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Purpose: This study was conducted to evaluate the efficacy of bladder outlet surgery in patients with detrusor underactivity 
(DU) and to identify factors associated with successful outcomes.
Methods: We conducted a retrospective review of men diagnosed with DU in urodynamic studies who underwent bladder 
outlet surgery for lower urinary tract symptoms between May 2018 and April 2023. The International Prostate Symptom Score 
(IPSS) questionnaire, uroflowmetry (UFM), and multichannel urodynamic studies were administered. Successful treatment 
outcomes were defined as either an IPSS improvement of at least 50% or the regaining of spontaneous voiding in patients ure-
thral catheterization prior to surgery.
Results: The study included 93 male patients. Men diagnosed with significant or equivocal bladder outlet obstruction (BOO) 
experienced significant postoperative improvements in IPSS (from 20.6 to 6.0 and from 17.4 to 6.5, respectively), maximum 
urine flow rate (from 5.0 mL/sec to 14.4 mL/sec and from 8.8 mL/sec to 12.2 mL/sec, respectively) and voiding efficiency (from 
48.8% to 86.0% and from 61.2% to 85.1%, respectively). However, in the group without obstruction, the improvements in IPSS 
and UFM results were not significant. The presence of detrusor overactivity (odds ratio [OR], 3.152; P=0.025) and preoperative 
urinary catheterization (OR, 2.756; P=0.040) were associated with favorable treatment outcomes. Conversely, an unobstructed 
bladder outlet was identified as a negative prognostic factor.
Conclusions: In men with DU accompanied by equivocal or significant BOO, surgical intervention to alleviate the obstruc-
tion may enhance the IPSS, quality of life, and UFM results. However, those with DU and an unobstructed bladder outlet face 
a comparatively high risk of treatment failure. Preoperative detrusor overactivity and urinary catheterization are associated 
with more favorable surgical outcomes. Consequently, active deobstructive surgery should be considered for patients with DU 
who are experiencing urinary retention.
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INTRODUCTION

Bladder outlet deobstructive procedures, such as transurethral 
resection of the prostate (TURP) or laser prostatectomy, are ef-
fective in treating voiding dysfunction that is refractory to med-
ical treatment [1, 2]. However, the efficacy of deobstructive sur-
gery may differ among patients with detrusor underactivity 
(DU) [3-5]. This condition is characterized by contractions of 
reduced strength and/or duration, leading to prolonged bladder 
emptying and/or the inability to achieve complete emptying 
within a typical timeframe [6]. The variability in research find-
ings regarding these surgical procedures may stem from certain 
factors that have been overlooked, such as the presence and se-
verity of bladder outlet obstruction (BOO). However, few stud-
ies have explored prognostic factors in these cases. The present 
study was conducted to assess the efficacy of surgical interven-
tion for BOO in patients with DU, as well as to identify factors 
associated with postoperative success. This was achieved by in-
tegrating preoperative clinical data with comprehensive urody-
namic assessments. The ultimate objective was to identify suit-
able candidates for surgery and consequently enhance surgical 
outcomes.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

We conducted a retrospective review of patients diagnosed with 
DU, characterized by a bladder contractility index (BCI) of less 
than 100 in a preoperative pressure-flow study, who underwent 
surgery for BOO at our institution from May 2018 to April 
2023. We excluded patients with urethral stricture, those who 
had undergone repeated surgery for BOO, and those with a 
clear neurogenic bladder etiology, including spinal cord injury 
and multiple sclerosis. Prior to surgery, all patients underwent a 
baseline assessment of lower urinary tract function, which in-
cluded uroflowmetry (UFM), a postvoid residual (PVR) urine 
test, and a multichannel urodynamic study. The multichannel 
urodynamic study, consisting of filling cystometry and a pres-
sure-flow study, was conducted preoperatively in accordance 
with International Continence Society recommendations for 
good urodynamic practice [7]. UFM parameters such as voided 
volume (VV), maximum flow rate (Qmax), bladder capacity, 
and voiding efficiency were obtained from the UFM and PVR 
data. Bladder capacity was calculated as the sum of VV and 
PVR, while voiding efficiency was determined by dividing VV 
by bladder capacity. During the multichannel urodynamic study, 

we recorded bladder sensation, compliance, and the presence of 
detrusor overactivity (DO) as filling phase parameters. Voiding 
phase parameters included detrusor pressure at maximum flow 
rate (PdetQmax), Qmax, VV, bladder capacity, and PVR. We 
stratified patients using the bladder outlet obstruction index 
(BOOI), calculated as PdetQmax−2Qmax [8], with a BOOI 
greater than 40, which is generally accepted as indicative of clin-
ical obstruction in men. Equivocal obstruction was defined as a 
BOOI between 20 and 40.

