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KEY MESSAGE

AUS showed higher continence and
satisfaction, while complication severity
differed by device.

Funding: No funding e+ Trial: No « Al: Writing assistance
www.ics.org/2026/abstract/

SYSTEMATIC REVIEW

AUS vs Male Sling After Radical Prostatectomy

AIM METHODS

Compare continence, satisfaction, reoperation Search: PubMed, MEDLINE, Web of Science,
and complications, with attention to prior Scopus * May 2025

pelvic radiotherapy. 6 comparative studies * n=1,639

6 studies ° 1,639 patients < RCTs + multicenter cohorts

KEY RESULTS
DRYNESS PATIENT SATISFACTION
0-1 PAD/DAY
1) o o o
57.3% vs 22.0% 90.6% vs 72.2%
AUS vs sling p < 0.001

12-MONTH REOPERATION OVERALL COMPLICATIONS

1.8% vs 7.2% RR 1.28

p =0.01 95% C1 0.94-1.75+p = 0.12

COMPLICATION PROFILE PRIOR PELVIC RADIOTHERAPY
AUS: more severe/device-related events Associated with worse outcomes,
Slings: more transient pain or retention particularly with AUS

Interpretation: efficacy and complication severity represent different trade-offs; patient selection remains important.
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