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Dear Editor,

We read with great interest the valuable article by Prat-
sinis et al. [1] in a recent issue of the journal. YouTube is
expected to disseminate updated medical information and
guide patients to easily access useful knowledge. Contrary,
as mentioned by the authors, it is seen that most viewed
videos may not contain accurate information. People who
present biased information with a commercial concern make
some tricks to increase the discoverability and viewership of
their videos [2]. This may lead to increase dissemination of
misinformation. The previous studies of the authors on this
subject have also emphasized that this problem is not only
in the surgical treatment of urinary stones but also in other
urological conditions [3].

In our recent study, we have assessed whether Youtube
videos are reliable additional information sources for recom-
mendations about what to do in the COVID-19 period when
various urological symptoms are encountered [4]. Our analy-
sis showed that median reliability and quality scores of all
videos were high, and 77.2% of the videos were uploaded by
healthcare providers (e.g. universities, professional organiza-
tions, non-profit physician/physician groups). Nevertheless,
we observed similar findings to Pratsinis et al. [1] that the
number of “views per day” and "likes" rates of videos with
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misleading information were higher although they consti-
tuted only 14.7% of all videos. We observed that major-
ity of the videos (63.9%) contain andrological information,
whereas videos containing uro-oncological information were
19.1%. Although the highest rates of reliable information
were found in videos about uro-oncology, we observed that
these videos did not reach high uploads, views and likes
rates as the videos related to andrology. This result indicates
that the topic of sexual health makes people more curious
even in the COVID-19 period. It also shows that andrologi-
cal disorders are more susceptible to abuse due to the more
possibility of misleading information dissemination. This
study found that uro-oncology-related videos provide more
reliable and better quality information among all videos, but
less popular.

In our another study, we assessed the videos which have
general information about testicular self-examination (TSE),
and that contain the steps of TSE [2]. Among the first 300
most viewed videos, we found that 112 videos were relevant
to our inclusion criteria. Although 63.4% of the included 112
videos contain useful informations, ideal videos with useful
information actually make up 26% of the 300 most viewed
YouTube videos. This shows that it is not easy and practi-
cal for a layman to find a suitable video for the purpose by
searching for “keyword” in the YouTube list.

As a contribution to valuable opinions of Pratsinis et al.
[1], we consider that healthcare providers should give
enough information at diagnosis to reduce the need for
patients to search for additional information on social media
or YouTube. Because it has been stated that 75% of patients
do not consider the reliability of information source while
searching the internet [2]. In addition, patients can be rec-
ommended YouTube channels of international or national
health organizations (e.g. the EAU Patient Information
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webpage, as the authors point out [1]) through both health-
care providers and general public information spots.
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