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‘QAF $&-HUE7) &3(Operation for Urinary Incontinence-Transvaginal Approach) <&
M 84 SRS o E diERe] drliglo] d &9 tdERte 2 $Esto] HE SR 1|
15 AF HHillsS AA 50l THAA SFRAEE Eoleds WHeE A9R7|e87 = A

(5 7129 A2 AT P2) AES B YR mUE o
AEES 5] 7 Qb Ul ATHS Selsh HAolRAele] A A AR W
A 2AS AR 2022300 A8F} 0571678 7191915]
o]
AN

o
o)

.
L
RUF 5E-BUAAA S0 et A, B 2 FAN B 91 AAS BATES 593t
Q. BE Wi WiRAS sl ‘R AT £4-9A 23 2B AU) 9 =
o2 AH BN, 291U F SAM o3 291, AL 291, 2A7|S} 102 7
o). W] MAWEL B A 4T BAOIA BURA 2L 71E FHAEL v
QAPA o & QPsk ATARI Y ol9lw, AN AT SNeHe &4, Wil 55, W4 3,
79, 28 5 by ARL AT L F0H A28, 4 A YrEE, SeA ARG E
Foton A4 AL ulg-auy W u1g A Btk

AAA FAIEE AHAES EHE 79 371, =W 570 HloJeH|o]2oflA] HAso] 23 A7 4 Hj
Al 71 T+ 99 HEAV 5540 g Adstal AEisiqitt. =
of Bias (RoB)E& AM&sto] T o] AEA} 55H 02 dfsto] o FoE o|R3Uth AuxE
< HE] Hols2 AuFE FAS EE0to] T Fo AEAPE 5524 oE S3sialon, od B
A7} U2 75 AR} A =2Jsto] Fofsitt. AmfAS A 4
o] 7153t A9 A A B4 (qualitative review)S 2-8319ct A A A £ Ao ZASLE
2 Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE) H
o = Brlsklch

i)
Fd
ol
O
= O
i3
juic)
i)

e
o‘
N
N
fr o
7
w
7

(quantitative analysis)
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BHO 2 Falg 5 e o (B2 ojolal 17] 18] dfet 29D URE APasch BT
%31 AEA](semi-structured interview)s PO 2 o]FojF o ZARJE-L Ast FY | 9]
=71 gt o, N2, N2 A g & A7 =yl el B9t U8 5 570 24
FAE T 1471 ZARYEFL = oo o, IR AlZEZ 2417 U9= ettt AR
AAEA o g Atoixtso] Attt e FAER Fol Haslste W24 H(content
analysis)& Z-85Ith. & B7h= 49939 HEHZ 1Esto] Amr|&AB7HId]olA 2
FTHlel & HIEEE AATSHIH.

Toran

AT e LE S0 diT AAE 2l 2t g7l B8E £32 F 5200 = FAH]
g9 51HGB8719] ), A 23 182 AT vIEdAd §7Fas), 7291
A A B 29, =7H G0N Bt 7ol =

o, FIAIEAL A DA77 8HOR ZRIE|0] 11 9 BIEH Y P2 w5 2= BRI

i
SEeHA &A4F 9 v Aol WS S E &9 7€ SRR EEY o 1F Fg Zol= glgltt
(GBS &4 = HY QT &AF Risk Ratio (RR)=0.37, 95% Confidence Interval (CI)
0.02~7.56, I =43%; iAol Ty & A2 dHl 2 Adbe RR=1.26, 95% CI 0.95~1.96,

6). S1HA] 9 fER 552 197 A+E o2 EA% Ay}, ddd7) S9ollA s1HA]
2 iER 5Fo] faste Zd7F AYYUTHRR=0.44, 95% CI 0.23~0.81, I'=55%). Visual
Analogue Scale (VAS)E &3 5584+= 15719 AolA BEalsto] e & AIFER 371t
A, & T 14 o|U7HA] A7 &9l 71E SR =Sl v FofsH RlaEs
149 Mean Difference (MD)=-0.8674, 95% CI —-1.55~-0.16, I’ =84%), °]% A|&oA= &

ZHGoI3t Aol Gl

~d

ollof w4 w=2(RR=0.92, 95% CI 0.55~1.54, I'=0%), ¥ ¥ Q=7d(RR=1.01, 95% CI
0.84~1.22, I =0%), =d(RR=1.06, 95% CI 0.85~1.31, ! =0%) S JoJA F = 7+ 893t A}o]
= YAt

GRADE ZASES AR EE B 5shd &4F 9 viieofo] i) ‘S5 %= (Moderate) 590
2 grlelrt.
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AT s &2 B2 387 AIFE EUR A A=E, FHH A=E, 42 A,
= el 7reralct. AHAR BRI ER AW A 5d, FHH ARE, 4

o 5
of thel 3% FAWAAL V|E0 R WEtEAT A, GUT) 20| 7|E FRAESY T
s Z34 Ao fofsH] wgkort olg4ol

I' =66%).

4ol A& 15719] Aol Harstelon vekia Zxt, ddd &9+ 71E SR8 EEH 7ol
Hsf 4ho] Aol Woko} ojddo] w11 BAFCE {Ogt Ajol= IUKStandardized Mean
Difference (SMD)=0.184, 95% CI 0.00~0.36, I =74%). T3t A 7]'s°l TSt 449 22 10HY
EdoA Histgor = #7F fost Aol YIJTHSMD=0.06d, 95% CI -0.11~0.22,
I =41%).

NeeES 16719] AollA By, ddd) &3to] 7€ SR8 E&dwol vlol A-sE
o] &A YEPFTHRR=1.76, 95% CI 1.07~2.89, I' =16%).

T ARE LA A7 BreHlth 998 £87o] 7€ SR8 =S o] B
3 SeAlS oF 5E 7IE 9S5A7= At AJCH(MD=-4.89+%&, 95% CI -7.07~ -2.72,
I'=98%), AY7172 F == Aol §-9J3t Zpoli= QI ot o] @ do] &QITHSMD=-0.48, 95% CI
-0.99~0.02, I’ =93%).

GRADE TAGE2 AR EZ B AWNA X g5g, U4 A =7E, 49 4, A g6 S
(Moderate)’ &2 2 7=t
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TR ZARE QA4S 68 R SRS g R 40~50T] oA 682 1719 2" e R
%Wﬁ}cﬂt} A A9 9 onrledl Uit olsle, AR2Y, ArtgH A= & Pt 2l &
45 7N E S 14 2ARGEC R AAISIAH.

A Aeh2 30t 28 24 5 st 109 ol 84 S 42 AP} "2l
o

3 o]
°© 24 % of4o] Yo Zk Aglo|s], 70~80the] LA ekt Wakow o
QAL 7] TH o] S5 7R MO QlAlso] Mel S st BHs A7 9

K Fi?l

o]
AR
t}. olo] S 8T E QI IAEZe] et T ofuE} 9F A, B, =4 5 A
24 fIS= AUk
AT Amd%0] lojA RS AHYS 5 848w ST AW diet JRE AT =
HES Uaglon, oA FHoR seX|wg AYsigith. it BdEs) £ disf ez
Al Qkal, A A HAS F5 GAE £35S AAISHL SloH, iR Shak=
A48 Hlo]Z&(Transobturator Tape, TOT)S ¥ 0= UrE]-UrE]- Zg AHolvlo)A X7
o™ vk 7|3 2 E EAPE Bot 7|95iitt. SRS e, AEARE SRS R F
& 7Fs7d, Ad7Fs7d 5ol tiet =7 2 ash 9ol %*Jﬂi AR AT A= A=
Sk, 84T FARET) Higt SEet Aol B RSt Hdth k3, Tddr &9 JHE €Y
2t A B3E0] Tl AMEEC| W2 eaS YotalAl st APt ARshe e At o
= H3lth

AT A=Al oA =
2ay}, 845 go|Zof| gigt olego] Exter, AR AARE
T FENEEE 8980 R =90

uﬁi
>
i
ri
e
e
5

FAEL 84T 2ol gt SE, ARNIZE, 28 A1 2 49 7] Sof et Pt
gol $E5fckn Btk

AT Fe-ddEN < A9lore FA B7l 2As He 2ol Aldskltt. ddd
N &2 P2 7€ SFA=E30l HIs) @713 o= 50| Aaoks SHo] AL, st
4 3 iAol S wRiste] /el Afelrt ol 71 et AR 2] it Viem

. 2 SHoMe gY@ €99 eeAlRio] Eolts At oY, S8 Mer 11
S B A58, FHA =gl 3ol 7IE S el vis) Bt WAL, 9dE S35 A
sl 27 HEY 7|€ 378EET e dAP] ofER 7Ie= Tasiey ddaiel
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2 9551, G/ &9 vl8-Rae] it BeHAo] Boron YRS TS W, X
AR v.go] SUsP AgHol Q7] RS SAEA £3o] 71E FRATE] vls) FAHY

AT Fes T2 TS o= A RAE 3T 29 T2 TR I =

=
ol 27|z dleH HelE sk o ALl SiHh 84 seiHE AHT o ARESE
o] 1l AAEC] ¥ WS 7H 583 9910 Hkow, Qe[S B3 HEE ANt oAt
R I8, 9 52 o8t 2% HEE HaR It 55|, ey, IEAL, 55, &

202349 A9A} 227 1=A1E7H9199](2023.9.8.)0x = £ 98] HE 2o 27519 S=rleAB
7P EIAIR Ad2A 1090 oA “fAE eae-ddEN 7700 Hisf that 2ol Aolsiit

ol7|&Ag IRl QY st avbgel 27 4 1 9 WS 58 FYHoR vejel
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58 ol BN €9, S aed, A,

Stress Incontinence, Single incision mini sling, Midurethral sling, Safety, Effectiveness
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1. GIoHHZ

QAT $&- FUAN £3(Operation for Urinary Incontinence-Transvaginal Approach)’ =
L %Lxé QAILT

TARE Oz HiEF-e] rligle] d Ho dd@/te = aslo] A SR HIRE
A

B 7j5o #E QARIRAA(E 7149 A4S AT 99) AES S Ut RUEZoR way
Al AR AEH ARS B9 QA b U G e Blsh Bl RAele] £ A ARER

TAE AEIIALAR 202280 AI8A 2| 27148711 Ee]

1.1.1 SUEIY S2(CHSH| 2 QInfstS], 2022; AEL|4EQHF R, 2018)

FZ FAEN &9(single-incision mini-sling, SIMS)& °1-83t &2 3MH F L= =79
| & A7Rte = Sh= @U@ M (sing-incision) 2. & H|o|ZE AAA)7|= atelH A

7 1t
SR HHE A= HAEe AA =0 AT 7ot 710 S a el vls) AT,
3

o
ar A
=0] Auflgo] ow AUFARRI TVT-Secur H|HEH, Ajust, MiniArc 5 G987l &89 A4
A& 9 Aoz a7t GojXicks Hah Eodtt.

SN S TRt 0] o &£79] do], iR, 1%
adjustment or control) 5-°] T}FSIHKim 5, 2019). &LE7}
TYH TVT-Secure= 71& 58570 Bls &3}7}F Wol 2013%
2014), ol& =33 HdAN &£99] /= tha (& 1. DI At

W]

A, A2z L #e(tension
g % 2006 7H HA AR
Aol A A= 2 H(Ross &,

o]

[

i,



oA

2238 HER =

A2 (obturator membrane)tl 24 &l7|(metal introducer)& 0]

>

_ O - :
TVT-Secur |:'j1' %6|'0:| 9‘_50_“ HHXl
MiniArc o}z A2 (obturator membrane)0fl M 4217|(curved introducen 2
of JII.O.“ 20|12 740.| AOIS EI-I)\PI
E =2o0o=2 =2 =1=ns o o
. 0| SMY M7 |(curved introducenE 0183t 7|& 572t 2| =2
Ajust T (pulleylike)ZS AARIOR 0}2
Contasure Needleless zaie CIE DUSEEH 60%0ly O 20, & 20 0L Z¥o =5
(C-NDL) === (pocket-like fold)7} R0 £HO| {5} SHOZ Q|

& 20 2719 E2|n2dH AXE WHI} QL= HIMFH(non-stretch)
Tissue Fixation System g agpy | SHECHE Zo|Z=Zdl HOIZE 748, BE TVTet 2B JYO

(TFS) 2 BT XIB2E QltH(pubourethreal ligament)0 W77} B3|
A &
{19 E|m2 T DL-HHHEZ 2719 DX (fixation arms)0|

Ophira k=ES +=4 710|E(retractile insertion guide)2 LHE[AHZ(obturator
internus muscle)2 Sotet

CureMesh st= MiniArcet SAFSH 14cm Z20]9] ST 2 Ll 04

TVT, tension—free vaginal tape
[EX: Nambiar £, 2017]

1.1.2 SRQEEY $a(0sH| 2 01}5ts|, 2022; AE2|FE QA 2018)

od 54 /AT eS8 8% AXE YETSHL Esl A & e 4
A A backboardye AAYstAY &= ot S Eeoh= Zlolth SRATEHL 7|E A&
(pibovaginal sling)°] 8% 9] ¥:2-5J(urethral hypermobility) W5}l EQF AlGof W= Qe
AgS =ol7] sl =377l €7 H 5 A= A €9 WiglE S5F2.= XA 1=
FER BW 84T MEe BEEAETT Hod. 7129 ASdedTE(pibovaginal sling),
Burchs&(AZFH 4R dr2)0l v A7, Ad7I7ol i, L= de] EAT = Jtk=
ool Jlom 7] 4EEE £ A oE el tjeong 5, 2009). T, B 887 9 & A
S 718 SHE 8 25 (Hl ke, HElhe 5)of| wEt 7]E0] S0l & T ARIZ 0 ' AHET|E ShaL,
5730l AEEAY efplx] o] F71AQ1 SREX| 57 28T 4= 9lom, =& Hof| §ld sFRREF/o| =

T NEA TEEE= AT ATHAIAF, 2022).

o
ol
ol

na

FHRQTEY $£&2 A(FFH SH R =L (retropublic; top-down or bottom-up)d H45= &3t
5.9 = &7 $&(transobturator; inside-out or outside-in)°] It} o1& A7 FH-Q =&
= 7P WA 119ks B A E o] X<4(Tension-free vaginal tape, TVT)S o]A B4 8459]
oA Ao R o] AR E= MY 8224 4 YFet AE HlE 91E A7lst dS S5l

flo o

i
o

Ho|ZE 8% FHoA B £0 2 wiji= =&olct. 24 &3 HHES 53 &8 &
Z5 Aloto] A& 53t HlolE A& H#3(obturator foramen)& SIHAIA HEF £0 2
&2 0] 3 Trans Obturator tape (TOT) W2 WSS HHZZA QFEOE B3| 7| =
739-0]11, Tension-free Vaginal Tape-Obturator (TVT-O) F'HS HES Q204 vZZEo 2

$oltHId 1.1).

B

N
rir
o



NE

Retropubic tape Transobturator tape Single-incision mini-sling
(TVT, Tension—free Vagina Tape) (TOT/TVT-0) (SIMS)
HHH s ol Yl HOoI=EZt 2 z{eH o] =HL =
g pal 17H) =

TS Ssf AlE HO|Zo} A= 22 Aro|2 e Eng‘in“i’ H
2| EF Y (retropubic)& =13l | M| B(obturator foramen)Z A LR g -
smo) o2 B9 = e Safst oiE|=o| HHE@H) sl e eni=

22 0= = °=

SKIN INCISIONS
/-’\
PUBIC BONE \

\‘ !
N

Implant (leal:
tension-free support
under the ur!lhﬂa

1.1.3 FQ2 7|M(X}4L, 2006)

QAFL Q9] XA FLZE(urethral support)o] FStE|HA QFglo] HAF O 2 X LZE
A=A ¥oto] dAgok= AR A Ut 8EAA] L2 EREE= XEF4F FHpubocervical
fascia), & Adl(pubourethral ligament, PUL)E —7“351042 , AF Adi7F "o HA 9%

35 (urethral hypermoblhty)o] B71A ElE‘r ojnfj FHQ T&F2 FH-Q o] H|HE AolFolA
A& Qo] L& thAIst THATEHYS FHAT Uﬂﬁiﬂ‘ﬂ =71H02 AF Y9 75

A B 7 reinforce)A| 7].1_ B_E—.—Hﬂ —.—A(paraurethral area)°]| |22 AA| Z2]o] YA E L= 5}o]
% Yol gkt A xS vte= 7|d o2 QAFS 75 HtH (1Y 1.2).

" Pubic symphysis  Urethra

Pubourethral ( Cooper’ s ‘
ligament (PUL) %Rl ligament Endopelvi
fascia
Obturator {
»t
internus m. vagina N\

Arcus tendineus

Intact pubourethral ligament Torn pubourethral Ilqgmenl &Arcus Midurethral Mesh sling|

(EFREEE #89 71F)

midurethra

(ERRE0 HOIZE HoiFE BAE)

[EX: AHHE, 2006]

J8 1.2 882589 7|1™



FHAESYL 2P QAT PR THIO R ko] AN A 22 AN A
2). FHREEYL A o] Slolx AT A F A0 Erle B
Pz SHAT G SYe YHEe WY shiz E2x2BApolypropylene) Hlol
(o]

Mo S

i

WET-4=

@ H2E HARH = AN SI=L0|N 2 F MK ASITE

@ &% Uigws A% HER LR HASEAE 01803 2357 =S5/ off.

® 18Fr QEEHS HUSI0 LEHS HIRLHL(FAOFGIN| Al A2-9F 80mLe| ZAOFNE XSYR LR, XZ
SUS M2} ReziusdHA| ARG O|01A E RO 2 HAHN Q=39 Bl XSS H SR FARIT)

@ YBES 018510 YU 0|7t &% QEUAZRHO A8 HIE, Ud JRo| g8 S =eleit

® XSZER0| o bem 7O 2 FYUM YZO=Z 1em Fro| stEF IS HIHE 7tet & FZ0M L&+ Tem
o140 1.5cm FEO| LI FHE Jholil QF YFO2 QEF9(0| St =i

©® 18Fr Q=S 1ol T 0 5502 | FEYS 20 Alsols Z2 Yooz Ml

@ 2= HEEYE T S 24010 tapelf| HEE HiE2 R Fe S Wt XE 2H2Z MYAA ot58
O IR Ho= F1I LA ottt

QEFHS BT UBHS HYUSIH tapelf HZE BESO0| YFEYSE FA| YAl 2213

© SEHEES Mot QEE IS CHA| RAISHC

UZH 29| 0|7} ZEQ01 22 Ql= MEH0IA Mayor 7t9{0fl BIO|ZE ZOM XSt Mg M6 & Was

Rl
=
N
o

AP SO 7122 REol0l 2U0] BAGHK =S H2S RXIHA HOIZE |

® Teol WS SANE OlRol0 SEL
@ T Lol ASUS 26| S 0f2) FO| HXE AL
[EXN: DLESHATET R DARS M

1.1.5 AZFOAFOTX si7teiz

SAEN SR AEste] AlFoeERbdAel (R AFA| =8 u] o it ST AR AA 277 FE(FIsH
197 A e o2 2002 U317t € oF Ophira®] °F 10001529 Kdrgo] EHI1= it

i

B 1.3 MEQFEQMR S{7tARY
T= HEYL
==3 QX220
Z2H2H | jgature/mesh, incontinence
2EHS B02030.03(3)
HZEE YODDOOGI TOT, I0T, £0t0] £& 2021, PSC Mesh, Solide Mesh M, Argus S
DEH Ophira, Sistema Remeex®@| 2 10001&
AE=H QHF XZE 2ol o= Al SELEE S01S2= O
==3 QEFHYY|
EZH2H  Elevator, incontinence
2EHS A38020.06(1)
NEY QEFHYY|
oEd UIE-01, CIG-001, ND-HEO1 &
AE8=H QAF XSA| 9 Z2E A2 J0iS2)= O A 8ok= 71+

[BA1: ABCIFEORIA 227 |7| BRI



1.2 7Y Azrls2 =mUie] 23 3 HIASH

ok
ofor

1.2.1 U HdSxy oig

A DDA SRS QAT S AAL BT 55-7]EL] A(R-356)0] SIPIH 9] % ShimA
SAlFolm A8 1 9o ALK, TAEAAT S-S SRIEA ot aAlE S A7te BT

A7 HA F=]0ol] tigt B2 SA= O] SO 1.4), /IEH o] =
T

QAT $&H]8L2 HAVIE 288,620Y, QAT AF-QARHPO|Z H|EL HE FFI} AR
509,7509¥ 0.2 FUstA AP0} QITHIE 1.7).

B 1.4 4283 2UZ0HIS SH #2022 22T

Al
£l
rE
foi
kU
In
A
4

ta}

>

o

H2E BRAZOISE - MRS U L
HOF HA L 422
HIE HA Y 422

Af=356 Q417 4= Operation for Urinary Incontinence

g2

7t AU 58t = Transvaginal Approach
R35%64 (1) Ap2ats 0185 A2 [2ekizlR 23] 6,441.83
[R3865  (2) 7[EFe] 22 Others 3,681.42
R3562  Li 7HE0| 23t & Abdominal Approach 8,808.38

R3563  LCf. QIEEZ F= APHX|E Z=Q! Foreign Material or Autologous Fat Injection 3,711.57

—
9|

E 1.5 ZZESHAE DAE S

BEEEWS | A3567K2) | ESEDIAE | R3565 ELLLNIET

) | Qs TS S s HOER

—L

=
(B2) Operation For Urinary Incontinence—- Transvaginal Approach
e S24d Qds
=X =9 QN XIS o F7REE ToigY

[BX: HZETMAIEI I ET0]X]]

H 1.6 223012 M87|F I WHO| 2ot MRAR MALX|E (202214 8EH)

e = HIEEOPEIAFE!
X356 QIXEOIZZ 0[St 1. QIXE|O[ZS 0[SE Q4T 222 L5607 QOISSAM(HE EE =)
QAT A QAT AR O|IHI|IE 2 2O QAT = Hobq QAIT| ZE S5 QAIZ0| BOIE|0 A%
& X 727+ Tost 290 O1Eal. L2t ZIRHYOA] L6567t 22Saty

A = B) HEAMAME U2 S5E ZE010] ZY5tl, 2YE0

HIE F7A| HEAAMRL 2E ZAZUX|E Mo NEES &
-gpe-

7t & 92X (Maximal Cystometric Capacity)

Lt ZZK(Sensation)2] & S2 &4 05




NEC/\ ez +2-tow sy

ool
Jo
=
Jo

FCREIG,
Ch f&(Compliance)? 5% &2 HA 62
2. HI2AAE 24 (Uninhibited Detrusor Contraction)2| S5
- £2/(Pabd), tHi'=22f(Pdet) &t
of. 2FAA|(Uroflometry) 21124 X HiEE, HinS g
Ht. Q&2 (Valsalva Leak Point Pressure, VLPP BE& Coughing Leak Point
Pressure, CLPP) SHA|
(1) &M WA (Bladder filling Volume)
(2) 2%= (Urine Leakage) 82
(3) &L (Pves)
AL ZHHQEH A (Maximal Urethral Pressure)

2. & 2F7|&E 0|20Il= HIBZ 20| HOX|1 X2 2L O|HA =&0| ZCta!
25510 MEH XZHIZ(UER, Oz 2 X222 HIE 8) 2 QUZHGIHA|
OfLIZH(HIZ0).

(A ®2017-1183, "17.7.1. Al3)

1.7 2718

IE  ER¥S 3 = £} B2
RISES  AIBO7HD) AT +2-TUS Sot 2a-IlEABS/ 288620  +&(2)
RISES  AIBO7HY) AT +2-TUS Sot 2a-IlEABS/ 332060 4&(2l2)
K5520108 LAFX|Z-QIAH|0|Z (Ophiragl 373) 509,750 WNEI EIES =l

[EXN: LS HATET A SHO|X]]

QAT &I E7 £33} s v PEFF =(current procedural terminology, CPT)7}
o) O

= = 1t
soH, dE Auha AP A Hojlile B P50l SRIEA]

27t ER g
o= CPT 51992, Sling operation for stress incontinence (eg, fascia or synthetic)
a=  LEZF somxes

A
HeE

[EX: Y& https://www.mhlw.go.jp/file/06-Seisakujouhou—12400000-Hokenkyoku/0000196290.pdf]

1.2.3 = Xl A 0|82l

U 5/ 2AFN393) FA= 20221 715 42,516701 1, 2% F0 H8F A oF 35429019
o, Faue Aure A, S A, Ve BAIE 8T ARt 71 BAlE R 45 (N394) A=
20229 71 62,3808, 8708 T oF 80 € 0= Rlokith.



