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I commend the authors for their important contribution to the prosthetic literature. Using the national-level Premier
Healthcare (PHC) Database, the authors focus on a critical outcome in first-time inflatable penile prosthesis (IPP) surgery:
postoperative infection, one of the most feared complications after any implant.

In their analysis of 18,475 IPP cases over six years, the authors report a 2.99% infection rate (533 cases), with a median
follow-up of 3.2 years. This is an important finding for counseling patients in the in the era of modern, antibiotic-coated
devices. The findings build on earlier work by Dr. Hsieh’s team, which showed in a California-wide study of penile implants
that almost a quarter of re-operation occurred at a different hospital than the index surgery.  This highlights the limitations of
single-surgeon/institution studies in capturing complication rates. Despite the inherent constraints of claims-based analyses,
these studies may offer more realistic representation of complications following prosthetic surgery.

A notable strength of this study is its evaluation of facility volume. The authors identify a volume-outcome relationship: high-
volume facilities (mean 60.7 IPPs/year, top quartile) had significantly lower infection rates of 2.4% compared to low-volume
centers (mean 2.8 IPPs/year, bottom quartile) with infection rates of 3.7%. These findings raise an important question: how
can infection-prevention best practices of high-volume centers be identified, standardized, and implemented across all
facilities, regardless of surgical volume?

The study also examined surgeon volume, finding a trend toward lower infection rates with 2.7% infection rate for the highest
quartile surgeon (mean 33 IPPs per year) vs 3.2% for lowest quartile surgeons (mean 0.4 IPPs per year), thought this
difference was not statistically significant. Prior analyses have demonstrated a more robust association: a New York state
study reported infection-related reoperation rates 2–2.5 times higher among surgeons in the lowest three quartiles compared
to those performing >31 implants annually.  Similarly, a recent Sexual Medicine Society of North America (SMSNA)
collaboration study confirmed that high-volume surgeons (>31/year) had lower reoperation rates in a national Medicare
cohort of over 8,000 patients.

Lastly, 77 of the 553 infected IPPs in their cohort underwent salvage – with 58 (10.5%) undergoing replacement with an IPP
and 19 (3.4%) replacing with a malleable through an infected field. This was higher than the 6.6% salvage rate seen in the
Medicare study  and should remain an area of research and discussion for implanters. Given the mean length loss of 3.7cm
seen in delayed reimplantation,  efforts to educate trainees and urologists that salvage is an option for localized infection
without sepsis has the potential to improve patient-centered outcomes.

It is important to note that the PHC database only captures surgeries performed within its facilities, unlike the state- and
national-level surgeon tracking available in the New York and Medicare studies. While some experts have suggested a
volume of 25 implants per year to define high-volume implanters , the data  now supports >31 implants per year as a more
meaningful benchmark—one that should be considered by industry and researchers alike when defining and evaluating
Centers of Excellence.

Funding source
none

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
1) Dr. Juan J Andino, no conflict __________

Declaration of Competing Interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have
appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

References
1. Mirheydar, Hossein ∙ Zhou, Tianzan ∙ Chang, David C. ...

Reoperation Rates for Penile Prosthetic Surgery
The Journal of Sexual Medicine. January 2016; 13:129-133 Accessed April 13, 2025
Crossref Scopus (33) PubMed Google Scholar

2. Onyeji, I.C. ∙ Sui, W. ∙ Pagano, M.J. ...
Impact of Surgeon Case Volume on Reoperation Rates after Inflatable Penile Prosthesis Surgery
J Urol. 2017 Jan; 197:223-229 Accessed April 13, 2025

Sh
ow

 O
ut

lin
e

1

2

3

3
4

5 2,3

Download PDF Cite Set Alert Get Rights ReprintsShare

DISCUSSIONArticles in PressApril 19, 2025

Reply to "A Nationwide Analysis of Post-Penile Prosthesis Infection: Do Hospital
and Surgeon Volume Matter?"

 

Affiliations & Notes Article Info Linked Articles (1)

Juan J Andino

4/23/25, 9:26 PM Reply to "A Nationwide Analysis of Post-Penile Prosthesis Infection: Do Hospital and Surgeon Volume Matter?" - Urology

https://www.goldjournal.net/article/S0090-4295(25)00389-9/fulltext 1/2

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsxm.2015.11.013
https://www.goldjournal.net/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_4_1_2_1_2&dbid=137438953472&doi=10.1016%2Fj.urology.2025.04.037&key=2-s2.0-84979833987
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26755095/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_lookup?doi=10.1016%2Fj.jsxm.2015.11.013&pmid=26755095
https://www.goldjournal.net/action/showPdf?pii=S0090-4295%2825%2900389-9
https://www.goldjournal.net/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1016%2Fj.urology.2025.04.037&pii=S0090-4295%2825%2900389-9
https://www.goldjournal.net/action/addCitationAlert?doi=10.1016%2Fj.urology.2025.04.037
https://s100.copyright.com/AppDispatchServlet?publisherName=ELS&contentID=S0090429525003899&orderBeanReset=true&orderSource=Phoenix
http://www.medreprints.com/?pii=S0090429525003899&issn=00904295&source=jbs
https://www.goldjournal.net/inpress


Crossref Scopus (54) PubMed Google Scholar

3. Andino, Juan J. ∙ Leelani, Navid ∙ Sato, Ryoko ...
Association between surgeon procedure volume and reoperation rates for penile prosthesis implantation
The Journal of Sexual Medicine. 2025;, qdaf064 Accessed April 13, 2025
Crossref Google Scholar

4. Lopategui, D.M. ∙ Balise, R.R. ∙ Bouzoubaa, L.A. ...
The Impact of Immediate Salvage Surgery on Corporeal Length Preservation in Patients Presenting with Penile
Implant Infections
J Urol. 2018 Jul; 200:171-177 Accessed April 13, 2025
Crossref Scopus (27) PubMed Google Scholar

5. Henry, G.D. ∙ Kansal, N.S. ∙ Callaway, M. ...
Centers of Excellence Concept and Penile Prostheses: An Outcome Analysis
J Urol. 2009; 181:1264-1268 Accessed April 13, 2025
Crossref Scopus (95) PubMed Google Scholar

4/23/25, 9:26 PM Reply to "A Nationwide Analysis of Post-Penile Prosthesis Infection: Do Hospital and Surgeon Volume Matter?" - Urology

https://www.goldjournal.net/article/S0090-4295(25)00389-9/fulltext 2/2

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2016.08.083
https://www.goldjournal.net/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_4_1_2_2_2&dbid=137438953472&doi=10.1016%2Fj.urology.2025.04.037&key=2-s2.0-85003758633
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27545573/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_lookup?doi=10.1016%2Fj.juro.2016.08.083&pmid=27545573
https://doi.org/10.1093/jsxmed/qdaf064
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_lookup?doi=10.1093%2Fjsxmed%2Fqdaf064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2018.01.082
https://www.goldjournal.net/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_4_1_2_4_2&dbid=137438953472&doi=10.1016%2Fj.urology.2025.04.037&key=2-s2.0-85047185478
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29408215/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_lookup?doi=10.1016%2Fj.juro.2018.01.082&pmid=29408215
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2008.10.157
https://www.goldjournal.net/servlet/linkout?suffix=e_1_4_1_2_5_2&dbid=137438953472&doi=10.1016%2Fj.urology.2025.04.037&key=2-s2.0-59349084895
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19152945/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_lookup?doi=10.1016%2Fj.juro.2008.10.157&pmid=19152945



