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Abstract 
Children with refractory neurogenic bladder (NGB) who have failed maximal medical 
management are presented with options for bladder reconstruction. It is critical to understand 
the long-term sequela of bladder augmentation and bladder neck reconstruction to properly 
counsel families regarding these procedures. Benefits may include preservation of renal 
function, continence, reduced risk of renal-related mortality and potential improvements in 
quality of life (QOL). However, these advantages must be balanced with the risks of bladder 
calculi, perforation, need for additional surgery, acid/base disturbances, vitamin B12 deficiency 
and malignancy. Therefore, careful patient selection and preoperative counseling are 
paramount for those undergoing bladder reconstruction which includes intestinal bladder 
augmentation, as these patients require lifelong vigilant follow-up. 
 
Introduction 
Children with neurogenic bladders (NGB) are initially managed with clean intermittent 
catheterization (CIC) and anticholinergic medications in order to maintain a sizable, continent, 
and compliant urinary reservoir.  Despite early and aggressive intervention, some patients 
undergo lower urinary tract reconstruction (bladder augmentation, catheterizable channel and/or 
bladder neck reconstruction) to protect their upper tracts and achieve continence. In a few 
select patients with favorable urodynamics (UDS) and low outlet resistance, a bladder neck 
procedure (BNP) can be performed without bladder augmentation to achieve continence.  
Myelodysplasia, specifically spina bifida (SB), remains the most common etiology of NGB in the 
pediatric population. Due to medical advances, particularly in the realm of Urology, more SB 
patients with bladder reconstruction are surviving into adulthood. We review current literature 
regarding long-term sequela of bladder reconstruction in pediatric patients with neurogenic 
bladder, with a primary focus on bladder augmentations for refractory NGB secondary to SB. 
 
Bladder augmentation, the interposition of a piece of compliant tissue such as small bowel, 
large bowel, stomach, or ureter onto the native bladder, improves compliance by increasing 
bladder capacity and decreasing storage pressures.  Despite bladder augmentation serving as 
the gold standard for refractory NGB, most research has focused on its complications rather 
than its benefits. Improvement in continence, bladder capacity and upper tract preservation has 
been documented, however, scare published data exists regarding impact on QOL or overall 
renal function following bladder augmentation.  
 
Benefits 
The primary aim of bladder reconstruction is to improve both capacity and compliance. Poor 
bladder compliance leads to increased hydrostatic pressure during storage of urine which over 
time may lead to renal damage and renal failure, particularly with storage pressures > 40 
mmH2O (1). In addition, bladder augmentation, by reducing storage pressure, has been shown 
to improve urinary continence, decrease hydronephrosis and resolve low grade vesicoureteral 
reflux (VUR). 
 
Reduction in the Incidence of Renal Failure  
Following introduction of the ventricoperitoneal shunt (VPS), renal failure became the leading 
cause of mortality in the SB population, responsible for 25-30% of deaths beyond infancy (2). 
Renal function is typically normal at birth and deteriorates secondary to the abnormal physiology 
of NGB, however recent studies suggest that this deterioration is preventable. Szymanski et al. 
found renal failure as the cause of post-augmentation mortality in only 0.5% of SB patients who 
underwent bladder augmentation at 10 years (3). Compared to previously published rates, this 
data demonstrated a significant reduction in mortality due to renal failure in a cohort at high risk 
for developing renal failure. The authors’ conclusions are supported by a separate, modern era, 



3 
 

cohort of 120 SB patients, where no deaths were due to renal failure by age 20 (4). 
Furthermore, for patients managed with gastrocystoplasty due to poor renal function at the time 
of augmentation, most showed preserved or improved renal function (5). While studies appear 
to demonstrate that renal failure mortality is reduced in SB patients who have undergone 
bladder augmentation, there is no case-control data available revealing a renal failure mortality 
benefit of bladder augmentation. 
 
Continence/Bladder Capacity/Upper Tract Preservation 
Bladder augmentation improves urinary continence, bladder capacity, and preserves the upper 
tracts by reducing vesicoureteral reflux and hydroureteronephrosis secondary to poor 
compliance. (6-10). Krishna et al. found no evidence of progressive renal scarring or upper tract 
deterioration following bladder augmentation (10). Bladder augmentation with a concomitant 
bladder neck procedure results in a urinary continence rate ranging from 67-94% depending on 
the type of bladder neck reconstruction and length of follow-up (11-14). 
 
Urinary Tract Infections 
Diagnosing clinically significant urinary tract infections (UTIs) following bladder augmentation is 
often exceptionally difficult. Nearly all patients with augmented bladders must catheterize to 
empty, which results in bacterial colonization and asymptomatic bacteriuria. In addition, 
bacterial colonization of the augmented bowel segment is essentially universal and chronic. 
Thus, the diagnosis of UTI must incorporate a high index of clinical suspicion (fevers, new or 
worsening incontinence, foul odor, hematuria) in conjunction with a positive urine culture. In 
spite of this diagnostic dilemma, Krishna et al., have shown a reduction in the incidence and 
severity of UTIs following bladder augmentation (10).  
 
Quality of Life 
Bladder reconstruction has demonstrated positive effects on QOL including improved self-image 
and self-esteem (15). This impact has been questioned recently when MacNeily et al. failed to 
show any improvement in overall QOL following bladder augmentation in SB patients (16, 17). 
Importantly, the QOL instrument used by MacNeily et al. does not specifically ascertain the 
impact of fecal or urinary continence. These studies emphasize the need for utilization of 
specific, validated QOL instruments to accurately assess bowel and bladder function in this 
patient population. 
 
One such potential health-related QOL instrument has recently been developed and 
validated. QUAlity of Life Assessment in Spina Bifida in Adults (QUALAS-A) was created with 
participation of individuals with SB, their families and experts in SB care and has demonstrated 
excellent reliability and validity (18), Pediatric and teenage age-specific versions of QUALAS are 
undergoing validation at this time. As a SB-specific instrument, QUALAS may prove decidedly 
useful in clinical and research settings. 
 