-

B 1.9 =29 Q45(N393) =L it &

1= 20184 20194 20204 20214 20224
LINE )] 51,313 51,257 44,724 41,224 42,516
QUAZH|EZH(XL) 36,121,788 39,044,397 37,060,433 33,680,847 35,495,381

[EX: Bolz8IH|0[EPHLAIA R http://opendata.hira.or.kr)]

[T & ol 8H%E AT - 2SS -7 H-HR3565) 9] FAZE F LA
S99 RSP ARTE TolotiAl S A E Hg Tl AR 88 o eI &t oA
[AFA R AZXHO| L FH7E QFSAD S 87FoIATHAFE ST, AT F-1480). Iz H|o| =
T =7} contrasure needleless’, ‘Miniarc’, ‘Ophira & 23 494U @7] &30 2 BFsIAN

Urix] S9ETE SRATSY0R TR,

)

2 1.10 S8+& R0 OE LASX=-UXH0|E X|2iiz =
7= XeMz 3=
CAHI 53 K5520001, K5520031, K5520108

K5520002, K5520007, K5520008, K5520009, K5520010, K5520011, K5520012,
K5520016, K5520018, K5520020, K5520021, K56520023, K5520027, K5520029,

FEor&e K5520030, K5520033, K5520036, K5520095, K5520109, K5520118, K5520120,
K5520123, K5520126, K5520127, K5520136, K56520143, K5520195, K5520236,
K5520243, K5520295, K6520313 ,K5520627 ,K5520727, K65520827

2022 R QT & ALY -% 47471(19,4299)°1 9L, TFUEN &3 AREFS 5471(54) 02
RIS 5101:713& H ALSHS l A S48 &3 91 255A(51.6%) 7 Z3HE Y 2087(42.1%)

o] ERIHL, FHREEIZAFTHEH 8,3197(. S‘V), S 19.86771(15.4%), ¥ 37,731
71(29.3%), —Jﬂ 62,92071(48. %)) £O = odgoM &2 A B2 AT

B 1.11 SR SRS Y-S
T8 20174 20189 201949 20204 20214 20224

coml &3

SR} () 179 61 73 82 45 54

ZAFREH(3]) 179 61 73 82 45 54
soocay

SER}(T) 24,455 22,675 23,116 20,475 18,361 19,429

ZAFREH(3]) 24,533 22,754 23,158 20,520 18,398 19,474

[EX: FUALEHSH(EAU2IF-1480)]



112 HUEOHOL SRR ESY HEY-297|H B
" JasuEd ETg 52 o[zl
= W/ wER0) B/A WSSO /A WESK)  T/H  UEE0)
Ul 23
() 0 0.0% 208 42.1% 31 6.3% 255 51.6%
ANE1a(T 0 0.0% 208 42.1% 31 6.3% 255 51.6%
sueEsa

AR () 8,305 6.5% 19,812 15.5% 37,514 29.3% 62,305 48.7%
AE212:(2) 8,319 6.5% 19,867 15.4% 37,731 29.3% 62,920 48.8%
[EX: FUALEHSH(EAU2IF-1480)]

1.3 U 54 Y BEsH BIIE

1.3.1 2439 #QI(xIAS, 2006; Z|FEl, 2004)

ez Qs H*%%TQP RE«] ﬂrﬂ—E’“ HiﬂE’éQE 7152 oFstel] <J) 2

2
>
fr
==
%
I
L

%

o

QAT 8 U F i siFer 99 Agto =  wob Hgo] #rhR-2]Rl(hypermobility) =
olaf eAystct. -2 Xlevator ani muscles), 257" endopelvic fascia), ZEH(pelvic side
wall) 5] A|R|of oJgt Effo] F7Ishe ARollAl of=fqt A|A] 7|Hto] oFsiA|H Q w9} H5g=9]
kA o] A Ffo] 72N B a4dao] At

o1d ZokL A¥(Intrinsic Sphincteric Defect, ISD)2 8 F+EA1 &2 (leak point pressure)©]
B2 AR GRS Koo 'y, w7 S o AE=Z A, BRI e W A7) &40 et 4TS
WS neuromuscular change), WA A 52} A o o] 2] x]ekslof| oJst Wsd &S (cystocele)O]
B71A 8o} WRg=o] FE|A| & o] WAERIY.

Urethrevaginal sphicter

Transverse perineal m.
Inferior fascia ofuregenital diaphragm ’

[EX: xt4<, 2006]
12 1.3 22k (Urethral Sphincter)2| 37tX|



ME

1.3.2 2439 272 SX(XIFE, 2006; L4, 2022)

245 (Urinary Incontinence)} #1482 ZAI2t ARl 2AIE oF7Iohs &M} A FE=2 4
o5l TR Qlo] Q&) 23 kA o0& A7l 7194 QAST H|7 A (X5 T 2 gy &“:LE
Wirolde 84579 SR+ BEJRIR) 4S5 A g Ag0] ZHE AJEi7t oF 34.4% B, &
S EJRY) 8T 33.8%, A 34T oF 31.8%E ARk ALE LA QU
EHH7E) 84w (genuine stress urinary incontinence, GSI= 713, |37 5 Hjol] ¥ o] Soi7k=
FHESI0] S /\o}ﬂ)oﬂfﬂ AHo] QT 5 B9 SEURE AHIE WU 5ol Bl
715k AFARI B £50] Qle AJHE ERlt:

At 9 A urge urinary incontinence, UUI)2 ¥3go] A5t A}=-& who} Awo] nlgtal w77
& o] & A Fohal AWE Sl AR 7MY AU /AT B IR WGBS o] Qi
W 252 JAIBk= 7159 A= 780] 4o] alo|H Hgo| pE5to] AMS H A=Al Wt
U Ao] §&r]= 254 Huk g Al-Lo g JLHSIT]

EH3M 94 mixed urinary incontinence, MU E9H4] QA7 AukA] Q Aldo] EAEo] Ql=
AL 710wt o F/4= o B L7l=A Aot E 4= itk L Qo= HEHIEFA)
QA (overflow incontinence)> °14J9] sHHAl w7} AU 2 ZFRN RPGoAHE AH
HIET7H S = 732 AHo] o] A By 50] JojubA] gl M-S & wjuitt A= AlTte

¢

AN
_

J - ]
-\/ . 4 b < /

21 sHEEo] Qhdto] AR AL Wttt YAF QAT T 4914 QA psychological)

A (delirium), T, 99548 859, oF-Q 20 JFS F+= FEE-8, FA4 A, Wd4FHold

T2 EE A, oy HS ol 5ol 23t 4IA] 57Fol, Al #iE] SollA AFE 4= Qi
almommal IIIBSSIII‘B ahﬂbminal IITBSSIII"}

I 7 o R 3 >
" externalurethral sphincter
Continent woman Incontinent woman

[EX: AH&E, 2006]

T2 1.4 29 QAT



1.3.3 ¥st

RO g0 QAT FHEL 25~45% HYE H x|, o] %ﬂé;bﬂtq%} HE0] F7FolH
A H PEL 1~9%= 27513 It Milsom 5, 2018). ‘FAJolAQ] FHEEL 2F 2.1~5.7% AlC| 2
391 ofAdof| mlsh RA|gh, A=o] FIsl wh g fHEES H]%‘éﬁ?ﬂﬂ(ﬂ%i, 2022). =]
A= o/ g0 A Q] 8 AT -FHEEC] 30~40% Al 2 HI1E| 11 9lom, o] TS RHEEO|
EOFA 40t oFdoflA %40% w0l FHES BUSHH 5SS, 2003; Shim 5, 2021). :=919] QA%
FHES A &.ﬂoﬂ 2 2R @40 2 71kE]7] 49 AR R oo izt EAIE SAek= A7t
Atz Hart IeYollE 5, 2020). 8459 =8 YRR YAl S ARLS] Yo, Al 2|4 94+
7158 9 241 50] tHCerruto &, 2013).

1.3.4 S%Y 2439 X|=2(L18E, 2022; X143, 20006)

A2 S5Ol weh A=) Zol7E lor, EOMY 84T Aaw HEA A&, FEA| Rt &4
=27} e}, FEA|R] A A= F2 E5AI9 (duloxetine)o] ARSEIX|TE, ol 4] sl
-850l SUEA| ot =< X] B IA HEA A met e A5 F7HIE L

= RIS SKKegel 5 5). 8475 WAZITF ARS(Hle| 2 FtH)o] glow
H| X5 A olel= 3ol IA9H 717 HHER| 27 F Q510 A g/ ikE H7]of Aj7to] @ A1 BE
SRl A Bt o] %] gtk AIjHo] itk &3] B4 X 5= g2 ooy | B4 of/dolA .=
=7t ASHA] AU ARt 8 ok 715 R0 gl 9ol et £
T8 Aae 5 84T TEE 9HA JloH, BAE 2= oA o] s WEEREE
(bladder neck suspension), Burch, Marshall-Marchetti-Kranz (MMK), needle bladder neck
suspension, anterior vaginal wall repair 5°] 21.2.™, Needle suspension2} MMK+ ARE-E| %]
%1 Ut} A | S 7HE colposuspension®] EEX 2R IHEQIL, HAMUGFGH JEHoR
E7c} ﬁﬁ} /\]ﬁo] ARG ACHE ] gof R AE8YS], 2012). X2 7HY E5HA AR E= &4

< (midurethral sling, MUS)2.&2 &8o] Q= 9] 7[H|& w4 Fo] Q%9 T4
OJOHZ‘— HP‘ﬂj 722 (rectus fascialt tensor fascia latae)o|Ht $H4d5=A|(synthetic mesh) 5
ARESH=T] UREA 0 & w4l (mesh)2HL Sk= AESHE F3AE ARRI:
THREEY e TV TS =AY, WAl 2dY 52 8 U & 5o 31oH H|4
52 RHEARQI A, U 59 v A A AT RgE A, 8 =244 5= P21 o] H|4
&2 WA 520 2 AAdfof 5t H4] AA & B4 84w0] AL 7Hs/do] U
oHA| 28 ZR2 Adithsd Eej 293 go| Z(macroporous polypropylene
tape)E ©l&sle] FHATE AAste A= ol HE ABEYE HotHA A=FH
ZA(retropublic tissue), ZHHY 2 (endopelvic fascia), H45 22 obturator fascia)oll A=Al
5l ¥rX(gracilis muscle), 318 A] 2F(inner thigh), A &% &7Hretropublic space)= 53
AW ke AlEE =4 vt sto]| QEiAle =2 AlPE Tl ol 8 AH5t3], 2012).

L
e
mZi
AN
>
ol
rlo
_V,‘a
OSF

10



1.4 zUie| AT=XH

=+ National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) 7Fo]=&FRI(NICE [IPG566],
2016)°014= B 84S A= odollA TdE &5 P/l it 2A= EEAT A3t
S0l o, X441 55 %‘?ﬂ@ 4 Fa} A 5ol tkal BrkstaT). T3 A7 1491 f-a/doll

dat AL A Sulolq B5Es] tzol] AgEIx] glotok gy B sleict

S R 43 A=A Aol A2 e8], 2012)0141 Bl &L Bt fAF A2
7121 b 9, AR RSN Vo) S & §50) 23 KKk F- ol
UTHL seith T, ThE FRaEad] s AT 2HF Aue @ asdoldtu

ALK EASE 1Y),
0]=+H] k7| 8}3]l(American Urological Association, AUA)Q} 895} ofAZHtolsta} v Y4]7]
A8}t (Society of Urodynamics, Female Pelvic Medicine & Urogenital Reconstruction,
SUFU) (Kathleen 5, 2017)°1-= @227 €32 27 F2 =0 7I& S8 =Pt 55
T2 aRE AN & 71e2 AR S o, A et QFAgof Higt EA7E DAISHA| Qhot ol
et A EE SEApolA| Al-shetal Harskal .

QA A °1ﬂ(lnternat1onal Consultation on Incontinence, ICI) (Gomelsky 5 2019)°4+=

YA &L 71E SR AT &Y v Tste] FART N Eg L AT X289 o)} 9, F
] $20] sk Wolth 47149 fzke Y251 stk ANt

1.5 HAH Ssinzt sig

7R 2= YA B 12 B3-S 2] 95t] PubMed € 204 TEESS 474451
S &P HFAste] 15719 EA TS SRIsHAY, YA &3 7|E SR =&Y S v|wetH
A= F 6HO|U .

Kim 5(2019)9] 9+ 7|1& AAF £ 12 (Mostafa 5, 2014)2 Ao ESE A1, Mostafa
=(2014)9] A7= 201149 AAD EA 12 Abdel-Fattah 5, 2011)2 gulolESH Attt Kim
5(2019)9] Ao A= 7] F HO| A AA E dof| A ZSHEJE TVT-SecurS AlLletal THdZEH
(1)_]_ Z

Zue wrsloIck 4714 4, SR TS Wo] ATAel 980 9ol B el
H3 SUBAOH 4 F B, 44 5 28, 42 T Aol BU) &0 SR AoR

7}t

Nambiar $(2017) ¥7+= 71& A A £ 32 (Nambiar 5, 2014)°] H-8-a75 2435+ 1Y
ATE F7loto] HAsiinh SAAe? dLAN &5 ARolA E3]E TVT-Securg 3ot
EA51HA, B IAES QAIS e &S H| W5t ou 28407 BEX|RH, colposuspension,
B4 &, 184 8551&"(sub-urethral sling) ¥} ¥ w3 A= ATt AAIE B At

HJ

1) 2A%E 1b: 2d T 7 o] Babgl Aelq ol A

11



58 =&} vl wste] A A7 Sof gt SE3 A7 §loH, ©Y|¥ o2 Ty w7
£37E Alo|9] axjo)7} gltk= 7 stol ©d7) Hito] vl-8-a3t4d 4= QLo A7 141 Hrrh
Z gsirhal Hoktt

Schimpf $5(2014) 7= 552 &3 Burch¥| 7, 53555 7h v, A&7 &7o] v
52 Bt dd@s £ TVT-Secur, MiniArc7t £ 0 A2 9 3312 2] 280
A0 71E SRS o] 24 ol F-dsithal BRI,

oM 8AE TR e R SH 3 EEH T ER A HekE4 HSong &, 2018)0lA = H|2iE
FHAEEY(TOT)O| w2 &5 FAE 7H who| itk skt

Fa2kgof thet 23 0] A AIA B oA = & 5 AT D A2 EAYR el wEgol tisf Hoket
21, FHRATEY F A™HIntraoperative Vaginal Perforation) (Lian &, 2020) 232
QHEA 0 & 1.56%0 = o] & W4z &30 29F2.11%, TVT-Secur= 1.97%% H 151t A= wAysH
71/ W (Pergialiotis 5, 2017)2 oF 9%= &7 S& o] u}2 F2-8- Zjoli= FHat A7} ik
H

<

42 A(Fan 5, 2015)° & 5
M 9 & F 55040 BRUACH, AT R QR F5aA4A0 et 4714 852 HHls
FTHREEY(TOT)O] AR SR A=SF(TVDE +-Hsi3ich

FAA7) &7 F Contrasure-Needleless (C-NDL) (Luo 5, 2020), MiniArc (Jiao 5, 2018), Ajust
(Bai 5, 2018; Zhang 5, 2015) & SLAIE ¥l w3t A7 % TVT-Secur, MiniArc® MonarcE
H| w3t A(Leanza 5, 2014) 5 9IE/N £9H5FE 71€ SR8 =&Y vlwgt 2y}, G-I
£90] 7|& SHA =0 v @714 02 FARE A mavtE KA1l & F 550 ¥ Wekoy 57t

A77F E8sirtal ket

12



113 XA Bei0E 23 318 U Q9 (PubMed & 712 4:7|ZA 21, MY 2022.7.25.)
AN 20E U HELEM S7(6H)
ME|E S
HMIHSE) =7t = (zaMQL) -
o=
Clinical outcome of 7| FHUFA36-6071E S, A
single-incision slings, excluding BN 2AXEB2 TVI-Securs M2t
Kim TVT-Secur, vs standard slings RCT 2971 SIMSO] H|ail SMUS7t L5ICH= Hatst
(2019) 8= in the surgical management of (201741 102) 347t /g, J8i4, SIMSE +& X%
stress incontinence: an updated =T 85, a8 & £2Y, =% tikx Fojo
systematic review and N RIS
meta—analysis XMostafa 5(2014)2] YH|0|E SR
TVT-Secure SRLEEYEL HS0IH
AY A8O| SHE. 7|E SRQESI(R
=&5, H#Z)2 Hlwst] SIMSO tHet
. Single-incision sling operations SESH A Q. 7iEFst ZAIM 240
. . ? ) 7 = = =
Z\l2a0n11%|ar Y= for urinary incontinence in (2%%312!;) M SIMSS} H#EZ S A0J0] fE it
women = =7 XI0|7t QiC= 7HYstoll SIMS7t HIE-&
WEU 4~ S HI|ZE AT E So Bt
JHEQE
SNambiar S(2014)2] SROIA ZHP &t 7t
. L . . TVT-Securs SELE&HEL HS5HH
Nambiar o Single-incision sling operations RCT3174 & AIEO| %Eé. 7|§%$9LEE§O%'(7<I
(2014) A= for urinary incontinence in (20134 2%)) =35 HANZ)T H|Z5H0] SIMSOY Chat
women E23 2Vt el
Single-incision mini-slings
versus standard midurethral TVT-Securg M|2lota, 12-36718 =
slings in surgical management Omid-term) SIMS2 SMUS At0|2] &t
Mostafa e of female stress urinary RCT 2670  AtET 2 ZHIX0| X|Z0{ XI0|7} Ut
(2014) e incontinence: an updated (20134 59) 3. H7=9| 0|ZNOZ Qlof A1} ol A0
systematic review and o7t gest
meta—analysis of effectiveness ¥Abdel-Fattah £(2011)2] 2G|0|E SR
and complications
. . (E1H) SELE58 0 7|& Burch, £ =4
_ Sling surgery for stress urinary  p~p 737H %Elﬂﬁ;i%m 1= qomﬁ Hofté_'l'}l_} 5
Schimpf 0 incontinence in women: a (HX2) 2 Az AXO T3 157K0 ROCT o
(2014) |:'j1' t _t : d TS — 2o T=2= |J-|—|_ H—| l_—_l','
it RCT437M, 2k, SRQE=420| TR Wl b
meta-analysis non-RCT 3970 &ff ZTHY X2 80| QYIS
Single-incision mini-slings
versus standard midurethral
B slings in surgical management ; SIMS= SMUSO]| Hlslf Q& F X=E0
é%ﬁil) Fattah = of female stress urinary (2(??;591';) 1, H7| FHBHOM S0 2 A
incontinence: a meta-analysis = HI=2E0| HUS

of effectiveness and
complications

TVT, tension—free vaginal tape; RCT, randomized clinical trial; SIMS, sing=incision mini-sling; SMUS, standard midurethral sling
SR, systematic review

13



B 114 HAN 28 0E 28 29%-Kim 5(2019)

CH&fetxl =9ty 243 Xt

HUHIN £E(SIMS)
* Mini-Arc
ZTAIS :ggmfasure—Needleless
* Tissue fixation system (TFS)
* Ajust
HZE £22522(SMUS)
HlAlE - 222 ZE0|Z&(TVT, retropubic tape)
© dHMS BELESH(TOT, TVT-0)

AHE(EQ H, M5, 55
ZitHa - 22ZNSsT|7H LRI a2 B )
- 4% S BRHLAA Q22 HE(yrinary tract infection, UTI), 2E|(urinary retention), M2 A4
71 Hute, o4 &2, Mollf %, tix’ls Hoi, & DO|2K(vaginal erosion), HIO|Z Z(tape
release), Melr, ML=

MEdES RCT 20M

SIAMEY X|ZS(patient reported cure rate)2 & =Zb XO|7t UARALI(OR=0.67, 95% Cl
0.44-1.60), 242X X|Z2S(objective)2 E7|HOZ(2471E 014, B 4071E) SMUSZO| SIMSZ
0f Hlofl L&5tRS(OR=0.68, 95% Cl 0.47-0.99)

* SIMSE SMUSZO| HI £&AI7H0] %10, VASE E£H$t 4= & 50| HOH £320| H1, 4

ZFQ A Hi=7|s Holi(voiding dysfunction)7t HU4S

*+ OFNM ZHHOA WaA(bladder injury; OR=1.57, 95% Cl: 0.21~11.70), 2E(urinary retention;
OR=0.76, 95% CI: 0.43~1.34), MZ M7l HHfx(de novo urgency; OR=0.82, 95% CI:
0.55~1.22), Mi#| Q= (extrusion; OR=0.82, 95% Cl: 0.41~1.64), HIO|Z EZ(tape release;
OR=1.00, 95% Cl: 0.25~4.06) & ==& & 83 0= SIMS2t SMUS 7t X017} Qit=

>
ol

SIMS, sing-incision mini-sling; SMUS, standard midurethral sling; TVT, tension—free vaginal tape; TOT, transobturator
tape; TVT-0, TVT-obturator, OR, odds ratio; Cl, confidence interval

1.6 ZHlg A+ =18

e

Javanbakht 5(2020) @7+ =9 24150] ojka) A=) thet A H7h0) AAA ST A
7P o] ALgSHE 448 FRA TSR U 8747 842 (colposuspensions)o AT, 744
X B, AT, BAARE A1) 99, 118, Zruid 5 2 e Xol} glrka Btk

0] Q7 A5)4 RO 1-54 Ajolo] B T, T &9 FRAE
&eo] ThE oJ7ha Xz ol 7bg vl g-maoletn Bkt

P
B
e
j
o
4
o2t
_O|L
38,

1.7 7|1E Q=7|&H7t

201991 98714 H7h 4 Brazzelli 5, 2019)014% o142] B9p4 R AT et 9jah X|z)
W] Evb 9 QR M18- kg Sl Tt OlEY 14w S Sastglon, 17579 TS ARt
171 % FHE40] 97702 hrisS stk kel Qlold FRAESo] thE Xz

vl aypafo|on, Aol JoiA = Hiol2e} vi4] leg 2 S 9 AEFH FH2 =50
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At B8 EbY AvRe BEUAo0] O BFR FHA TS| 71 ] §o] 24 S11

7V el Saoleka okt

2. Yt=H

£ ke B9py 2T BRolA Bl &9 QAR ohaA @ kol T ojztete A
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1. MAY Ed0H

(=

1.1 I

271l 2T -G S99 L RS AR ojod A S
243190}, AR 7RIS ol gom], RE HARS HlE A S Testel <R Al 4
S

A7) £0] et oA @ BT 87 491984 998) ) =ols AR B,

l

@ l

AAD B3 122 t}-80] HAIA RS 7|4k 2 PICOTS-SD, 2 AM 2 A4 50] 742 53519t}

=4
+ BQMY QAT EL BYAo] AT Y RUF BN HLWA £ L 71E SR A TS
e Qg 02 Qbsk Tkl

EAAM] AFgE FMol= PICOTS-SDE 2b& 23t & A1, 234 49193 =95 AA
SYSIATHE 2.1). & Bl @A G el &9 08 B HE FR/E ZAsto] BA5I3I

T 2.1 PICOTS-SD M& LI

7= NRUHE

Patients (I 1K) =91y 9413 Ti =ek0| QA5 281 243 87}
C =4

U 23 (single=incision mini sling)
Intervention (EXi)  (TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc, Contasure-Needleless, Ophira, tissue fixation system (TFS),
Ajust, CureMesh &)

=4 OE—E_l
ST
Comparators #1355 2402 Tej0|me
(H2xI2) 5

o ZWMZ ZEQT22

BZt2(complications or adverse events)

- SRS A e, QeaY T, Q| A EA

: HHHI’”OH MZ 471 "t”h: tix’lS *OH. 714 |E1 HUeT
EZ: SHX|/MEHLLT §F, VAS

SO =E

Outcomes (Z1tH%)
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T= NELHE
k=L
- A X228 AEYA AAKcough stress test 24)
- U (SRR 28h Xl2g
-9 H s
y O o

RG]
- 20 HE AL TR
Ay
- Hig-5Ity
-Hig 2y
Time (57|71 HBt51X| ore
Setting (M) HStotX| 42
Study designs -
e S AAZIRCT)
Gl H|ot HStelX| ke

VAS, visual analogue scale; RCT, randomized clinical trial

1.3 SEM

1.3.1 12

9] glo|gH|o]AE Ovid-Medline, Ovid-EMBASE, Cochrane CENTRALE ©o|83}to] A4
EHIEA F9 AMYoR JEEE= HolEHo]AE EFSIATHIE 2.2). AMol= Ovid-
Medlineol|A] A8 Ao E 7]E.0 2 7 A7 0] E/Jof 9HA| 745192 M MeSH term, =2 AAEAL,
At AM 5-9] HA7)5-S 285 S-8otict. A A U A= [B23]0] AIA|5HT.

[e] -

H 2.2 29| X} C|O|HH|0] A

I 23 A URL &
Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed
Citations and Ovid MEDLINE(R)
Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
http://www.thecochranelibrary.com

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials

1.3.2 =4

=4 HlojeH|ol A oF ] 57 FARIEIE o]-85to] RYTIATHE 2.3).

