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•  Retrospective study between July 
2010 and August 2017.  

•  AMS800® AUS (Boston Scientific, 
Marlborough, USA) and Argus® 
Male Sling (Promedon, Cordoba, 
Argentina).  

•  Success definition: completely dry 
or 1 small safety pad per day after 
surgery.	

•  Success ra tes d id no t d i f fe r 
significantly between patients who 
received a male sling or an AUS. 

•  AUS patients had significantly higher 
zero-pad rate and pad-use decrease, 
less postoperative pain and need for 
secondary procedures, providing a 
higher impact on UI control.  

•  AUS has better long-term outcomes 
than the male sling as a result of 
lower reintervention rates and better 
continence control.  
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Hypothesis / aims of study 

To compare functional outcomes 
between patients who received 

an artificial urinary sphincter 
(AUS) or a male sling for male 

urinary incontinence (UI).  

#20610 

RESULTS	


