o 28 H555 10 M LI A N Vol. 28, No. 10
2006 45 H ACTA  ACADEMIAE MEDICINAE  MILITARIS TERTIAE May. 2006 1117

SR 1000-5404 (2006) 10-1117-02 | f&% . _
BEARLEEN MR KRB N F LB S

Fra, K K,7 & FLY 248K (o5 = TE R A 1Y g ot 4 I R R L, TP 400038)

BOE: HN LS AR A M P IR 2 B8 (SUL) ¥ bad sl 1y 2 e a5 A 15446 25 B i e oA M B 2 8 A ML
MIZES . Jiik X 116 (200 PRT S (R S04 Lo FE M b 2 A% B0 35 7 601 Tk B i, T 5 ( ALPP) L2 R B G FE oy P 5z
TR TRU L5 AL 66 BIRIA L2 U] SO B, LLEE WL IR 0 1) 2F 5 . B RAZ ALY ALPP {5 K bR 5 4] He
(MUCP) e 24 i , 422 B ( CA) B4 2841 K (P < 0.05) 5 1fif P £H 21 fE bR K HE ( FUL) B 25 S C i (P >0.05) , &%
W LTS AP T PE RSB AN TR (4 FR ) ) 2Rl R R o MEFE M IR AR (0 5 A ML E 4 2 BT JE A7 AR — R 25 5

REIR . PR CEE IR h o Mg

£ 5 22, R334 4;R694. 540, 4, R711.51 THRFR IR A

Comparison of urodynamic characteristics between premenopausal and postmenopa-

usal stress urinary incontinence

LUO Guang-cheng, SONG Bo, FANG Qiang, LI Long-kun, JIN Xi-yu ( Urinary Surgery Research Center, Southwest Hospital ,
Third Military Medical University, Chongging 400038, China)

Abstract; Objective To study the difference of urodynamic characteristics between premenopausal and
postmenopausal stress urinary incontinence (SUI) and try 1o find out the different pathogenesis. Methods A
retrospective study was done in 116 adult female SUI patients (66 premenopausal cases and 50 postmenopausal
cases) who underwent abdominal leak point pressure ( ALPP) and urethral pressure profiles ( UPP). The uro-
dynamic characteristics of each patient were analyzed and the results were compared between the two groups.
Results ALPP of premenopausal group was much higher than that of postmenopausal group [ (80 +28)
emH,0 vs (65 £28) emH,0, P <0.05]. The patients whose ALPP under 60 emH, 0O in premenopausal group
was 14, less than 19 in postmenopausal group (21.2% vs 38% , P <0.05) , whereas the patients whose ALPP
above 90 ¢emH,0 were 20 in premenopausal group, more than 7 in postmenopausal group (30.3% wvs 14% , P
<0.05). While MUCP and continence area showed significant difference (P < 0. 05), functional urethral
length showed no statistic difference between the two groups. Conclusion  Premenopausal and postmenopausal
SUI showed different urodynamic characteristics. It implies that the pathogenesis of SUI in the two groups was
dissimilar.
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