H 2.3 =L X} ClO|EH[0] A

W 2 A URL F4&

KoreaMed

http://www.koreamed.org/

Olat==Z | OfE{H|0| A ZHA(KMBASE)

http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/

Sl H|0|HH|0| A ZHM(KISS)

http://kiss.kstudy.com/

ol

U SSIEFEHRISS)

r

http://www.riss.kr/

ScienceON

https://scienceon kisti.re.kr/




A7 9 Zlol AR el
1.3.4 7|13M

AAGAD] FATAS B3] gIsto] 48 A FRILE D 2 AATPol4 SRIEAL 2
oAl e B R 5 B, B wrko] e v 720 At &

ERMEL AuE RE BAS0) o) % Wo] AR SYdow Sasigr 13 A9 uA
oM = Al 252 FESIo] 7 F7Ee] FAe w/do] vt IdE = =32 viAskaL, 23}
A HjA] Yol 22oj|A] HekslA] S 2310 ARG AEslo] APdo] A3t B3 A47]50] g
29 AL, o BUAVE U A9 A 34 AR W 491905 5)9)2 Bof AN ol 2= S
Sioict. FAXS] Eale] A 9 v 712S (i 2,49} ek
H 2.4 319 M 3 HiK| 7|&E
MEH7|=(inclusion criteria) HYX|7|Z=(exclusion criteria)
o 2OMM QMO QM0 FE SoiA QM)  « AHAMO|L 52 M- H7in vitro or animal studies)
SIX} CHAF 972 « 2 X(original art|c|e)7f Ofd A (reviews, editorial,
» UE) S E s ST letter and opinion pieces etc)
+ HlWZ0| 7|&E SRS 42 «SUED, SMEA(ZE0 LHS A, Sil=g, 7|HED
+ M-St s ZuPt & JHX| O H i E A7 M S peer-reviewZ AX|X| %2 AR)
$BI2 L= YR EoE A _ISFE =7t
» 2AL IHHJH YA F ERE HoAT + S5 STE 2o AL HE Z0XE S0| St A+

1.5 HISE?IE Yot

28l oJAFA 8l Randomized Clinical Trial, RCT)9] &3 B7K= Cochrane?] Risk
of Bias (RoB)& /\}Q—o]—oﬂ = 1 o]A}9] 74&%]—7}ngqu 51 ArHHiggins S, 2011). 2983
AFAF A AREEE Cochrane®] RoBe & 771 02 o|Fojgon, z+ E3o disf
‘low/high/unclear’ 9] 37}x] @2 71t RoB H7F23} ‘low oW HlEHHo] A2 502
wasielh. £33 A8 A8 TS ARRIEAl Wi ErE AdREA, w7HEel &

SARGEA, 25X 5o M AueA, Aux AnE s QgieAe} Je EYS
FEo| M= 1774l Ay Y &4, B8 272 9] Aol 52 ERlste] H7Fel3itt RoB =12
TAA I B7RIES [F= 42 2k
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1.6 AI2F=

ARG HafRl ApEEE AA1S Bgolo] £ o] AEAL EPF o g a2 S9yslglet. 3 o]
AEAL 9AH 0z 452 o tet B3 Hejet 3 o2 gt Yo AuA} 228 21
=202 ARsly, T HEA} o AFYL o]Fo] et E slgitt. AEIAA oA BUX|7}
AL AL 3|92 Eaf =osto] Frofateirt.

AEZZopA L ABEA} 20K AAE & A9YEE Bolo] M2 FA =) 28 AREE Yo
ATA|, ARA, A%, PR A}, 5] ATt So| HFE|QITHES 4).

1.7 Xt=28Hd

A ok BA(quantitative analysis)®] 7FsaF 749 OF A BA(HEREA)S Saoh, E7153

739 AA HE(qualitative review) S 4-851%ct

AN = I&5F 14 49 - Hmean difference, MD)W ¥3FF 3ES o835 #ESH
H# Kstandardized mean difference, SMD)& 24151t S S0t HY, FEQA 502
AAFE 9= Walter &Yao (2007) A7t T2 H=E-0] W 2(Higgins 5, 2022)S Zﬂ,—g—o]-Oq
B 9 EFHEHAR HAgkslo] 619t o] g M= risk ratio (RRIZE 80140, AR k=
-3 7 @(Mantel Haenszel method)& ARESE HZFE I F(random effect model),i
5ttt 2 2A), 95% At M9 5 #E AR Hiksh=s A2 o Et

(1) BZ2 A2 AN A9 SD= SEx /N

(2) 95% A1ZFF7HS A8 4L SD= /N x (upper limit-lower limit)/3.92

(3) HY=Z A3 AL (Walter & Yao, 2007): SD = f X range

H 2.5 B0 M2t EEHAE FHoH| 2

o

il

o

A=

Sample size Conversion Sample size Conversion Sample size Conversion

(N) factor (f) (N) factor (f) (N) factor (f)
2 0.886 13 0.300 50 0.222
3 0.591 14 0.294 60 0.216
4 0.486 15 0.288 70 0.210
5 0.430 16 0.283 80 0.206
6 0.395 17 0.279 90 0.202
7 0.370 18 0.275 100 0.199
8 0.351 19 0.271 150 0.189
9 0.337 20 0.268 200 0.182
10 0.325 25 0.254 300 0.174
1 0.315 30 0.245 500 0.165
12 0.307 40 0.231 1000 0.154

[&X: Walter & Yao, 2007]
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Y, B B A7 IBOR Liro] Bugh 79, D0k HESe] P HE Higging 5, 20222
2 g3to] 715 HRT FEEEHAS A&

N, M, + N, M,
NelE o
(1) ]'6'0% N1+N2
. . NN, . .
(N, = 1)SD{+ (N, = 1)SDj + 1+sz (M2 + M2~ 2M,M,)
1 2

(2) TEE=HAE:

N, +N,—1

Ll

HEREA A], o)A (heterogeneity)©l Thgt T2 -4 A|ZHH 0 2 < T % (forest plot)= &RlskaL
Cochrane Q statistic(p{0.10 ¥ 35 542 794 Td7|&0 2 7157} 12 statistice AR&5}H0]
24 7+ 5AF oldAS Bt 12 5AF 50% oY A5 oldAo] Stk 7S
Ao 2 (Higgins et al., 2008) & AollA= olE 722 74 7F B3AF o|ddES wtsiltt.
BAA E42 RevMan 5.3} R 4.3.0& o-85PH, o 7F 83} 210 9] BAIH [-214d2 R 5%OlIA
wetekedt.

E Grtol| A =335 Al A A B 12 A3kl A4 Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation(GRADE) FH 0 & H75ttHA4Y 5, 2011). o] IS 53
SEuvEte] it dA W A 5@ 1 Eg =8 A 1o] g SAeE A D R Atk gt
ol & AAIstaLA} sHiTt

2. SHXI7FX| ZA}

A7) FAE B 22714 AAS BAE oz MPRACEA)E AAEIA,

2.1 EAICHALX}

SN B S o2 TS Aol of# 9 dVdAt 8208 "#2 5E olW aE Y-S AL A RS
A el o, el dict A2 El7edt 4 o= skt

ObdAt 242202349 59 23U(@D~7E 142E)7HA] s tdAt 23S A8l = olaed
T oA oA FATFA] ZAL oA S Aok, dV e AR, WY, o ded
WE 71 5 ZEAIE AU E|(3430 2 HE2E 3] AEEF AR EG)] A7 EE AlASH
AL Fol S e, 2de e 57 A dHdeR 111 A", 4], HE S 5 e

A491(207) A2 BT

o
=
o
=
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Z7 e dolE7} AdPsh= E2-S 59l AmE $ok= 28 152 H(Focus Group Interview, FGI)
HRA O g & 1 158 W51ttt ARRE AEL v L2 ohE AEX|(semi-structured interview)= V1
O = o|Fojg o APHof A3toiAtof|A v fsle] Qe A A A2tS AHEA Uhe = A =s
SISATE. FGI A3 Zdof] 2 Atol] Tt S5t At S| Bl e 2|2t o, d-t3te] AojHe, ko]
2 HAF 5 A-g-E et I E RES Aystlon, Aol tist 5o & HotHES 7, £58).
E3E YRR 2 T = 7o) Ao AAIEA] oo stAY 9 4= e QHsielnt. 158

UEF AREZ 2417 o] = H3etlon, e Y82 S3fokal AArste] 4R L85

X2 AHYY Y AYET S

164 . ZANRKIE)Q 44 BH 2 07
(zH) . UH/ARYEA BH

- QIE{E Jj0|E &Y
- . H0i27 Hw HZS £5tAT2Y

ZMHIRHIE) &

&85 - Ol TR oilf 2 A B2 2R

3o * =€ QIER T(warming-up) - ZAIHYAL 274 & 2{E(rapport) ¥
- A= 9 A0 O3t A

° =
(2|AEO0]H) o Xisp Mg gl =S| XM= 30|

24, 3
EnEr

° Z2H| 2t Ol E X|g
) - TRl A210] Fo| Fsy

(= - g PR U ZAHAR} 2t O TR
« QER 3=
o I}EFb 7|§

5|:|.71| == —

=2 . =L He|

o = .

2.3 ZAHHE

F8 2AE2 A2 F9 B d=mrled] tit olsle, A=2Y, ARWFI AR F T ==
SO= S RAIYHE F 1571 ARG R Ao, Fg FAHIE THE

21



At B
e (1) |2 A
szgy (i

IoH= (3) 22 0| C}2 |24 23

(1) X=2Z2F 017
(2) A= M
(3) x|z YEHSA
=23 (4) X2 2F0| 025 B
(6) X2y Y=o Y=
(6) XI=Z2F Al 228t H2
(7) 2L 2 HENSAI X2y 28 =288=

A=y QRENESE= b
(1) x|z & =H3
e = ) XIEE@E
(3) A= FHofeY
7|E (1) 245 3 X2l i3t 7|EoA

2.4 2Ny

Am BANPEE A B o R ArtodRlso] et eS FAEE Fol HEIltls
-84 H(content analysis)& Z-&5FGtHAIAH, 2004; 6@‘1], 2017). AVEH e =5 W&

Higo ATl & U9IR BARIC0, £ MIES 2T SAR I ES

W Fol ke 9

HhE 1ol MFSHE 8] ojulE shaiske WAl 0 2 BAslgc. ek, QUER wol A Aha vjmet
BT 52 W AESH] AR 20E BHska EofRo 24 Zute] Al g ol 14 stk

N 43
A8 Bl Ao oiEg i Futgo| 217} %—EEH 1 9 Fotes
(recommended) | SIS M =L ot H=OIN Y Q27 |=2 A2S HLIE
A Hust WYY YA oiEkgit §adol 24 9 1 9 HIleE S8 & i
(conditionally LY HEOIL} 7EX|0f| T2t BIIOAol A O%éjol St 4 ¢l 2
recommended) 2 2ot B2 MptHoZ Hugt
HI5HK| %43 HIIIHALOl A &

AT o ZHA A HIE5 52 5
o

i o=7|Eo| MES B H5

t
(not recommended) | =LH QA AE10f

T7|CHASO| QAN OFRIAIT} ST SO Chof THEHS QIMGITTL HEG
s St 0|70 ALRO| That BUSS ZHE 4 ol
=25
(insufficient) |« exe02 Mojzmo| = 927/20) NS 25202 AN
ME Hol510] ZHS0| 7|3 £ /S
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SR eIy

BRI BRE 2HE 2] o) Fe) AAele Mol AS ALg 3] FAE BHE F 4,5387
olglow 7t Eo]Efulo] Aol A S5 HAE 141582 A0l 3,1234 LR o] AEstert

el diEe AR & £V U Agige AA £ al

AFHE S 71N 0 R HEE o] HF2 07 528G ST =W 0, %9 52). & B71] 2%
I EF e WAKRRE sl (I™ 3.0 A3 7IestAor, S AdEd S5
SHAL &0 7 [F5 5]0] AAI] 7]&stitt. & oA viAE Y F5-2 B4 2]9 735t

=2| HO|E{H|O]A (n = 3,987) =LA HIO|EHIO|A (n = 639) 27148 (n=2)
*MEDLINE (n=1,051) «32|0tHE(n=66) *KISS (n=26) *Google Scholar (n=2)
*EMBASE (n=2,233) *RISS(n=189) *KISTI (n=179)

*Cochrane Library (n=703) *KMBASE (n=179)

HE ZE S HiHIE 28 5 (n=176)
. «#X7tOf A5 (n = 107)
HEUE = *RCT7} OHl H|W T (n = 23)

(n=228) *Trial2l 2 (n=27)
*5H=0] A o2 EMEX| 42 7 (n = 6)
*ZXH0| SBEK| 2 & (n = 9)
*H{H5t H| W =0| Ot AL (n=3)
ZufHARTt oM AR(n=1)

7t MEE 2o &
=52

(n=5

-~

HE2 B FBME2 S

(n=1)

13 3.1 Me2s 525
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AR F S1HGR7/19 dhoE EuiEE 2010~2023W0190, WAIARZL &3t 27hs
71802 S FEE7HUIERE, AHQL A, oggof, =7t 27HO R 7P Wokal,
ofAloH =) 5H, EH|(v]=, Ziut)) 53, Fu(BEebd) 53, S5 3H 5 tFs F 7oA S At
A 594 AT I e BOM] 84 F0] FH SR A= A7 184 ol el AY
HEA A 571 Aufigt 97 tiF2el et viAl7 |2 Wld Zekt 24, H9ld i35, d49d
84T, T A7EESO] = AL ofd 84T &, ol AMD X570l Sl AL, vt /o]
2}, ¥l & ZHe(postvoid residual volume, PRV) 100ml &3}, BA] ~&0| A& A}, A7+
AHCHM] 73315 5), vl Slie &Y, AAIBIAAU AAIAIE0] Qe &, S0l thgt 571 ARgel

Q.

N

4

)

3

%0, X
fr e e

37N FFoll whet =SS o, Ajust £ 9H(A 67Y), TVT-Secur 17H(A 137H),
Miniarc 9H(H 67¥), Ophira 5H(ATF 37), Needless 4H(HAF 47¥), Tissue Fixation system (TFS)
28(A 17h), 11 9 SF7F SAEAY FREEA] G= A7 SH(AT 570)0] 31T

HWQl SR QTETYL Y AHo|X&(Tension-free vaginal tape, TVT), H&S 53t &

Z*&(Tension-free Vaginal Tape-Obturator, TVT-O; Trans Obturator tape, TOT)°] it}

kY
&
fl
0

o

&1

SHTRIIEE 8510902 AT IZI0] 19 of5} 677} 328, 31 o) A7 10| girk. AelE:
42 (3.1 2
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40 Maturana 2020 EapE  o=< 58:47 55.6:55.7  Ophra  TOT - =228 =T - 13 NCT02540525
243 Eok i
Needless (& 4, ST 474)
BRI oy
HORA . Contasure - 40N X2 g - B ZOH
41 Gaber 2016 ¥ oo9 006970 A41A2TH Zhe  TVT-0 - maxixes .82 - 14
e 44.3 ~less - ABARY - 29
BB 2
Hok Contasure 22N X2 - B0
Fernandez N = . . TOT - =N X228 CE=
jile] : : - T8 S - ]
g TERNTE 2017 amel GOS8 89:98 576578 Meede (o Lok BEws 14
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—.  CHAERIE  moa _ X =Xt
o mNM o= 2 oy ze WENE FEEE sgz waz FaHy otzY ¥ T um
SR &y
HOor odl - HY e ZHOf
= =gd : : Needle - =UH X228 CEx _ .
43 Fu 2017 = oAz 78:86 58.4:52.4 “Jess TOT AEARE K7 ) mﬁ! [uEs 14
.7
Contasure Contasure A Tlﬁ% - oAy &y
E|l=2 HOrAM =7 o . HIA =
44 Dogan 2018 ;:al on= 90:89 49.0:51.9  -Neede KIM Ti’g N=g _ ;';l;_:! == - 24
T s (VO agiizn et 5%
Tissue Fixation system (28 2, A7 171)
. A 7|22 - BEER] AAr
45 ) ) 2010 -'|E—|§ g(‘)dug tISSFJe . ;5};1 ;Igg . EHE 3I-'j
———————————————————— Sivaslioglu - = 40:40 50:562 fixation TOT Ato] Al e = - e SU O
7|0:|| Q-AI ei— =2 D'”Tl ié
46 2012 == system LA =8 54
1 9| (2¢ 5, A7 57H)
S aE] 24
. TVT- - - Hj i XbOf
= HObA : ity °
47  Olveira 2011 2o 29S 303030  227/%28 geqy -0 FRHARE e Qg 14
Ezt QM= 52.0 e CIOR| Iy
= == : MiniArc 5“&] =E
_ Ajust A 728 SRS 241
O|E SEdEE Mi:wiArc T rEe =2l
48 Palomba 2014 EOE =gy 120:120 63.8:64.1 TVT - HY H Hls -85 - 24 NCT00751088
| t 9%'1 ;—VT_ . IH/\A . 7‘:}.%
- ecur =N} - &=
JE = ] i Mini- ) i?&;,ilfj%_ :nigg_ﬁ e oo 5
49 Pastore 2016 E|Of OAEI:L 21:21 50.2:49.8 Sliﬂg TVT-O _E/;;Alej;}-o 5 . D:”il = HIy=} A
EBE
HOY mini- B SN = - O el &y
50  Emami 2019 o SRS 40:40 51.9:51.2 sling TOT - 0] %,rgﬁ o = oS 8=
2es SEARY X712t i
A 728 SHosrE A
Abdel =0ty Ajust v FEHAes g
=HO . . . = ‘So jrafrn |
51 —Fattah 2022 A= oAz 298:298 50.4:50.7 Altis TOT iﬁis s . D—“il urs 55 3¢ ISRCTNO3264234
&Y

TEAZE METRZE

|, intervention; C, control; TVT, tension-free vaginal tape; TVT-0, TVT-obturator; TOT, transobturator tape; -, not reported
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2.2 HEE? E71&4}

S
F AHEZ 519, 38719 AR o]RojFon, AFHARE HEHAE B7HE skt

FAHRCT)Y vIEANE B7HE Yol /e 3 159] Risk of bias (RoB)
L5 ARGSto] FARR] M Al A4 F 2, AtRdodRt | Aol dijt =7 H, AygTtol tigt
Sl EERE A0, A8d T, 79 MEUsE 992 W, o 3 19 uEde
At Ao %H]%?J-‘H A= Brelginh. = B7HEy 9 B7Ea oF Avk= (1’ 3.2)9%

Sk9] WA AAE 97R0] ATl HBk 710] Qlof B 2 BISIC whgeA 2
18709) 7oA 7hd slol Fag) Mg eAlE Lstecka stk

AT, Al That e7H e 27R9) AT014 7 A7 sharm incision)}S Al3te]
SoAck Baska, 770e] AToIN AR kA gkort Bk Algel tis tol
o]0l AL WG 02 HIIBIT. -] AT £HL S koLt 7IE B EETo)
= 7h9) AR RO 9L, FANEY GUWA £ Shte] WA o]FolxE Sgol] uhie]
w71 ol ek Kot "B = Brlelsih

=5 2R tie REH A2 3719 A7l el glof "B = HUISIAAL, A

Haof digh EEAES Be Aol Rt

& B71IA L 9] vIEEAE 2 8719 AT AlRARR o] ERlE o] HIEH A0l wE 2=
o gl 4=

By, A2 Yol gicka iﬂ*@} B WE. A

Random sequence generation (selection bias) _:I
Allocation concealment (selection bias) _ |

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) - |
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias) - |

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) _:I
Selective reporting (reporting hias) _
omervias DS TN

0% 25% 50% 75%  100%

.Lowriskufbias I:‘Unclear risk of hias .High risk of hias

721 3.2 HS2l9)E i
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Elinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
BElinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Allacation concealment (selection bias)

< | @ | Random sequence generation (selection bias)

~ | @ | Incornplete outcame data (attrition bias)

Tang 2014, Sun 2019

..,.

Tieu 2017

9@
=
=

el AL
-

-

Tommaselli 2010

Tommaselli 2013, 2015

Wang 2011

a

ol

Z

=

=

=

2

g

=

£

=

2
T
: 2
g 2
(5] (=]
Abdel-Fattah 2022 2|22 ®e
Abdelwahab 2010 2|2 |2 ®| =
Andrada Hamer2011,2013 | @) | D | © [ O [ | © | @
paerzntz | @D | D (O OO O | @
pasuz010,2013 [ D [ @ (@ |7 || D | @
Bianchi-Ferarn 2013, 2014 [ @ |2 |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
Djehdian 2014, Pascom 2018 | @ (@ |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
Dogan 2018 . . . . . . ?
Emamizne |2 (2 |2 |2 |2 | @ @
Fernander-Gonzalez 2017 . 2|2 . . ?
Foote2015 (2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |@ |2
Fuzoiz |2 (@ |2 |2 | @@=
caber201s (@ |2 | @ | O | @ | @ |2
Hinoui2011 | @ |2 |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
Hotaz0iz |2 (@ |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
Jurakova 2016, Huser 2023 | @ (@ |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
Lee20ts (@ |2 (2|2 | O @ @
masaa2012| 2 (@ |2 |2 | @ @ @
Masata 2016, Svabik 2013 | @ | @ |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
waslow2011 | @ (@ |2 |7 | @O | @
Maturana 2020 | @ (@ |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
MelendezMunoz2018 |[@ |2 |2 |2 | @ | @ |2
mostara 2012,2013 | @ |2 |2 | @ | @ | O | @
olveira20m1 |2 |2 |2 |2 | @ | @@
Palombazota [ 2 |2 |2 |2 | @|@ |2
Pastare201s | @ |2 |2 |2 | @ | @ | @
Ross2014 | @ |2 | @2 | @ | @2
Rudnicki 2017, Mlexandridis 2010 | @) (@ |2 |7 | @ | @ | @
sabacenz017 | @ (@ |2 |72 (OO | @
Schellart2014,2018,2018 (@ |2 |2 |72 | @ | @ | @
seweizer2015 | @ | @ | @ |7 | @O | @ | @
siasliogiuz01n,2012 | @ |2 |2 |2 | @ | @ |2

2| | @ @

7 | @ @

@ e

@ e

® e

®e

® e e e e
200

Hin 2016

OF
=

3 3.3 HIEE A0 tHet 7t 2t

x0]




sl S g 9 8=, A, A v, 29 55 BRI ©f F 3719 /7 (Wang 5,
2011;, Masata 5, 2012; Oliveira &, 201 1)+= 3709] H1719] S 2709] iR E= 2719
SAZI 1719] d2D o= AAE o] 9o} 42 SAE | 2t e gote] B

2311 48, =2y

o

g<AHbladder injury) 9@ 8 =&AH(urethral injury)S a5 A= 12702 98 2 Q T84S

A HArRt - g A S HERE Aol Zedsi3itt. 8719 ItollA] 7 o 271838 B 8 edA4o]
HAYSHA] ko ol & A et 4114—4 %’@% oz mEktAe et 23, S A= 2Ll

|
ol

3 o) e = o X JEt 7EHOJst 2o = {11t risk ratio (RR)=0.37, 95%
confidence interval (CI) 0.02~7.56, 12:43%).

= o o o o
=12 L=zt _
MHHAE)  —gye =  wes wu@)  ma  agg  |vale

Ajust
Mostafa (2012) 0 69 0.0 0 62 0.0) -
Schweitzer (2015)" 0 92 (0.0 0 48 (0.0 -
Xin (2016) 0 184 (0.0) 0 184 0.0) -
Masata (2016)" 0 50 (0.0) 0 50 (0.0) NA
TVT-secur
Barber (2012)° 1 136 (0.8) 6 127 4.8) 0.05
Masata (2012)"" 1 129 (0.8) 0 68 (0.0) -
Tang (2014) 0 39 (0.0) 0 42 0.0) -
Needless
Femandez-Gonzalez 2017)" 1 89 1.1 0 98 0.0) 0.48
TFS
Sivaslioglu (2010)" 0 39 (0.0) 0 38 0.0) NA
Mixed
Oliveira (2011)2" 0 60 (0.0) 0 30 0.0) -
Pastore (2016)" 0 21 (0.0) 0 21 0.0) -

~ 0 276 (0.0) 9 261 3.4) 0.18
Abdel-Fattah (2022) 0" 276 (0.0) 1 261 04) 032

TFS, Tissue fixation system; NA, not applicable; -, not reported
1) TVT-secur H, U Efglg &6t MESIRS: 2) V- Secur, Mini-Arc 8 &610] AZ0t%S; *Bladder injury; **Urethral injury;

09 23S R U REANS B B UGS
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Study or sIMs SMUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Barber 2012 1 136 6 127 33.1% 0.16[0.02, 1.27] B
Masata 2012 1 129 0 68 21.3% 1.59[0.07, 38.43] i

265 195 54.3% 0.36 [0.00, 519919.36]
Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017 1 89 0 98 21.2% 3.30[0.14, 80.02] il
Abdel-Fattah 2022 0 276 9 261 24.4% 0.05[0.00, 0.85] —-

Total (95% Cl) 630 554 100.0% 0.37 [0.02, 7.56] #
N 2 2 2

Heterogeneity: Tau™ = 1.536; Chi" =5.30, df =3 (P =.15); I" =43%

Test for overall effect: t; =-1.05 (P =.37) 0.001 0.11 10 1000
Test for subgroup differences: Chi® =3.72, df =2 (P =.16) Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]
08 3.4 SRS A4-UT, 252N & T3

2.3.1.2 9d, NS

A 3(bladder perforation) ¥ &H-&(vaginal perforation)& R i3t A= 16702 2719
A7 Rudnicki 5 ,2017; Andrada Hamer &, 2011)= #30] $57E5 F-Eo13.0H, o] 5 1=g5of|
et H 1S mEREA o]l 23S, 5719] AAtollA ot B Wy E A g0l 'WAYSHA] ekgke

olF ALfgt 1119 £l U= HEtEAS et 21, S84 dddr) €357+
DA EJ SR AEET A FET 7R Aol fIATHRR=0.72, 95% C10.32~1.64, I*=0%).

