‘s%)
drunaanuataTwuadlua ldanag

=k
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NN 3

NSAIUAEILULTEN Lﬁuﬁ'@ugummdquﬁwmﬁﬂﬁnﬁuﬁumﬂqﬁwm

wuiSadlvansue cup-shaped filling defect %5a meniscus sign

=7 v & a
sraudsldanansumls

Aaumwaziuiisadnyny  doughnut luniw
@nYI1 ¥30 pseudokidney Tumwenue i
asananlfanuue hyperecho uazseuuaniilu
hypoecho ifagiiuiimswanniaasailisg
aztduaga (high resolution transducer 5-10
MHz) lfidudluseuiiii mivwesdildounu
Wmmfu lumwaavieervmuilu multiple
concentric ring sign Uaz crescent-in-doughnut
sign (910 hyperecho ¥83 mesentery meluzy
199 voeniagldiflu hypoecho) daulunn
muvvzwuiilu sandwich sign ¥3e hayfork
sign  wendnilerawusemiindesilifiudu
hypoecho mtlu mesentery Tédas! (Mwdi 4-6)

pranuidiluseaiedudiuindili
winlitiss laghitenfludevulumsinulay
MU uAMAWUIE debris Mouaaanaild
snnaidearieniuazhinmiinsanuiesnm®
nazdwuiindiegmaludeudldndusuaz

uaadansviadeavesdilduazazlilssey
ANuduSnnmsaIuinuIe Nl vedIn Yy
(p<0.001)°
Iadmawenesiasehdldndunui
nadeariefiuilomy (bowel necrosis) e
81 latl¥ Doppler ultrasound fis1vaiufifinmn
Ko 125 519" wuiluwdneigiesuazil
IMIWNUNT 48 Flazanslinudayan
(@ea (blood flow) egnibdIAYy MINATI

s =

wudyanoudsa (blood flow) aziszauaiu

L

°o o ar 3 v

difinamsmusnndsamnnninguiinm
hinvedaihivdhany wdnsfiarslinuduana
1fe9 (blood flow) A lufludevhnulumsaiuinm
#ariu Color Doppler ultrasound ¥138 Doppler
ultrasound addsdemilumsinennudide
Tumsausnmn

dassw gl selemnilunisdiane
Sldndusuwiin ileo-ileocolic Anamuludld
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dndadld Faduldonmsansnndninnde fuegiilu complex frond-like loops i3l
wamahaumeldmsmsusssannand de Uislvmilumsitatvieusidmmazdildn iy
vundesin ileocecal valve Wi udilddn susiiaildndnajsesindsmsiigal’
dulaend ssfudnasdeudldiSninduy

MWA 4 NMWARYIIAUSIY multiple concentric ring sign WBIHUIA AT UG
sauuan uay crescent-in-doughnut sign (91n hyperecho 83
97 [ a. 4
mesentery AUl Ludaluglaniia)

L . . Rind - .
mwﬁ 5 PINFINENILUANHME sandwich sign w58 pseudokidney sign

i ao’ $ 1 1 4 o B xu A
rnf 6 uaasianuvaasdaiwilu hypoecho agnelunaualdniuiu
(anAsd)
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UONINUUDAFTIFIINEINIITOATIVNY
FaRendndudnni (leading point) @i

3 =2 8 = =t 4 1,5,12
MITIUATIVAIGTTNUNG  UUITHY NI

QL

N1IFINHN

dlasdealdsunisquasnyiidhiuas
udlymsnlasuwlasveshanmefiiieduainni:
dldgadu 01mdld msneh mudsauga
indousluhame

dumsnndldinduiuil 2 mama fie

1) fnuilasmshifaasmemsaiusnu
39031 hydrostatic reduction %38 enema
reduction dvsldnalavazidensshl