All patients underwent surgery for BOO, with procedures in-
cluding TURP, GreenLight photoselective vaporization of the 
prostate (GLPVP), and transurethral incision of the bladder 
neck (TUIBN). Three months postoperatively, the International 
Prostate Symptom Score (IPSS) questionnaire, UFM, and PVR 
testing were administered. Treatment success was defined as a 
reduction in the total IPSS of at least 50% compared to baseline 
or the restoration of spontaneous voiding in patients who re-
quired urinary catheterization before surgery.

Data and Statistical Analysis
Statistical analyses were performed using IBM SPSS Statistics 
ver. 25.0 (IBM Co., Armonk, NY, USA). Continuous variables 
are presented as mean±standard deviation, while categorical 
variables are expressed as numbers and percentages. For statisti-
cal comparisons between groups, the Kruskal-Wallis and Mann-
Whitney U-tests were employed for continuous variables, while 
the chi-square and McNemar tests were used for categorical 
variables. The Fisher exact test was applied when more than 
20% of the expected frequencies were less than 5. Within-group 
differences between baseline and follow-up were analyzed using 
the paired t-test for continuous variables and the McNemar test 
for categorical variables. Univariate and multivariate logistic re-
gression analyses were utilized to identify potential predictors of 
treatment success. A 2-tailed P-value of less than 0.05 was con-
sidered to indicate statistical significance for all analyses.

RESULTS

The study included a total of 93 male patients. The demographics 
of participants who underwent TURP, GLPVP, and TUIBN are 
detailed in Supplementary Table 1. Of these patients, 49 (52.7%) 
had significant BOO, 33 (35.5%) had equivocal BOO, and 11 
(11.8%) had no obstruction. Regarding urodynamic parameters, 
the presence of DO during the storage phase, mean PdetQmax, 
and BCI all decreased progressively with lower grades of BOO. A 
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lower Qmax was observed among those with significant obstruc-
tion compared to the equivocally obstructed and unobstructed 
groups. The clinical baseline demographics and preoperative 

urodynamic parameters, stratified by BOOI, are presented in Ta-
ble 1.

Table 2 summarizes the therapeutic outcomes among patients 

Table 1. Baseline demographics and urodynamic parameters in patients with detrusor underactivity stratified by bladder outlet ob-
struction index (BOOI)

Variable BOOI>40 20≤BOOI≤40 BOOI<20 P-valuea)

Case number 49 (53) 33 (35) 11 (12)

Age (yr) 72.2±10.5 69.8±12.4 64.7±12.1

Total prostate volume (mL) 63.9±34.4 50.6±32.6 43.4±33.8

IPSS total scores 20.5±6.6 18.9±8.3 23.0±6.7

QoL index 5.1±0.7 4.5±0.9 5.0±0.9 0.008*

Urinary catheterization 29 (59) 12 (36) 4 (36)

Comorbidities

   Diabetes mellitus 11 (22) 14 (42) 2 (18)

   Cerebral vascular disease 1 (2) 2 (6) 2 (18)

   Hypertension 27 (55) 20 (63) 4 (36)

   Chronic kidney disease 10 (20) 6 (18) 2 (18)

   Coronary artery disease 4 (8) 10 (30) 1 (9) 0.022*

   COPD 3 (6) 3 (9) 0 (0)

Medication

   Alpha blocker 42 (86) 27 (82) 9 (82)

   5ARI 22 (45) 19 (58) 7 (64)

   Bethanechol 11 (22) 11 (33) 5 (46)

   Antimuscarinics or mirabegron 8 (16) 4 (12) 1 (9)

Uroflowmetry

   Qmax (mL/sec) 4.4±2.8 7.6±5.8 6.2±3.1 0.006*

   Voiding volume (mL) 92±86 166±144 118±111 0.024*

   PVR (mL) 227±210 113±130 116±142 0.013*

   Voiding efficacy (%) 40.1±31.8 60.2±39.4 58.9±39.9 0.041*

Pressure-flow study

   First sensation (mL) 134±60 142±92 185±37

   Compliance 27±22 50±63 41±32

   Capacity (mL) 289±119 281±147 343±114

   DO 40 (82) 21 (64) 4 (36) 0.008*

   DOI 14 (29) 8 (24) 3 (27)