= O O0O0; 21—
M= ==

MAMEE) gy e  wEs  wuE i  w=s  ©ele
Ajust
Masata (2016)" 0 50 (0.0) 0 50 (0.0) NA

o 0 155 0.0 3 150 2.0
Rudnicki (2017) 1" 155 EO.@; R 150 21 .33 NA
TVT-secur
Andrada Hamer (2011) 12+ 21 E?g; 1OT gg E?g; -
Hinoul (2011)” 1 96 (1.0 0 92 (0.0) -
Wang (2011)" 1 34 (2.9) 1 68 (1.5) -
Barber (2012)” 0 136 (0.0 0 127 (0.0) 1.00
Masata (2012)?" 2 129 (1.6) 0 68 (0.0) -
Miniarc
Basu (2010) 1 37 (2.7) 0 33 (0.0) -
Schellart (2018)' 2 97 (2.1) 5 96 (5.2) 0.28
Tieu (2017) 1 49 (2.0 1 49 (2.0) -
Ophira
Huser (2023)' 0 66 (0.0 0 64 (0.0) -
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== =t

MAMKAR) "oy mwe)  wes wam  mwe  aes e
Maturana (2020)" 0 53 (0.0 1 4 (2.4) 0.44
Needless
Dogan (2018) 0 89 (0.0) 0 89 (0.0) -
Mixed
Oliveira (2011)¥" 0 60 (0.0 0 30 (0.0) -
Palomba (2014) 0 120 (0.0 2 120 1.7) -
Emami (2019)” 0 40 (0.0) 2 40 (5.0) -

TFS, Tissue fixation system; NA, not applicable; -, not reported

1) IZ29] TVT, TVT-0 Z1E ot AM=E519E; 2) TVT-secur H, U EIIS &t610 A&E6tS, 3) TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc 22
51510 A=01%S; * Bladder perforation, ** Vaginal perforation, T accidental perforations; 1 2| 2312 &/ g 2 MxIg
SH 20512

Study or SIMS SMuUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% Cl
Rudnicki 2017 0 155 3 150 7.6% 0.14[0.01, 2.65] L]

Andrada Hamer 2011 2 61 0 62 7.3% 5.08[0.25 103.70] =
Hinoul 2011 1 96 0 92 66% 2.88[0.12, 69.70] =
Wang 2011 1 34 1 68 89% 2.00[0.13, 31.01] =
Masata 2012 2 129 0 68 7.3% 2.64[0.13, 54.32] =
320 290 30.1% 2.91[1.54, 5.49] -
Basu 2010 1 37 0 33 6.6% 2.68[0.11, 63.58] =
Schellart 2018 2 97 5 96 255% 0.40[0.08, 1.99] —B—

Tiew 2017 1 49 1 49 8.9% 1.00[0.06, 15.54] i
183 178 41.0% 0.66 [0.07, 5.88]

Maturana 2020 0 53 1 4 6.6% 0.26 [0.01, 6.19] =

Palomba 2014 0 120 2 120 7.3% 0.20[0.01, 4.12] L]
Emami 2019 0 40 2 40 7.4% 0.20[0.01, 4.04] L]

160 160 14.7% 0.20[0.20, 0.20] |
Total (95% CI) 871 819 100.0% 0.72[0.32, 1.64] e
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0; Chi* = 7.82, df =10 (P =.65); I° = 0% ' ' ! ' '
Test for overall effect: t;;=-0.89 (P =.40) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 12.68, df =4 (P =.01) Favours [SIMS] Favours [SMUS]

arn = 2
o oo, En_oiEj-n
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2.3.1.3 2f

QH|(urinary retention)E H113F J= 19712 18] AF(Maturana 5, 2020)014 74 o]y ¢
79 o]$9] FAE-S B 5l o 7Y oW ArtE HleHEA ofl 236ttt HEREA] Axt, FE )=
GG SHSFE, G £ FRAEEY B 7 72 Alol= §IITHRR=0.90, 95%
CI 0.61~1.35, I’=0%).

= o 4L
= = .
AN HIH ) LHE N  wEs  wwE i@ wes L oWe

Ajust
Masata (2016) 2 50 (4.0) 1 50 (2.0) NA
TVT-secur
Abdelwahab (2010) 3 30 (10.0) 2 30 6.7) »0.05
Tommaselli (2010) 0 37 (0.0 2 38 (5.2) -
Hinoul (2011) 3 96 (3.0) 4 92 (4.0) -
Wang (2011)" 0 34 0.0) 4 68 (5.9) -
Masata (2012)? 1 129 0.8) 2 68 (2.9) -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 2 66 (3.0) 2 56 (3.5) 1.00
Tommaselli (2013) 1 64 (1.6) 2 66 (3.0 -
Tang (2014) 1 39 (2.6) 1 42 (2.7) 1.00
Ophira
Djehdian (2014) 3 64 4.7) 0 56 (0.0 0.25
Huser (2023) 2 66 (3.0) 3 64 (4.6) 0.74

9 53 (17.0) 4 41 9.8 0.38
Maturana (2020) 0 = 00) 1" A1 0.4) 0.44
Needless
Gaber (2016) 1 70 (1.4) 1 70 (1.4) 0.29
Fernandez-Gonzalez (2017) 1 89 1.1 1 98 (1.0) 1.00
Fu (2017) 0 78 (0.0) 2 86 (2.3) 0.52
Dogan (2018) 1 89 (1.1) 0 89 (0.0) -
TFS
Sivaslioglu (2010) 0 39 (0.0 2 38 (5.5) 0.30
Mixed
Oliveira (2011)° 2 60 (3.3) 2 30 6.7) -
Pastore (2016) 1 21 (4.8) 0 21 (0.0 -

TFS, Tissue fixation system; NA, not applicable; -, not reported
1) CHZEZQ| TVT, TVT-0 ZE §ote] MESIS: 2) TVT-secur H, U EIRIS §16l0 AESIES: 3) TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc
2 S50 MESIRS; *< 7 days, **) 7 days
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Study or
Subgroup

Masata 2016

Abdelwahab 2010
Tommaselli 2010
Hinoul 2011
Wang 2011
Masata 2012

Bianchi-Ferraro 2014

Tommaselli 2013
Tang 2014

Djehdian 2014
Huser 2023
Maturana 2020

Gaber 2016

Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017

Fu 2017
Dogan 2018

Sivaslioglu 2010

Oliveira 2011
Pastore 2016

Total (95% Cl)

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi” = 10.45, df =18 (P =.92); I =0%
Test for overall effect: t,;=-0.53 (P =.61)
Test for subgroup differences: chi*=4.31, df =5 (P=.51)

23.1.4 Ao

t|2KVaginal erosion)2 H 115 ¢
= Vo= HlEREA S S8t
£33 FHAEEY A28 7 723t Alol= %i?d‘:KRR:

o1& A|2fet 8HO|

SIMs sSMuUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% Cl MH, Random, 95% CI
2 50 1 50 4.3% 2.00[0.19, 21.36] —i—
3 30 2 30 8.1% 1.50[0.27, 8.34]
0 37 2 38 2.6% 0.21[0.01, 4.14]
3 96 4 92 11.1% 0.72[0.17, 3.12]
0 34 4 68 2.9% 0.22[0.01, 3.95] —
1 129 2 68 4.2% 0.26 [0.02, 2.85] ——
2 66 2 56 6.4% 0.85[0.12, 5.83] $
1 64 2 66 4.2% 0.52 [0.05, 5.55]
1 39 1 42 3.2% 1.08 [0.07, 16.63] ——
495 460 42.8% 0.65[0.37, 1.16] L,
3 64 0 56 2.8% 6.14[0.32, 116.32] —
2 66 3 64 7.8% 0.65[0.11, 3.74]
9 53 4 41 19.6% 1.74[0.58, 5.26]
183 161 30.1% 1.51[0.23, 9.85]
1 70 1 70 3.2% 1.00[0.06, 15.67] ——
1 89 1 98 3.1% 1.10[0.07, 17.34] ——
0 78 2 86 2.6% 0.22[0.01, 4.52] —
1 89 0 89 2.4% 3.00[0.12, 72.66] —
326 343 11.3% 0.91[0.18, 4.59] .
0 39 2 38 2.6% 0.20[0.01, 3.93] —
2 60 2 30 6.5% 0.50 [0.07, 3.38]
1 21 0 21 2.4% 3.00[0.13, 69.70]
81 51 9.0% 0.81 [0.00, 19741.39]
1174 1103 100.0% 0.90 [0.61, 1.35] +
1T 11T 1
0.001 01 1 10 1000
Fawvours [SIMS] Favours [SMUS]
HII= A A
O 3.6 ofiF sy &4-QH = I8

= 12702 47H94 o]

15, 95% CI 0.35~

83, I

g 5]. | 2gror

01;(—1 7H

13(%)
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= o = —
==t =

M1 HEHHAE LSALES = o - P-val

NAMED  “oum  mae  wgs  wu@  swe  wes e
Ajust
Mostafa (2012) 1 69 (1.4) 2 68 (2.9 0.62
Schweitzer (2015) 4 93 4.3) 0 51 (0.0) 0.30
Xin (2016) 0 184 (0.0) 3 184 (1.6) 0.08
Masata (2016)" 0 50 (0.0) 0 50 0.0 NA
Sabadell (2017)" 0 30 (0.0) 0 28 (0.0) -
TVT-secur
Tommaselli (2010) 1 37 (2.7) 0 38 (0.0) -
Masata (2012)"” 9 129 (7.0) 1 68 (1.5) -
Tommaselli (2015) 0 64 (0.0) 0 66 (0.0) -
Tang (2014)" 1 39 (2.6) 3 42 (7.1) 0.62
Miniarc
Basu (2010) 2 37 (5.4) 0 33 (0.0) -
Ophira
Jurakova (2016) 0 45 (0.0 0 48 (0.0 -
Mixed
Pastore (2016) 0 21 (0.0) 1 21 (4.8) -
TFS, Tissue fixation system; NA, not applicable; -, not reported
1) TVT-secur H, U Eflg §ot0] MESIUS; * Tape erosion

Study or sIMs SMuUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI

Mostafa 2012 1 69 2 68 15.0% 0.49 [0.05, 5.31] ——

Schweitzer 2015 4 93 0 51 10.6% 4.98[0.27,90.67] —

Xin 2016 0 184 3 184 10.3% 0.14[0.01, 2.75] ——®——

346 303 35.8% 0.69[0.01,49.77] ———eeei——

Tommaselli 2010 1 37 0 38 9.1% 3.08[0.13,73.25] —

Masata 2012 9 129 1 68 19.2% 4.74[0.61, 36.67] -

Tang 2014 1 39 3 42 16.8% 0.36[0.04, 3.31] —B——

205 148 45.0% 1.66 [0.05, 60.78] e ——

Basu 2010 2 37 0 33 10.0% 4.47[0.22,89.94] —

Pastore 2016 0 21 1 21 9.2% 0.33[0.01, 7.74] —

Total (95% Cl) 609 505 100.0% 1.15[0.35, 3.83] —mfi—

Heterogeneity: Tau® =0.278; Chi* =8.07, df =7 (P =.33); P =13% ' ' ! ' '

Test for overall effect: t; =0.28 (P =.79) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for subgroup differences: chi*=1.84, df =3 (P =.61) Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]
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2.3.2 HH & Z}0H

2.3.2.1 M2 Xty U Xuby

N2 A (de novo urgency) L Ay oFsl= 20719] Aol A Bstlct. Andrada Hamer
5(2013) e A= FEle S 37HA] = AJASH oW, Aot Al=E- Fuler | HAE7) S0l A
5%, 71& SH-QTE&HTolA 2%=2 HIlsiitt. 19709 A5 thdo 2 HEHEAS =35t 27t
A G S9N SRS AET 7 1Rt Aol fITHRR=1.26, 95% CI
0.95~1.69, I’=0%). FL&/N £HFF 5 TVT-SecurzollA At T4 93o] &4 Yeht o]

ATk,

H 3.6 M2 Hetr J Al

== =
A HEKAL) wwE HAE wEs  wwE) e uss | Ale

Ajust
Mostafa (2012) 15 69 (21.7) 6 68 (8.8 0.06
Schweitzer (2015) 7 28 (25.0) 4 19 (25.0) 0.75
Sabadell (2017) 3 30 (10.0) 1 28 (3.6) 0.33
Rudnicki (2017) 0 141 (0.0) 2 142 (1.4) -
Tvt-Secur
Abdelwahab (2010) 4 30 (13.3) 2 30 6.7) »0.05
Tommaselli (2010) 2 37 (.4) 1 38 (2.6) -

2 60 (3.0 6 61 (10.0) -
Andrada Hamer (2013) 2" 60 (3.0) 3" 61 (5.0) -

3t 60 (5.0) 17 61 (2.0 -
Wang (2011)"* 12 34 (35.3) 11 68  (16.2) -

F F _

Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 71 22 (1(?:% 42 gg g;i -
Tommaselli (2013) 4 64 6.2) 2 66 (3.0) -
Tang (2014) 2 39 (6.1) 2 42 @4.7) 1.00
Ophira
Maturana (2020) 4 53 (7.5) 1 41 (2.4) 0.38
Needless
Gaber (2016) 5 70 (7.1) 4 70 (5.7) 0.44
Fernandez- Gonzalez 9 89 (10.1) 12 98 (12.5) 0.61
(2017) 187 89 (20.2) 17 98 (11.5) 0.5
Fu (2017) 6 78 (1.7) 8 86 9.3 -
Mixed
Oliveira (2011)? 6 60 (10.0) 5 30 (16.7) -
Palomba (2014) 5 120 4.2) 9 120 (7.5) -
Pastore (2016) 1 21 4.8) 0 21 (0.0) -
Djehdian (2014) 4 64 6.3) 4 56 (7.1) 1.00
Pascom (2018) 5 41 (12.2) 2 41 (4.9 -

TFS, Tissue fixation system; —, not reported
1) == TVT, TVT-0 ZIIE &510] AESIRS; 2) TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc L2 &1510] AESIAS; * de novo, mild, ** de
novo, moderate, Tde novo, severe, T Rtz (urgency); 1 2= MZ22 Hefy
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NEC/\ 2u2+2-tumwlsy

Study or sIMs SMUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Mostafa 2012 15 69 6 68 10.7% 2.46[1.02, 5.97] il
Schweitzer 2015 7 28 4 19 7.2%  1.19[0.40, 3.50] —,—
Sabadell 2017 3 30 1 28 1.7% 2.80[0.31, 25.37] -
Rudnicki 2017 0 141 2 142 0.9% 0.20[0.01, 4.16]

268 257 20.6% 1.70[0.56, 5.16] =i
Abdelwahab 2010 4 30 2 30 3.2% 2.00 [0.40, 10.11] —
Tommaselli 2010 2 37 1 38 1.5% 2.05[0.19, 21.70] =
Wang 2011 12 34 11 68 16.8% 2.18[1.08, 4.42] HEll-
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 1 66 2 56 1.5% 0.42 [0.04, 4.56] ol
Tommaselli 2013 4 604 2 66 3.0% 2.06[0.39, 10.87] &
Tang 2014 2 39 2 42 2.3% 1.08 [0.16, 7.28]

270 300 28.4% 1.85[1.18, 2.92] -
Maturana 2020 4 53 1 41 1.8% 3.09 [0.36, 26.65] =
Djehdian 2014 4 64 4 56 4.7% 0.88 [0.23, 3.34] —
Pascom 2018 5 41 2 41 3.4% 2.50[0.51, 12.16] —

158 138 99% 1.58[0.28, 8.84]
Gaber 2016 5 70 4 70 5.2%  1.25[0.35, 4.46] f
Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017 9 89 12 98 12.6% 0.83 [0.37, 1.87] i
Fu 2017 6 78 8 g6 8.2% 0.83[0.30, 2.28] —

237 254 26.0% 0.90 [0.54, 1.48] e
Oliveira 2011 6 60 5 30 6.9% 0.60[0.20, 1.81] ——
Palomba 2014 5 120 9 120 7.4% 056 [0.19, 1.61] —
Pastore 2016 1 21 0 21 0.8% 3.00[0.13, 69.70]

201 171 15.2% 0.63 [0.20, 2.01] -
Total (95% Cl) 1134 1120 100.0% 1.26 [0.95, 1.69] »
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi® =15.78, df =18 (P =.61); I° =0% ' ! ' '
Test for overall effect: t,;=1.69 (P =.11) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 18.34, df =4 (P <.01) Favours [SIMS] Favours [SMUS]

J2 38 ME2 Ml I Fih: & 13

2.3.2.2 Hi{!= %ol

ol (voiding difficulty)S 1t 10712 G172 vERLA
£33, 2@ &8 FH8EEY AEF T 7

0.47~1.28, 1*=0%).
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H 3.7 0l

Sz L=zt
AR, wuE AP s wwE®  MuE wugs A
Ajust
Sabadell (2017) 1 30 (3.3 0 28 (0.0) -
Rudnicki (2017) 8 141 (5.7) 10 139 (7.1) -
TVT-secur
Wang (2011)" 3 34 (88 4 68 (5.9 -
Ross (2014)" 1 37 (2.7 0 30 (0.0) -
Miniarc
Schellart (2018) 1 97 (1.0) 1 96 (1.0 0.99
Foote (2015) 0 25 (0.0) 3 25 (12.0) NS
Lee (2015) 1 112 (0.9 1 113 0.9 -
Needless
Gaber (2016) 3 70 4.3) 2 70 (2.9 0.29
Femandez-Gonzalez (2017) 0 89 (0.0) 2 98 (2.0) 0.50
Mixed
Palomba (2014) 4 120 (3.3) 10 120 (8.3) -
NS, not significant; -, not reported
1) =L TVT, TVT-0 ZUE o] ME6tAS: *Mild dysuria; ** worsening of nocturia
Study or siMs sSMuUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI

Sabadell 2017
Rudnicki 2017

Wang 2011
Ross 2014

Schellart 2018
Foote 2015
Lee 2015

Gaber 2016
Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017

Palomba 2014

Total (95% Cl)

8 141
171

71

1 112
234

158

755

10

28
139
167

68
30
98

96
25
113
234

70

168

120

787

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi” =5.88, df =9 (P =.75); " = 0%
Test for overall effect: t; =-1.15 (P =.28)
Test for subgroup differences: chi*=9.00, df=4 (P=.08)

J 3.9 HixFol &= I

2.9%
35.2%
38.0%

13.7%
2.8%
16.6%

3.7%
3.4%
3.7%
10.8%

9.2%

3.1%

12.3%

22.2%

100.0%

2.81[0.12,
0.79 [0.32,
0.87 [0.01,

1.50 [0.36,
2.45 [0.10,
1.63 [0.16,

0.99 [0.06,
0.14 [0.01,
1.01 [0.06,
0.55 [0.04,

1.50 [0.26,
0.22 [0.01,

0.86 [0.00, 56157.91]

0.40 [0.13,

0.78 [0.47,

66.17]
1.94]
60.65]

6.33]
57.99]
17.00]

15.60]
2.63]
15.93]
8.44]

8.70]
4.52]

1.24]

1.28]

.

1l

4
17 T 17 1
0.001 0.1 1 10 1000

Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]
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2.3.2.3 7HHH HeL

ZHE] 49 2 F(requiring catheterisation)= 3719] Atol|A] H 115} 11 HEREA-S 4385t A7},
TEFHA = DA 9T FHAEEY XEL 1F FARt Aol= YIAUTHRR=0.44, 95% CI
0.17~1.16, I’=0%). ©YE/ &3 Z AjustatollA] 7HEE Y7 Ao F-ol5HA Roket.

H 3.8 7tHH He+7

=Mz L=
o -
AAHES)  gwey  wum wzs wae e aes TV
Ajust
Mostafa (2013) 3 69 4.3) 8 68  (11.8) 0.20
Xin (2016) 4 184 (2.2) 10 184 (6.4) 0.10
Miniarc
Basu (2010) 2 37 (5.4) 2 33 6.1) -
-, not reported
Study or sims SMUSs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 85% Cl MH, Random, 85% CI
Mostafa 2012 3 69 3 68 36.8% 0.37[0.10, 1.33] —.'——
Xin 2016 4 184 10 184 465% 040[0.13,125] —H—
253 252 83.3%  0.39 [0.23, 0.64] -
Basu 2010 2 37 2 33 16.7% 0.89 [0.13, 5.98] L
Total (95% Cl) 290 285 100.0% 0.4 [0.17, 1.16] —a—
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi’ =0.63, df =2 [P =.73); I = 0% ' ' ' '
Test for overall effect: t; =-3.65 (P =.07) 0.2 05 1 2 5
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.74, df =1 (P =.39) Favours [SIM5]  Favours [SMUS]
% 3.10 7HEIH HYLT = O
233 &3
EZ(pain)2 visual analogue scale (VAS)Z A5E AAISH 16709 A4 5 EEHA 4 HY 52
AASHA] 252 292 ZAolA A|LJeaL, Bato] ‘0 oA HEHAE Xﬂ/\l SHA] OF2 Ak BEEHAE
0 0.2 7pgelo] Bl 8 B9 B oI5 9IS AXT AT 1S Aeksiol AFgsIsitt

149 9] EAS o2 =& 5 3417 1Y, 3Y, 157, 25, 457, 670, 1] thal] A3 B7stict.
HEREA-E 533t 2, & T 14 o]y 5500 tiet HutAlo](mean difference, MD)= ©HAA 7
&Hto] 71& 3H- =& v Eﬁlﬁiv«lﬁ}ﬂl WroH(4%& F 149 MD=-0.86%4, 95%
CI -1.55~-0.16, I’=84%), 0|F A|Ho| A= 3 7+ -f-ol3t Zlol= Qioict.
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H 3.9 83(VAS)

Szt ==t pP-
HNXXHHE) mean SD R mean SD R

[median] [IQR] @)  [median] [IQR]  Value
& 3N
Mostafa (2012) 0.00 [0.00, 1.00] 69 [3.00] [1.00,5.00] 68  (0.01
Jurakova (2016) 3.10 2.10 45 5.60 1.80 48  (0.01
J\A S 1OI
Schweltzer (2015) [1.00] [0.00, 7.00] 95 [2.80] [0.00, 8.00] 51 <0.01
Xin (2016) 1.66 1.02 184 2.49 1.56 184  <0.01
Masata (2016) 3.32 2.53 50 5.31 2.89 47  <0.01
Tommaselli (2010) 2.10 1.10 37 4.50 2.30 38 -
Barber (2012) [5.00] - 136 [6.00] - 127 -
Hota (2012) [3.00] [1.00, 3.50] 42 [3.00] [1.00, 5.00] 44 0.20
Tommaselli (2013) 0.70 0.20 64 2.80 1.40 66 -
Schellart (2014)" 1.10 - 97 2.50 - 96 (0.0
Djehdian (2014) 2.20 2.70 64 2.80 3.30 56 0.34
Oliveira (2011)" 1.60 1.80 60 4.50 2.60 30 -
AA S 30|
Schweltzer (2015) [0.50] [0.00, 5.50] 95 [1.20] [0.00, 7.50] 51 <0.01
Masata (2016) 1.48 1.89 50 2.84 2.54 47  <0.01
Barber (2012) [2.00] - 136 [4.00] - 127 -
Schellart (2014) 0.70 - 97 1.80 - 9% <0.01
FEZF
Schweitzer (2015) [0.20] [0.00, 5.70] 94 [1.00] [0.00, 8.00] 51 0.01
Xin (2016) 0.44 0.68 184 1.04 1.14 184 0.00
Masata (2016) 0.39 1.07 50 0.79 1.1 47 0.02
Hota (2012) [0.00] [0.00, 1.00] 42 [1.00] [0.00, 3.00] 44 0.05
Schellart (2014) 0.40 - 97 0.90 - 9% <0.01
Djehdian (2014) 1.40 2.00 64 1.80 1.90 56 0.31
TER2F
Schweitzer (2015) [0.00] [0.00, 4.60] 93 [0.50] [0.00, 6.00] 50 0.07
Xin (2016) 0.12 0.37 184 0.63 0.94 184 <0.01
Fu (2017) 0.36 0.48 78 1.88 2.05 86  (0.01
Abdel-Fattah (2022) 1.98 1.96 238 2.81 2.22 213 -
TER4LF
l\/Iostafa (2012) 0.00 [0.00, 0.00] 69 [0.00] [0.00, 0.00] 68  0.12
Schweitzer (2015) [0.00] [0.00, 7.50] 93 [0.00] [0.00, 5.00] 50 0.57
Xin (2016) 0.06 0.24 184 0.09 0.35 184 40.01
Tommaselli (2010) 0.00 0.00" 37 1.50 0.50 38  0.05
Schellart (2014) 0.20 - 97 0.30 - 96 0.90
+E % 648
Tommaselli (2013) 0.00 0.00" 64 0.80 0.50 66 -
Foote (2015) 0.80 1.80 25 0.80 1.40 25 NS
Fu (2017) 0.00 - 78 0.14 0.77 86 0.10
TER 1Y
Xin (2016) 0.06 0.24 184 0.09 0.35 184 0.34
Fu (2017) 0.00 0.00" 78 0.12 0.76 86 0.17
NS, not significant; -, not reported
1) TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc22 gl610 MESIAS; *VASETE 10022 HA5H0] 10 7|ZO 2 SMGIAE; **EZMXIS HM|A|oIX|

