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RRW REH  REKHFE ENE HHER

(HE] BRI IR AR S K2 (UDS) WG B9 BT 80 AR 3% A2 (BPHD & 538 IR ULIG 10T (DU BB H 1Y
FARIFH . Fik:MA 2016 4F 2 42022 4F 2 2 Wik BPH BN DU, I 1252 28 bR 38 4R 08 0 51 iR D) B A
EAYIBITIY 114 I 0 DU FARH . DU 24 . DU FARH . DU 25 H ., RETHy 1T
UDS. Ji% e Wi 45 48 40 (BCD <<100 2 Wi > DU, LW EIE Y7 5 o 1 B i 51 BRAE AR 3T 43 (IPSS) s AR S LRIl =50 %6 ok
AR, SR BHEBVIRK PR 502D ANH . FTAREBREERECER I HE R E, K4
., DU BETARBIFH OR HH 3. 297(P=0.029),9E DU % OR WK 9. 641(P=0.036), it :%4 UDSIE
5255 DU HA I BPH B Ew N T AR Rz,
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Analysis of surgical efficacy in patients with benign prostate

hyperplasia and detrusor underactivity
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(Urology Clinical Medical Center, Shanghai General Hospital, Shanghai Jiao Tong University
School of Medicine, Shanghai, 200080, China)
Corresponding author: HAN Bangmin, E-mail; hanbm@163. com

Abstract Objective: To analyze the surgical outcomes and efficacy in patients with benign prostate hyperpla-
sia (BPH) and detrusor underactivity (DU) assessed by urodynamic studies (UDS). Methods: From February
2016 to February 2022, 114 male patients diagnosed as BPH with or without DU and treated with transurethral
thulium laser prostatectomy (ThulLEP) or medication were identified and categorized into DU (+) surgery group,
DU (+) medication group, DU (—) surgery group and DU (—) medication group. All patients underwent
UDS. A bladder contractility index<C100 was diagnosed as DU. The improvement of symptoms was defined as a
= 50 % reduction in total international prostate symptom score (IPSS) at the follow-up visit compared with base-
line. Results: The median length of follow-up was 50 months, with an interquartile spacing of 22 months. The
improvement was significantly better in all postoperative patients than those with medical treatment and could be

maintained over time. The value of OR for surgical treatment in DU and non-DU patients was 3. 297 (P =0. 029)

and 9. 641 (P=0.036) respectively. Conclusion: Patients with BPH and DU can be benefit from surgery.

Key words detrusor underactivity; benign prostate hyperplasia; urodynamic studies; transurethral thulium

laser prostatectomy

K 4 5if 71 iR 3 4= (benign prostate hyperplasi-
a, BPH) J& —Ff vt 22 4 53 1 5 DL 9 5 LA JR 6 JiE
MK (lower urinary tract symptoms, LUTS) iy 3 3
R SR, SR AE P2 UEE LUTS B9 K & 5
JR AL B BPH LLAM . 6 A 155 bk 2 6E 558 L 98 8
.9 ~48% M B LUTS & LR 3h 124K
#r (urodynamic studies, UDS) #% #1124 & JR AL 1%
% F (detrusor underactivity, DU, BPH #H
EE5FH DU M EAEZRK 10% ~20% 4510 B 8 XT it

'EPHBERBRFEFREWEFH — AR E RS RINFE R E
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1 #RS5HE
1.1 WF5ExT 4

AWM AT BE 2016 4 2 H-—2022 4E 2 H
114 Bl HA LUTS,.2Wik BPH.#:3 UDS & B
Ky IF AT TR SPGB IT R . HEBR bR
OB I2 1 2R B e @ A W IR R G s O &
A7 05 e 2 A7 I e R A L DR B R L LI A R LB bk
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1.2 BRI

AN GETT B 4 - O B3 JE ARG O« AR I
6T HHT S MR S E PR (PSA) s @ AR AT K AR 5
B 17 81 B iE IR PF 43 (TPSS) 1A= 36 5 i 97 43 (QoLL) 5
QP 18 Ol - ph R 75 I 75 5% 4% JR (post void residual ,
PVR) . Fi ¥ A& FH (prostate volume, PV) . i it B &
B 5 A5 5 B UDS 75 55 KR 2 (Que) e KR I
A3 R WLE 51 (PdetQu.y ) B8 e 78 29 97 8%t
R .