Risks 
Although bladder reconstruction imparts multiple benefits, these are weighed against significant 
long-term risks, including calculi, acid/base disturbances due to absorption of urine by bowel, 
bladder perforation, B12 deficiency, and increased risk of malignancy. Despite advances in 
tissue engineering, variations in bowel substrates used to augment the bladder, and 
improvements in surgical techniques, the ideal tissue and technique for bladder reconstruction 
remain elusive (5, 19, 20). Furthermore, the ideal age to undertake bladder reconstruction also 
remains unclear, as patients 3-5 years old showed similar complications and reoperative risk 
compared to older patients (21). 
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Bladder reconstruction should be considered a permanent alteration to the lower urinary tract 
requiring close and lifelong observation. In the largest published series, complications were 
observed in 169 of 500 bladder augmentations (34%) resulting in an additional 254 surgeries, 
for a cumulative risk of further bladder-level surgery of 0.04 operations per patient per year 
following bladder reconstruction (22). However, two-thirds of patients with bladder 
augmentations did not require additional procedures during the time frame of the study. 
 
Bladder Calculi 
Bladder calculi often require operative intervention and are diagnosed in 11 – 52% of patients 
after bladder augmentation (22-26). Calculi typically form in bladders augmented with ileum 
and/or colon, when absorbable staples are used, in the setting of incomplete bladder emptying, 
and in patients with a metabolic predisposition for stone formation (hypocitraturia).  Bladder 
calculi are rare in gastric augments (5, 27-29). Other factors shown to increase risk of bladder 
calculi include: recurrent urinary tract infections, non-compliance with catheterizations or 
irrigations, and poor adherence to follow-up (30, 31). It is a common belief that bladder calculi 
share an infectious etiology; however, 30% have been found to be non-infectious (32). Several 
factors may contribute to stone formation, including chronic metabolic acidosis, resultant chronic 
kidney disease, and hypercalciuria related to wheel-chair dependence related osteodystrophy. 
Recent evidence by Kisku, et al. revealed exstrophy/epispadias and recurrent UTIs as 
independent risk factors for developing bladder calculi in patients with bladder augmentations 
(33). 
 
Studies revealed a median time to stone formation of 37.5 months (range 11-120 months) (33) 
and a high recurrence rate after treatment.  Indeed, between 15-29% of bladder calculi recur in 
less than 2 years (24). Depending on stone size and burden, multiple treatment modalities exist, 
ranging from endoscopic management to open cystolithotomy. Endoscopy for appropriately 
sized stones has demonstrated high rates of stone clearance with a low rate of complications 
(33) while preventing morbidity of entering the abdominal cavity. However, endoscopy via 
channel or urethra may result in injury to the channel or to a reconstructed bladder neck. It has 
been reported that surgical technique did not affect rate of bladder calculi recurrence (27, 28). 
This was recently confirmed by Szymanski, et al., who found that bladder stones recurred in 
almost half of patients within nine years following initial stone surgery independent of treatment 
modality or patient characteristics (36). 
 
The authors remove the majority of bladder stones through endoscopic, percutaneous or 
laparoscopic access, although approach is dependent on stone size, number, history of bladder 
neck procedure and presence of a catheterizable channel.  After stone removal, patients 
undergo a 24 urine collection and analysis, and evaluation in a multidisciplinary stone clinic to 
facilitate coordinated management with Urology and Nephrology (36). 
 
Metabolic Derangements 
Bowel segments continue their absorptive capacity despite being incorporated into the urinary 
tract, which may lead to metabolic derangements. Metabolic acidosis is relatively rare in 
patients with normal renal function who have undergone a bladder augmentation associated 
with use of a small bowel segment (37, 38). Hyperchloremic metabolic acidosis occurs with ileal 
and/or colonic segments secondary to the loss of bicarbonate and potassium. This process 
results from the reabsorption of ionized ammonium and chloride; ammonium is exchanged for a 
hydrogen proton, bicarbonate is exchanged for a chloride ion. Ionized ammonium can then be 
absorbed into the blood through potassium channels (39). Hypochloremic hypokalemic 
metabolic alkalosis can occur with the use of gastric segments (5) and hyponatremic 
hypochloremic hyperkalemic metabolic acidosis develops with the use of jejunum (40).  
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Chronic metabolic acidosis can lead to decreased bone mineral density and has raised concern 
for impaired linear growth following bladder augmentation in children; however, no studies have 
validated this theoretical complication (41). It remains feasible that prolonged acidosis may lead 
to osteomalacia or osteoporosis in adulthood (42). Metabolic acidosis should be corrected when 
diagnosed and patients provided calcium and vitamin D supplements. In some cases, 
bisphosphonates may become necessary to prevent loss of bone mass (41, 43-45). 
 
Perforation 
The utmost morbid and catastrophic complication following bladder augmentation is perforation, 
which may culminate in peritonitis, sepsis and even death. Reported rates of bladder perforation 
following augmentation range between 6-13% (9, 22, 46-49). Perforation occurs due to 
increased intravesical pressure, which may result from chronic bladder over-distention, chronic 
infection, traumatic catheterization, and ischemic necrosis of the intestinal segment used for the 
augmentation (50-56). Bladder perforation usually demands exploratory laparotomy with 
externalization of VPS (if present), to reduce the risk of CNS infections. In select patients 
without VPS, conservative management with catheter drainage, percutaneous drains, and close 
monitoring can be successful (57).  
 