UL, 022 JHEsIlE
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Study or sims SMUs Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Mostafa 2012 0.35 0.8 69 3.00 3.0 68 -2.65[-3.39, -1.91] ——
Jurakova 2016 3.10 2.1 45  5.60 1.8 48 -2.50 [-3.30, -1.70] ——

114 116 -2.58[-3.51, -1.65] -~uln—
Schweitzer 2015 1.29 1.4 95 3.01 1.8 51 -1.72[-2.28, -1.15] —=—
Tommaselli 2013 0.70 0.2 64 2,80 1.4 66 -2.10[-2.44, -1.76] —=
Xin 2016 1.66 1.0 184 2.49 1.6 184 -0.83[-1.10, -0.56] =
Masata 2016 3.32 25 50 5.31 29 47 -1.99[-3.07, -0.91] —
Tommaselli 2010 210 11 37 450 23 38 -2.40[-3.21, -1.59] —
Hota 2012 247 19 42 3.00 31 44 -0.53 [-1.61, 0.54] —
Djehdian 2014 2.20 2.7 64 2,80 3.3 56 -0.60[-1.69, 0.49] —
Oliveira 2011 1.60 1.8 60 4.50 2.6 30 -2.90[-3.93,-1.87] —=—

596 516 -1.64 [-2.35, -0.92] e
Schweitzer 2015 0.76 1.1 95 1.64 1.7 51 -0.88[-1.39, -0.37] =
Masata 2016 1.48 1.9 50 2.84 25 47 -1.36 [-2.26, -0.46] ——

145 98 -1.00 [-3.61, 1.62]

Schweitzer 2015 051 1.2 94 15218 51 -1.01[-1.55, -0.47] —&—
Xin 2016 044 0.7 184 104 1.1 184 -0.60[-0.79, -0.41] &
Masata 2016 039 11 50 07911 47 -0.40[-0.83, 0.03] —
Hota 2012 0.35 0.8 42 13523 44 -1.00[-1.72, -0.28] —&—
Djehdian 2014 1.40 2.0 64 1.80 1.9 56 -0.40 [-1.10, 0.30] —&

434 382 -0.63[-0.91, -0.35] ->
Schweitzer 2015 027 0.9 93 094 13 50 -0.67 [-1.08, -0.25] ——
Xin 2016 0.12 0.4 184 0.63 0.9 184 -0.51[-0.66, -0.36] =
Fu 2017 036 05 78 18820 86 -1.52[-1.97, -1.07] —&—
Abdel-Fattah 2022 198 2.0 238 2.81 2.2 213 -0.83[-1.22, -0.44] &

593 533 -0.86 [-1.55, -0.16] gl
Schweitzer 2015 044 15 93 04411 50 0.00[-0.43, 0.44]
Mostafa 2012 018 0.4 69 018 04 68 -0.00[-0.13, 0.13] E
Xin 2016 0.06 0.2 184 0.09 0.3 184 -0.03[-0.09, 0.03]
Tommaselli 2010 0.00 0.0 37 1.50 0.5 38 -1.50 '

383 340 -0.02[-0.06, 0.01]
Tommaselli 2013  0.00 0.0 64 0.80 0.5 66 -0.80 '
Foote 2015 0.80 1.8 25 0.80 14 25 0.00[-0.89, 0.89] ——
Fu 2017 0.00 0.0 78 01408 86 -0.14 '
Xin 2016 0.06 0.2 184 0.09 0.3 184 -0.03[-0.09, 0.03]
Fu 2017 00000 78 01208 86 -0.12 '
Test for subgroup differences: Chi®=1288.95, df =7 (P <.01)

-2 0 2

Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]

13 3.11 §3(VAS) = 13
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&=

ol AE HEHE Ao ZAsH AT & 1971H A5 1702 AFoIA 7 o B T E R B

EJR 9 59 X] F5(thigh/groin pain)2 & A9 A|-of w2} #1174
‘c=>‘ %0] o
T ‘F‘E
S| F5o] TAYSIA] eigkom ol A|QJgt 18WHe] & ﬂwoi HEREAES =33 A3t
B33 X]+= 0.4491(95% CI 0.24~0.78) 2 T &7 &£3o] = &l vlof 55 WAJo]
FoJotA A YEeRG oL, o]Ado] 61%= A UERY o4 —’F947P g g3t}
H 3.10 &R L 5{HX| 85
Exhat L=t
M1 HXHS o =
1 %xH(E=) wwE) @) wEs  wwE) @) wesg | Ae
Ajust
. 4 30 (13.3) 2" 28 (7.1) -
Sabadell (2017) & 0 (20.0) 0 28 00 -
Rudnicki (2017) 0 141 0.0) 1 142 0.7) -
TVT-secur
Andrada Hamer (2013) 2 55 (3.0) 3 60 (5.0) -
Tommaselli (2010) 0 37 (0.0) 3 38 (7.9) -
Wang (2011)" 0 34 (0.0) 5 68 (7.4) -
Barber (2012) 1 136 9.0) 0 127 0.0  0.69
o 1 66 (1.5) 15 56 (26.7)  <0.01
Bianchi—Ferraro (2014) of 56 0.0) T 55 a7 =
Tommaselli (2013) 0 64 (0.0) 3 66 (4.5) -
Maslow (2014) 27 56 (50.0) 48 50 (97.9) <0.01
Ross (2014) 1 37 2.7) 0 30 0.0) -
Tang (2014) 1 39 (2.6) 8 42 (19.00 0.03
Miniarc
10° 112 (8.9) 34° 113 (30.1) -
Lee (2015) 0 12 (0.0 7 13 (62 -
Tieu (2017) 0 49 0.0) 0 49 0.0) -
. of 20 (10.3) 327 93  (34.1) -
Melendez-Munoz (2018) & %0 6.4) 5 93 ©9.4) —
Ophira
Djehdian (2014) 0 64 0.0) 4 56 (7.1)  0.05
TFS
Sivaslioglu (2010) 0 39 0.0) 12 38  (33.00 0.04
Mixed
Oliveira (2011)? 1 60 (1.7) 2 30 6.7) -
Palomba (2014) 5 120 (4.2) 0 120 (0.0) -
_ 41’ 276 (14.9 31’ 261 (11.9)  0.14
Abdel-Fattah (2022) 397 276 (14.1) 397 261 (149 061

TFS, Tissue fixation system: -, not reported

1) OiEZQ TVT, TVI-O ZHE ot MESIFS: 2) TVI-Secur, Mini-Arc &g ol MESIRS: *&
Groin/obturator pain; **4== £ £7|Groin/hypogastric pain; TLate thigh pain; 4% £ 24AI7t O|UY; 670 &,
Tweek, § ) 1 week; S 15702 AIE; 13670 AI™
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NEC oua

Study or sIMS SMUS Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Sabadell 2017 4 30 2 28 6.0% 1.87[0.37, 9.41] ——
Rudnicki 2017 0 1M 1 142 2.1% 0.34[0.01, 8.17] I

171 170 8.1% 1.31[0.00, 8629.94] ——*—'—
Andrada Hamer 2013 2 55 3 60 5.4% 0.73[0.13, 4.19] —‘.—
Tommaselli 2010 0 37 3 38 25% 0.15[0.01, 2.74] —
Wang 2011 0 34 5 68 2.6% 0.18[0.01, 3.15] — &
Barber 2012 1 136 0 127 2.1% 2.80[0.12, 68.18] —‘——'—
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 1 66 15 56 4.5% 0.06 [0.01, 0.41] +
Tommaselli 2013 0 64 3 66 2.5% 0.15[0.01, 2.80] —
Maslow 2014 27 56 48 50 15.2% 0.50[0.38, 0.66]
Ross 2014 1 37 ] 30 2.2% 2.45[0.10, 57.99] —‘——'—
Tang 2014 1 39 2 42 4.4% 0.13[0.02, 1.03] —.—‘—

524 537 41.4% 0.34[0.14, 0.83] -
Lee 2015 10 112 34 113 12.5% 0.30[0.15, 0.57] -
Melendez-Munoz 2018 9 90 32 93 12.4% 0.30[0.15, 0.59] -

202 206 25.0% 0.30[0.27, 0.33] 1
Djehdian 2014 0 64 4 56 25% 010[0.01, 1.77] ——
Sivaslioglu 2010 0 39 12 38 2.7% 0.04[0.00, 0.64] —a—
Oliveira 2011 1 60 2 30 3.5% 0.25[0.02, 2.65] —|'——
Palomba 2014 5 120 0 120 2.5% 11.00[0.61, 196.76] e I E—
Abdel-Fattah 2022 41 276 31 261 14.3% 1.25[0.81, 1.93] E

456 411 20.3% 1.27[0.03, 51.19] :
Total (95% Cl) 1456 1418 100.0% 0.44[0.24, 0.78] -

[ I I 1

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.410; Chi* =43.81, df =17 (P <.01); I* = 61%

Test for overall effect: t,; =-2.99 (P <.01)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=10.15, df =5 (P =.07)
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234 H =&

H4] =Z(mesh exposure) 20712] Aof|A Barstitt. 272] A7ollA T & 25 Hl4] =E0]
HRESHA] Qoo m, o] A& A12J7t 18H Y] £33 thii o & w3 33t A3}, BdF84=
GG SHSFE, G £ FRAEEY B 7 72 Aol= §IITHRR=0.92, 95%
CI 0.55~1.54, 1*=0%).

E3 1104 =&

Ey =t

MRRED)  “aum) s wEs 0 wuE  maE  wes vee
Ajust
Masata (2016) 0 50 (0.0 1 50 (2.0 NA
TVT-Secur
Andrada Hamer (2013) 3 55 (5.0) 2 60 (3.0) -
Hinoul (2011) 7 96 (7.0) 1 92 (1.0 -
Barber (2012) 0 136 (0.0 1 127 0.9 0.32
Hota (2012) 8 42 (19.1) 0 44 (0.0 €0.01
Masata (2012)" 1 129 (0.8 2 63 (2.9) -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 5 66 (7.5) 3 56 (5.3) -
Tommaselli (2013) 3 64 @.7) 2 66 (3.0 -
Sun (2019) 1 31 (3.0 5 33 (16.1) 0.10
MiniArc
Lee (2015) 1 112 (0.9 0 113 (0.0 -
Tieu (2017) 1 49 (2.0 3 49 6.1) -
Melendez-Munoz (2018) 2 90 (2.2) 3 93 (3.2 -
Ophira
Pascom (2018) 2 41 (4.9 2 41 (4.9 -
Huser (2023) 1 66 (1.5) 2 64 (3.1) 0.62
Maturana (2020) 0 53 (0.0 1 41 (2.4) 0.44
Needless
Fernandez-Gorzalez (2017) 4 89 (4.5) 7 98 (7.3) 0.42
Fu (2017) 0 78 (0.0) 0 86 (0.0) -
TFS
Sivaslioglu (2012) 0 39 (0.0) 1 38 (3.0 070
Mixed
Pastore (2016) 0 21 (0.0) 0 21 (0.0 -
2" 276 0.7) 2" 261 0.8 0.96
Abdel-Fattah (2022) 1" 276 (04) 0" 261 (0.0) _ 0.33

TFS, Tissue fixation system; NA, not applicable; -, not reported
1) TVT-secur H, U EI2E BI5H0 MESIUS: *16712 AT, **36711E Al
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Study or SIMs SMUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 85% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Masata 2016 0 50 1 50 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.99] e E—
Andrada Hamer 2013 3 55 2 60 7.8% 1.64[0.28, 9.43] —i—
Hinoul 2011 7 96 1 92 5.5% 6.71[0.84, 53.47] L —
Barber 2012 0 136 1 127 2.3% 0.31[0.01, 7.57] —a—
Hota 2012 8 42 ] 44 3.0% 17.80 [1.06, 298.93] —.—
Masata 2012 1 129 2 68 4.2% 0.26[0.02, 2.85] j
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 5 66 3 56 12.4% 1.41][0.35 5.66]
Tommaselli 2013 3 64 2 66  7.7% 1.55[0.27, 8.95]
Sun 2019 1 31 5 33 54% 0.21[0.03, 1.72]

619 546 48.4% 1.31[0.41, 4.24]
Lee 2015 1 112 0 113 2.3% 3.03[0.12, 73.51] _._.7
Tieu 2017 1 49 3 49 4.8% 0.33[0.04, 3.09] —I—v—
Melendez-Munoz 2018 2 90 3 93 7.6% 0.69[0.12, 4.03] i

251 255 14.8% 0.69[0.08, 6.15] )
Pascom 2018 2 41 2 41 6.5% 1.00 [0.15, 6.76] ——
Huser 2023 1 66 2 64 4.2% 0.48 [0.05, 5.22] —I—v—
Maturana 2020 o0 53 1 41 24% 0.26[0.01, 6.19] —I—‘—

160 146 13.1% 0.62[0.13, 3.03] e
Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017 4 89 7 98 16.7% 0.63[0.19, 2.08] ——
Sivaslioglu 2012 o 39 1 38 24% 0.32][0.01, 7.73] —_—
Abdel-Fattah 2022 1 276 0 261 2.3% 2.84[0.12, 69.34] _._.7
Total (95% CI) 1484 1394 100.0% 0.92 [0.55, 1.54] -

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi® =16.68, df =17 (P = .48); I’ = 0%
Test for overall effect: t,;=-0.35 (P =.73)
Test for subgroup differences: Chi®=2.83,df =6 (p=.83)

J8 313 Hvl =2 = 18
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235 #9g

2.35.1 LEAUAHS

Q27 A3 (urinary tract infection)% K73}t = 16712 WERLA A1), E32A 3]s A A
£33, 9@ &8 S ]EL b FoJgt Zpol= IUTHRR=1.01, 95% CI
0.84~1.22, T*=0%).

H 312 224AHST

=X Y B

MRREE)  “oye)  muem wes wwE)  sue  wes VAe
Ajust
Masata (2016) 7 50  (14.0) 5 50  (10.0) 0.69
Rudnicki (2017) 24 141 (17.0) 22 139  (15.7) -
TVT-Secur
Abdelwahab (2010) 5 30 (16.5) 5 30 (16.5)  )0.05
Hinoul (2011) 6 96 (7.0) 2 92 (2.0) -
Barber (2012) 9 136 6.7) 9 127 (7.2) 0.89
Masata (2012)" 7 129 (5.4) 6 68  (8.8) -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 3 66 (4.5) 4 56 (7.1) 0.70
Tommaselli (2015) 6 64 (9.4) 9 66 (13.6) -
Sun (2019) 1 31 (3.0) 1 33 (3.2) 1.00
MiniArc
Schellart (2016) 24 97  (33.0) 23 96  (33.0) -
Ophira
Djehdian (2014) 18 64 (28.1) 12 56  (21.4) 0.53
Maturana (2020) 1 53  (20.8) 12 41 (29.3) 0.47
Needless
Gaber (2016) 3 70 4.3) 0 70 0.0) 0.05
Fernandez-Gonzalez
(2017) 2 89 (2.2) 1 98 (1.0) 0.61
Mixed
Oliveira (2011)? 2 60 (3.3) 0 30 (0.0) -
Palomba (2014) 3 120 (2.5) 5 120 (4.2) -

TFS, Tissue fixation system; —, not reported
1) TVT-secur H, U Ef&l& ?:,’OPOII AMESIRS; 2) TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc 22 &t610] A=5I18S
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el — [ o

Study or sSIMS SMuUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Masata 2016 7 50 5 50 4.6% 1.40[0.48, 4.12]
Rudnicki 2017 24 141 22 139 19.0% 1.08 [0.63, 1.83]

1391 189 23.5% 1.13[0.30, 4.26]
Abdelwahab 2010 5 30 5 30 4.1% 1.00[0.32, 3.10]
Hinoul 2011 6 96 2 92 2.1% 2.88 [0.60, 13.88]
Barber 2012 9 136 9 127 6.7% 0.93[0.38, 2.28]
Masata 2012 7 129 6 68 4.8% 0.61[0.22, 1.76]
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 3 66 4 56 2.5% 0.64 [0.15, 2.72]
Tommaselli 2013 <] 64 9 66 5.6% 0.69 [0.26, 1.82]
Sun 2019 1 31 1 33 0.7% 1.06[0.07, 16.29] -t

552 472 26.6% 0.87[0.58 1.30] -
Schellart 2016 24 97 23 96 21.4% 1.03[0.63, 1.70] |
Djehdian 2014 18 64 12 56 13.1% 1.31[0.69, 2.48]
Maturana 2020 11 53 12 41 10.5% 0.71[0.35, 1.44]

117 97 23.6% 0.98[0.02, 48.78]
Gaber 2016 3 70 70 0.6% 7.00[0.37, 133.06] B e —
Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017 2 B9 1 98 0.9% 2.20[0.20, 23.87] —T

159 168 1.5% 3.48 [0.00, 4594.40] e —
Oliveira 2011 2 60 30 0.6% 2.54[0.13, 51.31] e —
Palomba 2014 3 120 5 120 2.7% 0.60 [0.15, 2.45] ——

130 150 3.3% 0.78 [0.00, 895.51] e ———
Total (95% CI) 1296 1172 100.0% 1.01[0.84, 1.22] 1
Heterogeneity: Tau® =0; Chi’ = 8.58, df =15 (P =.90); I = 0% ' ' ' '
Test for overall effect: t,; =0.11 (P =.92) 0.001 01 1 10 1000

Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 6.64, df =5 (P =.25)
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[20IF 9] vIEA AA(infection)S B3 A= 972 5709] dAtof|A] & o 25 o] EAYsHA|
Agton o]E A gt 4H o] B3-S tiifoZ WEHEASH AT, SR HAdA SHEFE,
UH £ FH Q=& A7 7HF5 Aol QIATHRR=1.03, 95% CI1 0.30~3.57, 1>=0%).

STz e
of —
ARMAD)  wye wue wes wae  wwe  owps Ve
Ajust
Rudnicki (2017) 0 141 0.0) 1 142 0.7) -
TVT-Secur
Abdelwahab (2010) 3 30 (10.0 1 30 (3.3) »0.05
Hinoul (2011) 1 96 (1.0) 0 92 (0.0) -
Barber (2012) 5 136 (3.8 6 127 4.8) 0.76
Tang (2014) 0 39 (0.0) 0 42 0.0) -
Ophira
Huser (2023) 0 66 (0.0) 0 64 (0.0) -
Needless
Gaber (2016) 0 70 (0.0) 0 70 0.0) 0.11
Fu (2017) 0 78 (0.0) 0 86 0.0) -
Dogan (2018) 0 89  (0.0) 0 89 (0.0) NA
-, not reported; NA, not applicable
Study or SIMS SMuUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Tetal Weight MH, Randem, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Rudnicki 2017 0 141 1 142 8.6% 0.34[0.01, 8.17] =
Abdelwahab 2010 3 30 1 30 18.0%  3.00[0.33, 27.23] —
Hinoul 2011 1 96 0 92 8.6% 2.88[0.12, 69.72] =
Barber 2012 5 136 6 127 64.8% 0.78[0.24, 2.49]
262 249 91.4% 1.15[0.18, 7.27] :.;-
Total (95% Cl) 403 391 100.0% 1.03 [0.30, 3.57] ’_'_'-l:—'_‘
Heterogeneity: Tau® =0; Chi* =2.00, df =3 (P =.57); I’ =0%
Test for overall effect: t; =0.08 (P =.94) 01 051 2 10
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* =0.53, df =1 (P = .47) Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]

J3 316548 = 18
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2.3.6

e
2 HouAM

m
g

238 (haemorrhage) B3t 7= 20712 dA244lo] 100ml 23}, 200ml 23}, 500ml 23+ 2
A%t &8 52 7153 Schellart —(2016)—,% 50l 2:410] 500ml 27} A<, Melendez-Munoz
5(2018)2 1Y oJUl &2 HEREAol sttt 5712] AFtolA T+ o B S0 HAYsHA]
gotoH, olg ALgt 1549 Eod; o2 HepRA S ot AT, BEEAE GdEA
E£9EFE, Y €99 $R8EET Aad 1F FO7F Aole IITHRR=1.06, 95% CI
0.85~1.31, I*=0%).

H3.145¢
M= e
K1 HXHHA - - =
NAHAD)  wyey  mue wes  wwe)  mue wzs Vel

Ajust
Mostafa (2013) 2" 69 (2.9) 3 69 (4.5) -

0 50 (0.0 1 50 (2.0) NA
Masata (2016) 0 50 (0.0 o' 50 (0.0 NA
Rudnicki (2017) 1 155 (0.6) 1 150 0.7) -
TVT-Secur
Tommaselli (2010) 1" 37 (2.7) 0" 38 (0.0 -

1 61 (1.6) o 62 (0.0) -
Andrada Hamer (2011) 0 61 0.0) 1" 62 (16) -
Hinoul (2011) 0t 96 (0.0 11 92 (1.0) -
Wang (2011)? 0 34 (0.0 3 68 (4.4) -
Barber (2012) 1} 136 (0.8) 0! 127 (0.0 0.97
Masata (2012)? 2t 129 (1.6) 0t 68 (0.0 -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 1 66 (1.5) 0" 56 (0.0 0.87
Tommaselli (2013) 1" 64 (1.6) 0" 66 (0.0 -
MiniArc

2t 97 2.1 11 96 (1.0 -
Schellart (2016) 0" 7 (0.0 2 % (1) 0%

~ 34 90 (380 33’ 93  (36.0) -

Melendez-Munoz (2018) 157 90 (16.5) 16" 93 (17.4) -
Ophira
Huser (2023) 0 66 (0.0) 0 64 (0.0) -
Needless
Fernandez-Gonzalez (2017) 0 89 0.0 1 98 (1.0) 1.00
TFS
Sivaslioglu (2010) 0 39 (0.0 0 38 (0.0 NA
Mixed
Oliveira® 0 60 (00 0 0 (00 -
(2011) ’ ’
Palomba (2014) 2 120 (1.7) 1 120 0.8 -
Pastore (2016) 0 21 0.0 0 21 0.0 -
Abdel-Fattah (2022) 5" 276 (1.8) 5" 261 (1.9) 0.94

TFS, Tissue fixation system; NA, not applicable; -, not reported

1) CHRFO| TVT, TVT-0 Z1E &l610] AESIRS; 2) TVT secur H, U Eflg &
81510 AE6IAS; *Blood loss »100mL; **Blood loss »200mL; tBlood loss )
groin; Sup to Tweek; P ) 1 week; %blood transfusion

F5H0] AEBIAS; 3) TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc &
500mL; F(after surgery) Haemorrhage right
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Study or sims SMuUs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% Cl MH, Random, 85% CI
Mostafa 2013 2 69 3 69 3.5% 0.67[0.11, 3.87] L T—
Rudnicki 2017 1 155 1 150 1.4% 0.97 [0.06, 15.33]

224 219  4.8% 0.74[0.09, 6.34] ——en——
Tommaselli 2010 1 37 0 38 1.1% 3.08 [0.13, 73.25]
Andrada Hamer 2011 0] 61 1 62 1.1% 0.34[0.01, 8.16]
Hinoul 2011 0] 96 1 92 1.0% 0.32[0.01, 7.75]
Wang 2011 0 34 3 68 1.2% 0.28 [0.01, 5.30]
Barber 2012 1 136 0 127 1.0% 2.80[0.12, 68.18]
Masata 2012 2 129 0 68 1.2% 2.65[0.13, 54.51]
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 1 66 0 56 1.1% 2.55[0.11, 61.44]
Tommaselli 2013 1 64 0 66 1.1% 3.09 [0.13, 74.54]

623 577 87% 1.21[0.46, 3.17] -
Schellart 2016 2 97 1 96 1.9% 1.98 [0.18, 21.47] e
Melendez-Munoz 2018 34 90 33 93 74.6% 1.06[0.72, 1.54] =

187 189 76.4% 1.07[0.31, 3.69]
Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017 0 89 1 98 1.0% 0.37 [0.02, 8.89]
Palomba 2014 2 120 1 120 1.9% 2.00[0.18, 21.76] e
Abdel-Fattah 2022 5 276 5 261 7.1% 0.95[0.28, 3.23] —

396 381 89% 1.11[0.02, 53.11] e ————
Total (95% Cl) 1519 1464 100.0% 1.06[0.85, 1.31] >
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi* =4.96, df =14 (P =.99); I° = 0%
Test for overall effect: t,, =0.54 (P =.59) 01 051 2 10
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* =4.33, df =4 (P =.36) Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]

J8 316 £ = 1
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HHAAITRS B 1S A= 18712 S50t 2914 S AR A7 -2 i goto] ARgotlaL
ESTF I9E EsHA] EAY d97F hE d-=0] do] 1E3; HFERo(standardized mean

difference, SMD)E A&313tt. HEREARH AT} T - 7H7-9]
Z917} " 8 3FtHSMD=-0.28, 95% CI -0.74~0.17, 1*=96%) .