   PdQmax (cm H2O) 62.9±12.2 42.8±6.3 25.5±10.1 <0.001**

   Qmax (mL/sec) 3.2±2.4 5.5±2.7 7.6±3.9 <0.001**

   BCI 79.1±15.1 70.1±17.6 63.2±26.0 0.009*

Values are presented as number (%) or mean±standard deviation.
IPSS, International Prostate Symptom Score; QoL, quality of life; COPD, Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; 5ARI, 5 alpha reductase inhibitor; 
Qmax, maximum flow rate; PVR, postvoid residual; DO, detrusor overactivity; DOI, Detrusor overactivity incontinence; PdQmax, detrusor pres-
sure at the maximum flow rate; BCI, bladder contractility index.
*P<0.05. **P<0.01. a)Kruskal-Wallis or chi-square test, and those with P≥0.05 are left blank.
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with DU who underwent surgery for BOO, categorized by 
BOOI. Both the IPSS—which included the total score, storage 
subscore, voiding subscore, and quality-of-life index —and 
each parameter showed significant improvement after surgery 
in the group with obstruction (all P<0.05). UFM parameters 
also significantly improved following surgery, with VV increas-
ing from 115 mL to 170 mL (P=0.017), Qmax improving from 
5.0 mL/sec to 14.4 mL/sec (P<0.001), PVR decreasing from 204 

mL to 44 mL (P<0.001), and voiding efficiency improving from 
48.8% to 86.0% (P<0.001), in patients who presented with sig-
nificant BOO. Conversely, among the patients without obstruc-
tion, improvements in IPSS and UFM were not significant apart 
from Qmax, which increased from 6.9 mL/sec to 14.7 mL/sec 
(P=0.039). Among the patients with obstruction, the propor-
tions requiring α-blockers and 5α-reductase inhibitors signifi-
cantly decreased after surgery, from 86% to 22% (P<0.001) for 

Table 2. Changes of subjective and objective parameters at baseline and at follow-up in patients with detrusor underactivity stratified 
by bladder outlet obstruction index (BOOI)

Variable Operation BOOI>40 20≤BOOI≤40 BOOI<20

Successful treatment 37 (76) 21 (64) 3 (27)

IPSS

   Total scores Pre 20.6±6.8 17.4±7.9 21.5±5.4

Post 6.0±7.0** 6.5±7.3** 14.3±9.6

   Storage subscore Pre 9.1±3.8 7.2±4.0 6.9±3.7

Post 4.3±3.4** 4.1±3.5* 4.9±2.9

   Voiding subscore Pre 12.3±4.1 11.4±5.4 14.6±3.5

Post 2.9±4.0** 3.9±4.4** 9.4±7.1

   QoL index Pre 5.1±0.7 4.3±0.7 4.9±0.8

Post 2.4±1.3** 2.9±1.6* 3.8±2.4

Uroflowmetry

   Qmax (mL) Pre 5.0±2.9 8.8±6.4 6.9±3.1

Post 14.4±8.5** 12.2±5.1* 14.7±8.7*

   Voiding volume (mL) Pre 115±90 204±141 151±114

Post 170±107* 197±122 223±123

   PVR (mL) Pre 204±191 101±126 49±69

Post 44±74** 31±43* 83±72

   Voiding efficacy (%) Pre 48.8± 31.3 61.2±40 68.8±36.4

Post 86.0±18.9** 85.1±17.2* 62.5±32.3

Medication

   Alpha blocker Pre 42 (86) 27 (82) 9 (82)

 Post 11 (22)** 5 (15)** 6 (55)

   5ARI Pre 22 (45) 19 (58) 7 (64)

Post 8 (16)* 3 (9)** 2 (18)

   Bethanechol Pre 11 (22) 11 (33) 5 (46)

Post 6 (12) 3 (9)* 4 (36)

   Antimuscarinics or β3 agonists Pre 8 (16) 4 (12) 1 (9)

Post 11 (22) 7 (21) 2 (18)

Values are presented as number (%) or mean±standard deviation.
IPSS, International Prostate Symptom Score; Pre, preoperation; Post, postoperation; QoL, quality of life; Qmax, maximum flow rate; PVR, postvoid 
residual; 5ARI, 5 alpha reductase inhibitor.
*Differences in changes after treatment <0.05. **Differences in changes after treatment <0.01. 



www.einj.org    63

� Chuang, et al.  •  DU Receiving BOO Surgery INJ

Int Neurourol J  March 31, 2024

α-blockers and from 45% to 16% (P=0.003) for 5α-reductase 
inhibitors. A similar trend was observed in the equivocal group, 
with the proportion of patients taking α-blockers dropping from 
82% to 15% (P<0.001) and those on 5α-reductase inhibitors 
falling from 58% to 9% (P <0.001). However, no significant 
postoperative reduction in the use of these medications was ob-
served among the patients with no obstruction.