In the largest published series, 43 out of the 500 patients (8.6%) who underwent bladder 
augmentation suffered a perforation. Increased risk of perforation was associated with the use 
of non-detubularized sigmoid colon, presence of a bladder neck procedure, and history of prior 
bladder perforation, while presence of a continent catheterizable channel was protective for 
perforation. Bladder perforation remains a lifelong risk following bladder augmentation, with one 
third occurring within 2 years, another third between 2 and 6 years, and the final third occurring 
after 6 years following initial surgery (22). 
 
Physicians must possess a high clinical suspicion for a perforated bladder augmentation due to 
impaired sensation in spina bifida patients. A detailed history, physical examination to assess 
for peritonitis, and laboratory analysis including white blood count and serum creatinine are 
useful when diagnosing bladder perforation. Patients with history of bladder augmentation who 
present with acute abdominal pain, poor urine output, elevated serum creatinine, and elevated 
white blood count should be urgently evaluated for possible bladder perforation. A low-pressure 
CT cystogram, including post-drainage film, remains the gold standard for diagnosing bladder 
perforation by evaluating for contrast extravasation into the peritoneal space (22, 55).  
 
Vitamin B12 Deficiency 
Hypocobalaminemia, or vitamin B12 deficiency, defined as a serum B12 concentration less than 
200 pg/mL, can occur after bladder augmentation with symptoms ranging from occult to 
dramatic. Patients with hypocobalaminemia may present with pernicious anemia, characterized 
by megaloblastic anemia, gastrointestinal symptoms, and potentially irreversible neurological 
symptoms including peripheral neuropathy, loss of positional and vibrational sense, ataxia, 
seizures, and dementia (58, 59). The risk of hypocobalaminemia is thought to increase 
approximately 5 years after augmentation and continues to escalate over time (60, 61).  
 
Vitamin B12 can be replaced parenterally or orally. Oral replacement is generally well-tolerated 
and effective in increasing serum B12 levels for the short term, however, long-term oral 
replacement success is poor, possibly due to reduced patient compliance (62, 63). Fortunately, 
hypocobalaminemia is often asymptomatic but the potentially devastating, irreversible 
neurologic complications make its diagnosis and treatment essential. A review of 23 patients 
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with augmented bladders with serum B12 levels <300 pg/mL revealed no evidence of pernicious 
anemia at a mean of 49 months following initial abnormal B12 level (63). 
 
Our practice advocates checking serum B12 annually in patients starting 5 years after bladder 
augmentation. Patients with serum B12 levels <100 pg/mL are initiated on parenteral 
replacement therapy and referred to neurology. Patients with serum B12 levels <300 pg/mL are 
started on oral replacement therapy with a daily multivitamin containing 250 mcg B12. Serum 
B12 levels are then reassessed every 3 months. If hypocobalaminemia persists, the patient is 
converted to parenteral therapy. Patients who respond well to oral replacement are monitored 
annually and converted to a parenteral replacement if hypocobalaminemia recurs. 
 
Malignancy 
Cancer in augmented bladders is an ever-present concern (64-72), confirmed by several large 
series reporting an incidence ranging from 1.1-4.5%. Soergel et al. reported urothelial 
carcinoma in 3/260 patients who underwent bladder augmentation for neurogenic bladder with 
at least 10 years follow up (69). Husmann and Rathbun found a 4.5% incidence of bladder 
cancer in 153 bladder augment patients with a minimum of 10-year follow-up. Higher rates of 
bladder cancer were associated with well-known carcinogenic stimuli, e.g., prolonged tobacco 
exposure, chronic immunosuppression, and bladder exstrophy (73). Patients with gastric 
augmentation appear to develop tumors more frequently and earlier after surgery compared to 
patients with ileal augmentation.  If this association is due to the interposition of a gastric 
segment, or because gastrocystoplasty was preferred in a high risk population, i.e., patients with 
renal failure and/or renal transplant, remains unclear (70, 72).  
 
Interestingly, patients with neurogenic bladder managed solely with clean intermittent 
catheterization have also demonstrated an increased risk of bladder cancer, and this risk may 
be increased following bladder augmentation (74). 
 
Some physicians recommend yearly endoscopy for potential early detection of malignant 
bladder tumors in the augment population (13, 75-77). However, others argue that yearly 
endoscopy is not cost effective and the potential morbidity makes it an ineffective screening 
procedure (78, 79). A decision analysis performed by Kokorowski et al. determined that annual 
screening cystoscopy and cytology were not cost-effective (80). Higuchi et al. have 
recommended cystoscopy in patients with four or more symptomatic UTIs per year, gross 
hematuria, microscopic hematuria with 50 or more RBC/hpf, abnormal radiographic screening 
studies, chronic perineal, pelvic or bladder pain, and for patients with colonic augments age 50 
or older (consistent with colonoscopy recommendations) (79, 81).  Any significant change in a 
patient’s baseline function may merit investigation with anatomic or functional studies for this 
vulnerable population at the clinical discretion of the Urologist.  
 
Catheterizable Channels 
Catheterizable channels are often created concomitantly to bladder augmentation procedures to 
facilitate ease of intermittent catheterization for patients with limited mobility and dexterity. 
Channels may be created from appendix (appendicovesicostomy, APV) or a segment of 
tubularized ileum (Monti ileovesicostomy), both of which have a low rate of stomal stenosis at 
<10%, and a high rate of continence at > 95%. While stomal stenosis, stomal revision 
procedures and channel continence were similar between APV and Monti channels, patients 
who underwent Monti catheterizable channels were twice as likely to require subfascial revision 
at 10 years follow-up. The longer spiral Mmonti channels to the umbilicus carried the greatest 
requirement for subfascial revision (82, 83). Complications continued to arise over the lifetime of 
the channel. Channel creation can increase a patient’s ability to discretely and independently 
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empty their bladder, however, just as with any bladder reconstruction, patients and families 
must be appropriately counseled of the long-term risks and benefits of this procedure. 
 
