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Age-specific prevalence and correlated risk factors of

fecal incontinence in women with different urodynamic

diagnoses
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Table 1. Age-specific prevalence fecal incontinence among 839 women withurinary

symptoms

Fecal incontinence
Age group (y) Present Absent Total Percentage (%)
<30 1 29 30 33
31-40 4 56 60 54
41-50 13 195 208 6.3
51-60 27 225 252 10.7
61-70 25 141 166 15.1
71-80 17 88 105 16.2
>80 1 17 18 5.6

Total 88 751 839 10.5




Table 2. Frequency and nature of fecal incontinence among 839 women with urinary

symptoms

Fecal incontinence (n=88) Patients n(%)
Daily 1 (1.1)
Weekly 15 (17.0)
Occasionally 62 (81.8)
Liquid 27 (30.7)
Solid 61 (69.3)




Table 3. Univariate analyses of risk factors associated with fecal incontinence (n=88)

among 839 women with urinary symptoms

Fecal incontinence

Fecal continence

Variables n= 88 n=751 P Value
Age 60.3£11.4 55.1+13.2 0.004
Vaginal parity 3.4+£1.5 2.9£1.6 0.0035
Body mass index 24.4+3.6 23.7£3.8 0.099
Presence of prior hysterectomy 26 147 0.029
Presence of diabetes 21 79 0.000
Prolapse in any segment 20 168 0.939
Pad weight test 35.7+£51.0 21.9440.1 0.016

*Student t test or chi-square test, as appropriate.



Table 4. Prevalence of fecal incontinence among women with different urodynamic

diagnoses.

Urodynamic diagnosis (n)  Fecal incontinence n (%) P* OR (95% CI)

USI (630) 75 (11.9) 0.260  2.297(0.541-9.758)
DO (10) 0(0) } -

Mixed USI/DO (31) 2 (6.5) 0.877  1.172 (0.155-8.852)
Sensory urgency** (77) 6 (7.8) 0.667 1.437 (0.275-7.493)
Voiding dysfunction®** (55) 3 (5.5) 0.984  0.981 (0.155-6.180)

Normal study (36) 2 (5.6)

1.000 (referent)

*Compared with women of normal urodynamic finding by univariate logistic

regression analysis; and urodynamic diagnoses are mutually exclusive of each other.

**Sensory urgency included hypersensitive bladder and low bladder compliance; and

voiding dysfunction included hypoactive detrusor and dysfunctional voiding.

#*#*USI=urodynamic stress incontinence; DO= detrusor overactivity.



Table 5. Multiple logistic regression analyses of risk factors for fecal incontinence

(n=88) among 839 women with urinary symptoms

Variables Odds Ratio (95% CI) P* Value
Age 1.019 (0.995-1.044) 0.118
Vaginal parity 1.029 (0.871-1.215) 0.739
Body mass index 1.020 (0.961-1.083) 0.505
Presence of diabetes 2.117 (1.195-3.749) 0.010
Presence of prior hysterectomy 1.407 (0.836-2.348) 0.201
Prolapse in any segment 0.958 (0.555-1.653) 0.878
Pad weight test 1.004 (0.999-1.008) 0.136
USI 2.252 (0.991-5.116) 0.053
Sensory urgency 2.245 (0.702-7.175) 0.173

*Multivariate logistic regression analysis.

*#USI = urodynamic stress incontinence