2) $hwilaemskian Hilunsdininu
fidldnzq 1A peritonitis finzfon arawy
wm%amwﬁzﬂuimﬁw (leading point) viseau
sl Teodamhvesudliledugaoin
fulme Wedudnnilineumdsesnliaudild
meunduiy (manual reduction) Wipns@INAU
TisanAaadlddiuindusuesnhudrdalas
mgeusmty SmunnSanmauilinisinm
mué’nymzwm%ﬁmwﬂguq AMIzImInFeuding
auuluszeEnaInnnITiIaaie  MIlinadia
(adhesion) udsaliinadildgaau (obstruction
W30 volvulus) wuld 39-6%"°

mssnumdesuInailumsiaduiy
Tnu3uiinimi hydrostatic %38 enema reduc-
tion Aaudliliveyhy driverhuvievihlid S
Asnulaemseida

ssnyne3saIu (Enema Reduc-
tion)

MIAIUNNNNINUNAITV UM AIWUA
@199 11%'6amﬁmﬁmmmﬁ'ﬂuﬁﬂfﬂmguam"u
slddndusulimgaesnihuuuimanissnmi

- fd

vouiunahl uadaidennifeafiag/lildinitla
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= <

AngamazvianmsinunSvudounidedold
anudiBasen iz Indouusimsaiuinuily
V&a’ L4 - d' L 13 g t 0 o b
lgyunuriiavasasnldeiumuuuagalilads

a4 A ~ .1
DUNAITHITIDO AL AIU

1. anzumsndeuvssaildnauny

Togdnuuzupanizdldnduu v
Widamazaildgady dildnadeaniome mild
N=a 1A peritonitis UANAA septic shock M3
adildnzgwuliiesndn 34" Tasernfanou
WioaluvniEivi enema reduction Al 1147
Nz9InMI enema reduction eruialudld
flndviadlddnaideadlas Fudvifedy
nanwedny 1dun szauanuauludldive sses
naildanudseabliug uazgudhymzvesms
il

P @ ¥ d' e
2. miaenyihenezyil enema
reduction

87w

D INUBINIINT enema reduction e

) ok

finn=Fen
2. fidldnzg

[

3. 1AM peritonitis

dihivdeadivilianudisslunieh
enema reduction anaa uazlilomaiadildnzg
Wudufoleo

1. 0gdesnd 3 Rouriewinn 5 Y

2. Whuannuni 48 T3l

3. UAADDNNNINIIITVUN

(hematochezia)
4. fiamsnahyuus
5. finmealdidngaau

3. mMAUAIMAIIN enema reduc-
tion

anuditiumsausnyuasmafaanld
negiflunalasasaninanuauludildng 1inms
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IIATIEITNAIRAT I

naoodunywuiianuduilify 120 mmHg
@3 hydrostatic reduction W3ahiliu 108
mmHg dwiumssudmvanhiiiiiadldnzg'°
anudY 120 Tadmanloniivihsuanugves
qauuon (60% wi/volume) i 3.5 Wawo 105
ELAmAT sz AU AR BUsi i undo
vijomsazaodugs 5 Wende 150 wuAwAs

VAV AIUNVNAM YA I AN
anuduldaniuazlszaumnadiGaninn e
avna@an'® wasmsnhanhlaeaiu (balloon
inflation) azviivAIVAUANUAUIAERTITUAY

mansoshszauauauliaily
529 hydrostatic reduction ld#ndns
mudsanFeznumsldsunasszduanuay
Fuadldinnnit wiadansfinanusuiuetie
Wuiiuargauszduiidldoenild® Saufhung
nanilafiofunehmsmudsanillommams
negueadildldganin

mMsdudsuuSouasiangaa 3 fe
anhiiu 3 A% afaz 3 il wnilaiuiivims
mudsvaamaimelanismnuvesdansiannd
Felufisuanonniadio Filinaansaaauld
Tusivaswauads  sazansodugilunate
Falmsemlddilugiausndilidide (delayed
enema) MansdlauFvauriothings %2 dnju
ANVAITINNMIAIURILAUHTBVDUNAINIGIH
msmfvessaanmnilaeialiaganiins
dauduuiBy

maildanavhildiRuanudiSely
myansn  anduiumsiidnAueguasios
fmiloumsm Valsalva maneuver Favl
UszauanudiBslumsmushrnndu wozag
flaanumldnzq'®*