Bladder Neck Procedures 
Bladder neck reconstruction is often used to manage urinary incontinence; however, multiple 
types of bladder neck repairs have been utilized with variable success rates. Szymanski, et al. 
reported that the Kropp (n=38) and Salle (n=12) urethral lengthening procedures both displayed 
durable long-term outcomes with follow up of 6.9 and 10.3 years respectively. Kropp and Salle 
procedures attain 75-78% continence at greater than 4 hour intervals and 88-94% at greater 
than 3 hour intervals. The majority of patients with these types of bladder neck reconstructions 
did not require any additional procedures for continence (84).  
 
Although primarily used in the exstrophy-epispadias population, the Young-Dees-Leadbetter 
(YDL) repair also has reported adequate long-term continence rates. In a cohort of 38 patients, 
Donnahoo, et al. found that 30 patients were continent and 7 patients were partially continent. In 
this cohort, 26 patients required only one procedure, while 8 required 2 procedures and 3 
required more than 2 procedures to achieve continence (85). More recently, it has been shown 
that quality of life in female patients who have undergone a YDL repair is similar to a normal 
population (86). 
 
Bladder neck slings (BNS) and artificial urinary sphincters (AUS) are also feasible options for 
treatment of sphincteric dysfunction. After an average of 4.2 years, 51 of 58 patients had 
achieved continence after a rectus fascia BNS (87). Small intestinal submucosal bladder neck 
slings achieve satisfactory rates of continence (>75%) at a mean of 15 months follow up in 
14/18 females and 75% of non-ambulatory males who underwent concomitant bladder 
augmentation and catheterizable channel. Ambulatory males achieved a lower rate of 
continence (2/5, 40%) with bladder neck slings (88). Artificial urinary sphincters, unlike other 
bladder neck procedures, may still allow for spontaneous voiding in the neurogenic bladder 
population. In 134 patients with AUS, continence was achieved in 86% and continence 
improved in an additional 4%. Approximately 25% of this population spontaneously voided, 
while the remainder required clean intermittent catheterization to fully empty their bladder (89).  
 
Isolated Bladder Neck Procedures 
Due to the long-term sequela of bladder augmentation, some urologists perform isolated 
bladder neck procedures in appropriately selected patients with low bladder outlet resistance. 
Studies have suggested that isolated bladder neck procedures without augmentation are safe in 
carefully selected patients. 
 
Snodgrass et al. initially reported a series of 75 BNPs without augmentation and 4 years of 
follow up in which 23% of patients developed hydronephrosis and 25% developed 
vesicoureteral reflux. The authors reported all cases of hydronephrosis resolved with medical 
management, while persistent reflux was managed with ureteral injection or re-implantation 
(90). However, an update of this cohort reveals 54% required additional continence procedures 
with 18% requiring augmentation cystoplasty, 46% developing vesicoureteral 
reflux/hydronephrosis and 21% developing newly diagnosed or worsening renal scarring. Upper 
tract changes, incontinence and elevated bladder pressures improved in all patients following 
augmentation cystoplasty (91). 
 
In contradistinction, a series of 15 consecutive patients who underwent isolated bladder neck 
repair all eventually underwent salvage bladder augment (92).  Finally in another series of 29 
patients with a mean follow-up of 8 years who underwent isolated BNP, Whittam et al. reported 
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delayed augment in 45% of patients at an average of 34.4 months (3-117 months) (93). Clearly, 
these studies demonstrate the need for close, life-long follow-up if isolated bladder neck 
procedures are performed.  In select instances, such approaches appear to be safe and 
effective while avoiding the morbidity associated with a bladder augmentation in nearly half of 
patients.  
 
Current Long Term Management Strategy 
At our institution, all pediatric SB patients with bladder reconstruction are followed in our 
multidisciplinary SB clinic, with adult patients evaluated in the transitional urology clinic. Annual 
renal bladder ultrasound is used to monitor upper tracts, with urodynamics reserved for patients 
who develop hydronephrosis (new or worse) or new incontinence to ensure adequate capacity 
of the augmented bladder.  Annual laboratory studies include a complete blood count and basic 
metabolic panel, with the addition of serum B12 measures beginning five years post-operatively. 
We encourage patients to perform daily bladder irrigations with normal saline to help prevent 
formation of bladder calculi. Lastly, we review the patient’s catheterization schedule to identify 
and address any new or evolving difficulties. 
 
Conclusion 
Bladder reconstruction, including bladder augmentation, for refractory neurogenic bladder 
remains a mainstay of therapy for patients failing conservative management. Bladder 
reconstruction improves continence and protects upper tracts from deterioration due to a high-
pressure bladder, which can reduce renal failure and mortality. Such reconstructions can 
additionally may improve a patient’s quality of life.  
 
However, bladder reconstruction carries considerable lifelong risks. Thus, it should only be 
pursued in appropriately selected patients after considerable counseling. Risks of bladder 
calculi, metabolic derangements, perforation, hypocobalaminemia, and malignancy must be 
explained in detail to the patient and their family. While there are significant benefits to 
performing bladder reconstruction, the long-term sequela of the surgery mandate a lifelong 
commitment from the patient, family, and their urologist. 
 
Compliance with Ethics Guidelines 
Conflict of Interest 
Joshua Roth, Alison Keenan, Mark Cain and Benjamin Whittam declare that they have no 
conflict of interest. 
 
Human and Animal Rights and Informed Consent 
This article does not contain any studies with human or animal subjects performed by any of the 
authors. 
 
 
References 
Recently published papers of particular interest have been highlighted as: 
*   Of importance 
** Of major importance 
 

1. McGuire EJ, Woodside JR, Borden TA, et al: Prognostic value of urodynamic testing in 
myelodysplastic patients. 1981. J Urol, 2002. 167(2 Pt 2): p. 1049-53; discussion 1054. 