Table 3 presents the preoperative clinical characteristics and 
multichannel urodynamic parameters of the patients who un-
derwent surgery for BOO, categorized by treatment outcome. 
Of these patients, 61 (65.6%) experienced an IPSS reduction of 
at least 50% or regained spontaneous voiding within 3 months 
following surgery. The patients with successful outcomes dis-
played significantly higher DO prevalence (80% vs. 50%, P= 
0.002), PdetQmax (54.5 cm H2O vs. 45.4 cm H2O, P=0.012), 
and BOOI (46.1 vs. 34.9, P=0.008) compared to those with un-
successful treatment. No significant differences were observed 
in baseline IPSS score, Qmax, PVR, or voiding efficacy prior to 
surgery. Multivariate analysis indicated that the presence of DO 
(odds ratio [OR], 3.152; P=0.025) and preoperative urethral 
catheterization (OR, 2.756; P=0.040) were associated with fa-
vorable treatment outcomes. Conversely, an unobstructed blad-
der outlet was identified as a factor negatively associated with 
treatment success (OR, 4.599; P=0.049) following surgery for 
BOO (Table 4).

DISCUSSION

The benefit of bladder outlet surgery for the treatment of lower 
urinary tract symptoms in patients with DU is unclear. Our 
study revealed that 66% of these patients reported subjective 
improvement following bladder outlet surgery. BOOI repre-
sented a key prognostic factor. Patients with positive or equivo-
cal BOO experienced benefits from deobstructive surgery, 
whereas those without obstruction did not show significant im-
provement. Additionally, the presence of DO and the preopera-
tive use of urethral catheterization were favorable prognostic 
indicators for patients with DU undergoing bladder outlet sur-
gery. These findings suggest that careful patient selection could 
optimize the outcomes of bladder outlet surgery in clinical 
practice.

Several explanations have been proposed for DU [9, 10]. One 
theory suggests that DU may arise from bladder decompensa-
tion following chronic BOO caused by collagen deposition 
within the bladder wall. This accumulation leads to progressive 

Table 3. Baseline demographics and urodynamic parameters 
stratified by outcomes

Variable Success (n=61) Failure (n=32) P-valuea)

Age> 65 yr 49 (80) 20 (63) 0.082

Prostate volume>30 mL 52 (85) 23 (72) 0.167

Prostate volume>45 mL 35 (57) 13 (41) 0.125

IPSS total scores 20.0±7.6 20.6±6.8 0.696

   IPSS≥20 32 (52) 16 (50) 0.468

   Storage subscore 7.9±4.2 8.3±3.8 0.688

   Voiding subscore 12.0±5.2 12.3±5.0 0.773

   QoL index 5.0±0.7 4.6±1.0 0.112

Urinary catheterization 35 (57) 10 (31) 0.017*

Comorbidities

   Diabetes mellitus 20 (33) 7 (22) 0.271

   Stroke 2 (3) 3 (9) 0.335

   Dementia 4 (6) 0 0.295

   Hypertension 34 (57) 17 (53) 0.745

   Chronic kidney disease 12 (20) 6 (19) 0.915

   Coronary artery disease 10 (16) 5 (16) 0.924

   COPD 4 (7) 2 (6) 1.000

Uroflowmetry

   Qmax (mL/sec) 5.4±3.4 6.7±5.8 0.268

   Voiding volume (mL) 115±108 139±135 0.357

   PVR (mL) 190±195 145±166 0.266

   Voiding efficacy (%) 49±38 52±36 0.724

Pressure-flow study

   First sensation (mL) 137±70 153±77 0.311

   Compliance 33±31 44±60 0.351

   Capacity (mL) 289±129 300±133 0682

   DO 49 (80) 16 (50) 0.002*

   DOI 16 (26) 9 (28) 0.845

   PdQmax (cm H2O) 54.5±14.9 45.4±18.5 0.012*

   Qmax (mL/sec) 4.2±2.9 5.3±3.3 0.105

   BCI 75.3±16.8 71.6±20.9 0.397

   BOOI 46.1±17.7 34.9±21.5 0.008*

   BOOI ≥20 (%) 58 (95) 24 (75) 0.007*

Values are presented as number (%) or mean±standard deviation.
IPSS, International Prostate Symptom Score; QoL, quality of life; COPD, 
Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; Qmax, maximum flow rate; 
PVR, postvoid residual; DO, detrusor overactivity; DOI, Detrusor over-
activity incontinence; PdQmax, detrusor pressure at the maximum flow 
rate; BCI, bladder contractility index; BOOI, bladder outlet obstruction 
index.
*P<0.05. **P<0.01. a)Mann-Whitney U-test or chi-square test.
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bladder fibrosis and a subsequent reduction in bladder contrac-
tility [10, 11]. Outcomes of deobstructive surgery among pa-
tients with DU have been inconsistent. Some studies have re-
ported IPSS improvements, benefits to urine flow, or restora-
tion of spontaneous voiding after surgery [12-15]. In contrast, 
other research indicates that patients with DU are less likely to 
see improvements or may even experience worse outcomes fol-
lowing surgery compared to those without DU [4, 16]. The 
variability in surgical outcomes may stem from differing defini-
tions of treatment success. Although improvements after deob-
structive surgery were less pronounced among patients with 
DU than in those without this condition, they were still signifi-
cant [16-18]. Furthermore, not all studies have reported the 
proportion of patients who did not have BOO. Logic indicates 
that patients without BOO may not benefit from deobstructive 
surgery.

