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Application of pediatric penile perception score in assessment of penile appearance after hypospadias
surgery. Sun Long,Shen Yiding,Tang Daxing,Wu Dehua ,Huang Yong,Tao Chang,Chen Guangjie, Wang Xi-
aohao ,Xu Zheming. Department of Pediatric Urology Surgery, Affiliated Children’s Hospital , School of Medi-
cine, Zhejiang University , Hangzhou 310003, China. Corresponding author: Tang Daxing, Email ; tangdx0206 @
zju. edu. cn

[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the role of pediatric penile perception score ( PPPS) in assessment of
penile appearance after hypospadias operations. Methods From January 2014 to December 2016, a total of 74
boys underwent tubularized incised plate (TIP) urethroplasty by the same urologist. Their clinical data were
collected and analyzed. All interviews were conducted by the same urologist. And the values of pediatric penile
perception score were assessed. Results The mean age was 36 (6 — 144 ) months. And the mean follow-up pe-
riod was 12 (1 —117) months. The postoperative satisfaction PPPS scores of urologist, parental hypospadias re-
pairing were (2.83 £0.28),(2.32 £0.52) points respectively. For hypospadias repairing,the urologist scores
of penile appearance were markedly higher than those of parents (P <0.001). Conclusion PPPS is a reliable
instrument for assessing the postoperative cosmetic outcomes after hypospadias repair. And urologist assessment
is better than that of parents.
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