2. Woodhouse C.R: Myelomeningocele in young adults. BJU Int 2005; 95: p. 223 



9 
 

3. Szymanski KM, Misseri R, Whittam B, et al: Mortality after bladder augmentation in 
children with spina bifida. J Urol, 2015. 195(2): p. 643-8. ** Paper reported no death from 
bladder perforation or renal failure following enterocystoplasty 

4. Malakounides G, Lee F, Murphy F, et al: Single centre experience: long term outcomes 
in spina bifida patients. J Pediatr Urol, 2013. 9(5): p. 585-9. 

5. Hubert KC, Large T, Leiser J, et al: Long-term renal functional outcomes after primary 
gastrocystoplasty. JURO 2015; 193: 2079-85. 

6. Cher ML, Allen TD: Continence in the myelodysplastic patient following 
enterocystoplasty. J Urol. 1993 May;149(5):1103-6. 

7. Raezer DM, Evans RJ, Shrom SH: Augmentation ileocystoplasty in neuropathic bladder. 
Urology. 1985 Jan;25(1):26-30. 

8. Linder A, Leach GE, Raz S: Augmentation cystoplasty in the treatment of neurogenic 
bladder dysfunction. J Urol. 1983 Mar;129(3):491-3. 

9. Krishna A, Gough DC, Fishwick J, et al: Ileocystoplasty in children: assessing safety and 
success. Eur Urol. 1995;27(1):62-6. 

10. Krishna A, Gough DC: Evaluation of augmentation cystoplasty in childhood with 
reference to vesico-ureteric reflux and urinary infection. Br J Urol. 1994 Oct;74(4):465-8. 

11. Casale AJ, Metcalfe PD, Kaefer MA, et al: Total Continence Reconstruction: A 
Comparison to Staged Reconstruction of Neuropathic Bowel and Bladder. J. Urol. 2006; 
176: 1712–1715. 

12. Herndon CDA, Rink RC, Shaw MBK, et al: The Indiana Experience with Artifical Urinary 
Sphincter in Children and Young Adults. J. Urol. 2003; 169: 650–654.  

13. Venn SN and Mundy AR: Long-term results of augmentation cystoplasty. European 
Urology 1998; 34 Suppl 1: 40–42. 

14. Herschron S and Hewitt R: Patient Perspective of Long-Term Outcome of Augmentation 
Cystoplasty for Neurogenic Bladder. Urology 1998; 52: 672–678. 

15. Watanabe T, Rivas DA, Smith R, et al: The effect of urinary tract reconstruction on 
neurologically impaired women previously treated with an indwelling urethral catheter. J 
Urol. 1996 Dec;156(6):1926-8 

16. MacNeily AE, Morrell J and Secord S: Lower Urinary Tract Reconstruction for Spina 
Bifida – Does it improve health related quality of life? J. Urol. 2005; 174: 1637–1643. 

17. MacNeily AE, Jafari S, Scott H, et al: Behavioral Effects of Lower Urinary Tract 
DysfunctionHealth Related Quality of Life in Patients With Spina Bifida: A Prospective 
Assessment Before and After Lower Urinary Tract Reconstruction. J. Urol. 2009; 182: 
1984–1992. 

18. Szymanski KM, Misseri R, Whittam B, et al: QUAlity of Life Assessment in Spina bifida 
for Adults (QUALAS-A): development and international validation of a novel health-
related quality of life instrument. Qual Life Res. 2015 Apr 12 (epub ahead of print). 

19. Joseph DB, Borer JG, De Filippo RE, et al: Autologous Cell Seeded Biodegradable 
Scaffold for Augmentation Cystoplasty: Phase II Study in Children and Adolescents with 
Spina Bifida. J. Urol. 2014; 191: 1389–1395. 

20. Schaefer M, Kaiser A, Stehr M, et al: Bladder augmentation with small intestinal 
submucosa leads to unsatisfactory long-term results. Journal of Pediatric Urology 2013; 
9: 878–883. * 

21. Merriman LS, Arlen AM, Kirsch AJ, et al: Does augmentation cystoplasty with continent 
reconstruction at a young age increase the risk of complications or secondary surgeries? 
Journal of Pediatric Urology. 2015; 11(1): 41.e1-5. 

22. Metcalfe PD, Casale AJ, Kaefer MA, et al: Spontaneous Bladder Perforations: A Report 
of 500 Augmentations in Children and Analysis of Risk. J. Urol. 2006; 175: 1466–1471. 

23. Blyth B, Ewalt DH, Duckett JW, et al:  Lithogenic properties of enterocystoplasty. J Urol. 
1992; 148(2 Pt 2):575-7; discussion 578-9. 

http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Cher%20ML%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=8483222
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Allen%20TD%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=8483222
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Raezer%20DM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3966278
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Evans%20RJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3966278
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Shrom%20SH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3966278
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Linder%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=6834530
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Leach%20GE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=6834530
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Raz%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=6834530
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Krishna%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7744145
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Gough%20DC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7744145
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Fishwick%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7744145
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Bruce%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7744145
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Krishna%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7820425
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Gough%20DC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7820425
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Watanabe%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=8911357
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Rivas%20DA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=8911357
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Smith%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=8911357
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Blyth%20B%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1640525
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Ewalt%20DH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1640525
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Duckett%20JW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1640525
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Snyder%20HM%203rd%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1640525


10 
 

24. Palmer LS, Franco I, Reda EF, et al: Endoscopic management of bladder calculi 
following augmentation cystoplasty. Urology. 1994; 44(6):902-4. 

25. Mathoera RB, Kok DJ and Nijman RJ: Bladder calculi in augmentation cystoplasty in 
children. Urology. 2000; 56(3):482-7. 