BOOI is a key predictor of operative outcomes in patients 
undergoing surgery to alleviate prostate obstruction [19]. It has 
also been identified as an important parameter in patients with 
DU who undergo deobstructive surgery [20, 21]. BOO is impli-
cated in complex cases of voiding dysfunction, and alleviating 
the obstruction can partially address this condition. Addition-
ally, a higher BOOI may indicate a relatively early stage of blad-
der decompensation, which preserves more bladder contractili-
ty relative to patients without obstruction. Patients with higher 
BOOI may therefore benefit from early correction of BOO, be-
fore bladder decompensation occurs [9]. However, further re-
search is necessary to validate the 3-stage model hypothesis and 
to ascertain the optimal timing for surgical intervention in pa-
tients with BOO. Deobstructive surgery may offer minimal 
benefit to patients without obstruction, as BOO is not a prima-

ry cause of voiding dysfunction.
The role of DO in bladder outlet surgery remains a subject of 

debate. Liu et al. [22] and the present findings indicate that pre-
operative DO is a positive prognostic factor in patients with 
DU undergoing bladder outlet surgery. In contrast, a recent 
meta-analysis found no correlation between preoperative DO 
and surgical outcomes in male patients with BOO [23]. More-
over, a large-scale study demonstrated that both age and BOO 
are independently associated with the presence of DO [24]. DO 
may represent a secondary response of the bladder to BOO 
during the compensated phase, and surgical relief of the ob-
struction may reverse DO along with symptoms of overactive 
bladder [9, 25, 26]. This could account for our observation that 
patients with preoperative DO experienced better outcomes 
than those without DO. Further research is necessary to eluci-
date the impact of preoperative DO on the results of bladder 
outlet surgery.

Regaining spontaneous voiding is often the primary goal of 
patients experiencing urinary retention during catheterization. 
The characteristics of patients who undergo catheterization dif-
fer markedly from those who are capable of spontaneous void-
ing. In our cohort, patients with catheters exhibited a compara-
tively poor quality of life, reduced bladder compliance, lower 
BCI, and higher BOOI, as detailed in Supplementary Table 2. 
Furthermore, treatment goals differ between patients with and 
without urethral catheterization. Urinary catheterization can 
cause substantial discomfort and severely diminish quality of 
life and self-esteem. Patients with urinary catheters may focus 
primarily on regaining spontaneous voiding, whereas those 
without catheters often aim to achieve improved voiding quali-
ty—a goal that may present greater challenges. In the present 

Table 4. Logistic regression for predictors of good subjective outcomes before bladder outlet deobstruction surgery

Variable
Univariate logistic regression Multivariate logistic regression

OR 95% CI P-value OR 95% CI P-value

Age>65 yr 2.450 0.943–6.362 0.066 - - -

Prostate volume>30 mL 2.261 0.794–6.436 0.126 - - -

Prostate volume>45 mL 1.967 0.825–4.692 0.127 - - -

Urinary catheterization 2.962 1.200–7.310 0.019* 2.756 1.046–7.264 0.040*

DO 4.083 1.599–10.426 0.003* 3.152 1.154–8.615 0.025*

BCI 1.011 0.988–1.035 0.359 - - -

BOOI≥20 6.444 1.574–26.386 0.010* 4.599 1.005–21.041 0.049*

OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; DO, detrusor overactivity; BCI, bladder contractility index; BOOI, bladder outlet obstruction index.
*Differences in changes after treatment <0.05.
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study, we observed that 78% of patients who underwent ure-
thral catheterization prior to deobstructive surgery regained 
spontaneous voiding. A similarly high success rate for postop-
erative de-catheterization was reported by Thomas et al. [15], 
who evaluated patients with DU and urinary retention after 
GLPVP. Given this success rate, coupled with the reduced risk 
of urinary tract infections and improvements in quality of life 
after catheter removal, it seems reasonable to recommend de-
obstructive surgery for patients experiencing urine retention 
due to DU, particularly when positive or equivocal BOO is 
present and the patient can tolerate the procedure.

The present study highlighted the usefulness of multichannel 
urodynamic parameters in patients with DU who underwent 
surgery for BOO. However, the research had several limitations. 
First, the study was retrospective; additionally, although its 
sample was large, this sample size was comparable to those of 
prior studies investigating interventions for DU. Second, the 
absence of a conservative control group means that we cannot 
confirm the benefits of deobstructive surgery. Nevertheless, the 
comparison of preoperative and postoperative outcomes sheds 
light on the surgical effects. Third, the lack of postoperative 
urodynamic studies precluded us from fully evaluating the 
changes in urodynamic parameters following surgery. To over-
come these limitations and provide stronger evidence for future 
research, further prospective studies with a randomized design 
are necessary.