5 85 e 11 4% BH 48 %X (bladder outlet ob-
struction index, BOOT) 1 [ Bt W 45 48 % (bladder
contractility index, BCI) 28 % /8 PdetQua A1 Qo
Z A2 5 : BOOI=PdetQ, .. — 2Q,.. » BCI=Pde-
1Quax + 5Quu o FE TR YT HT UDS Z5 31, BCI<<
100 BEiZ Wi DU . R Y7 AR R IEIR T G 1P-
SS 22 {H SR YT HT IPSS Ay LLAE . HLH =50 % #l A
WITAR . WRIT A RN B E SO IR YT R A
B SR E L
1.3 Gtk

i fl SPSS 24. 0 A1 RStudio % # ¥ #4750 #r .
AR W 5T >k 36 ME AL (inverse probability-
weighted estimators, IPW) DAfig 2k VR 2% K 2 X V8 97
SRR 2 . TPW # & logistic [0 I 55 7Y D)
I g ) A A S B A A A3 AT B ARE R T B R A
PRI, okt BT B A, A B0 AR T T A
M AR A5 3 1 FF A B 4, v] A R 2D R M D
2. IPW fifi FH 5 ofE £k 24 {8 22 5% (standardized
mean difference, SMD ) 3& V¥4l 8 35 F 5 14, SMD
<<0.5 AT AN A S . B A3 BT 7 i A 4 Fisher
FE WK 56 . Wilcoxon Bk MK 56 A1 logistic 7] 15 %5,
P<C0.05 AZFALIE L.

2 HR
2.1 JELIFN
g 114 F1 R, PASS #0FH 5246 56 34 fig

>0. 9, HEABMFAEER ., R BCT X3myr X%
BE R DU F AR (25 #) . DUC+) 54
(48 i) . DUC—) F AR (33 ) .DU(—) 25 ¥ 4
(8 . XF IS SHORH 1IPW A%, W2 R 3
LRAFAE DL S TPW i 36 26 10 P A8 o 0 A 17 O DL 3%
1~3, WEFT, DU+ BH 4\ PV £7 75 3% 2
S FARAPAECH 28. 17 mL. W4 N 42. 09 mL,
P<0.001,SMD 2} 0.916,% IPW ¥ 5 SMD [
0. 124, UL WAL 18] PV 22 5 0 s/, T UGl A
M. IPW 83 5 B B4 Bdis SMD ¥ <<0. 5. 3%
TN R B AL A A, H AT
2.2 RITEERIE

DUH) F AR B EHIRIT )5 AE R KA B o3
(KD, i 2536 97 B SCE R IE AU R, 80%
B DU BHETFARBIT A MAELYARG 25%.
ZE RN L IPSS A 22 5, i 4 4185 1PSS A&k
K,DU(+) T AR B FE PSS 28 fb R [(57.23 +
454D % M B EF & T DUCH) 24 ¥ 4 [ (33.6 +
31.82)% ], DU(+) F AR B #H QoL ZL(EH
(3.242. 04, DU YA N A (1. 4£1.3) 45,
A R IH S ek 3%, ) HE TPSS AR L R A QoL A
M, DU+ T ARAF DUC—) FARH P 455
S 0.73 F0. 15, BE B DU 2 #% T Ryr &k DU
BT B TR 8% DU I Je 4% T R 28 23F

fifi F logistic [ 20 #74b #7 :X (F R 5 259
XPIRTT BCH B 52 W 5 LA B A o A b IR S 1 3R 298
AR B B . DU () B 3E F RIG 9T I 3 F 2L
OR K 7.145,% JE 3| PV Z & £ 5% W . 28 IPW
RS (F 4) 1 DU AT DUC—) 4 b 3857
B IPSS B9 OR 43 %1k 1. 02(P =0. 641) 1 0. 881
(P=0.118) . $&2/RIGIJT AT IPSS 1 = KA S i ¥R I
2550 DU B#E FARIGITH OR fEl 3. 297(P =
0.029),3E DU B Z W A 9. 641 (P =0.036), %
BRI PN RE AU TR B E LT,

