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reservoirs — are native bladders better?
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* Aim of our study = assess the effect of urinary reservoir type on
continent catheterisable channel outcomes in an adult population

* 176 patients with median 60 months follow-up
* QOutcomes at last follow-up are listed in the table below

Bladder

N (%) 39 (22%) 69 (39%) | 68 (39%)
Mean Age (Range) Years | 36 (17-61) 46 (18-71)* | 39 (18-73)
Mean FU (Range) Months | 70.6 (6-293) | 85.9 (2-365) | 77 (2-339)
In Use at Last FU (%) 25* (64%) 59 (85%) | 50 (73%)
Dry at Last FU (%) 25 (64%) 52 (75%) | 45 (66%)
Channel Bulking for UI (%) |7 (18%) 7 (10%)* | 18 (26%)
Open Channel Revision for | 14 (36%) 22 (32%)* | 36 (53%)
UI (%)

Reéision for ISC (%) 14 (36%) 20 (29%) | 17 (25%)

e *P <005