In conclusion, surgery for BOO may be advantageous in 
terms of IPSS, quality of life, and UFM parameters for patients 
with DU who also have equivocal or significant BOO. However, 
those with DU and an unobstructed bladder outlet face a high-
er risk of treatment failure. The presence of urodynamic DO 
and preoperative urethral catheterization were found to be as-
sociated with favorable operative outcomes. Therefore, surgery 
for BOO can be considered for patients with DU following 
urodynamic evaluation and appropriate counseling, particular-
ly for those experiencing urinary retention.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Supplementary Tables 1 and 2 can be found via https://doi.org/ 
10.5213/inj.2346252.126.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION STATEMENT

· �Conceptualization: MSC, YCO, YSC, YLK

· �Data curation: MSC, YCO, YSC, KYW, YCH, CTW, YLK
· �Formal analysis: MSC, YCO
· �Funding acquisition: YLK 
· �Methodology: MSC, YCO, YSC, YLK
· �Project administration: YCO, YLK
· �Visualization: YLK
· �Writing - original draft: MSC
· �Writing - review & editing: YLK

ORCID 

Ming-Syun Chuang	 0009-0002-3990-1175
Yin-Chien Ou		  0000-0001-7934-4882
Yu-Sheng Cheng		  0000-0002-3981-8657
Kuan-Yu Wu		  0000-0002-0640-1505
Chang-Te Wang		  0000-0001-8259-7426
Yuan-Chi Huang		  0009-0001-3421-7123
Yao-Lin Kao		  0000-0002-4147-9041 

REFERENCES

1.	Lerner LB, McVary KT, Barry MJ, Bixler BR, Dahm P, Das AK, et 
al. Management of lower urinary tract symptoms attributed to be-
nign prostatic hyperplasia: AUA GUIDELINE PART II-Surgical 
Evaluation and Treatment. J Urol 2021;206:818-26.

2.	de la Rosette JJ, Rassweiler JJ. Bipolar TURP treatment for BPH re-
fractory to medication:the past, present, and future surgical refer-
ence standard. J Endourol 2008;22:2111-2; discussion 2123. 

3.	Paick JS, Um JM, Kwak C, Kim SW, Ku JH. Influence of bladder 
contractility on short-term outcomes of high-power potassium-tit-
anyl-phosphate photoselective vaporization of the prostate. Urolo-
gy 2007;69:859-63.

4.	Kim M, Jeong CW, Oh SJ. Effect of preoperative urodynamic de-
trusor underactivity on transurethral surgery for benign prostatic 
hyperplasia: a systematic review and meta-analysis. J Urol 2018; 
199:237-44.

5.	Lee HY, Wang CS, Juan YS. Detrusor underactivity in men with 
bladder outlet obstruction. Biomedicines 2022;10:2954.

6.	Abrams P, Cardozo L, Fall M, Griffiths D, Rosier P, Ulmsten U, et 
al. The standardisation of terminology of lower urinary tract func-
tion: report from the Standardisation Sub-committee of the Inter-
national Continence Society. Neurourol Urodyn 2002;21:167-78.

7.	Drake MJ, Doumouchtsis SK, Hashim H, Gammie A. Fundamen-
tals of urodynamic practice, based on International Continence 
Society good urodynamic practices recommendations. Neurourol 

https://doi.org/10.5213/inj.2346252.126
https://doi.org/10.5213/inj.2346252.126


66    www.einj.org

Chuang, et al.  •  DU Receiving BOO SurgeryINJ

Int Neurourol J  March 31, 2024

Urodyn 2018;37(S6):S50-60.
8.	Abrams P. Bladder outlet obstruction index, bladder contractility 

index and bladder voiding efficiency: three simple indices to define 
bladder voiding function. BJU Int 1999;84:14-5.

9.	Bosch R, Abrams P, Averbeck MA, Finazzi Agró E, Gammie A, Mar-
celissen T, et al. Do functional changes occur in the bladder due to 
bladder outlet obstruction? - ICI-RS 2018. Neurourol Urodyn 2019; 
38 Suppl 5(Suppl 5):S56-65.

10.	Fusco F, Creta M, De Nunzio C, Iacovelli V, Mangiapia F, Li Marzi V, 
et al. Progressive bladder remodeling due to bladder outlet obstruc-
tion: a systematic review of morphological and molecular evidenc-
es in humans. BMC Urol 2018;18:15.

11.	Averbeck MA, De Lima NG, Motta GA, Beltrao LF, Abboud Filho 
NJ, Rigotti CP, et al. Collagen content in the bladder of men with 
LUTS undergoing open prostatectomy: a pilot study. Neurourol 
Urodyn 2018;37:1088-94.