r°"
5
rir
%Q,
)
o

Lt ol ge] ot 34|

=" =20
=12 ¥
H1 X XHH ) Cre mean SD . mean SD . P- value
[median] [IQR/rangel [median] [IQR/rangel
Ajust
Schweitzer (2015) ml 241 31.6 9% 29.8 38.3 51 0.35
Xin (2016) NR 14.6 2.6 184 22.3 1.7 184  (0.01
Masata (2016) ml 13.6 10.7 50 14.3 17.1 50 -
TVT-Secur
Abdelwahab (2010) ml 54.7 14.9 30 71.3 46.7 30  <0.01
Hinoul (2011) ml 74.0 68.0 9% 59.0 51.0 92 0.02
Barber (2012) ml [50] [0-600]" 133 [50] [0-600]" 127 0.33
Hota (2012) ml [20] [20-30] 42 [20] [10-30] 44 0.06
Masata (2012)" ml 49.7 92.3 129 24.9 16.2 68 -
Maslow (2014) g 69 49.0 56 49 43.0 50  <0.01
Tang (2014) ml 10.2 9.6 39 20.7 1.8 42 40.05
MiniArc
Schellart (2014) ml [20] [6-50] 97 [50] [10-78] 9% <0.01
Foote (2015) ml 73 30.8 25 70 38.5 25 NS
('\gggeg)dez"\”““oz m 0]  [50-50] 39 [50]  [30-50] 39 083
Ophira
Jurakova (2016) ml 68.9 28.5 45 72.9 32.2 48 0.60
Needless
Gaber (2016) ml 50.6 19.7 70 52.7 17.1 70 0.02
Fu (2017) ml 17.55 7.54 78 22.7 4.69 86 <0.01
Mixed
Palomba (2014) ml 33.8 21.6 120 30.3 9.0 120 -
Emami (2019) cc 13.68 8.65 40 38.13 53.03 40 <0.01

-, not reported; NR, not reported; NS, not significant
1) TVT-secur H, U EfRlE §lot0] MESIAS: *range
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Study or sSIMS SMUsS Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 35% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Schweitzer 2015 ml 2410 315 96 29.80 38.3 51 5.6% -0.17 [-0.51, 0.17]
Xin 2016 NR 1460 2.6 184 2230 1.7 184 5.6% -3.50[-3.82,-3.17] |
Masata 2016 ml 13.60 10.7 50 14.30 171 50 5.5% -0.05[-0.44, 0.34] I

330 285 16.8% -1.24 [-6.11, 3.63]
Abdelwahab 2010 ml 54,70 14.9 30 7130 467 30 5.4% -0.47 [-0.99, 0.04]
Hinoul 2011 ml 74.00 68.0 96 59.00 51.0 92 5.7%  0.25[-0.04, 0.53] i
Barber 2012 mL 73.17 115.5 133 73.81 116.2 127 5.7% -0.01[-0.25, 0.24] :
Hota 2012 ml 2355 7.7 42 20.00 15.3 44 5.5% 0.29 [-0.14, 0.71] ||
Masata 2012 ml 49.75 92.3 65 24.80 16.2 68 5.6% 0.38[0.03, 0.72]
Maslow 2014 g 69.00 49.0 56 49.00 43.0 50 5.6% 0.43[0.04, 0.81]
Tang 2014 ml 10.20 9.6 39 20.70 11.8 42 5.4% -0.96 [-1.42, -0.50] i |

461 453 38.9% 0.00[-0.47, 0.47] -»
Schellart 2014 ml 25.28 338 97 45.78 511 96 5.7% -0.47 [-0.76, -0.19] .
Foote 2015 ml 73.00 30.8 25 70.00 38.5 25 5.3% 0.08 [-0.47, 0.64] -
Melendez-Munoz 2018 ml 49.82 0.4 39 4280 15.3 39 5.5% 0.63[0.18, 1.09] L |

161 160 16.4% 0.06 [-1.34, 1.46]
Jurakova 2016 ml 68.90 28.5 45 7280 32.2 48 5.5% -0.13 [-0.54, 0.28] | |
Gaber 2016 ml 50.60 19.7 70 52.70 171 70 5.6% -0.11[-0.44, 0.22]
Fu 2017 ml 17.55 7.5 78 2270 47 86 5.6% -0.83 [-1.14, -0.51]

148 156 11.3% -0.47 [-5.00, 4.05]
Palomba 2014 ml 33.80 21.6 120 30.30 9.0 120 5.7% 0.21[-0.04, 0.46]
Emami 2019 cc 13.68 8.6 40 38.13 53.0 40 5.5% -0.64 [-1.09, -0.19] | |

160 160 11.2% -0.19 [-5.57, 5.19]
Total (95% €I) 1305 1262 100.0% -0.28 [-0.74, 0.17] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® =0.807; Chi® = 485.06, df = 17 (P < .01); I* = 96% T T
Test for overall effect: t,; =-1.31 (P =.21) -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=2.70, df =5 (P =.75) Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]
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2.4 238 GorzZdt

B &Y BTG 29T =0l Bolol AU Ang, FUH A, 4 L ArEE,
S5 MBS FHOE B/ISIT HE AGERL 5180|903 A7 3842 o] dhpTiglz
¥tk

241 AEH Xz

Mo

NS

o,

T4 2| =E(objective cure rate)> 71356 A cough stress test) 23 /O AU TEZ ALl A
F Aol A AAIE F(1g~8g)H et A2 B2 A soith. AEH A AALR}F  EHALE H5F AAIG
T AEFA HAMANE HEREA o] 235G 7 AHE AT |7l e Hargk A JE
IS 7|E0 = Frsolt

A 78-S B3 A4= 29712 B9 H-S intent to treat (ITT), per protocol (PP) & 714]
RS 7‘1]/\] ?l 35 ITT 235 HeREA ol Zghetaint. HiekE A 23, S8 9d4a)
o] -8 =& wol Hlof A A 5-&0] FAX R FolokA ko™ (odds ratio (OR)=0.60,
95% CI o.46~o.79, 1=46%), HLEN £PFF 5 TVT-Securs tiEol| H|3] 274 2580
ofotA A e

4
i)

_1

2,

D)
~{
ﬁaJ

[

H 3.16 24&H X|z22

=3 . =Xz eSS _
MRRED) oo M oue) w0 wam mam ) e
Ajust
Mostafa (2012) = 62 69 (89.9) 66 68 (97.1) 0.17
Mostafa (2013) 14 b6 69 (81.2) 51 62 (82.3) 1.00
Schweitzer (2015) 14 79 87 (90.8) 39 44 (88.6) 0.76
Xin (2016) 14 175 184 (97.2) 172 184  (94.5) 0.20
Masata (2016) 14 44 49  (89.8) 41 47  (87.2) 0.77
Rudnicki (2017) 14 134 141 (80.0) 137 139  (82.0) 0.69
TVT-Secur
Tommaselli (2010) 14 31 37 (83.8) 31 38 (81.6) -
Andrada Hamer 14 40" 56  (71.0) 56" 60 (94.0) 0.01
(2013) 14 53" 91  (58.0) 43" 57 (76.0) 0.05
. 671 65 86 (75.6) 87 87 (100.0) €0.01
Hinoul (2011) = 63 75 (836 83 8 (97.6)  <0.01
T =2 19 42 (45.2) 40 44 (90.9) €0.01
Hota (2012) PP 123 19 36 (52.8) 37 38 (97.4) {0.01
14 11 20 (55.0) 20 23 (87.0) 0.04
Masata (2012)" 2u 89 129  (69.0) 63 68 (92.6) -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2013) 7T 14 53 66 (80.3) 47 56  (83.9) 0.64
Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 24 51 66 (77.3) 48 56 (85.7) 0.62
Tommaselli (2013) 34 50 64 (78.1) 57 66 (86.4) {0.05
Tommaselli (2015) 5 26 38 (68.4) 38 46  (82.6) 0.20
Maslow (2014) 14 33 52  (63.5) 43 50 (86.0) 0.01
Ross (2014)” 14 27 37 (82.0) 25 30 (89.0) 0.49
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MHMEZ)  ge) M ey mie ) wae) mE ) OV
I 2 33 (72.7) 25 31 (80.6)  0.56
Sun (2019)" 6 19 33 (576 25 31 (80.6)  0.06
104 19 33 (576 25 31 (80.6)  0.06
MiniArc
Schellart (2014) 14 74 86 (89.0) 73 87 (91.0) 0.65
Schellart (2016) I 64 69 (83.0) 65 69 (94.0) -
Schellart (2018) 34 67 75 (89.0) 66 75 (83.0) -
. 6% 23 25 (920 24 25 (9%6.0) NS
Foote (2015) e 21 25 (84.0) 23 25 (92.0) NS
e 77 9% (811 82 95 (86.3)  0.40
Lee (2015) 14 84 89 (94.4) 87 90 (96.7) 078
Tieu (2017) 13 20 41 (70.7) 33 42 (186) 050
Melendez-Munoz e 84 90 (92.9) 80 93 (959)  0.49
(2018) 14 81 90 (90.5) 89 93  (96.0) 0.21
Ophira
PP 14 47 64 (73.0) 50 56 (89.0)  0.55
Djehdian 2014)t T 14 27 69 (68.1) 50 61 (819 044
Pascom (2018)" PP 3d 28 41 (68.3) 37 41 (902 003
T 3d 28 69 (40.6) 3 61 (574) 008
Jurakova (2016) 14 0 44 (909) 40 46 (870) 040
Huser (2023) JE 57 66 (36.4) 54 64 (344) 081
. PP 1d 47 53 (887 38 41 (927) 003
Maturana (2020~ 7 58 (81.0) 38 47 (80.9)  0.02
Needless
Gaber (2016) = 64 70 (1.4 66 70 (943) -
Femendez-Gonzaez (2017) = 72 89 (80.9) 85 96 (885)  0.08
e 84 89 (945) 79 89 (888  0.18
Dogan (2018) 19 82 89 (92.1) 76 89 (854) 024
I 80 89 (89.9) 76 89 (854)  0.36
TFS
- 34 3% 39 (90.0) 32 38 (840) 004
Sivaslioglu (2010) GE 30 39 (830) 27 33 (7500 0.03
Mixed
e % 118 813 105 117 (89.) -
TE 72 113 (63.) 99 115 (86.1)  0.05
Palomba (2014) 1874 57 108 (52.8) 89 111 (801)  0.05
7 52 103 (50.5) 82 106 (/74) 005
. 5.2
Abdel- Fatiah 15702 102 119 (85.7) 83 110 (155 D2,
(2022) 3y 75 87 (862) 64 79 @0 S

TFS, tissue fixation system: ITT, intent to; PP, per protocol; -, not reported; NS, not significant
1) TVT-secur H, U EfRIE §ot0] MESIAS, *7|RIE6HEAL **IEAAL 7| HSESHEAIR HEZHAE &ASH 225 TRisk
difference (95% confidence interval)
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Study or sSIMs SMus Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Mostafa 2013 1y 56 69 51 62 4.2% 0.93[0.38, 2.26]
Schweitzer 2015 1y 79 87 39 44 3.1% 1.27[0.39, 4.13]
Xin 2016 1y 175 184 172 184  4.2% 1.36[0.56, 3.30]
Masata 2016 1y 44 49 41 47 2.8% 1.29[0.37, 4.54]
Rudnicki 2017 1y 134 141 137 139 2.0% 0.28[0.06, 1.37] —T
530 476 16.3% 1.03[0.55, 1.90] »
Tommaselli 2010 1y 31 37 31 38 3.0% 1.17[0.35 3.87]
Andrada Hamer 2013 1y 40 56 56 60 3.0% 0.16[0.05, 0.53]
Hinoul 2011 1y 63 75 83 85 2.2% 0.13[0.03, 0.59]
Hota 2012 1y 11 20 20 23 2.2% 0.18[0.04, 0.82]
Masata 2012 2y 89 129 63 68 3.8% 0.18[0.07, 047]
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 2y 51 6b 48 56 3.9% 0.57[0.22, 1.46]
Tommaselli 2015 Sy 26 38 38 46 3.6% 0.46[0.16, 1.27]
Maslow 2014 1y 33 52 43 50 3.8% 0.28[0.11, 0.75]
Ross 2014 1y 27 37 25 30 3.0% 0.54[0.16, 1.80]
Sun 2019 10y 19 33 25 31 3.2% 0.33[0.11, 1.01]
543 487 31.7% 0.33[0.21, 0.54]
Schellart 2018 3y 67 75 66 75 3.7% 1.14[0.42, 3.14]
Foote 2015 6m 21 25 23 25 1.7% 0.46[0.08, 2.75]
Lee 2015 1y 84 89 87 90 2.3% 0.58[0.13, 2.50]
Tieu 2017 1y 29 41 33 42 3.7% 0.66[0.24, 1.79]
Melendez-Munoz 2018 1y 81 90 89 93 2.9% 0.37[0.11, 1.30]
320 325 14.3% 0.66[0.38, 1.15]
Pascom 2018 3y 28 69 35 61 5.1% 0.51[0.25, 1.02]
Huser 2023 4y 57 66 54 64 3.8% 117044, 3.11]
Maturana 2020 1y 47 58 38 47 3.8% 1.01[0.38, 2.69]
193 172 12.7% 0.76[0.24, 2.47] -
Gaber 2016 1y 64 70 66 70 2.7% 0.65[0.17, 2.40]
Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017 1y 72 29 a5 96  4.5% 0.55[0.24, 1.25]
Dogan 2018 2y 80 89 76 89 4.1% 1.52[0.61, 3.76]
248 255 11.3% 0.83[0.20, 3.45]
Sivaslioglu 2012 Sy 30 39 27 38 3.6% 1.36[0.49, 3.78] : 3
Palomba 2014 2y 52 103 82 106 5.6% 0.30[0.16, 0.54]
Abdel-Fattah 2022 3y 75 87 64 79 4.5% 1.46[0.64, 3.36] :
190 185 10.1% 0.64 [0.00, 15694.03]
Total (95% Cl) 2063 1938 100.0% 0.60 [0.46, 0.79] #

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.229; Chi’ =51.72, df = 28 (P <.01); I = 46%
Test for overall effect: t;; =-3.80 (P <.01)
Test for subgroup differences: Chi®=17.15, df =6 (P <.01)
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242 FHH X2E

T4 A "®E(subjective cure rate)> TAFEI X FZEZE Patient Global Impression of
Improvement (PGI-)E Ar&5o] “very much improved’ ¥+ “much improved’ & -3&3t 3%,
International Consultation of Incontinence Questionnaire - Short Form (ICIQ-SF)E AR&-35}o]
“absence of recorded leakage with coughing” 2 -3&3%t A%, &4 E1-5 AR&oHA] Qi 344
SHLE “cured’, “improved’ & 3G H-¥-= 2ot oH, PGI-12HICIQ-UIE X5 H1Igh 39+
PGI-19] AHE veREAof] Z3tsiqinh. ZF A AT |71of wet B gk 739, 25 F4EdS
71&0 = H7IsIelH

T A me B A9t 3470 2 ek S 3t A, Al ded &

Rt Aol= (R, G &9o] FHAE=EHel Hs FE A=mEo] FsHA

3OFOLHOR=0.66, 95% CI 0.50~0.87, 12)=52%) o]&4Jo] =0} gj&lo] Z2]7} 4 g 5}c}.

2 3.17 F8H X =22

emen 58 ST E= =
I HIHAE) SEET A m wem w0 we®) mA®) %) value
Ajust
Mostafa (2012) . 4o 59 69 (865 62 68 (92.1) 044
Mostafa (2013) E 58 69 (84.0) 53 62 (855  1.00
Schweitzer 2015) PGl = 81 90 (90.00 40 44 (87.0) 059
Xin (2016) PGI-| = 170 184 (944) 1656 184 (90.7) 0.7
Masata (2016) JESIRIE 44 49 (89.8) 43 47 (915 -

170 29 30 (96.7) 28 28 (100.0)  0.99

Sabadel i

(2017) FUN8Y o 27 30 (90.0) 28 28 (100.00  0.60
14 27 30 (90.0) 28 28 (100.0) 0.60
Rudnicki (2017) 374 120 130 (92.3) 118 132 (89.4) -
Alexandridis PGI-I 14 100 107 (94.0) 93 98 (94.9) -
(2019) 34 102 107  (95.3) 38 98 (89.8) -
TVT-Secur
Abdelwahab (2010) FHH Y og 29 30 (96.7) 28 30 (93.3) -
Andrada Hamer (2011)  x iz oy 2712 44 61 (72.1) 57 62  (91.9 -
Andrada Hamer 2013) "=7"'°% 14 48 60 (80.0) 60 61  (98.9) -

. i ooy O/ME 67 97 (69.1) 93 98 (95.4) <0.01
Hinoul (2011) #H8E 3 74 97 (7600 90 98 (9.7  0.01
Wang (2011)" B R 30 34 (882 68 68 (100.0) -
Barber (2012) PGI-| 14 87 109 (79.8) 91 105 (86.7) 0.64
Masata (2012)? AN 28 21 110 129 (85.3) 66 68 (97.1) -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2013) KHO' 14 58 66 (84.8) 49 56 (87.5) 0.47
Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 24 50 66 (75.7) 45 5 (80.3) 0.66
Tommaselli (2015) PGI-I 5 37 58 (63.8) 49 62 (79.0) 0.04
Maslow (2014) oA oot 14 38 52 (73.1) 44 50 (88.0) 0.08
Ross (2014) =ox oett i 35 37 (94.6) 29 31 (93.5) -

6He 37 39 (94.9) 41 42 (97.6) -
Tang (2014) e 14 35 39 (89.7) 40 42 (95.2) -
Sun (2019) 214 33 39 (®46) 37 4 (881 -
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. e e e P-
HIHIHE=) Sa=T AR oe) ZE (%) 2ME) ) (%) value
= 28 33 (848 27 31 (8.1) 1.00
PGH 6 25 33 (75.6) 26 31 (839 0.54
104 25 33 (75.6) 26 31 (839 054
MiniArc
Basu (2010) 6% 25 37 (67.6) 33 33 (100.0) -
Basu (2013) Zpx ST e 22 37 (59.5) 32 33 (97.0) -
34 18 38 (474) 30 33 (909 -
Schellart (2014) 14 71 8 (830) 76 8/ (86.0) 046
Schellart (2016) PGI-| = 61 73 (840) 64 72 (89.0) -
Schellart (2018) 34 61 71 (86.0) 64 74 (87.0) -
6k 105 110 (955) 99 107 (92.5) 0.40
Lee (2015) ICIQ-SF 4 95 103 (922 97 103 (942 078
Tieu (2017) ESTSRICTT e 31 41 (7600 37 42 (88.0) 020
Melendez-Munoz ICIO-SF A= 85 90  (94.4) 89 93 (95.7) 0.74
(2018) IE] 66 90 (736) 72 93 (7690 049
Ophira
Djehdian (2014) o ooy 1 56 69 (81.1) 54 61 (885 0.11
Pascom (2018) TETOE T34 28 69 (40.6) 35 61 (57.4) 0.08
Jurakova (2016) oGH 14 4 44 (932) 42 46 (91.3) 1.00
Huser (2023) 43 55 66 (833) 52 64 (81.3) 082
Maturana (2020) zoE gt 14 43 58 (741) 37 47 (787 0.15
Needless
Gaber (2016) PGI-| 14 64 70 (914 66 70 (943 -
Femandez-Gonzalez (2017) =2 2288 14 73 87 (83.9) 88 96 91.7) -
o= 63 78 (80.8) 70 8 (814 097
Fu (2017) PGI-| 6742 71 78 (91.00 78 8 (90.7) 0.94
IE] 74 78 (949) 80 8 (93.0) 0.62
671 84 89 (9450 82 89 (92.1) 0.66
Dogan (2018) ICIO-SF 14 81 89 (91.00 80 89 (89.9 0.5
I 80 89 (89.9 78 89 (87.6) 0.64
TFS
Sivaslioglu (2010) renpnt oyt 38 36 39 (923) 34 38 (89.5) -
Sivaslioglu (2012) EHSE Tpg 32 36 (889 28 36 (/7.8 -
Mixed
Oliveira (2011)° ESTSRICTT S TE 52 60 (86.7) 28 30 (933 -
6#2 107 118 (90.7) 111 117 (949) -
T 72 113 (63.7) 9% 115 (835 <{0.05
Palomba (2014) TENEY “gm@ 61 108 665 92 111 (829 {005
P 57 103 (55.3) 89 106 (84.0) <(0.05
o 672 18 21 (857 17 21 (80.9 -
Pastore (2016) Foney! 1L_ﬂ 19 21 290.43 18 21 285.73 -
157M 212 268 (79.1) 189 250  (75.6) (,%%g
Abdel- Fattah (2022)  PGI-| s
34 177 246 (7200 157 235 (668) 3%0g

TFS, tissue fixation system; PGI-I, Patient Global Impression of Improvement; ICIQ-SFInternational Consultation of

Incontinence Questionnaire - Short Form; KHQ, King’s Health Questionnaire; —, not reported
1) iIZ=Z2| TVT, TVT-0 ZE &lolo] 4t

gfott MESIRE: *

==

Z51012:

PIN=T

2) TVT-secur H, U Et

naire
S 815

tof 4

=51
PN =1

3) TVT-Secur, Mini-Arc 212
cured”+“improved”, “dry” or “improved,; **response to whether any SUI episodes had occurred

during the last month; tabsence of any urinary incontinence or retreatment; ¥No, or Yes but no problem or smalll
problem EE= patient reported the restoration of urinary incontinence but the supine cough stress test was positive; §how
the patient felt about her incontinence problem after treatment("satisfied" ); ¥Risk difference (95% confidence interval)
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Study or
Subgroup

sims

Events Total

Events

SMUs
Total

Weight MH, Random, 95% CI

Odds Ratio

Odds Ratio
MH, Random, 95% CI

Mostafa 2013 1y
Schweitzer 2015 1y
Xin 2016 1y

Masata 2016 1y
Sabadell 2017 1y
Alexandridis 2019 3y

Abdelwahab 2010 6m
Andrada Hamer 2013 1y
Hinoul 2011 1y

Wang 2011 1y

Barber 2012 1y

Masata 2012 2y
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 2y
Tommaselli 2015 Sy
Maslow 2014 1y

Ross 2014 1y

Sun 2019 10y

Basu 2013 3y

Schellart 2018 3y

Lee 2015 1y

Tieu 2017 1y
Melendez-Munoz 2018 1y

Pascom 2018 3y
Huser 2023 4y
Maturana 2020 1y

Gaber 2016 1y

Fernandez-Gonzalez 2017 1y

Fu 2017 1y
Dogan 2018 2y

Sivaslioglu 2012 5y

Oliveira 2011 1y
Palomba 2014 2y
Pastore 2016 1y
Abdel-Fattah 2022 3y

Total (95% Cl)

58
81
170

27
102

29
48
74
30
87
110
50
37
38
35
25

18
61
95
31
66

28
55
43

64

74
80

32

52
57
19
177

69
90
184
49
30
107
529

30
60
97
34
109
129
66
58
52
37
33
705

38
71
103
41
90
343

69
66
58
193

70
87
78
89
324

36

60
103
21
246
430

2560

40
165
43
28
88

28
60
90
68
91
66
45
45

29
26

30
64
97
37
72

35
52
37

66
88
80
78

28

28
89
18
157

62

184
47
28
98

463

30
61
98
68
105
68
56
62
50
31
31
660

33
74
103
42
93
345

61

47
172

70
96
86
89
341

36

30
106
21
235
392

2408

3.4%
2.6%
4.3%
2.3%
0.7%
3.0%
16.3%

0.9%
1.2%
3.8%
0.7%
4.3%
2.1%
3.8%
4.0%
3.1%
1.3%
2.6%
27.8%

2.4%
3.5%
3.0%
2.8%
4.5%
16.2%

4.4%
3.6%
3.6%
11.7%

2.4%
3.6%
2.4%
3.5%
12.0%

2.5%

1.8%
4.6%
1.4%
5.7%
13.6%

100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.263; Chi* = 68.68, df =33 (P <.01); I =52%

Test for overall effect: t3; =-

3.13 (P <.01)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=14.31, df =6 (P=.03)

0.0 [0.34, 2.33]
0.0 [0.26, 3.10]
1.40 [0.68, 2.88]
0.82[0.21, 3.25]
0.14 [0.01, 2.79]
2.32[0.76, 7.04]
1.17 [0.68, 2.01]

2.07 [0.18, 24.15]
0.07 [0.01, 0.53]
0.29 [0.12, 0.67]
0.05 [0.00, 0.95]
0.61[0.29, 1.26]
0.18 [0.04, 0.78]
0.76 [0.32, 1.82]
0.47 [0.21, 1.05]
0.37 [0.13, 1.06]
1.21 [0.16, 9.11]
0.60 [0.17, 2.09]
0.44 [0.27, 0.72]

0.09 [0.02,
0.95 [0.37,
0.73 [0.25,
0.42 [0.13,
0.84 [0.43,
0.53 [0.17,

0.35]
2.45]
2.20]
1.36]
1.64]
1.60]

0.51[0.25,
1.15 [0.47,
0.77 [0.31,
0.71 [0.25,

1.02]
2.84]
1.93]
2.03]

0.65 [0.17,
0.47 [0.19,
1.39 [0.38,
1.25 [0.49,
0.82 [0.35,

2.40]
1.19]
5.11]
3.19]
1.93]

2.29 [0.62, 8.41]

0.46 [0.09, 2.34]
0.24 [0.12, 0.45]
1.58 [0.24, 10.50]
1.27 [0.86, 1.88]
0.65 [0.15, 2.74]

0.66 [0.50, 0.87]

J8 319 FHH X =22 = 18

.