26. DeFoor W, Minevich E, Reddy P, et al. Bladder calculi after augmentation cystoplasty: risk factors 
and prevention strategies. J Urol. 2004 Nov; 172(5 Pt 1):1964-6. 

27. Kaefer M, Hendren WH, Bauer SB, et al: Reservoir calculi: a comparison of reservoirs 
constructed from stomach and other enteric segments. J Urol. 1998; 160(6 Pt 1):2187-
90.  

28. Kronner KM, Casale AJ, Cain MP, et al: Bladder calculi in the pediatric augmented 
bladder. J Urol. 1998; 160(3 Pt 2):1096-8. 

29. Palmer LS, Franco I, Kogan SJ, et al: Urolithiasis in children following augmentation 
cystoplasty. J Urol. 1993; 150(2 Pt 2):  

30. Khoury AE, Salomon M, Doche R, et al: Stone formation after augmentation cystoplasty: 
the role of intestinal mucus. J Urol. 1997; 158(3 Pt 2):1133-7. 

31. Clark T, Pope JC IV, Adams MC, et al: Factors that influence outcomes of the 
Mitrofanoff and Malone antegrade continence enema reconstructive procedures in 
children. J Urol. 2002; 168(4 Pt 1):1537-40; discussion 1540. 

32. Misseri R, Szymanski K, Whittam B, et al: Infectious bladder stones after bladder 
augmentation are not what they seem.  Paper presented at 25th annual congress of 
European Society of Pediatric Urology, Innsbruck, Austria, 7-10 May 2014. 

33. Kisku S, Sen S, Karl S, et al: Bladder calculi and the augmented bladder: a follow-up 
study of 160 children and adolescents. J Pediatric Urol. 2015; 11(2):66.e1-6 

34. Salah MA, Holman E, Khan AM, et al: Percutaneous cystolithotomy for pediatric 
endemic bladder stone: experience with 155 cases from 2 developing countries. J 
Pediatr Surg. 2005; 40(10):1628-31. 

35. Rhee AC, Cain MP: Percutaneous cystolithotomy in the pediatric neuropathic bladder 
with laparoscopic trocar access: a modified approach useful for the augmented and 
native bladder, and continent urinary reservoir. J Pediatr Urol. 2013; 9(3):289-92. 

36. Szymanski KM, Misseri R, Whittam B, et al: Cutting for stone in augmented bladders: 
what is the risk of recurrence and is it impacted by treatment modality? J Urol. 2014; 
191(5):1375-80. ** Outlines the risk of bladder stones and risk of bladder stone 
recurrence.  

37. Mingin GC, Nguyen HT, Mathias RS, et al: Growth and metabolic consequences of 
bladder augmentation in children with myelomeningocele and bladder exstrophy. 
Pediatrics. 2002; 110(6):1193-8. 

38. Hafez AT, McLorie G, Gilday D, et al: Long-term evaluation of metabolic profile and bone 
mineral density after ileocystoplasty in children. J Urol. 2003; 170(4 Pt 2):1639-41 

39. Koch MO, McDougal WS, Thompson CO: Mechanisms of solute transport following 
urinary diversion through intestinal segments: an experimental study with rats. J Urol. 
1991; 146(5):1390-4. 

40. Dahl DM, McDougal WS: Use of intestinal segments in urinary diversion. In: Wein AJ, 
Kavoussi LR, Novick AC, Partin AW, Peters CA, editors. Campbell-Walsh urology. 
Philadelphia (PA): Saunders Elsevier; 2012.  

41. Mingin G, Maroni P, Gerharz EW, et al: Linear growth after enterocystoplasty in children 
and adolescents: a review. World J Urol. 2004; 22(3):196-9. 

42. Stein R, Schröder A, Thüroff JW: Bladder augmentation and urinary diversion in patients 
with neurogenic bladder: non-surgical considerations. J Pediatr Urol. 2012; 8(2):145-52.  

43. Richards P, Chamberlain MJ, Wrong OM: Treatment of osteomalacia of renal tubular 
acidosis by sodium bicarbonate alone. Lancet. 1972; 2(7785):994-7. 

44. Siklos P, Davie M, Jung RT, et al: Osteomalacia in ureterosigmoidostomy: healing by 

http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Kaefer%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=9817364
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Hendren%20WH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=9817364
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Kronner%20KM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=9719284
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Casale%20AJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=9719284
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Cain%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=9719284
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Toth%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=16226996
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Szymanski%20KM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24316089
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Misseri%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24316089
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Whittam%20B%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24316089
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Mingin%20GC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=12456918
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Nguyen%20HT%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=12456918
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Mathias%20RS%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=12456918
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Hafez%20AT%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=14501680
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=McLorie%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=14501680
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Gilday%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=14501680
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Khoury%20AE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=14501680
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Koch%20MO%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1942308
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=McDougal%20WS%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1942308
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Thompson%20CO%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1942308
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Mingin%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=15368072
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Maroni%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=15368072
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Gerharz%20EW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=15368072
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Stein%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21493159
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Schr%C3%B6der%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21493159
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Th%C3%BCroff%20JW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21493159


11 
 

correction of the acidosis. Br J Urol 1980; 52(1):61-2. 
45. Perry W, Allen LN, Stamp TC, et al: Vitamin D resistance in osteomalacia after 

ureterosigmoidostomy. N Engl J Med. 1977; 297(20):1110-2. 
46. Flood HD, Malhotra SJ, O'Connell HE, et al:  Long-term results and complications using 

augmentation cystoplasty in reconstructive urology. Neurourol Urodyn. 1995; 14(4):297-
309. 

47. Bertschy C, Bawab F, Liard A, et al: Enterocystoplasty complications in children. A study 
of 30 cases. Eur J Pediatr Surg. 2000; 10(1):30-4. 

48. Shekarriz B, Upadhyay J, Demirbilek S, et al: Surgical complications of bladder 
augmentation: comparison between various enterocystoplasties in 133 patients. Urology. 
2000; 55(1):123-8. 