*1 BEEZEH MIQR)

5 DU(+) DU(—)

FALH 25 D 241 (48 ) FARY (33 ) 240 (8 1)
WS/ % 71(9) 70(14.25) 65(12) 63.5(10)
b5 Ik 75 % 90 JE& 5 / mL 103.4(97.4) 137.65(127. 25) 131.1(115. 45) 145.2(167. 6)
BRI A/ mL 229.2(215.2) 238. 3(200. 8) 264.9(223. 85) 256. 25(342. 2)
Qo /(mL/s) 4.4(4.2) 3.65(3) 5.8(4.9) 5.95(70.2)
PdetQu./cmH, O 46.1(27.65) 42.25(24.83) 128.3(61.7) 115.05(70. 2)
BOOI 37.1(24. 1) 30.7(22.98) 109. 7(65. 35) 103. 65(68. 05)
BCI 70. 8(40.5) 65.95(32. 38) 149. 6(57. 35) 138.55(77.33)
PV/mL 33.89(25.72) 26.10(8.10) 43.49(23.08) 67.50(51. 14)
PVR/mL 44.09(195. 81) 16.57(83. 41) 69.87(134.06) 33.13(224.52)
YBIT T IPSS P43 18(7) 9(4) 20(9) 9.5(1.75)
AT HT QoL P43 6(1) 6(3) 4(3.5) 5.5(4.25)




+ 334 - I R WA IR IR 2% 5 %38 &
x2 IPWEERFEDU(+)AEEELER M(IQR)
5A ES GRS IPW %5
ESLE FAR4A P SMD i FAR4A P SMD
FEZ 31/ 151 48 25 74.79 65.51
R/ 2 67.96(9.50)  71.56(6.59) 0.095 0.441  70.06(9.75) 70.85(7.05) 0.746 0.093
JB% I ) J 5 / m L 151.75(83.18) 109.56(75.53)  0.037 0.531 138.75(74.56) 121.23(72.74) 0.341 0.238
BORBEDE A /mL 284, 70(160.87) 232.19(123.42) 0.158 0.366 261.02(145.96) 241.80(121.89) 0.556 0.143
Quix/ (mL/s) 4.26(2.12) 4.57(2.71) 0.593 0.127  4.29(2.00) 3.95(2.61)  0.594 0.143
PdetQ../cmH, O 40.93(16.82)  45.60(20.64)  0.301 0.248 41.82(16.66)  43.36(20.66) 0.771 0.082
BOOI 32.41(17.27)  36.47(21.27)  0.382 0.209  33.25(16.88)  35.45(21.20) 0.680 0.115
BCI 62.22(20.05)  68.44(24.84)  0.251 0.276  63.26(19.96)  63.13(24.66) 0.983 0.006
PV/mL 28.17(10.20)  42.09(18.91) <C0.001 0.916  33.37(14.51)  35.21(15.07) 0.675 0.124
PVR/mL 73.19(152.76) 123.30(185.59) 0.221 0.295 88.12(158.89) 102.03(141.95) 0.715 0.092
x3 IPWREREDU(— )HEEELEBER MIQR)>
5 A IPW 35
Lk FARA P SMD EL/E FA4Y P SMD
FEAS £ /11 8 33 45.17 40.73
iR/ % 65.25(7.89)  65.36(8.86) 0.974 0.014  64.86(5.62) 65.25(8.87) 0.856 0.053
Ji% e 9 S5 / m L 193.18(142.87) 149.15(98.05) 0.305 0.359 168.11(105.21) 156.54(101.56) 0.741 0.112
RBENE A B /mL 322, 31(200. 71) 281.88(142.13) 0.510 0.232 313.75(169.89) 285.47(142.18) 0.694 0.181
Qo / (mL/s) 5.58(3. 48) 7.38(6.65)  0.464 0.341 6.67(3.39) 7.05(6.20)  0.830 0.075
PdetQu./cmH, O 117.19(44.98) 118.44(48.95) 0.948 0.027 129.82(37.16) 119.11(48.76) 0.519 0.247
BOOI 106.04(48.93) 103.67(56.72) 0.914 0.045 116.48(37.60) 105.02(55.78) 0.478 0.241
BCI 145.06(39.02) 155.36(43.50) 0.544 0.249 163.17(41.25) 154.33(43.51) 0.666 0.209
PV/mL 67.46(36.71) 47.91(26.87) 0.094 0.608 46.65(31.66) 51.65(31.25) 0.700 0.159
PVR/mL 119.61(182.74) 113.00(136.95) 0.909 0.041 66.24(128.88) 110.88(133.49) 0.289 0.34
1.0 150 8r
0.8t
& 100 oI
4 08 ﬁ $ T
& B Bl 4r
e oqt ? T T 3
o 50r
0.2} 2r T
DU(+) DU(+) DU(-) DU(-) DU(+) DU(+) DU(-) DU(-) DU(+) DU(+) DU(-) DU(-)
FARE HYHE FARE HYWAE FARE HYWH FARE WA FARAE HYH FARE HYWAE
B1 SEBTER
F4 JBITHIIPSS RFAREBFIERMF M
. DU(+) DU(—)
OR(95%CID) OR (95%CID) P
J b B
JRIT T IPSS 0.977€0.859~1.111) 0.719 0. 889(0. 748~1.058) 0.185
FARIGIY 7.145(1.412~36. 143) 0.017 29.719(2. 156~409. 633) 0.011
IPW W35
BT T IPSS 1.02(0.937~1.111) 0. 641 0. 881(0.753~1.032) 0.118
FRWEIT 3.297(1.128~9. 642) 0.029 9.642(1.165~79. 804) 0.036
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2.3 FRfdEPES T

