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Emergency Radiology — Abdominal Pain in Children :
Imaging Diagnosis for Abdominal Pain in Pediatric Surgery

Takao Fujimoto

Department of Pediatric Surgery, Tokyo Women's Medical University

Abstract | To evaluate the economical and the most effective use of various modalities for acute
abdomen in children, a retrospective chart analysis with respect to diagnostic accuracy, cost and

time which taken to obtain the final diagnosis were examined.

examination for acute abdomen was studied.

Also role of the laparoscopic

To economized the diagnostic procedures of the gastrointestinal tract, the diagnostic algorithm

should be

based on individual symptomatology and extensive use of echography.

Laparoscopic

examination is also quite useful tool for abdominal pain in children and it is saving the time and

cost.

Key Words | cost benefit analysis, Imaging study, laparoscopic examination, acute abdomen,

Children
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Fig.2 A case of SBO due to twisted mesenteric cyst
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Fig.3 A case of Intestinal duplication
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