49. DeFoor W, Tackett L, Minevich E, et al: Risk factors for spontaneous bladder perforation 
after augmentation cystoplasty. Urology. 2003; 62(4):737-41. 

50. Elder JS, Snyder HM, Hulbert WC, et al:. Perforation of the augmented bladder in 
patients undergoing clean intermittent catheterization. J Urol. 1988; 140(5 Pt 2):1159-62. 

51. Rushton HG, Woodard JR, Parrott TS, et al: Delayed bladder rupture after augmentation 
enterocystoplasty. J Urol. 1988; 140(2):344-6. 

52. Anderson PA, Rickwood AM. Detrusor hyper-reflexia as a factor in spontaneous perforation of 
augmentation cystoplasty for neuropathic bladder. Br J Urol. 1991; 67(2):210-2. 

53. Crane JM, Scherz HS, Billman GF, et al: Ischemic necrosis: a hypothesis to explain the pathogenesis 
of spontaneously ruptured enterocystoplasty. J Urol. 1991; 146(1):141-4. 

54. Rosen MA, Light JK: Spontaneous bladder rupture following augmentation enterocystoplasty. J Urol. 
1991; 146(5):1232-4. 

55. Bauer SB, Hendren WH, Kozakewich H, et al: Perforation of the augmented bladder. J Urol. 1992; 
148(2 Pt 2):699-703. 

56. Yerkes EB, Rink RC, Cain MP, et al: Shunt infection and malfunction after augmentation 
cystoplasty. JURO 2001; 165: 2262–2264. 

57. Pope JC, Albers P, Rink RC, et al: Spontaneous rupture of the augmented bladder: from 
silence to chaos. Paper presented at 10th annual congress of European Society of 
Pediatric Urology, Istanbul, Turkey, 15 April 1999. 

58. Lindenbaum J, Healton EB, Savage DG, et al: Neuropsychiatric disorders caused by 
cobalamin deficiency in the absence of anemia or macrocytosis. N Engl J Med. 1988; 
318(26):1720-8. 

59. Healton EB, Savage DG, Brust JC, et al: Neurologic aspects of cobalamin deficiency. 
Medicine (Baltimore). 1991; 70(4):229-45. 

60. Rosenbaum DH, Cain MP, Kaefer M, et al: Ileal Enterocystoplasty and B12 Deficiency in 
Pediatric Patients. J. Urol. 2008; 179: 1544–1548. 

61. Blackburn SC, Parkar S, Prime M, et al: Ileal bladder augmentation and vitamin B12: 
levels decrease with time after surgery. J Pediatr Urol. 2012; 8(1):47-50.  

62. Vanderbrink BA, Cain MP, King S, et al: Is oral vitamin B(12) therapy effective for 
vitamin B(12) deficiency in patients with prior ileocystoplasty? J Urol. 2010; 184(4):1781-
5. 

63. Keenan AC, Whittam BM, Rink R, et al: Vitamin B12 Deficiency in patients with prior 
enterocystoplasty. J Pediatric Urol. 2015 Jun 19 (epub ahead of print) 

64. Golomb J, Klutke CG, Lewin KJ, et al: Bladder neoplasms associated with augmentation 
cystoplasty: report of 2 cases and literature review. J Urol. 1989; 142(2 Pt 1):377-80. 

65. Nurse DE, Mundy AR: Assessment of the malignant potential of cystoplasty. Br J Urol. 
1989; 64(5):489-92. 

66. Filmer RB, Spencer JR: Malignancies in bladder augmentations and intestinal conduits.  J Urol. 1990; 
143(4):671-8. 

67. Barrington JW, Fulford S, Griffiths D, et al: Tumors in bladder remnant after 

http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Flood%20HD%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7581466
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Malhotra%20SJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7581466
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=O'Connell%20HE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=7581466
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Bertschy%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10770244
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Bawab%20F%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10770244
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Liard%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10770244
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Shekarriz%20B%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10654908
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Upadhyay%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10654908
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Demirbilek%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10654908
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=DeFoor%20W%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=14550454
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Tackett%20L%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=14550454
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Minevich%20E%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=14550454
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Elder%20JS%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3054159
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Snyder%20HM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3054159
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Hulbert%20WC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3054159
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Duckett%20JW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3054159
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Rushton%20HG%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3294443
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Woodard%20JR%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3294443
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Parrott%20TS%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3294443
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Anderson%20PA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2004239
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Rickwood%20AM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2004239
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Crane%20JM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2056574
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Scherz%20HS%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2056574
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Billman%20GF%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2056574
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Kaplan%20GW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2056574
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Rosen%20MA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1942268
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Light%20JK%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1942268
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Bauer%20SB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1640550
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Hendren%20WH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1640550
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Kozakewich%20H%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1640550
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Lindenbaum%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3374544
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Healton%20EB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3374544
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Savage%20DG%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=3374544
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Healton%20EB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1648656
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Savage%20DG%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1648656
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Brust%20JC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=1648656
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Blackburn%20SC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21183408
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Parkar%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21183408
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Prime%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21183408
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Vanderbrink%20BA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20728137
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Cain%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20728137
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=King%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=20728137
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Golomb%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2545929
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Klutke%20CG%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2545929
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Lewin%20KJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2545929
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Nurse%20DE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2611620
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Mundy%20AR%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=2611620
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed/8996339


12 
 

augmentation enterocystoplasty. J Urol. 1997; 157(2):482-5; discussion 485-6. 
68. Lane T, Shah J: Carcinoma following augmentation ileocystoplasty.  Urol Int. 2000; 

64(1):31-2. 
69. Soergel TM, Cain MP, Misseri R, et al: Transitional cell carcinoma of the bladder 

following augmentation cystoplasty for the neuropathic bladder. J Urol. 2004; 172(4 Pt 
2):1649-51. 

