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Prolapse or incontinence: what affects sexual function the most?
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Abstract
Introduction and hypothesis Pelvic organ prolapse (POP) and
stress urinary incontinence (SUI) adversely affect sexual func-
tion in women. Comparative studies of the two subgroups are
few and results are conflicting. The aim of this study was to
compare the effect of POP and SUI on the sexual function of
women undergoing surgery for these conditions.
Methods The study population comprised women with POP
or SUI in a tertiary referral hospital in the UK. Women who
underwent SUI surgery had no symptoms of POP and had
urodynamically proven stress incontinence. Patients with
POP had ≥ stage 2 prolapse, without bothersome urinary
symptoms. Pre-operative data on sexual function were collect-
ed and compared using an electronic pelvic floor assessment
questionnaire (ePAQ). The incidence of sexual dysfunction
and comparison of symptoms in both groups were calculated
using the Mann–Whitney U test.
Results Three hundred and forty-three women undergoing
surgery for either SUI or POP were included. Patients were
age-matched, with 184 undergoing SUI surgery (age range
33–77 years) and 159 POP surgery (age range 27–78 years;
p=0.869). The overall impact of POP and SUI was not signif-
icantly different in the two subgroups (p=0.703). However,
both patients (73 % vs 36 %; p=0.00) and partners (50 % vs
24%; p=0.00) avoid intercourse significantly more frequently

in cases with POP compared with SUI. This did not have a
significant impact on quality of life.
Conclusions The impact of bothersome SUI or POP on sexual
function was found to be similar, but patient and partner
avoidance in women with POP was greater than those with
SUI.
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Introduction

Pelvic organ prolapse (POP) and stress urinary incontinence
(SUI) are disorders of the pelvic floor that affect about a third
of community dwelling women with a significant impact on a
woman’s quality of life [1, 2]. Sexual problems have beenwell
known in women attending a urogynaecology clinic, ranging
from 37 to 64 % [3, 4]. Sexual problems commonly described
in women with POP or SUI include disorders of desire, arous-
al, orgasm and dyspareunia. Disorders in the male partner are
also seen, including premature ejaculation and erectile dys-
function [5]. A community-based survey found no difference
between sexual activity and satisfaction compared with wom-
en without pelvic floor dysfunction [6].

There is conflicting evidence in the literature regarding the
effect of POP and SUI on sexual function. Patients with pro-
lapse may have coexistent urinary symptoms and vice versa
owing to the close anatomical relationship and also the similar
underlying pathophysiology. Most studies therefore report on
women with mixed symptoms of both POP and SUI. Some
studies report no difference in the sexual function in women
with prolapse or incontinence [7]; others report that prolapse is
more likely to affect sexual relations than incontinence [8, 9],
whereas some studies found that women with urinary
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incontinence were more likely to report low libido, vaginal
dryness and dyspareunia [10]. All these studies have been in
patients with both prolapse and urinary symptoms, making it
difficult to differentiate if there are any actual differences in
sexual function between these two subgroups. Also, most
studies failed to use validated questionnaires, casting doubt
on the validity of findings.

The aim of this study was to evaluate female sexual func-
tion in two subsets of patients bothered by POP and SUI,
without an overlap of symptoms, to reduce the confounding
bias due to these factors.

Materials and methods

This was a retrospective cohort questionnaire based study
conducted at a tertiary hospital in the UK. All patients attend-
ing the urogynaecology department complete an electronic
pelvic floor assessment questionnaire as part of routine clini-
cal care before being reviewed by a clinician. The electronic
pelvic floor assessment questionnaire (ePAQ), a validated
symptom-specific and quality-of-life questionnaire was used
for this purpose [11]. Pre-operative data on sexual function
were collected on all sexually active women who underwent
surgery for SUI or POP, in the period from January 2008 to
December 2012. A post hoc power analysis was performed
and the available sample size had a greater than 80% power of
detecting 3-point differences at the 5 % (two-sided) level with
a standard deviation of 5 points. This instrument provides
symptom assessment in four dimensions: urinary, bowel, vag-
inal and sexual. Patients who had concurrent prolapse and
urinary incontinence were excluded from the study. Women
scheduled for surgery were selected rather than those opting
for conservative treatment (physiotherapy or ring pessary) as
it identified a cohort of women who were more bothered or
were likely to have a greater severity of prolapse or inconti-
nence. All ePAQ data were collected preoperatively. Women
undergoing SUI surgery had no symptoms of POP on clinical
examination. This was further confirmed by the ePAQ scores,
which showed a negative screen for the prolapse item in these
patients. They all had urodynamically proven SUIwithout any
detrusor overactivity. Patients with POP had a stage 2 prolapse
or greater (Ba or C at or beyond 0 on POP-Q), without any
bothersome urinary symptoms, including urinary inconti-
nence. These patients were screened as being negative for
the impact of stress urinary incontinence on urinary domain
related quality of life item on the ePAQ. It is not routine prac-
tice in our unit to perform a stress reduction test; thus, data on
occult stress incontinence were not available.