Ryt — 2 K 5 F R BB A %R YT BPH £ DU
B X — 25 AR EE AR YR 0 R 8 AR X 4 DU A&
FQuae <15 mL/s A JR I MK, PdetQ,., <<
40 emH, O Sy 38 BRI 45 77 9855 » BOOI<C40 i 7]
BEAT B . BCT<<100 My JR LG sh ik F . PV>30 mL
1 BPH F AR 484, PVR<{50 mL & 1E & 387 il
IPSS<<7 MR BEAER . 43 B 259 0 F ARG 7
P ROCR A ROR 22 I 95 % CT L I 2 il FR AR
K, W 2 frs, BT H N8R E T ARIGTY
JE AR 25 L, AT LINESEF AR X DU R 1697 SOR
T2,

subgroup drugs operation effcicency(95%Cl)

all patients 0.27 0.83 —e 0.56(0.37,0.69)

Q...

=15 0 0.67 — = 0.67(0.13,0.98)

<15 0.27 0.84 — 0.57(0.38,0.70)

PdetQ,,.,

=40 0.28 0.88 —_— 0.60(0.38,0.75)

<40 025 0.6 +—=—ro 0.35(-0.06,0.65)

BOOI

=40 0.32 0.92 —_— 0.60(0.33,0.78)

<40 0.24 0.63 —_— 0.39(0.09,0.63)

BCI

=100 044 08 ——=—— 0.40(0.03,0.71)

<100 0.23 0.8 —_— 0.57(0.31,0.73)

PV/mL

=30 0.25 0.86 —_— 0.61(0.32,0.78)

<30 0.28 0.75 —_— 0.47(0.14,0.68)

PVR/mL

=50 0.24 0.87 —_— 0.63(0.31,0.81)

<50 0.28 0.79 — 0.50(0.24,0.69)

pre-IPSS

=7 0.27 0.81 — 0.55(0.35,0.69)