70. Castellan M, Gosalbez R, Perez-Brayfield M, et al. Tumor in bladder reservoir after 
gastrocystoplasty.   J Urol. 2007; 178(4 Pt 2):1771-4; discussion 1774. 

71. Balachandra B, Swanson P, Upton M, et al: Adenocarcinoma arising in a 
gastrocystoplasty. J Clin Pathol. 2007; 60(1):85-7. 

72. Vemulakonda VM, Lendvay TS, Shnorhavorian M, et al: Metastatic adenocarcinoma 
after augmentation gastrocystoplasty. J Urol. 2008; 179(3):1094-6; discussion 1097. 

73. Husmann DA, Rathbun SR: Long-term follow up of enteric bladder augmentations: the 
risk for malignancy. J Pediatr Urol. 2008; 4(5):381-6. 

74. Higuchi TT, Granberg CF, Fox JA, et al: Augmentation cystoplasty and risk of neoplasia: 
fact, fiction and controversy. J Urol. 2010; 184(6):2492-6. * 

75. Harzmann R, Weckermann D: Problem of secondary malignancy after urinary diversion 
and enterocystoplasty. Scand J Urol Nephrol. 1992;142:56. 

76. Metcalfe PD, Rink RC:  Bladder augmentation: complications in the pediatric population. 
Curr Urol Rep. 2007; 8(2):152-6 

77. Gepi-Attee S, Ganabathi K, Abrams PH et al: Villous adenoma in augmentation 
colocystoplasty: a case report and discussion of the pathogenesis.  J Urol, 1992; 
147(1):128-30. 

78. Gerharz EW, Turner WH, Kalble T, et al: Metabolic and functional consequences of 
urinary reconstruction with bowel.  BJU Int. 2003; 91(2):143-9. 

79. Higuchi TT, Fox JA, Husmann DA: Annual endoscopy and urine cytology for the 
surveillance of bladder tumors after enterocystoplasty for congenital bladder anomalies. 
J Urol. 2011; 186(5):1791-5. **Provides recommendations for screening for malignancy 
following augmentation cystoplasty 

80. Kokorowski PJ, Routh JC, Borer JG, et al., Screening for malignancy after augmentation 
cystoplasty in children with spina bifida: a decision analysis. J Urol, 2011. 186(4):1437-
43. 

81. Austin JC, Elliott S and Cooper CS: Patients with spina bifida and bladder cancer: 
atypical presentation, advanced stage and poor survival. J. Urol. 2007; 178:798–801. 

82. Szymanski KM, Misseri R, Whittam B, et al: Long-term outcomes of catheterizable 
continent urinary channels: what do you use, where do you put it and does it matter? J 
Pediatric Urol. 2015 May 30 (epub ahead of print) 

83. Whittam B, Szymanski KM, Flack C, et al: A comparison of the monti and spiral monti 
procedures: a long-term analysis. J Pediatric Urol. 2015: 11(3); 134.e1-6 

84. Szymanski KM, Rink RC, Whittam B, et al: Long-term outomces of the Kropp and Salle 
urethral lengthening bladder neck reconstruction procedures. Paper presented at 2014 
Pediatric Urology Fall Congress, Miami, FL, October 2014. 

85. Donnahoo KK, Rink RC, Cain MP, et al: The Young-Dees-Leadbetter Bladder Neck 
Repair for Neurogenic Incontinence. J Urol. 1999: 161; 1946-9. 

86. Morello VA, Chocarro G, Lobato R, et al: Quality of Life in Female Epispadias. Eur J 
Pediatr Surg. 2015 May 27 (epub ahead of print) 

87. Castellan M, Gosalbez R, Labbie A, et al: Bladder neck sling for treatment of neurogenic 
incontinence in children with augmentation cystoplasty: long-term follow up. J Urol. 
2005: 173(6); 2128-31.  

88. Misseri R, Cain MP, Casale AJ et al: Small intestinal submucosa bladder neck slings for 
incontinence associated with neuropathic bladder. J Urol. 2005: 174; 1680-2.  

http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed/8996339
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Lane%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10782030
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Shah%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=10782030
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Soergel%20TM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=15371782
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Cain%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=15371782
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Misseri%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=15371782
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Castellan%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17707009
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Gosalbez%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17707009
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Perez-Brayfield%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17707009
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Vemulakonda%20VM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18206936
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Lendvay%20TS%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18206936
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed?term=Shnorhavorian%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=18206936
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed/20961577
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed/20961577
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed/21944100
http://www-ncbi-nlm-nih-gov.proxy.medlib.iupui.edu/pubmed/21944100


13 
 

89. Herndon CDA, Rink RC, Shaw MBK, et al: The Indiana experience with artificial urinary 
sphincters in children and young adults. J Urol. 169; 650-4. 

90. Snodgrass W, Villanueva C, Gargollo P, et al: New hydronephrosis and/or vesicoureteral 
reflux after bladder outlet surgery without augmentation in 75 children with neurogenic 
bladder. J Pediatric Urol. 2014: 10(5); 906-10. 

91. Grimsby GM, Menon V, Shclomer BJ, et al: Long term outcomes of bladder neck 
reconstruction without augmentation cystoplasty in children. J Urol. 2015 Jul 11 (epub 
ahead of print) 

92. Dave S, Pippi Salle JL, Lorenzo AJ, et al: Is long-term bladder deterioration inevitable 
following successful isolated bladder outlet procedures in children with neuropathic 
bladder dysfunction? J Urol. 2008: 179(5): 1991-6. 

93. Whittam B, Szymanski KM, Misseri R, et al: Long-term fate of the bladder after isolated 
bladder neck procedure. J Pediatric Urol. 2014; 10(5): 886-891 