12.	Rubilotta E, Balzarro M, Gubbiotti M, Antonelli A. Outcomes of 
transurethral resection of the prostate in unobstructed patients 
with concomitant detrusor underactivity. Neurourol Urodyn 2020; 
39:2179-85.

13.	Dobberfuhl AD, Chen A, Alkaram AF, De EJB. Spontaneous void-
ing is surprisingly recoverable via outlet procedure in men with 
underactive bladder and documented detrusor underactivity on 
urodynamics. Neurourol Urodyn 2019;38:2224-32.

14.	Abdelhakim MA, Rammah A, Abozamel AH, El-Sheikh MG, Ab-
delazeem MS, Abdallah SM, et al. Does detrusor underactivity affect 
the results of transurethral resection of prostate? Int Urol Nephrol 
2021;53:199-204.

15.	Thomas D, Zorn KC, Zaidi N, Chen SA, Zhang Y, Te A, et al. Does 
urodynamics predict voiding after benign prostatic hyperplasia 
surgery in patients with detrusor underactivity? Asian J Urol 2019; 
6:264-9.

16.	Plata M, Santander J, Trujillo CG, Bravo-Balado A, Robledo D, 
Higuera T, et al. Impact of detrusor underactivity on the postopera-
tive outcomes after benign prostatic enlargement surgery. Neurou-
rol Urodyn 2021;40:868-75.

17.	Cho MC, Yoo S, Park J, Cho SY, Son H, Oh SJ, et al. Effect of preop-

erative detrusor underactivity on long-term surgical outcomes of 
photovaporization and holmium laser enucleation in men with be-
nign prostatic hyperplasia: a lesson from 5-year serial follow-up 
data. BJU Int 2019;123(5A):E34-42.

18.	Gotoh M, Yoshikawa Y, Kondo AS, Kondo A, Ono Y, Ohshima S. 
Prognostic value of pressure-flow study in surgical treatment of be-
nign prostatic obstruction. World J Urol 1999;17:274-8.

19.	Comiter CV, Sullivan MP, Schacterle RS, Yalla SV. Prediction of pros-
tatic obstruction with a combination of isometric detrusor contrac-
tion pressure and maximum urinary flow rate. Urology 1996;48:723-
30.

20.	Zhu Y, Zhao YR, Zhong P, Qiao BM, Yang ZQ, Niu YJ. Detrusor 
underactivity influences the efficacy of TURP in patients with BPO. 
Int Urol Nephrol 2021;53:835-41.

21.	Seki N, Kai N, Seguchi H, Takei M, Yamaguchi A, Naito S. Predic-
tives regarding outcome after transurethral resection for prostatic 
adenoma associated with detrusor underactivity. Urology 2006;67: 
306-10.

22.	Liu S, Chan L, Tse V. Clinical outcome in male patients with detru-
sor overactivity with impaired contractility. Int Neurourol J 2014; 
18:133-7.

23.	Kim M, Jeong CW, Oh SJ. Effect of urodynamic preoperative de-
trusor overactivity on the outcomes of transurethral surgery in pa-
tients with male bladder outlet obstruction: a systematic review 
and meta-analysis. World J Urol 2019;37:529-38.

24.	Oelke M, Baard J, Wijkstra H, de la Rosette JJ, Jonas U, Hofner K. 
Age and bladder outlet obstruction are independently associated 
with detrusor overactivity in patients with benign prostatic hyper-
plasia. Eur Urol 2008;54:419-26.

25.	Kwon O, Lee HE, Bae J, Oh JK, Oh SJ. Effect of holmium laser enu-
cleation of prostate on overactive bladder symptoms and urody-
namic parameters: a prospective study. Urology 2014;83:581-5.

26.	Oh MM, Choi H, Park MG, Kang SH, Cheon J, Bae JH, et al. Is 
there a correlation between the presence of idiopathic detrusor 
overactivity and the degree of bladder outlet obstruction? Urology 
2011;77:167-70.



www.einj.org  

� Chuang, et al.  •  DU Receiving BOO Surgery INJ

Int Neurourol J  March 31, 2024

Supplementary Table 1. Baseline demographics urodynamic parameters in patients with detrusor underactivity categorized by the 
type of surgery

Variable Bipolar TURP GLPVP TUIBN P-valuea)

Case number 44 (47) 36 (39) 13 (14)

Age (yr) 72.0±9.5 72.9±10.7 58.6±13.7 <0.01**

Total prostate volume (mL) 51.4±30.9 74.8±32.9 22.0±5.7 <0.01**

IPSS total scores 19.4±8.7 19.9±5.2 23.3±7.5

QoL index 5.0±0.8 4.7±0.8 4.6±1.1

Urinary catheterization 24 (55) 17 (47) 4 (31)

