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ABSTRACT 

 

Objective: To compare the measured stone burden recorded between urologists and radiologists, 

and examine how these differences could potentially impact stone management. As current 

urologic stone surgery guideline recommendations are based on stone size, accurate stone 

measurements ar         d the discrepant 

interpretation tha         

urinary stone bur  

Materials and M         ents 

included if they h        ng official 

radiologic report            ggregate stone 

size were compar         adiologic reports. 

Results: Of 219 p        gic and 

radiologic assess            (63%) compared 

to multiple stone          ean difference in 

aggregate stone s           containing renal 

units had a radiol           that could lead to 

non-guideline-driven surgical management. 

Conclusions: Significant variation exists between urologic and radiologic computed tomography 

interpretations of stone burden. Urologists should personally review patient imaging when 

considering stone surgical management. A standardized method for measuring and reporting 

stone parameters is needed among urologists and radiologists.
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Table 1 
Mean Age
BMI  
Gender  

Radiology Facility  
 

 

Type of CT per  

Effective Dose       

Indication for C   

Radiology read  

Stone Dimensi   

Hounsfield uni   



Table 2
Stone 
Group 

Solitary 
Multiple 

Total 
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