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Background

ÅProximal hypospadias (PH) has a broad range of pre-op phenotypes



Background

ÅProximal hypospadias (PH) has a broad range of pre-op phenotypes

ÅThe surgeon decides which PH repair technique to pursue

ïSingle-stage    vs    Multi-stage
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Aims

ÅTo identify: 
1. Pre-operative characteristics contributory to staging decisions

2. Early outcomes associated with single- and multi-stage repair



Hypotheses

ÅMore atypical genital features

ÅNarrower glans and urethral plate widths

ÅHigher ratio of post- to pre-degloving 
penile length

ÅLonger urethroplasty
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Hypotheses

ÅMore atypical genital features

ÅNarrower glans and urethral plate widths

ÅHigher ratio of post- to pre-degloving 
penile length

ÅLonger urethroplasty

ÅSingle-stage repair
Patients have higher 
complication rate + 

unplanned surgeries *

Surgeons choose 
multi -stage repair



Methods

ÅRetrospective cohort study
ÅSingle-stage vs. Multi-stage

ÅSingle-center

ÅPrimary repair: 07/2011-03/2018

ÅInclusion:
ïIncluded within a prospectively managed database of intra -operative data

ïProximal hypospadias (either pre- or post-degloving)

ÅExclusion:
ïNo intra-operatively documented measurements



Proximal Hypospadias 
Patients Identified

N=125
Excluded due to

Incomplete
measurements

N=14

Inlcuded Patients
N=111 (89%)

Single-Stage
N=50 (45%)

Planned Multi-Stage
N=61  (55%)

07/2011-03/2018