3.1 pIsEIuMBuLTen  (Barium
enema)

wizfhdsivinnunuds  fagiud
dathdTmsinenasywhmasaoniulasiane

¥ e A’ 3
Tulszmelne lusrsaugramdaiimuindszay
anudiBaganiuanounazhitandaiuunnny
MImudIeITaus® uduuilinezgnunud
8 8 > > A =
frsmsarudavaudildinias Fluoroscopy 3o

8 ‘0’ - G d s L 4

msaudgiundeniemsazarsdudildiaio
ar o v e .2“1 .
gaaannl uamunddihenneihivinues

g

ginyniadszaumsallumsmuiisuisaldns
audsuuould YoAdedovesiTiiaail
Yoh
a 21 v o togs @ e
1. waduSveglunuaiddiigndes
(55%-90%)
ar of & 1 o
2. Hdunnddulnafiszaumsniuaz

o o et
ﬂukﬂﬂuqﬂﬂfﬂ?ﬁﬂu
& A M

3. mwsedtansallddnnnausud
damienyld (ileoileum)

4. wuildnzqldfos (0.39%-0.7%)

Jaidsy

1. unsennadenasd Wi
MMIaIugRIINg

2. mdldmzquziiia chemical perito-
nitis RNLLGOY

5. Wummuilodofiogmelurosdild
Wini (intraluminal content)

3.2 MIEUTBmsTUEYinazaimh
(water soluble contrast medium)

fimssmnda0iiithivin  ns@inife
dildnzaasviiliid peritonitis Aiguusatiosns
maldutGon Failudainii uannudiSeludng
558U (80%) ua:éw"iﬁ"m:qwu"lﬁ’lﬁﬁaan’iﬁ%‘é’u
(3%)

3.3 NMsa@Iuaeal (Air Enema vise
Pneumatic reduction)

msinasifufidoumnnlulsemasu
nounvzseniumsnasluewinimile 1Hnm

Tunsanufesnil uazmaiinlun1snsadiey
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P
AN 7

u#m3 Hydrostatic barium reduction i filling defect uazuuLFaIN

ot [ ) & . . . _» »
funsnidqllssuinetuass intussusceptum uwaz intussuscipiens 19

anumz coiled spring

Fluoroscopy a:ld13unassfdesniinisaiu
MouuiFoy  dnsnuneiuiadldnzggada
2.8%%° wazlilomaiia tension pneumoperito-
neum srmilidEnngameliviorludud
Touiizmildesinn® dufadildnzqunain
zidnuazhiimiuwinszaisvesganszuimin
uazdRIMoligy  @T0MIUANAARINTZAY
anuauludldlvaldnasanar mseudle

Anusziasznhzasmuiadildnzgld dod

ooada o &

Joifvvedituiaei
4
CY)
1. Had59gRuIn (70%-95.69%)
2. Ahdldsulinusiddesniins
TIUAIWUVITY
3. mldhinnn 57051 wazazens

w A

“datde

1. suasennadenysd yvilinan
MNSAIURNTING

2. maiamlénzagenit (0.14%-
2.8%) uaziiloma@iia tension pneumoperito-

neum

o e -

3. mdtnsaldidnnndudundamae

g (ileoileum) ¥ildtfpauaziing

s Fumwizidleidofiognivluges
dldimiu (intraluminal content)

3.4 pmussasthmgldmsmaulag
8an311  (US-guided aqueous enema)