<7 0.29 1 ; : . 0.71(-0.02,0.95)
0 0.5 1

efficiency: FAR 5 25 W iR J7 A 5 Z % ; pre-1PSS: ih

JT AT IPSS,

2 BREBREFRETSHMETENEZENT
A5

3 it

B LUTS & 9% 2 Bifi 5 AF 1% 35 < i 3 s &
BLALHE At PRAE PR CPR A R B L PR 558 L HE IR E IR
CHE PR PR ME | PR 28 78 41 45 ) A HE IR J5 0 R OR A R
45) . BPH & ZA4E B 5 W .60 % Z 5 Kk
HK Ay 50% . 3 5 BB B H O #F BH (bladder outlet
obstruction, BOO) 7|2 LUTS, Xf FH & & LUTS
1) BPH &, 7] 2R F T AR 36 97 ff B 4 B L 22 it 6E
AR. BRI, LUTS J6 % 9% 5 = v % 00 DA 46
BOO.JB5 bt ) 68 f& 5 . % [8] 2 JR AE A1 A6 51 AR R
G HHFR R 10% ~20% i BPH B 3& A I
DU EH PR IRE P26 DU & Sk 38 R JLIR 46
55 3 R () 4p 2 B () 9 /0, 3 0B b HE 23 B ) A
O T A IE# B gy HE s 4% I AUA FI
EAU $5 /1 #7712 Wi A i 2 i L 75 223 0 UDS 2
Wr BOO 2 52 & H Wi 2 & 5 JF DU, X Tk = 48 X%

FARIAE M B EH, #E WP RIS """, Thomas
AL R L 7E BOO ff: DU i B s b, TR
G I R AE R s Quan IRITHIN 7.8 mL/s, BTG N
8.2 mL/s,PdetQ,... H 31 cmH,O &= 25 cmH, O,
BCI Hi 70 B % 66, R 3 J1 2= T8 b & WL , 2590360
I BT AT LAE G2 R RO AL BE VT Qo M 9.5 mL/
s.BCI & 81,PdetQ,.. N 33 emH,O, 3 H it T
FARB R IF R, H BPH £ DU & T ARIT
SRR, Z /= E W5, TURP A] LI 2%
fit BPH £ DU g3 B EAR" . Tanaka 517 &
LBEEARG 3 A H BRI AT WA B AR ARG Qo
F1 PSS P4 $2 5, A6 AR 5 K Bl 5 vt ] I el s
Han 25" 7ERATT 19 ™ H G &8 PVR A B 3%
[ (154.44141.4) mL vs (65.1£95.2)mL], Lee
AR 31 S A R & B PdetQ,,.., 8 3 $2E T
[(7.26+8.45) emH,O vs (28.6+29.1)emH, 0],
T3 — S GEVPAL T AR 2 A 4 SR O R 8 R A
AR 2 R EKHOCTT I R VI BR R . & 8L BPH & Jf
DU /% RJ5 IPSS Al Q.. ¥ 8 & gt
Masumori 22 gEA7 K ABE U5 15 % L. BPH £ DU
HH IPSS BEAr CRAI 18 43 vs K 3 1NH 3.7 40
1 QoL P43 ORI 4.8 43 vs A5 3 A~ H 1.3 )R
Jo S R, BOAR 12 AR SRR E (TIPSS: R 5 3
NH3 T vs RIG 12 5 9.4 433QoL: AJF 3 4~ H
1.3 vs RJG 124 2.2 ) H 5 RLMHL, 2R
A Geit 2 S0, AW SEAE Il i BA 5 A 55, 90
mXF T R IR YT e M B U 4 R L TR A A
T F AR W67 RUR

AR E e T FARIGIT X DU £ BPH f#
F YA IT EA R, DU TR B # 1PSS 742
L4 DUH) 25941 B 1 20 3% . QoL AR fL (H
S AR R A B I R HACR KO AR
HALECH 50 A LI B R EE 79 A HIK,
AR L B B e g AR S R ] T B T R IR T A SR
SRR T PV fAAE 25 57 . iR T REAE B 5% 45 R 24 4
s PV R ST fE B DR T Sy vl R R e
PERME B P A58 38 12 IPW AL B B PV (1)
Z L EMFARIGITIRA L. &5, 7EA R4 1)
BET, FARAAMEBEY S TAVWARRE. AR
UDS #i £ 55 Z 800 52 el , 36 ] /8 & 2 & o DU JF
AN HF ARV ROCR .