0.01 01 1
Favours [SMUS]

10 100
Favours [SIMS]
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243 &9 E

4+9] A(quality of life) 374 =91 Incontinence Impact Questionnaire (IIQ), Urogenital
Distress Inventory (UDI), King's Health Questionnaire (KHQ)E AF&3t 739 HEREA
ZFSHAT. 7 TFe A7 BS54 Fo] w2 AS s FF FABILS 7IEe R
37kt
49] AL B3 A= 1570& o] & Schweitzer §(2015) d++= 11QY Z+ ¥= % Physical
functioning’ &%, Tommaselli §5(2010)7} Bianchi-Ferraro $(2014) 97+ KHQ2] ‘general
health perception (GHP) =& 71519 th S99 9 295 HYZ AAIGH AFEL TEHAE
FAsto] #4112 agskeih

St of & Q] =2 H I3 Al HO Ojl:rL(Maslow
8 O] o] EReISon & 11e] TS ek 25, % 2 2 4ol 4 o) Ee
Aol 7|E ZH Qw229 Wk S10] Ato] X]o] =0 Agfo] 9l oL} o]FAJo] =11 E 74]33' Lolgo

=202 w1

3T =
919 H(standardized mean difference (SMD)=0.204, 95% CI 0.01~0.39, 1’=74%).

olﬁ
o
S
—_
e
=
o
7
o
)
S
—_
e
=
@
c
olﬁ
o
S
—_
bl
fr
5

H3.18 49 &

S =

=X =X —
HN KR E) Ej SYHH Gy men A men WA o
= [median] [IQR/range] (%) [median] [IQR/range] (%)
1Q
Ajust
Physical functioning 2.7 12.2 96 4.0 12.4 51 0.53
Mobility 4.6 14.5 96 5.9 14.9 51 0.63
Schweitzer (2015)  11Q Emotional health 1 3.7 12.0 96 49 12.0 51 0.60
Social functioning 1.7 7.2 96 1.9 7.8 51 0.88
Embarrassment 40 13.6 96 6.9 16.3 b1 0.27
TVT-Secur
Maslow (2014) Q-7 19 9.6 17.4 52 25 6.88 50 0.02
Ross (2014) Q-7 14 [0] [14] 37 [0] [14] 31 071
14 3.3 4.8 39 4.3 6.8 42 0.49
24 4.5 5.2 39 5.6 4.9 42 0.51
gizgé%%‘)‘) Q-7 24 3.7 50 33 30 55 31 020
64 1.8 3.8 33 0.9 2.2 31 0.36
104 2.2 4.0 33 0.9 2.2 31  0.03
MiniArc
mean change 63 9.5 1.4 25 8.3 1.1 25 NS
Foote (2015) 10 olg 75 14 25 74 13 25 NS
(4! [0] [0-4] 112 [0] [0-3] 113  0.70
Lee (2015) Q-7 19 [0] 0-3] 112 [0] [0-31 113 0.88
Tieu (2017) Q-7 14 12.7 20.8 4 8.95 17.9 42 0.20
Melendez-Munoz 10-7 o 1.7 3.7 90 1.8 3.4 93  0.92
(2018) 19 1.8 3.5 90 1.9 3.9 93 0.77
UDI
TVT-Secur
Hinoul (2011) ubl  0-100 14 21 24 97 13 21 98 <0.01
Maslow (2014) UDH6 19 17.6 18.3 52 8.6 9.1 50 0.02
Ross (2014) D6 0-100 14 [11] [17] 37 [0] [11] 31 0.22
MiniArc
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=3 _ =y Szt = .
HNXXHHLE) et SHHL Al Mean SD A mean SD B lue
= [median] [IQR/range] () [median] [IQR/range] (%)
Tieu (2017) UDH6 14 20.3 20.4 41 15.1 16.4 42 0.30
Ophira
Djehdian (2014) Tars 19 2.7 3.2 64 0.7 1.3 56 0.11
Pascom (2018) 34 3.9 4.2 82 2.1 2.8 82 0.03
Maturana (2020) UDH6 = [0.0] 9.3 53 [0.0] 12 41 0.30
KHQ
Ajust
Mostafa (2013) KHo  Median 19 [3333] [19.9,51.2] 69 [3642 [247,515] 62 0.27
Difference ' ’
TVT-Secur
GHP 36.2 19.8 37 40.1 18.8 38 NS
Incontinence impact 28.0 24.8 37 30.7 25.6 38 <0.01
Role limitations 241 28.9 37 31.1 30.5 38 <0.01
Physical limitations 18.9 26.4 37 27.7 32.9 38  (0.01
Tommaselli (2010) 5:1(% i(e)rcsileailmitations 14 34.8 22.6 37 38.7 20.7 38 <0.01
relationships 28.1 17.8 37 17.7 23.2 38  <0.01
Emotions 22.7 16.4 37 15.6 21.7 38 <0.01
Sleep/energy 27.6 23.9 37 24.7 17.6 38 NS
Severity measures 46.9 26.3 37 54.8 275 38 <0.01
GHP 22.1 14.7 66 22.7 19.6 56 <0.01
Incontinence impact 55 18.4 66 4.4 17.2 56 <0.01
Role limitation 3.6 13.3 66 3.4 16.3 56 <0.01
Physical limitation 3.3 11.7 66 2.8 11.1 56 <0.01
Bianchi-Ferraro Social limitation .= 0.6 2.9 66 1.0 5.4 56 <0.01
(2014) KHQ Personal =T
relationships 0.0 0.0 66 0.4 2.3 56 <0.01
Emotions 3.3 13.7 66 3.7 16.4 56 <0.01
Sleep/energy 0.0 0.0 66 2.8 15.1 56 <0.01
Severity measures 5.5 14.4 66 5.3 15.3 56 (0.01
Mixed
(4=} 160.1 82.3 120 128.4 52.1 120 -
14 182.1 86.2 120 133.9 62.8 120 -
Palomba (2014)  KHQ Wi 2020 931 120 1381 661 120 -
24 235.7 113.9 120 146.0 77.4 120 -

l1Q, Incontinence Impact Questionnaire; UDI, Urogenital Distress Inventory; KHQ, King's Health Questionnaire; GHP,
general health perception; NS, not significant; -, not reported

*Median difference

sims SMuUs Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Schweitzer 2015 1y 2.70 12.2 96 4.00 12.4 51 7.6% -0.11[-0.45, 0.23]
Maslow 2014 1y 9.60 174 52 250 69 50 6.9%  0.53[0.13,0.92] .
Ross 2014 1y 0.00 34 37  0.00 34 31 5.9% 0.00[-0.48, 0.48] —
Sun 2019 10y 220 40 33 0.90 2.2 31 5.7% 0.39[-0.10, 0.89] N
Foote 2015 ém 7.50 14 25 740 1.3 25 5.1% 0.07 [-0.48, 0.63] —
Lee 2015 1y 1.06 23 112 1.06 2.3 113 8.7% 0.00[-0.26, 0.26] —am
Tieu 2017 1y 12.70 20.8 41 8.95 17.9 42 6.4%  0.19 [-0.24, 0.62] _|—'—
Melendez-Munoz 2018 1y  1.80 3.5 90 180 3.9 93 8.3% -0.03 [-0.32, 0.26] —
Hinoul 2011 1y 21.00 24.0 97 13.00 21.0 98 8.4%  0.35[0.07, 0.64] TN
Pascom 2018 3y 3.90 4.2 82 2.10 2.8 82 8.0% 0.50 [ 0.19, 0.81] e
Maturana 2020 1y 0.00 9.3 53 0.00 12.0 41 6.7%  0.00 [-0.41, 0.41] —
Tommaselli 2010 1y 36.20 19.8 37 40.10 18.8 38 6.2% -0.20 [-0.65, 0.25] —'_'_‘
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 2y 22,10 146 b6 22.69 19.6 56 7.4% -0.03 [-0.39, 0.32] —
Palomba 2014 2y 235.70 113.9 120 146.00 77.4 120 8.6%  0.92 [ 0.5, 1.18] L —
Total (95% CI) 941 871 100.0% 0.20 [ 0.01, 0.39] o~

Heterogeneity: Tau® =0.069; Chi® =49.71, df =13 (P <.01); F = 74%
Test for overall effect: t,;=2.29 (P =.04)

J2 3.20 449 & &

i

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
Favours [SIMS]  Favours [SMUS]
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7150l gt 4] A2 Pelvic Organ Prolapse/Incontinence Sexual Function Questionnaire

(PISQ) Female Sexual Function Index (FSF)Z 7Rt -9 HEREA

AL oljshe, 2%
AT 10742 o]

d71%50l tigt 4ol 22

BEWAE 2Heo] e
(o]

/U—_,] Al o]

A2 GOl xjol 7} GIATKS

H 3.19 §7IS01 thet &2 2

=

FABEAL 7]

FJr, SN SH 1S

=0.06

o o

=

= =0lA ul H
X

oﬂ _1_,501—0}031:]- 7+ E:rLA o e 7].
07 yrlsieirt.
5= HAZ AAISE Ao TS
SHATEY X732t 7 A7 50l st 4]
A, 95% CI -0.11~0.22, *=41%).

Sz

B

H1MXHAE) EMER TIE mean SD MR mean SD MR V:|UG
= [median] [IQR/range] (%) [median] [IQR/range] ()
PISQ
Ajust
Mostafa (2013) PISO-12° 1 [40] [0.0,6.0] 69 [3.0] [2.0,9.0] 62  0.70
Schweitzer (2015) PISQ-12 14 39.7 4.3 96 37.8 4.6 51 0.05
Alexandridis (2019)  PISQ-12 34 36.1 3.7 107 35.1 3.7 98 0.09
TVT-Secur
14 33.9 45 39 33.9 4.4 42 099
2 33.7 5.1 39 335 4.2 42 082
gizgé%%‘)‘) PISO-12 24 33.9 49 26 340 38 2 013
6 34.4 6.8 21 33.8 3.4 23 010
104 35.5 5.9 19 33.4 4.7 21 0.27
MiniArc
671 [36]  [33,40] 112 [39]  [33,41] 113 006
Lee (2015) PISQ-12 - — 5 B7] [34,41] 112 [38] [33,41] 113 091
Melendez-Munoz PISO-12 671 36.0 6.5 ) 36.6 5.9 93 057
(2018) PISQ-12 14 36.8 7.6 90 37.2 5.2 93 070
Mixed
15He 37 0.5 75 3.7 05 55 00
. = ' : ' ' (-02,0.1)
Abdel-Fattah (2022)  PISQ-IR oot
34 3.6 0.6 62 35 0.6 54 o100
FSFI
Mixed
BIE 227 9.4 120 23.7 8.9 120 -
14 22.9 9.4 120 23.9 9.4 120 -
Palomba (2014) FSFl 197h 231 96 120 24.1 93 120 -
24 23.1 95 120 24.2 95 120 -
Pastore (2016) FSF| = 274 34 21 281 3.8 21 0.05
Emami (2019) FSFI 8= 53.7 17.8 40 52.7 16.7 40 097

PISQ, Pelvic Organ Prolapse/Incontinence Sexual Function Questionnaire; FSFI, Female Sexual Function Index; -, not

reported

*Median Difference; **1~5; 1 Risk difference (95% Cl)
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Study or sims SMuUs Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Mostafa 2013 3.29 45 69 477 5.3 62 10.3% -0.30 [-0.64, 0.05]
Schweitzer 2015 39.70 4.3 96 37.80 4.6 51 10.3% 0.43 [ 0.09, 0.77] —
Alexandridis 2019 36.10 3.7 107 3510 3.7 98 13.1% 0.27[-0.01, 0.54]
Sun 2019 35.50 5.9 19 33.40 4.9 21 4.3%  0.39[-0.24, 1.02]
Lee 2015 37.35 5.3 112 37.30 6.0 113 13.8% 0.01[-0.25, 0.27] e
Melendez-Munoz 2018 36.80 7.6 90 37.20 5.2 93 12.4% -0.06 [-0.35, 0.23] 4'—‘*

493 438 64.2% 0.10 [-0.19, 0.39] et
Abdel-Fattah 2022 3.60 0.6 62 3.50 0.6 54 9.6%  0.17 [-0.20, 0.53]
Palomba 2014 23.10 9.5 120 2420 95 120 14.2% -0.12[-0.37,0.14]
Pastore 2016 2742 34 21 28.09 3.8 21 4.6% -0.18 [-0.79, 0.43]
Emami 2019 53.73 17.8 40 52.70 16.7 40 7.5%  0.06 [-0.38, 0.50] —

181 181 26.2% -0.08 [-0.33, 0.16] e
Total (95% Cl) 736 673 100.0%  0.06 [-0.11, 0.22] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® =0.021; Chi® = 15.38, df =9 (P =.08); I = 41% ' ‘ ! ' !
Test for overall effect: t, =0.76 (P = .47) -1 -0.5 o 0.5 1
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* = 3.33, df =2 (P =.19) Favours [SMUS]  Favours [SIMS]

a8 3.21 9710 tist &2l &

a2 84T /MAaT7 glo] oA &t B85 Edeiylom, sl 5 S0 Qo) A=
< Wh2 78= EIIOHA] ot QAT O = QIR e gk A= 167H§ HE FAHTELS
F0 2 ottt HletEAS =gt Aut, G EN S92 7IE SRS Lo vIe] AeeE
LA JeERGTHRR=1.76, 95% CI 1.07~2.89, *=16%).

N
o)
iﬂ

H3.20 M=

=XAIA Sz BTy P-

HITHIHE) SR @) mu@ ) 2NE) FAE %) value
Ajust
Mostafa (2013) 14 5 69 (7.2) 3 62  (44) 072
Schweitzer (2015) 14 2 93 (2.2 1 51 (.00  0.99
Masata (2016) 14 0 49 (0.0 1 47 (2.1) NA
TVT-Secur
Barber (2012) 21 2 136 (1.5) 4 127 (3.1) 043
Hota (2012) 14 8 42 (19.1) 0 44 (0.0 <0.01
Masata (2012)" 244 15 129  (11.6) 0 68 (0.0) -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2013) 14 1 66 (1.5) 1 56 (1.8) -
Bianchi-Ferraro (2014) 24 1 66 (1.5) 1 56 (1.7) -

. 3 6 64 (9.4 4 6 (6.1 -
Tommaselli (2013) = 9 64 (14.1) 5 66 (1.6) -
MiniArc
Basu (2010) YE 9 37 (24.3) 0 33 (00 -
Basu (2013) 34 8 38 (21.0) 0 33 (00 -
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_ =2 e P-
H1 XA A E) SEME 4 f- I HEA xH- oy
2Y(E) TH(Z) (%) wHE) FAH(F) (%) value
0-4= 0 97 (0.0) 0 96 (0.0) -
Schellart (2014) o -
4713 1 97 (1.0) 3 96 3.1)
Schellart (2016) 2
Schellart (2018) 24 3 97 (4.0 2 % (30 -
34 8 97 (8.2) 2 96 2.1) -
Melendez-Munoz (2018) 14 5 90 (5.6) 2 93 2.2) -
Ophira
Djehdian (2014) = 5 64 (7.8) 1 56 (1.8) 0.21
Pascom (2018) 34 7 69 (10.1) 2 61 (3.3) 0.7
Huser (2023) 44 5 66 (7.6) 4 64 6.3) 0.9
Needless
Dogan (2018) 24 2 89 (2.2 3 89 (3.4) -
Mixed
Palomba (2014) 24 0 120 (0.0) 3 120 (2.5) -
Abdel-Fattah (2022) 34 24 276 (8.7) 12 261 (4.6) 0.12
NA, not applicable; -, not reported
1) TVT-secur H, U EIQE &5t MESIUS
Study or sIMs SMUS Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Randem, 95% CI
Mostafa 2013 1y 5 69 3 62 8.2% 1.50[0.37, 6.01] L
Schweitzer 2015 1y 2 93 1 51 3.2% 1.10 [0.10, 11.80] ——
Masata 2016 1y o 43 1 a7 1.9% 0.32 [0.01, 7.66]
211 160 13.3% 1.15 [0.25, 5.28] -
Barber 2012 2y 2 136 4 127 6.0% 0.47 [0.09, 2.51] —iy
Hota 2012 1y 8 42 4] 44 2.3% 17.80 [1.06, 298.93]
Masata 2012 2y 15 128 o] 68 2.4% 16.40 [1.00, 269.90]
Bianchi-Ferraro 2014 2y 1 66 1 56 2.5% 0.85 [0.05, 13.26]
Tommaselli 2013 5y 9 64 5 66 12.7% 1.86 [0.66, 5.24] =
437 361 25.8% 2.25[0.32, 15.57] g~
Basu 2013 3y 8 38 o 33 2.4% 14.79 [0.89, 246.76]
Schellart 2018 3y 8 97 2 96 7.0% 3.96 [0.86, 18.17] ri-
Melendez-Munoz 2018 1y 5 S0 2 93 6.4% 2.58 [0.51, 12.98] -
225 222 15.8% 3.97 [0.73, 21.45] -
Pascom 2018 3y 7 69 2 61 7.0% 3.09 [0.67, 14.34] !
Huser 2023 4y 5 66 4 64 9.4% 1.21 [0.34, 4.31] E
135 125 16.4% 1.77[0.01, 615.42]
Dogan 2018 2y 2 89 3 89 5.5% 0.67 [0.11, 3.89] —-
Palomba 2014 2y o 120 3 120 2.1% 0.14 [0.01, 2.74]
Abdel-Fattah 2022 3y 24 276 12 261 21.1% 1.89 [0.97, 3.70] *
396 381 23.2% 0.78[0.00, 4592363.71] :E:
Total (95% CI) 1453 1338 100.0% 1.76[1.07, 2.89] *
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.127; Chi® = 17.96, df = 15 (P =.26); I = 16%
Test for overall effect: t,. = 2.43 (P =.03) 0.0010.11 10 1000
Test for subgroup differences: Chi* =7.44, df =5 (P =.19) Favours [SIMS] Favours [SMUS]

J3 3.22 Me=E = 18
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245 @3 XE

2451 A2t

T AR F AR B11g A= 30702 o] 5 95 € 2915 H9E AAIRE A=
FEUAE Fol0] dEE e e 2 B £Yz0] 78 B mETT vls) Aol
4.9895% CI -7.10~-2.75, 1*=98%) &7 UeFEoL}, o]-4go] o} s4of o7t & g sk
321 2212
3 =2 P
MM HXHHE) ct mean SD mean SD I
[median] [IQR/range] n [median]  [IQR/range] n Al
Ajust
Mostafa (2012) 2 32.2 9.0 69 33.8 9.1 68 0.30
Schweitzer (2015) = 9.6 4 96 11.1 2.6 51 0.01
Xin (2016) 2 14.4 7.8 184 25.2 8.6 184  0.01
Masata (2016) = 6.4 2.1 50 6.6 2.2 50 0.83
Rudnicki (2017) = [15.0] [9.0] 155 [17.0] [9.5] 150  (0.01
TVT-Secur
Abdelwahab (2010) = 5.4 11.6 30 36.7 8.6 30 <0.01
Andrada Hamer 2011) & [13] [7-25]" 61 [22]  [13-36]" 62  <0.01
Tommaselli (2010) g 7.1 2.1 37 11.3 2.9 38 <0.05
Wang (2011)" = 15.4 1.4 34 24.8 4.5 68 -
Barber (2012) = 26 12 133 28 10 127 0.26
Hota (2012) = [10.0] [8-12] 42 [13.0] [12-17] 44 {0.01
Masata (2012)? 2 11.1 4.1 129 8.3 3.5 68 -
Tommaselli (2013) = 7.8 2.5 64 12.0 3.1 66  0.05
Maslow (2014) = 9.0 2.0 56 8.9 1.8 50 0.95
Ross (2014) = [18] [11] 40 [21] [12] 34 0.23
Tang (2014) = 9.3 5.2 39 18.4 4 42  €0.05
MiniArc
Schellart (2014) 2 [10] [7-15] 97 [15] [11-20] 9% 0.01
Foote (2015) = 18.8 5.5 25 22.4 5.8 25  <0.01
Lee (2015) = [8.0] [6.0-10.0] 68 [8.5] [8.0-12.0] 59  <0.01
Melendez-Munoz (2018) £ [7.0] [6.0-8.0] 39 [8.0] [7.0-10.0] 39 0.03
Ophira
Djehdian (2014) = 19.8 3.2 64 24.9 2.6 56  <0.01
Jurakova (2016) = 20.1 5.9 45 21.4 6.0 48 0.23
Needless
Gaber (2016) = 8.3 2.0 70 16.4 1.8 70 -
Fu (2017) = 11.7 2.8 78 20.3 3.0 86 <0.01
Dogan (2018) = 15.6 3.9 89 17.2 3.2 89 0.06
TFS
Sivaslioglu (2010) = 5.0 1.0 39 12.0 1.0 38  (0.01
Mixed
Palomba (2014) 2 15.7 12.9 120 27.7 5.2 120 <0.05
Pastore (2016) = 225 [12.8-25] 21 23.5 [13-26]" 21 -
Emami (2019) = 6.9 1.8 40 1.5 5.0 40 (0.01
Abdel-Fattah (2022) g2 39.2 16.8 273 41.3 11.6 258 -

-, not reported

1) HZEFS TVT, TVT-0 ZUE &1 LESIAS: 2) TVT-secur H, U EfRIS

&gl

t0] LHESIAS; *range
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NEC/\ ou34z-comyay
Study or siMs SMUsS Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Mostafa 2012 32,22 9.0 69 33.82 9.1 68 3.2% -1.60[-4.63, 1.43]
Schweitzer 2015 9.60 4.0 96 11.10 2.6 51 3.4% -1.50[-2.57, -0.43]
Xin 2016 1440 7.8 184 2520 8.6 184 3.3% -10.80 [-12.48, -9.12]
Masata 2016 6.40 2.1 50 6.60 2.2 50 3.4% -0.20[-1.04, 0.64]
Rudnicki 2017 15.00 1.7 155 17.00 1.8 150 3.4% -2.00[-2.39, -1.61]
554 503 16.8% -3.21[-8.54, 2.12]
Abdelwahab 2010 5.40 11.6 30 36.70 8.6 30 2.8% -31.30 [-36.47, -26.13] -
Andrada Hamer 2011 1346 3.9 61 2238 4.9 62 3.4% -8.92[-10.49, -7.35]
Tommaselli 2010 710 21 37 1130 2.9 38 3.4% -4.20[-5.34, -3.06]
Wang 2011 15.40 1.4 34 2481 45 68 3.4% -9.41[-10.57, -8.25]
Barber 2012 26.00 12.0 133 28.00 10.0 127 3.2% -2.00[-4.68, 0.68]
Hota 2012 10.00 3.1 42 14.06 3.8 44 3.4% -4.06[-5.52, -2.60]
Masata 2012 11.10 4.1 129 B8.30 3.5 68 3.4% 2.80[ 1.71, 3.89)]
Tommaselli 2013 7.80 25 64 12.00 3.1 66 3.4% -4.20[-5.17, -3.23]
Maslow 2014 9.00 2.0 56 8.90 1.8 50 3.4% 0.10[-0.62, 0.82]
Ross 2014 18.00 2.5 40 21.00 2.8 34 3.4% -3.00[-4.22, -1.78]
Tang 2014 9.30 5.2 39 18.40 4.0 42 3.3% -9.10[-11.13, -7.07]
665 629 36.5% -6.49[-12.40, -0.58] "'
Schellart 2014 10.70 6.0 97 15.35 6.8 96 3.3% -4.65[-6.45, -2.84] H
Foote 2015 18.80 5.5 25 2240 5.8 25 3.2% -3.60[-6.73, -0.47] -'
Lee 2015 8.00 3.0 68 956 3.0 59 3.4% -1.56[-2.62, -0.50]
Melendez-Munoz 2018 7.00 1.5 39 836 2.3 39 3.4% -1.36[-2.22, -0.49] '
229 219 13.3% -2.53[-5.10, 0.04] -
Djehdian 2014 19.80 3.2 64 2490 2.6 56 3.4% -5.10[-6.15, -4.05]
Jurakova 2016 20,10 5.9 45 21.40 6.0 48 3.3% -1.30[-3.72, 1.12] -
109 104 6.7% -3.36[-27.42, 20.69] —&
Gaber 2016 830 2.0 70 1640 1.8 70 3.4% -8.10[-8.73, -7.47] 5
Fu 2017 11.67 2.8 78 20.29 3.0 86 3.4% -8.62[-9.51, -7.73]
Dogan 2018 15.56 3.9 89 17.22 3.2 89 3.4% -1.66[-2.71, -0.61] i
237 245 10.2% -6.14[-15.75, 3.48] D
Sivaslioglu 2010 5.00 1.0 39 12.00 1.0 38 3.4% -7.00[-7.45, -6.55]
Palomba 2014 15.70 12.9 120 27.70 5.2 120 3.3% -12.00 [-14.49, -9.51] B
Pastore 2016 2250 3.2 21 2350 34 21 3.3% -1.00[-3.02, 1.02]
Emami 2019 6.90 1.8 40 1150 5.0 40 3.4% -4.60[-6.25, -2.95]
Abdel-Fattah 2022 39.20 16.8 273 41.30 11.6 258 3.3% -2.10[-4.54, 0.34]
454 439 13.2% -4.90[-12.74, 2.94] et
Total (95% Cl) 2287 2177 100.0% -4.93 [-7.10, -2.75] *
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 33.054; Chi® = 1370.43, df =29 (P <.01); I* =98% o T
Test for overall effect: t;; =-4.63 (P <.01) -30 -20 <10 0 10 20 30
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Test for subgroup differences: Chi®=35.00, df =6 (P<.01)

J8 3.23 Al = I8
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2.4.5.2 72t

FEUA AR S AL RS Bg A TIR 0] F 595 L 29l R AT A BREAE
FAsto] HEREARE A3, = 7 7 AL ol JR2HHSMD=-0.48, 95% CI -0.99~0.02,
12293%), °1&4Jo] o} sf4fo] F2J7} Lo sirt.