219l une (normal saline) 115351
(tap water) @1sazaly Hartmann’s v3eainiu
$#i30919 (diluted water soluble contrast
medium) ANUAUBIAAANINMIENMUITRS
nndihevieaninmsaamnhdedeuasia
szauauauludld v fla®® deuldisms
Sovupuiinunlulszmauouiedeazusen
wazglayd wamsinulszauanudiSegann
BUREINY  (76%-95.5%) uazwudldnzglion
wn @nenumess 1 lu s2s 519)427% ms
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MIWIFIIHMEATIVA

]
A =4

muedsiluivesitagunaildlumsaiu
dWosnnluiimalFadienasd wilvdszauanu
° o & o o ar

A13UNIITREILINAY  uWNdAMI NI

aunsafiamuyiumiauuazquafiildegig

s 2
= Qr of

lndSamasanar Yedveidovedisiini

L)

Waf

1. hifisusnsanfadonass vl
pafiiimsmuhignada

2. WadBIguNn (76%-95.5%)

& + @ 2 N R/

3. udiulsensuvesaldniunu
nvua NI elusoariag

4. musadaneanl#dnAinduiun
gamdeeg (ileoileum) uozan (leading point)
Ig@nn

5. wuaildnzqldes (0.26%)

N A

daide

> ar o~ oot

Foamssidunndailszaunsailunis
A71900m19121]

3.5 mamuaisaumeldmimnilay
8anTa1 (US-guided air enema)

Fuitmsthdedveanisaiudisands
137 a0 YsrauanudiGege uasdodvos
Sanny1ii hidsuanennidienassdiasun
Tt udilimaasaafidesidaiismnauh
adwdsdldlid nsasiam ileocecal valve i)
anudayuinlumsdaduindszauanudiSe
lumsaausnumielirildon defadildnzg
fesifienulddnnn SdifowdFnsinvuuuil

Heaunssny il

azl

msitenenzaldniudunndnyme
nandfiniesedrufetbicusamld aw
wnestroiedfdteinaluminty daes-
wniflumsaseafimunzay  wivdl Yasass
wadidoymnndign  uennnifianunisilld
uhenanamuanuiaUnddihugmiz (leading

YN 8

» . [ \ s o ' as
air enema 5@ pneumatic reduction \Wugiuihvasarldanaunuy

]
=i

. as &
descending colon 1AW (@nAsT)
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DINA 9

o o . . . . a ;
Az US-guided hydrostatic saline reduction #usananIuaIu

o o L4 G kel x - hd 13
Ve lénfuiuldnsenoa (anastl) dunndelusldluadiuiy
anecho Waiga’x1TTUSAYNIADARAIEL

NINA 10

2 N P o ¥ y X
uwAnIlMiY ileocecal valve #iuau (gnﬂ‘ié) wazNUNAa luanIu

Wl lualdidn FaiuRidrdnvuansinisausnenaldnfunugiia

. » [-] &
ileocolic UszaumnugdLsa

point) 1¢¥ wazmmsaruglenaiessz oy
anudlunsinulasmsaausieiieug 16
Tnemans1eds Doppler ultrasound
wuwanamsinulatliridaainise
widlugihofounnse  Tayduiuunliviee
mnmsaudnulaslfuuSonlosas mszns
Munsaiilinag) dene dszauanudite

1 uazladuduansninisdionasiieendt wld
Nédlifideanldndiinransnniidfiae usms
muihundsiunderiomsazarviunivldnig
MfufedaanmaiiihATmshnildnadinn
Wannzunsndou @y dldnzglounit uashi
I&usuanennfdienysdios msdenitns
Southildtuiuriiauadimsmuniniu ane
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ABSTRACT

Intussusception cannot be reliably diagnosis with clinical signs and symptoms and plain
radiography. Contrast material enema studies and ultrasonography are of value in definitive diagnosis
of intussusception. While there is agreement that hydrostatic or enema reduction is the ideal first-
line treatment for childhood intussusception, there is controversy about which technique is the best,
namely, barivm, air or saline. The details, advantages and disadvantages of each technique and factors

that affect the outcomes of reduction are presented.






