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The most reant report of the ICS Szamkdizatim Commhx? fecommcnrla that "a respondent's overan 
opinion oftheir inu,rrEinencer, &odd be r d e d ,  but "there is no ,-era1 symptom (opinion) measure with 
established methodological reWStf. Our mkwy incamiaence score (SGUIS) was developed as an office 
assessnent of severity ofincadhace symptoms in women, that amid be used as a post-treamerrt ourcome 
measore. The soore was derived iiom an Bdsting mahad 6 r  assessment offaeca[ immrinencel. The score 
qwntifies the number of urge or stress Jeds per we& the wetness of pads and the effect of the 
incontinence on lifesryle (see table 1). A maximum scare of20 is possiIb1e- The SGUIS takes 30 seconds to 
perfbnn W e  aimed to establish the test-retest retiabihity and conspua validity of this new measure. 
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60 women pr- whh uriaary completed a S G U B  at * lirst consultation and this was 
repeated (retes) prior to any mament or investigatiolls- I58 women with lainary incorzrinence had their 
S- cakuked and validated by cmqmhn to aadrrd one hour pad test as welS as pads used per day 
and leaks per week on fiequmcy-volume chart. 



internationaf Continence Society ~ugr(st22-B, I= 29th Annual iiwm Denver. Colorado USA 

Abstract Reproduction Form 6-2 

Thede was a highly signiscant correlation dc icr i t  between the tes-rete~t measures, (r = 0-8, p 0.0001). 
However, when rhe data were analysed by the Bland & tUtman method of detamhhg agreement, the test- 
retest repeatability did not ax&rm to the B- Standads h&uk definition of acceptlble repeatrb' i  

= -0.63 (C1 95% -1.3 to 0.02), SD = 2.531 The Limits of agreemm art fiom +4.42 ro -5.69. See 
1- 
The S- corrdatcd with the pad test resulr (r = 0.3, p <0.01), pads used per day (r = 0.7, p 

0.001) and leaks per week (r = 0 . 7 3 , ~  0-002). 

The Conelation Coefkient [r] measures the strength ofthe re--between two variables NOT the 
a g e e a m t ~  them The coneMon [7eZdonsh@] with 'Leakslweek and pads/day would be expect& as 
two ofthe questions asked in SGUB are about leaks and pads used Hcrarwer, the demonsbation of a 
significant re- between 1 hovr Pad Test and SGUIS would be better indication of construct validity. 
XnteSt-retesC~af~S~,altho~gbthere~astrongre~nJqpbetweentbetworesutts,thcre 
was poor agreement Test 2 could be 4-42 points hi* or 5.69 points lower thaa test 1. On a scale out of 20, 
tkis reprrsents a 25% lack of agreemew The t e  relied on the @ears memory ofrecent eyems, aad of 
rhe @ems reporting the same symptoms at each visit. The lack of strong agreement benveen the tests may 
also~thevaryingna~eofthepatiemrninaryspnptoms, howeverweeTer 

Care must be taken w h  presshg  test-retest data as use of the correlation coefGcienr is 
inappropiateandaftenhides cOadderable lack of agreernedlt The SGUIS stin has a place in assessment of 
urinary leakage bra does not appcar sufticiently reliable to use as a research outcome tooL W e  have 
coatmcncea modificarion ofthe test to improve its reliabilZty- 