H 3.22 17|zt

ey == P
HNHIHAE) HY  mean SD 0 mean SD 0 e
[median]  [IQR/range] [median]  [IQR/range]
Ajust
Mostafa (2012) Azt [3.7] [2.5,5.0] 69 [4.4] [3.2,5.6] 68 0.07
Xin (2016) = 2.3 0.7 184 2.3 0.6 184 0.22
TVT-Secur
Abdelwahab (2010) & 1.1 1.2 30 1.2 1.1 30 )0.05
Barber (2012) o [0] [0-3] 133 [0] [0-3] 127 0.30
MiniArc
Melendez-Munoz (2018)" & [1] [0-1] 39 (1] [0-1] 39 0.96
Needless
Fu (2017) & 1.5 0.5 78 3.1 1.0 86 (0.0
Dogan (2018) = 1.4 0.5 89 2.1 0.8 89 0.50
Mixed
Emami (2019) - 1.1 0.4 40 1.3 0.7 40 0.04
Abdel-Fattah (2022)  AlZt 7.2 8.7 276 9.7 10.7 261 -
-, not reported; *range; **inpatient nights
Study or siMms SMUs Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Mostafa 2012 4|7+ 3.70 1.9 69 4.38 1.8 68 11.2% -0.36 [-0.70, -0.03]
Xin 2016 2 2.25 0.7 184 2.34 0.6 184 11.7% -0.13 [-0.34, 0.07] i
253 252 22.9% -0.21 [-1.59, 1.18] i
Abdelwahab 2010 2 1.10 1.2 30 1.20 1.1 30 10.3% -0.09 [-0.59, 0.42] ]
Barber 2012 2 0.14 0.6 133 0.14 0.6 127 11.6% -0.01[-0.25, 0.24]
163 157 21.8% -0.02 [-0.41, 0.37] L
Melendez-Munoz 2018 2@ 0.64 0.8 39 0.64 0.8 39 10.6% 0.00[-0.44, 0.44]
Fu 2017 & 1.49 0.5 78 3.05 0.9 86 11.0% -2.02[-2.40,-1.64]
Dogan 2018 2 1.40 0.5 89 2.10 0.8 89 11.3% -1.02[-1.34, -0.71]
167 175 22.3% -1.51 [-7.83, 4.80]
Emami 2019 NA 1.08 0.3 40 1.33 0.6 40 10.6% -0.47 [-0.92, -0.03]
Abdel-Fattah 2022 Azt 7.20 8.7 276 9.70 10.7 261 11.8% -0.26 [-0.43, -0.09]
316 301 22.4% -0.28 [-1.21, 0.64] g
Total (95% CI) 938 524 100.0% -0.48 [-0.99, 0.02] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.396; Chi® = 109.40, df =8 (P < .01); I’ =93%
Test for overall effect: t; =-2.22 (P =.06) -5 o 5
Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 21.32, df =4 (P <.01) Favours [SIMS]  Fawvours [SMUS]

T2 3.24 M7t & J2
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2.5 GRADE 2H=& "}

E g7loA+= Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation
(GRADE) #H&Z &85l IASES Bt 23X 850 w2t ‘HHH(Critical)
AR 12} ‘F 8R4 A2 0] R] &-2(Important but not critical) ZTA#, ‘@ %3 9Hlimited
importance) ZIHAHE 57U HHA AR H = ShFSHE &4, vligol I, A9
A 5&, T4 A =5g, 412 4, AeaE0Ilal, SR idolR] g AR = 55, e

AR, W9 ke, A, 20130 449] FE2 29199 =25 A et

ZApH0| ST
_ =Q5X|at
7e € sau sasroR) g2 szl
(of limited = = P -
T —— (lmporta!n_t (critical)
but not critical)
offFofd &y 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Critical
el E= S 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Critical
ORI S5 _ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Important
e He £E 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Important
3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Important
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Important
BN x2S 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Critical
UM X328 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Critical
ik | 49 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Critical
WEw—t= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Critical
s=fd XNE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Important

GRADE 271 W7h= 44 2R HE SHOE 71t siiehs &4doie 7H S =t
W2 89S "oz Bk, iAol e e A Hardt EolS ahde = g71si3ith
olof] A2 AR O] TAFES 5 ‘Moderate' 2 F7H=| k. HIEG A 117 A8 R Lol
e BIEH O] AU APIAI LS HalshA] o2 dlo] v THE AL, A7-odR}, Al Hiet

.

7] HSYSIEo] R BaHste] 153 Btk TA4E B 2A KR (3,249
et
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H 3.24 GRADE 2H%7}

HIS2AY Tt EIN e o
25 a7 HEY H| H| TR = ] = &1 ax 2=
& Y A UM E[M HUM  HEE &4 sHoraa (95% CI)

SHEtst &A-QH|

randomised o not not not 33/1174 35/1103 RR 0.90 PHPPO
19 trials serious serious serious  serious none (2.8%) (3.2%) (0.611t01.35) MODERATE CRITICAL
HH = RIOH-AZ2 2 Hety

randornised . not not not 95/1134 78/1120 RR 1.26 DDDO
19 trials serous serious serious  serious none (8.4%) (7.0%) (0.95t0 1.69) MODERATE CRITICAL
AN X2

randomised o, not not not 1665/2063  1697/1938 OR 0.60 DPPO
29 s serious’  (oiious  serious  serious "M (80.7%)  (87.6%) (0.46 0 0.79) MODERATE  CRITICAL
FEN X 22

randomnised - not not not 2070/2560  2068/2409 OR 0.66 DDDO
34 s serious™  (oious  serious  serious "™ (80.9%)  (85.9%) 0.50 to 0.87) MODERATE ~ CRITICAL
a9 =

randomised o not not not SMD 0.20 SD higher eepO
15 trials serious serious  serious  serious ' °on° 941 871 (0.01 higher to 0.39 higher)  MODERATE CRITICAL
HrEE

randormised o not not not 101/1493  43/1338 RR 1.76 SEePO
16 trials serous serious serious  serious none (6.8%) (3.2%) (1.07 t0 2.89) MODERATE CRITICAL

Cl:confidence interval; OR:odds ratio; RR:risk ratio; SMD:standardised mean difference

a. MZAL X[ A7 et 1, TR0 Cish 206K 2 2210] The AUACH, A7AL2] =71 A0 tiRE E=H4(unclean 2 SRILIAS
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BAVY ZIAES B £E2 F 1HOE Adarbe Id=olal, EEA WS ARESth]

H 3.25 HYEH &2 EH|

0x
Mo
Qi
o
m
0x

1M XA E) Boyers(2013)

Azt %=
nEy  =yy e oy
SN2 oml aAusy
WER  7IE Z2E2Y(VT-0)
2y SER} 2
oy 2O HIE L QALYs =8

ZAX|E QALY

=
MR ZE 14

EMAIH 2011

TVT-0, Tension-free Vaginal Tape—Obturator; QALY, quality—adjusted life year

3.2 3H8 Gtz

H|- 8- g7 weh7|&(threshold)S TS 0], AN &3] 71& FH.Q =& to] v]5] v]-go]
AP, A= Wokom 50,0000t 7|Eo® TUA &3to] HE-aidYd FEo|
50%0] ATt

H 3.26 ZA 2NZ QY

18X HR SIMS SMUS

Effect Effect
(Ax) £t Cost (QALYs) Cost (QALYs) (/QA

oLy Az 2z

BOVSIS mec 1277.44 0.07751461.98 09804 48410 S0000 - YR TIE 50% HIB-S 1%

SIMS, single=incision mini-slings; SMUS, standard mid-urethral slings: QALY, quality—adjusted life year; ICER, incremental
cost—effectiveness ratio
* UAIZL 71E HIZ-F1H 50% 2l0f: YAt 7IEL 2 FACHOH0| H| IOt HIE-S XY S50| 50% S 2J0|gt
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4. ZAXIILX] ZA}

4.1 EOHX} EH

ZATEFAEF=20234 79 18] Ad¥st o, tdAk= F 54 o] fAF IS B A =7E
A3t &7 o] AL, £EoFTt FRlEE= 40~50 o4 682 171 IHe g2 LA A2
AT APFEZ QAT HHAI7|= 2005~20224, & AIRHA7]= 2006E~2023W0]91T,
QAT $EA17]= 2019~2023F0] AT

%

3

Mz g¥ 93 HY & Al ZEAI| Xz AE AP = &l
ID1 ofg 400 EAMM 20204 128 2010 2020888  TOT A&

D2 Ofg 5004 elAR 202368 20134 2013918 TOTAlE

2 S0 14 9el L2 e 23 AEEUCL, F
ID3 oy 50CH A 20194 28 20054 2006 12 85t \|lg e n2

D4 oy A0TH 2 2023 43 20224 2023948 TOT A=
ID5 oy A0TH 2 2023 38 20104 2023938  TOT A=

P = o - e A3 NEEOOLLE
|D6 O:IO 4OEH TT 2022|_ 9_'é 2022._ 2022|_ 8_5 §__‘|,@, Al%%‘% E%

iy

TOT, trans obturator tape

4.2 S1oi8 xA|zia}

o= = =
o222 AIF-SEUE-2 B4 3ol 7estalal, 2 A&l tist 24 24230E AAstArt

421 ZHgh g A Ofali

4.2.1.1 X|z A[ZA|7]

AR A 2E W] ARSAEA L7 S AESAT, olo] thet 44 B4 dehe thewt 2t
HOASS 24 F 300 24 4g 8ATE FPSLOn], 24T o}4o] - Felst FHO2 o Ar
A1g 84T S40] Uk A7)t 2907 o] 24150 2 QAJsH] 5, o] 2 ole] 243
BT A2 ER, AF S4 9 27001 9 5 e ek 9lsle] ARelnE
M0 Bk ]S MR B0k SHeR] 3Rl A9 AT, ¥k | S R slof e 2 9
1 SOl o149 vlie]a} 0] chsh SI1EA 2isto] vl oS Yok RAE ARfEE gt
T} ol 2 19 of el B 28 A= AR, T 104 o1g9] 030 717 43

WS LR ok A0 SIEIol. TRHES WY o] F =S ALgsof AL AvS e



W ABSHAIET UFOR of| Buidle] YA Q7 S AHAT, ol thet W B ATk
chew et

SRFEL L 253 U Bso] B v L ofjet IS S B T £e10] ofot Abigle]
90| L = BARS 7o) AAPRTO] BT LT SIS 2lo] AL 45200 i A 5]
SfoA = i WSTES A8 obA 482 A5 golelolof s Baitlo] Usith. HS 22 UL
=g ALGSHA W= AGo] AL U] dRo] 91ES AAISKE A9 U

AR SAIFOR A YR RV A Ul Yol AR AL S0 et
QA 4lo] A1) BTk Bl o} 2 Uolo] 2] HuA R, Aejd £-23e L7 Hirk
A0] A9 3 SRt AW WAS AXS A9E IFlom, wheAet ZuE £ ARE AR

4213 42 OJH C}Z X|BY 4

‘RAFOR Q8 e AT, FHAELY, HABA 29 5
U&7 S AR, olof thet A AP Thew ek,

AL QAT AE 15 544 A ofe] ABLE, ABAR T AW A0 ekl
e P o e S
oKEH 2 %s.w A5 1] A B5 PB1S S RS Xpapito} AL S| S, WREM 5ok
A28 glof +4 A T 7hH 8L 54 ot BASE A

O

422 X=&H

4221 X2Z™0|g

Ir

19 ool 24w A=E W2 shl olf= FAYUZY & FESHAL, ol vk 2

js

43}

r

VLS 24T HIEst 947 o] Z71510] 7] F a¥lo] A= 5 WAPYTOA L o uTt Ak
2AF Z42 7 owA 24T X2 WRHS LAY A0 ekt 243 120] 259 ol e S
A9 % HHY AR A2 AN AR Ui

of 3 A] i‘ﬂ("i ,SREed, G s B IR

kel SH

- = H
OfRTH MRS 1, o WL T v o] S HER QAT S40] AN Sug BT

2 S5 2ste SR o1 Hl| e s 442
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IFANE R AR fFE-2 EQlo] #-2 X 2 1S 7 H|4]l-5- o] Z&(transobturator tape, TOT)Z
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AATHEEEH —1’:’\} = Hohf} Q%&A4F Risk Ratio (RR)=0.37, 95% Confidence Interval (CI)
0.02~7.56, T =43%; ¥l iAol A % Af 22 Auh @ Fuhy RR=1.26, 95% CI 0.95~1.96, I =0%).
SR B B 552 1970 A5 o2 BAISH A}, T drl £3FollA SR J e R 550
Fraok= a3t O“}iﬂr(RR 0.44, 95% CI 0.23~0.81, I' =55%). Visual Analogue Scale (VAS)Z

ST B3 F= 15719] AFollA BEalste] =& & A|EE Hrigt 7Ur TE T 14% o|y7HA
gAEAN EH+ ] 71& FHATEYTol vlg] fooHA W& S 14Y Mean Difference
(MD)=-0.864, 95% CI -1.55~-0.16, I =84%), °]% A|&o| A= F = 7F F-2oJst XJo|+= §lgich

o]2jo] 4] =2(RR=0.92, 95% CI 0.55~1.54, I'=0%), #d ¥ 227Y([RR=1.01, 95% CI
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QAE - A &89 a2 387 ATE EUE ATA 2L, £ 2L, 49 4,
g, o AR i) Bretech A WA ER ARA M58, F0H X 2L, 49

A A 7a2 29719 AFtolA Harstlom G @8N S8 2,057, TS 1,9379°

o] F FHTHAE 710 2 RS A3}, TAA) &3uo] 7| S =& ol vlsl] 24
2| E-80] 8-9l5HA Wt HOdds ratio (OR)=0.59, 95% CI 0.44~0.78, T' =49%).
FHA A 782 34719] Ao A Barst o A/ &3 2,522, SH-Q =& 2,448l

=

]| & FHTELS 7|50 2 HeKE A3 23} A @ £Rto] 71 SF- e =Sl Hgl 3
A JZ-E-0] FO5H WeroLt o]z o] =2 HolQtHOR=0.70, 95% CI 0.50~0.97, I’ =66%).
4ol A2 1579 Aol A Hasl o HekE ] Axh S @7 S92 712 SR =& w0l B9
4Fo] Zo] IQko} oA Ao =11 EAF 0 7 [-9]5t xjo|= ¢t Standardized Mean Difference
(SMD)=0.18%, 95% CI 0.00~0.36, I'=74%). E3t, 4 7150l &3t 4] A2 10H] E=oA
Buslg o = #7F 9-9]5t Afo)= QI AtHSMD=0.063, 95% CI -0.11~0.22, I' =41%).

AreES 16719 Ao|A Harsty 1, GUA7| &8to] 7|& SH- ] =&+ vl A4-&E0]
=7 YEFFTHRR=1.76, 95% CI 1.07~2.89, I' =16%).

FedE AR SARIT AD71E BRI S8 eFdel 71€ SR e e Bl Bs)

FEAE OF SR 71F dEA = 2 P AR o H(MD=-4.89, 95% CI-7.07~ -2.72, I =98%),
HA7N 2 5 o Ate] F-9J8t Ato= glgloL} o]F o] HTHSMD=-0.48, 95% CI -0.99~0.02,
I' =93%).

GRADE ¥AsES AR &2 2434 A5E, 4 =5, 49 4, AesEol
Z=5%(Moderate) $F02.2 H7}=|QiTh

1.3 3HY

ARV AIA LS RIS EAL 5 190|911, F) ¥ 8-k Te| E(threshold) & MBS
o) B Seo] 71 F4-a w& o] Hla] ¥ §o] Ak, TgHE tha Wekow 50,00054E
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3.1 =2 HIOJE|H[O] A

3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE(R) and Epub Ahead of Print, In-Process & Other Non-Indexed

Citations, Daily and Versions(R) 1946 to April 15, 2019

AQ: 2023. 02. 08.)
e ot Ao HMAIZ)
1 fggiiiin:rri]r;:r’ysgrecsosr}tinence.mp. or exp Urinary 15.042
CHALR} 2 (stress$ adj3 incontinen$).tw. 13,342
3 stress urinary incontinence$.mp. 8,724
4 URINARY INCONTINENCE, STRESS.mp. 12,699
CHAMRE S8 5 lTor2or3or4d 16,801
6 single$ incision sling$.mp. 166
=7 7 mini$ sling$.mp. 174
8 Sling$ procedure$.tw. 1,118
M5 9 or/6-8 1,364
CHAKE & S 10 5and 9 1,051
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3.1.2 Ovid—Embase

AA71ZE 19749~AA]

B ot 0] HMATHH)
1 Tr;[gzsniintérri]r;:r’ysgrnecsosr}tinence.mp. or exp Urinary 27.244
2 (stress$ adj3 incontinen$).tw. 22,449
Hest 3 stress urinary incontinence$.mp. 16,062
4 URINARY INCONTINENCE, STRESS.mp. 625
5 exp urine incontinence/ 84,775
CHAKE S8 6 or/1-5 86,484
7 single$ incision sling$.mp. 431
ZTHZAL 8 mini$ sling$.mp. 428
9 Sling$ procedure$.tw. 2,083
M5 10 or/7-9 2,684
CHdRE & S " 6 and 10 2,233
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HAZ12E ~3A (HA: 2023. 02. 09.)
7= AHH dAo] M)

#1 stress urinary incontinence 3,399

49 g/lxep?é-(ljedaells;reigtsori [Urinary Incontinence, Stress] 1300

et #3 stress* near/3 incontinence 3,619
#4 stress urinary incontinence* 3,399

#5 URINARY INCONTINENCE, STRESS 3,399

CHASRE S8t #6 #1 or #2 or #3 or #4 or #5 3,724
#7 mini* sling* 462

=M #8 single* incision sling* 220
#9 sling* procedure* 975

SHEe #10 #7 or #8 or #9 1,168
CHEt & Sl #11 #6 and #10 741
Trials 703
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3.2 ZUG|0IE HO]A

(BAY: 2023. 02. 08.)

GHIO|E{H|O] A bl ZA0] = H|Z
((urinary incontinence[MH]) OR (‘stre
ss urinary incontinence'[ALL])) AND
1 (("mini sling"[ALL]) OR ("single incisio 66  advanced search
KoreaMed n sling"[ALL]) OR ('sling procedure"
[ALL])
AA 66
1 %[AALLLEST;S?)W incontinence] AND 174 agmco muE
ot=10|sk=F0|O|E{H[0] A oe
(KMbase) 2 (IALL=2AIZ] AND [ALL=23)) 21
29 SEMH E 24 179
1 urinary incontinence AND sling 23
HHMZM0|1E
Sr=eEHE(KISS) 2 Q&I AND &2 7
29 SEMH E 24 26
N 1 urinary incontinence AND sling 187 ALN|ZIA 0]
otmusslaE o ~2 2B
(RISS) 2 Q4 AND &8 58
29 SEMH E 24 189
i i 1 urinary incontinence AND sling 172 Lt
emapEblEREaTd Q43 AND 2% 38 s
(SienceON)
29 SEMH E 24 179
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single=incision mini-sling (Ajust™) versus tension—free Gvnecol Reprod
1 Mostafa, A. vaginal tape—obturator (TVT-O™) in the management of Bigl 2012_16%(1).
female stress urinary incontinence: pain profile and ; '
115-121
short-term outcomes
Multicenter prospective randomized study of
9 Mostafa. A single—incision mini-sling vs tension—free vaginal Urology
T tape-obturator in management of female stress urinary ~ 2013;82(3):552-559
incontinence: A minimum of 1-year follow-up
Schweitzer. K Postoperative pain after adjustable single—incision or Obstet Gynecol
3 ] transobturator sling for incontinence: A randomized 2015:125(1):27-34
controlled trial
Comparison of the efficacy of tension—free vaginal tape
obturator (TVT-0) and single=incision tension—free Int Urogynecol J
4 Masata, J. vaginal tape (Ajust™) in the treatment of female stress ~ 2016;27(10):1497-
urinary incontinence: a 1-year follow-up randomized 1505
trial
Int Urogynecol J
5 Svabik, K. What is the optimal length for single=incision tape? 2019;30(12):2171~
2175
A comparison between adjustable single-incision sling Arch Gynecol
6 Xin, X. and tension—free vaginal tape—obturator in treating Obstet 2016;
stress urinary incontinence 293(2):457-463
Adjustable mini-sling compared with conventional Acta Obstet
. S L A : : Gynecol Scand
7 Rudnicki, M. mid-urethral slings in women with urinary incontinence. ) .
: . 2017,96(11):1347-
A randomized controlled trial
1356
Adjustable mini-sling compared with conventional Int Urogynecol J
8 Alexandridis, V. mid-urethral slings in women with urinary incontinence: ~ 2019;30(9):1465-
a 3-year follow—up of a randomized controlled trial 1473
Multicentre randomized trial of the Ajust™ Int Urogynecol J
9 Sabadell, J. single-incision sling compared to the Align™ 2017;28(7):1041~
transobturator tape sling 1047
Tension—-Free Vaginal Tape versus Secure Tension—Free Current Urology
10 Abdelwahab, O Vaginal Tape in Treelatmen‘g of Female Stress Urinary 2010:4(2):93-08
ncontinence
Tommaselli G Efficacy and safety of TVT-0 and TVT-Secur in the Int Urogynecol J
11 A = treatment of female stress urinary incontinence: 1-Year  2010;21(10):1211-
) follow-up 1217
Short-term results of a prospective randomized
12 Andrada Hamer, evaluator blinded multicenter study comparing TVT and Int .Urogy_necol J
M. 2011;22(7):781-787
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One-year results of a prospective randomized,
13 Andrada Hamer, evaluator—blinded, multicenter study comparing TVT and Int Urogynecol J
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TVT Secur

2013:24(2):223-229
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A randomized, controlled trial comparing an innovative .
14 Hinoul, P. single incision sling with an established transobturator J U_rol 2011 185(4)
; X ) ; 1356-1362
sling to treat female stress urinary incontinence
Comparison of three mid-urethral tension—free tapes Int Urogynecol J
15 Wang, Y. J. (TVT, TVT-0, and TVT-Secur) in the treatment of 2011;22(11):1369~
female stress urinary incontinence: 1-year follow-up 1374
Single-incision mini-sling compared with tension—free Obstet Gynecol
16 Barber, M. D. vaginal tape for the treatment of stress urinary 2012;119(2 PART
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Randomized trial of a comparison of the efficacy of Int Urogynecol J
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women--2-year follow-up
Bianchi-Ferraro Single—-incision sling compared with transobturator sling Int Urogynecol J
19 ’ for treating stress urinary incontinence: A randomized 2013;24(9):1459-
A .M. H. M. X
controlled trial 1465
Bianchi-Ferraro Randomized controlled trial comparing TVT-O and Int Urogynecol J
20 * TVT-S for the treatment of stress urinary incontinence:  2014;25(10):1343-
A .M. H. M.
2-year results 1348
Tension—-Free Vaginal Tape-0O and -Secur for the J Minim Invasive
21 Tommaselli, G. Treatment of Stress Urinary Incontinence: A Gynecol
A. Thirty-Six-Month FoIIovv—U_p Single-Blind, Double-Arm, 2013:20(2):198-204
Randomized Study
. Tension—free vaginal tape—obturator and tension—free Eur J Obstet
Tommaselli, G. ; ” . Gynecol Reprod
22 vaginal tape—Secur for the treatment of stress urinary . op-
A. ] . e - ) Biol 2015,185:
incontinence: A 5-year follow—-up randomized study
151-155
Randomized clinical trial comparing TVT Secur system Int Urogvnecol J
23 Maslow, K. and trans vaginal obturator tape for the surgical rogy! ~
. : i 2014;25(7):909-914
management of stress urinary incontinence
Single incision device (TVT Secur) versus retropubic
tension—free vaginal tape device (TVT) for the BMC Res Notes
24 Ross, S. . . - : . .
management of stress urinary incontinence in women: a 2014,;7:941
randomized clinical trial
Outcome and sexual function after transobturator tape Menopause
25 Tang, X. procedure versus ten_smn—free vagmal_ tape SECUR: a 2014:21(6):641-645
randomized controlled trial
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26 Sun, Z. and transobturator sling for treating stress urinary 2019;38(7):1852~
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27 Basu, M. SO X - ;
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Three—-year results from a randomised trial of a Int Urogynecol J
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12-mo Follow-up
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