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Non Operative Treatment of Childhood Intussusception
Wirachai Sontimuang MD.

Department of surgery, Maharaj Nakorn Si Thammarat hospital.

Abstract
Intussusception is the most common causes of intestinal obstruction in infancy. Diagnosis
is made by history, physical examination and radiographic investigations. Non operative
treatment is better than operative treatment. This review article is propose for reviewed the
non operative treatments of intussusception in childhood from the literatures and author
experience. History , conceptual idea, methods, advantage disadvantage and result of study

of non operative treatments of intussusception in childhood were reviewed.

Keyword : intussusception, non operative treatment.
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McDermott, 194" 54 74 2
Wong, 1995 73 87 1
Gorenstein, 1998(38) 71 83 1
asdini Favin o 0y581,1998° 58 75 0
Heenan, 2000”" 143 76.5 6
Lui, 20017 181 84 2
Fragoso, 2007 164 85 1
Ramachandran, 2008 " 179 89 1
Kruatrachue, 2011(43) 737 68 1
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