B UDS 22 DU i == 5 X H B A
FuLRFTE T . QUDS # 48 hr EE T Q. M
PdetQ,,.. fif it 18 bR WL AE 38 52 L B T J0 3 00 o 8% Jbk
Wi 4 I ) 45 Kl 4 9k 1, UDS ] BB IRl 8 25 e 45
K@z DU W& TS B Z 5% — 02 %
BBl S [R) AF 590 R B A oE 45 5. W0 PdetQu., <
30 emH, O H Q,..<<12 mL/s,PdetQ,...<<30 cmH, O
H Qu<<15 mL/s,PdetQ,..<<45 emH,O H Q...
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Wi PR 8 PR A1 2% 75

% 38 &

<12 mL/s" %4 @QBOO T B 8] 42 5 BB bt 2 g
PACEE T R B A DU 1M B Pdet Qo » Quuax ME
LI # DU J& 5 & i & 4% & T BOO™ . A Ik, 7
UDS [y 5L hih b, A7 A AR 22 00 52 48 A LA A 1E 12 T
B IE B A B S Qua 1 PdetQ., #EATIHE, 1T
54t BCLL i@ JR ALUL i 2R B (DECO) 45 2 2 ] 5 18
PRV AR 77 . BC1>>100 8 DECO>>1 #{ 1A Al 4i 11
TEH L SR X 26 48 bR JC 75 VAl Ui 4 19 R 22kt T
Pt BOO 2 ; BLAE I F (Watts factor, WF)
.9k FH DADEA 95 e 2 10 o o7 1o AR ph o PR WL 2R Y
Ty, n] B 4 5 B AR AL, B AZ B 25 1 & BOO 2
Wi 70N SR T B O T A, Bl bR A A
Donkelaar 2508 [t % T BCI. Schaefer ¥ 2k & &
WEF, & BRI 4 X T 45 3 0912 W — S0m R s, i
WE WA, A0 o 4 7 ok i — & PP A . % I8 3
BCI<C100 342 H #i & X DU i & H B bx i 2 —
AW 5% ARV FHZ b X R R AT A it L SR
Zhu ZF R T 350 Il HE TR A BCT B A% B (B
Jg 82, ZBWIZELO N 5 % BPH B % 3 & DU ¥ 1
W A2 AT 4307 - & 8 PSALIPSS 143 .PV 254
SR 1 51 2 TR T A RE B G (AUC =0.79) .
FH BCl 2l & 27 DU I A LH, 1EARDSR
o, BCT At JE & AR 7 &4 2 7 52 R 2L R U
DL BCI<C100 % X DU W Be i 7 f8 & Kk L F ARG
JYRIMLE . DU JFAE4a xF 9 BPH FRZE 20E. 4k
M, %) 25 3 38 PR LIS SR 09 B 75 1 3 % 1A
VI

AWRA —E B, B9, TR &N
JBT 23 BT 4 A BIE 5T 1 BB T BE A AE VR AE i . L
BRI ETE IR S5 AR BT IPSS PF 43 5 A 7]
FHATFARIBIT . B ICAW 5 R IPW DL 45
IR AR i, LK ASHIEZE AR Sy [ i A ) AF
G, RE AR 58 3 X 45 BT AR R IR AE
P ARV R B R A ARG UDS 4554, 1 2
K AR5 ARG B 1PSS Al QoL #E43> 28tk 1F ly F
A gt B ) M bR o, 5 Masumori 2550 A1 [H] X &
# 18 F] UDS #:/E A 0 H & 2%, 7T 3 B8 & B
PR VB A R LS BT BRI R Fa R
Z RN A, B . BT I T B0E IR VLY RE %
55, DU B E 7K W Rl U7 n] REE ALY A B 5T A
KBTS A ARG 6 4F , i A e 44 B0 8 2 B0 o K 4
SRR

gi k. Joie BPH B #F 2 H A F DU
FAYEIT  HHE R R AE ARG A — 2 835, Ul
HIXE T 28 UDS UESEF DU By B E 5] TF AR 3k
5, BT SR W R . X F 2 X DU Wds i, H AT
i AN B, BCI<C100 [ AN BE A HEFI T iR 2 5
DU, D) AR o 2 B 58 5 A R R, AT BB AH 5 7 J &
KEUERRGHLS HIL. 3T DU B3 . R E S

25 A VAL B oL TR R — M ETS 5 I8 RIG
J7 073 ARFIEEE AT B — 2P AT K B U5
F14 IS P8 Bt ML EE 0 BF 9 O € 3 1 BA B BF S o

Bk,
FlEEMR A EE R R AR 45 o 2%
S % 30k
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