
Vol.:(0123456789)1 3

World Journal of Urology (2019) 37:209 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00345-018-2311-x

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Letter to the editor regarding the article “Evaluation of pain 
perception associated with use of the magnetic‑end ureteric double‑J 
stent for short‑term ureteric stenting”

Sridhar Panaiyadiyan1  · Prabhjot Singh1 · Brusabhanu Nayak1

Received: 22 April 2018 / Accepted: 24 April 2018 / Published online: 11 May 2018 
© Springer-Verlag GmbH Germany, part of Springer Nature 2018

Dear Editor,

We recently reviewed the article by Sevcenco et al. [1] in 
our journal club. The authors described a novel magnetic 
end ureteral stent retrieved by a special catheter tip with 
a complementary magnetic end. The magnetic ureteral 
stent retrieval with the special catheter was compared with 
flexible cystoscopic retrieval of the standard ureteral stent 
for pain perception. The results of their data showing sig-
nificantly less pain perception with magnetic ureteral stent 
retrieval were appealing for implementation of such stents 
on regular basis. But, there seem to be some queries to be 
clarified.

Altarac et al. describe a similar stent with a permanent 
magnet on the distal part. The retrieval device was a Nelaton 
catheter with a magnet at the tip [2]. However, removal was 
not always successful due to lack of mobility of the catheter 
and decoupling of the magnets [3]. Hence, it is worth dis-
cussing whether the magnetic tip stents were retrieved in 
the first attempt in all patients? Also, how many times the 
special catheter needed to be re-inserted while it may induce 
urethral trauma as the tip contains complementary magnet 
tip and not the blunt tip as of Foley’s catheter. Finally, we 

would recommend the authors to give some insights regard-
ing bladder fill amount before inserting the special catheter 
as it may influence the position of the bladder coil of the 
stent depending on the amount of urine in the bladder. We 
look forward to the author’s reply to clarify our queries.
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