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Outcome assessments of staged hypospadias repair by using both physician and parental evaluation
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[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the outcomes of severe hypospadias staged repair objectively by u-
sing evaluation questionnaires for both physicians and patients. Methods The " parental satisfaction question-
naire" and " physician evaluation scale" were used for examing the satisfaction level of severe hypospadias
staged repair over the past 5 years. Results A total of 43 cases of severe hypospadias staged repair were fol-
lowed up between 2011 and 2016. The parental results ( proportion of satisfied and very satisfied cases) were
as follows: straightness upon erection was 97. 7% ,shape of glans and general satisfaction both 93. 0% , position
and shape of urethral opening and appearance of penile skin both 90. 7% and penile length 86. 0% . The physi-
cian results were as follows; straightness upon erection, appearance of penile skin, position of urethral opening
were all 100. 0% , general satisfaction was 91.4% , shape of glans 85.7% and shape of urethral opening
80. 0% . The satisfactions of the corresponding items were not significantly different between parents and physi-
cians(P>0.05). Conclusions The evaluation questionnaires from both physicians and parents are objective
and comprehensive instruments for assessing the outcomes of hypospadias surgeries. Both physicians and pa-
tients are highly satisfied with straightness upon erection, general penis appearance, urethral opening position
and penile skin appearance. Penile length has lower parental satisfaction.
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Table 1 Installment follow-up parents evaluation results after the operation
EgE| ApH i = () T () AR () AW  WEL LS (%)
[SEX 2o P! 10 30 3 0 93.0
PR ZE M 34 8 1 0 97.7
ESSIAN 12 28 3 0 93.0
ST AREVACRIINIZN 10 29 4 0 90. 7
ES g/ 9 30 4 0 90.7
SN 10 27 6 0 86. 0
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Table 2 Stage after the operation, follow-up doctor evaluation results

i H W (n) W (n) Al (n) JEWAWR (n) WL ES (%)
[ZES LU 12 20 3 0 91.4
PRIEAME AL E 27 8 0 0 100. 0
PRIBAN TR AR 9 19 6 1 80. 0
SR 33 2 0 0 100.0
Bz WA 26 9 0 0 100. 0
[ESSIZIN 0 30 5 0 85.7
LRSI 0 30 4 0 88.2
PREZA 53 X 0 34 1 0 97.1
PRIy 5K 33 1 1 0 97.1
EX 2D 25 9 1 0 97.1
H B ZE RN 0 33 2 0 94.3
ZEaU 0 32 2 1 91.4
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Fig. 1 Parents and physicians satisfaction evaluation results after operations
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