CASE REPORT
ENAIAPEPOYXA MEPIMTQXH

Congenital or natural partial circumcision

Isolated deficient prepuce is an entity with little attention in literature. Hooded
prepuce is the only well-known preputial deficit in all cases of hypospadias.
Aposthia is a very rare developmental anomaly in which the foreskin is totally
absent, known as congenital or natural circumcision, too. A penis with micro-
posthia has exactly the same appearance as a partial circumcised penis. Two
sporadic cases of male neonates with a natural partial circumcised foreskin
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presentation are reported. Microposthia can be baptized as congenital partial

circumcision. It is not a harmful anomaly, but it can be associated with other
anomalies of external genitalia. Congenital partial circumcision results in a
tolerated esthetic appearance. It could reduce the risk of phimosis/paraphi-
mosis and balanoposthitis, but it may result in long-term meatal stenosis.

The preputial mucocutaneous tissue normally envelops
the entire glans penis. We know that hypospadias is usu-
ally associated with ventral preputial deficit. Aposthia or
complete preputial agenesis is a very rare developmental
anomaly, in which the foreskin is totally absent with a
clearly seen coronal sulcus, known as congenital or natu-
ral circumcision, too. A penis looks circumcised without
erection.” Microposthia is a condition of having a natural
shorter prepuce.? Distal glans penis with urethral meatus
is visible without foreskin retraction that totally cover the
coronal sulcus.? Two unusual sporadic presentation cases
of isolated microposthia are presented.

CASE PRESENTATION

Two male term neonates, who were born without any preg-
nancy complication history, presented with a shorter foreskin
during the pediatric surgical screening clinical examination before
hospital discharge.

Their penis looked partially circumcised, with normal anatomic
position of the urethra. Urethral meatus, scrotum and testis were
normal (fig. 1). Ultrasound revealed normal urinary tract findings.
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There were no other cases of external genitalia anomaly docu-
mented in the family history. The newborns were discharged from
the obstetric clinic with a normal urinary stream.

DISCUSSION

The embryologic prepuce is formed at the same time
with the normal glanular urethra.? This is an androgen
dependent formation,? which is confirmed in case of hy-
pospadias. A deficient prepuce may be diagnosed as an
isolated condition, or along with other external genitalia
abnormalities.? The ventral deficient/hooded prepuce, in
almost all cases of hypospadias, is the most well-known
type of prepuce anomalies. An isolated deficient prepuce
is an entity with little attention in literature. Very limited
sporadic cases of complete aposthia with normal anatomic
position of the urethra have been reported recently.>>¢ Few
known familiar cases of complete preputial agenesis with
a history of consanguineous marriages have also been
reported as well.”

Microposthia is a partial circular deficiency of all the
layers of the prepuce; so it has to be differentiated from
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Figure 1. Two cases of congenital partial circumcision - distal glans penis with urethral meatus is visible without foreskin retraction that cover
totally the coronal sulcus.

the rare cases of a deficient-hooded prepuce without
hypospadias.” A penis with microposthia has the exact
appearance of a partial circumcised penis, so microposthia
can be baptized as congenital or natural partial circumci-
sion. In communities that are not familiar with the ap-
pearance of a classic extended circumcision for religious
reasons, the expected and tolerated esthetic result is this
of a partial circumcised glans.® Additionally, an important
amount of the erogenous preputial tissue necessary for
normal sexual function is preserved.® Microposthia is nota
harmful anomaly by itself, but can be associated with other
anomalies of external genitalia like undescended testicle
and penile curvature or torsion.?

Itis considered that an absent prepuce protects against
acquired sexually transmitted diseases, penile and cervical
cancer.’ A partial lack of the foreskin could reduce the risk

of balanoposthitis or phimosis and paraphimosis in boys
with microposthia. Although a boy could benefit from lack
of his foreskin, he has also a risk of complications such as
meatal stenosis.’ Exposed glans and meatus early in life in
cases of aposthia and microposthia may keep the urinary
meatus in direct contact with napkins which may results
in meatitis.? The impact of childhood deficient prepuce in
the sexual lives of men is still very difficult to evaluate and
fully understand.’

In conclusion, microposthia can be baptized as con-
genital or natural partial circumcision. It is presented with
a totally tolerable esthetic appearance of the penis, in
cases without other anomalies of the external genitalia. It
probably reduces the risk of phimosis/paraphimosis and
balanoposthitis, but it could result in a long-term meatal
stenosis.
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JUYYEVIG HEPIKN TIEPITOMUN
3. POYTIAKIAL," =. ZINQMIAHZ,? I. ZMYPIAAKHX!
"Mavemotnuiakxr MNMaidoxeipovpyikny KAvikn, Turpa latpikrig, AptototéAeio MNavemotriuio O@sooalovikng,

Oseooalovikn, “lMavemotnuiakn MNaidoxeipouvpyikr) KAivikn, Tunua latpikng, MNMavemotriuio Matpwy, MNatpa
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To PEMOVWUEVO ENNELUMA OKPOTTIOOBO{0G CUVIOTA HIA OTIAVIA CUYYEVH AVATOUIKN AVWHOAIA LE EAAXIOTEG AVAPOPEG OTN

S1ebvn BiBAoypagia. TNV KAWVIKA TTPAEN CLVAOBWG CLUVAVTATAL TO XAPAKTNPLOTIKO EANEIMMA TNG TTPOCOL1AG aKPOTIo-

oBiag mou cuvodevel Tov umoomadia. H mARpng amoobia gival pia moAl ommdvia avantuélakr avwpaAlia otny omoia n

akpomooBia amouctddel EVTEAWG, YVWOTH KAl WG CUYYEVIG 1] UOIKN TTepIToun. Eva méog pe pikpomooBia €xel akpl-
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Bwg TNV OYN EVOG HEPIKWG TIEPITOPNMEVOU TTEOUG. Avag@EpovTal SUO OTTOPASIKEG TIEPIMTTWOELG VEOYVWV PE XAPAKTN-
PIOTIKNA QUOIKH EUPAVION UEPIKWG TIEPITOUNUEVNG aKpoTTooBiag. H pikpomooBia umopei va ovouaoTei Kal CUYYEVAG
HEPLIKNA TTEPITOUN. AV amOTEAEI TAONON, AAAA Ba uImoPOUCE VA CUVUTTIAPXEL UE ANNEG AVWIOAIEG TWV €EW YEVVNTIKWV
opyAavwv. H OUYYEVIG HEPIKN TIEPITOUN EXEL LA ATTOSEKTH ALOONTIKA EUPAVION, KAL EVW MTTOPEL VA HEIWOEL TNV TMOa-
voTNTA HEANOVTIKAG @iHWoNG/mapa@ipwong Kat BalavormooBitidag, EVEXEL TOV HAKPOXPOVIO KivOUVO O0Tévwong Tou
£€€w oTouiovu TNG ouprBpac.

Né&erg evpeTnpiou: Avwualieg akpomooBiag, AmooBia, Mepikn mmepttoun, MikpomooBia, Suyyevig mepitoun
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