Comorbidities

   Diabetes mellitus 13 (30) 10 (28) 4 (31)

   Cerebral vascular disease 3 (7) 0 2 (15)

   Hypertension 24 (55) 21 (60) 6 (46)

   Chronic kidney disease 9 (21) 6 (17) 3 (23)

   Coronary artery disease 8 (18) 6 (17) 1 (8)

   COPD 4 (9) 1 (3) 1 (8)

Uroflowmetry

   Qmax (mL/sec) 5.3±3.2 6.1±5.2 7.3±5.6

   Voiding volume (mL) 114±93 120±117 164±187

   PVR (mL) 193±219 176±160 106±111

   Voiding efficacy (%) 53.0±38.9 44.6±31.9 55.1±42.8

Pressure-flow study

   First sensation (mL) 139±69 132±56 188±107 0.047*

   Compliance 29±31 41±47 52±62

   Capacity (mL) 283±129 294±120 323±158

   DO* 29 (66) 30 (83) 6 (46) 0.032*

   DOI 9 (21) 11 (31) 5 (39)

   PdQmax (cm H2O) 49.0±18.1 56.8±12.3 44.2±19.2 0.027*

   BCI 71.6±18.1 79.9±15.3 66.1±22.5 0.030*

   BOOI 39.9±21.0 47.6±16.0 35.4±22.5

Values are presented as number (%) or mean±standard deviation.
TURP, transurethral resection of the prostate; GLPVP, GreenLight photoselective vaporization of the prostate; TUIBN, transurethral incision of the 
bladder neck; IPSS, International Prostate Symptom Score; QoL, quality of life; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; Qmax, maximum 
urine flow rate; PVR, postvoid residual; DO, detrusor overactivity; DOI, Detrusor overactivity incontinence; PdQmax, detrusor pressure at the max-
imum flow rate; BCI, bladder contractility index; BOOI, bladder outlet obstruction index.
*P<0.05. **P<0.01. a)Kruskal-Wallis or chi-square test, and those with P≥0.05 are left blank. 
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Supplementary Table 2. Baseline demographics and urody-
namic parameters stratified by urinary catheterization

Variable
Urinary 

catheterization 
(n=45)

Self-voiding 
(n=48) P-valuea)

Age>65 yr 37 (82) 32 (67) 0.087
Prostate volume>30 mL 41 (91) 34 (71) 0.018*
Prostate volume>45 mL 23 (52) 25 (52) 0.925
IPSS total scores 20.5±8.9 19.9±6.0 0.265
   IPSS≥20 24 (53) 24 (50) 0.725
   Storage subscore 8.0±4.5 8.1±3.7 0.841
   Voiding subscore 12.5±6.1 11.8±4.2 0.309
   QoL index 5.2±0.8 4.6±0.8 0.002*
Treatment success 35 (78) 26 (54) 0.017*
Comorbidities
   Diabetes mellitus 15 (33) 12 (25) 0.376
   Stroke 2 (4) 3 (6) 1.000
   Dementia 2 (4) 2 (4) 1.000
   Hypertension 26 (58) 25 (53) 0.658
   Chronic kidney disease 9 (20) 9 (19) 0.879
   Coronary artery disease 9 (20) 6 (13) 0.326
   COPD 4 (9) 2 (4) 0.425
Uroflowmetry
   Qmax (mL/sec) 3.6±2.4 7.6±4.9 <0.001*
   Voiding volume (mL) 61±51 174±133 <0.001*
   PVR (mL) 265±182 87±144 <0.001*
   Voiding efficacy (%) 27±28 69±32 <0.001*
Pressure-flow study
   First sensation (mL) 141±69 144±76 0.782
   Compliance 25±24 48±54 0.001*
   Capacity (mL) 293±141 292±120 0.791
   DO 34 (76) 31 (65) 0.249
   DOI 14 (31) 11 (23) 0.373
   PdQmax (cm H2O) 54.8±19.0 48.0±13.7 0.109
   Qmax (mL/sec) 2.9±2.2 6.1±2.9 <0.001*
   BCI 69.3±18.9 78.5±16.7 0.021*
   BOOI 49.1±20.8 35.9±16.5 0.005*
   BOOI≥20 41 (91) 41 (85) 0.395

Values are presented as number (%) or mean±standard deviation.
IPSS, International Prostate Symptom Score; QoL, quality of life; COPD, 
Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; Qmax, maximum urine flow 
rate; PVR, postvoid residual; DO, detrusor overactivity; DOI, Detrusor 
overactivity incontinence; PdQmax, detrusor pressure at the maximum 
flow rate; BCI, bladder contractility index; BOOI, bladder outlet obstruc-
tion index.
*P<0.05. **P<0.01. a)Mann-Whitney U-test or chi-square test.


