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In this issue of the UroPrecision, we delve into the
evolution of urological reconstructive surgery, a field
that has significantly progressed in the past decade.
Initially, the subspecialty of reconstructive urology was
the traditional domain for the management of trau-
matic urologic injuries and surgical correction of male
urethral stricture disease. However, as more urologists
developed an interest in managing these conditions,
became subspecialty trained, and learned the detailed
intricacies of reconstructive surgery, the field has ex-
panded to include surgical management of the upper
urinary tract, robotics, urinary incontinence, and iat-
rogenic problems such as radiation injury to the uri-
nary system.

This focused issue of the UroPrecision presents four
original articles covering various aspects of patient
management in reconstructive urology. These articles
not only demonstrate changes in the field through the
refinement of classic techniques, updates in patient
management, and technological enhancements of
surgery but also present original research with unique
data sets. These data sets reflect the changes in how
patients interact with each other for support, specifi-
cally through the Internet, providing a fresh perspec-
tive on patient care.

The article by Yu et al.[1] is a comprehensive review
article illustrating the complexity of posterior urethral
reconstruction and the challenges of surgical man-
agement of stenosis in the proximal segments of the
urethra and lower urinary tract. A strength of this
article is the inclusion of evolving robotic surgical
techniques, minimally invasive transurethral endo-
scopic surgery, and the review of the current literature
review, including recent guidelines from the American
Urological Association.

Walasek and colleagues[2] push surgical innova-
tion further in their perspective article on advanced
robot‐assisted urologic surgery and standardization
of cutting‐edge single‐port robotic surgery techniques
in ureteral reconstruction. Ureteral reconstruction is
often reoperative surgery in areas of altered anatomy,
and dense scarring is a typical finding. The single‐
port approach offers advantages over a traditional
open or robotic surgical approach by using different
locations, such as the retroperitoneum, to begin the
procedure.

In an original research article, Matz et al.[3] describe
their outcomes in managing urethral erosion in patients
with artificial urinary sphincters (AUS). Their article not
only enhances our knowledge about the controversy of
managing urethral erosion but also provides valuable
insights that can potentially improve patient outcomes
and guide future research in this area.

The original research article by Fernandez et al.[4] is
a unique analysis of online discussion boards concern-
ing postprostate treatment incontinence. Using an
online search method to identify online patient forums,
they demonstrate that society has moved from quiet
communication among patients with similar geographic
locations to a worldwide online support community.
Their study highlights the global impact of online plat-
forms on patient support and provides valuable insights
for urologists and urologic providers to approach patient
management discussion in a different light.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
The author declares no conflicts of interest.

ETHICS STATEMENT
Not applicable.

UroPrecision. 2024;2:73–74. onlinelibrary.wiley.com/r/uroprecision | 73

This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits use, distribution and reproduction in any medium, provided
the original work is properly cited.
© 2024 The Author(s). UroPrecision published by John Wiley & Sons Australia, Ltd on behalf of Higher Education Press.

mailto:TGSmith2@mdanderson.org
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/r/uroprecision
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


REFERENCES

1. Yu J, Ahmed M, Murray B, Ajay D. Posterior urethral stenosis:
contemporary management options. UroPrecision. 2024. In
press.

2. Walasek A, Lin J, Zhao L. Minimizing variability: standardized
approach to retroperitoneal single‐port robot‐assisted ure-
teral reconstruction. UroPrecision. 2024. In press.

3. Matz EL, Glover BK, Krug AM, Langford BT, Franzen BP,
Hudak S, et al. Delayed healing is common in in‐situ ure-
throplasty patients after artificial sphincter cuff erosion.
UroPrecision. 2024. In press.

4. Fernandez A, Abbasi B, Sudhakar A, Shieh C, Hampson LA,
Lui JL, et al. Qualitative analysis of online discussion boards for
male urinary incontinence after prostate treatment. UroPrecision.
2024. In press.

74 | UroPrecision


	Introduction to the special issue on uro-reconstruction surgery
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	ETHICS STATEMENT
	REFERENCES