The sexual dimension of the ePAQ has five domains,
which include urinary, bowel, vaginal, dyspareunia and gen-
eral sex life. Within both groups, both item and bother scores
from the ePAQ were collected for the urinary and vaginal

domains for analysis. These scored on an ordinal scale from
0 to 3, where 0 represents BNever^ and 3 represents BAll the
time^. SUI and POP have been shown to have an impact on
sexual function in different ways [12]. In the SUI group,
scores were collected for items including overall impact due
to incontinence, penetration and orgasm incontinence, and
post-coital urinary tract infections (UTI). In the POP group,
the items dryness of the vagina, discomfort and pain, lack of
sensation, tightness and obstruction were measured. A com-
parison of the two subgroups in terms of overall impact,
avoidance of intercourse by patient and partner and patient
anxiety were done. All analyses were performed using SPSS
version 19 and non-parametric data were compared using the
Mann–Whitney U test and demographic data were compared
using Student’s t test.

This project was registered as a service evaluation project
with Sheffield Teaching Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust.
Data used for this study were taken only from patients who
answered BYes^ to the final two items of the questionnaire:

B(D2a) Are you willing to allow confidential use of your
answers in order to evaluate the care you receive?
(D2b) Are you willing to allow confidential use of your
answers in order to check how this questionnaire is
working?^

Results

One hundred and eighty-four women who underwent a mid-
urethral sling (TVT) procedure and were sexually active, com-
pleted the ePAQ pre-operatively. The age range was between
33 and 77 years, with a median age of 49. One hundred and
fifty-nine women in the prolapse group who underwent pelvic
floor repair, which included anterior repair and/or posterior
repair, with or without a hysterectomy, were sexually active
and completed the ePAQ. The age range of these women was
27 to 78 years, with a median age of 59. Although the median
age of patients with prolapse appeared to be higher than that of
patients with stress urinary incontinence, this was not found to
be statistically significant (p=0.869).

On comparison of the overall incidence of interference of
sexual activity due to POP and SUI symptoms, the incidence
was found to be higher in the POP group (n=113;7 1 %)
compared with the SUI group (n=98; 53 %). However, the
mean ePAQ scores were similar for POP (1.56±1.05) and SUI
(1.62±1.07) and did not reach any statistical significance (p=
0.703). On comparing the avoidance of sexual activity, 116
patients with POP avoided sexual activity (73 %) compared
with 66 women with SUI (36 %; p=0.000). However, the
mean impact scores for avoidance of sexual activity were sim-
ilar in these two groups (p=0.609). With regard to avoidance
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of sexual activity by the partner due to patient’s symptoms, the
incidence was higher in the POP group (n=80; 50 %) com-
pared with the SUI group (n=44; 24 %). Again, this did not
reach statistical significance with regard to impact on quality
of life (p=0.820). Patient anxiety was found to be similar in
the POP (n=121; 76 %) and SUI (n=116; 63 %) groups re-
spectively. These results are shown in Table 1.

In the SUI group, 40 % (74 out of 184) complained of
orgasm incontinence and 31 % (57 out of 184) complained
of penetration incontinence. Thirty per cent of women (55 out
of 184) reported post-coital UTIs. With regard to the impact of
specific items, the impact of urinary leakage during sex (1.62
±1.07) was the highest, followed by impact of post-coital UTI
(1.42±0.94). In the POP group, 53 % (84/ out of 59)
complained of dryness in the vagina, 60 % (95 out of 159)
complained of lack of sensation, 56 % (89 out of 159) had
vaginal discomfort, 18 % (29 out of 159) complained of tight-
ness and 59 % (94 out of 159) complained of obstruction. Of
the specific vagina items, the highest impact score (1.36±
1.18) was for the feeling of vaginal obstruction due to POP
and the tightness of the vagina caused the least impact on
sexual activity (0.42±0.84). Specific symptoms in the sub-
group affecting sexual function are shown in Table 2.

Discussion

Pelvic floor symptoms have a similar impact on sexual func-
tion in women with bothersome POP and SUI. Patient and
partner avoidance of intercourse was greater in women with
POP compared with women with SUI, but this did not have an
impact on quality of life.

This is the largest study looking at specific pelvic floor
problems and their comparative impact on sexual function.
The study by Barber et al. [8] included only 32 patients with
prolapse and 29 patients reporting lower urinary tract symp-
toms including urinary incontinence. Similarly, the study by
Weber et al. [7] only reported on 80 women. They reported
that when prolapse interfered with sexual intercourse, women

had significantly more advanced prolapse and more inconti-
nence episodes than when POP did not interfere with inter-
course. Other studies with larger sample sizes [6, 9, 10, 13, 14]
had mixed populations, looking at women with both pelvic
organ prolapse and urinary incontinence to varying degrees,
and sometimes those not needing any treatment. It is difficult,
therefore, to extrapolate from these studies the exact effect of
these individual symptoms on sexual function or indeed com-
pare the two. Another strength of our study is that all the
patients included had significant symptoms, as they were on
a waiting list for surgery and were therefore significantly both-
ered by their pelvic floor symptoms.

A study by Ozel et al. [15] looked at patients who suffered
SUI with and without POP. The study found that women with
POP in conjunction with SUI are more likely to report de-
creased libido, decreased sexual excitement and difficulty
achieving orgasm during intercourse than women with UI
alone. The sample size was significantly less than in our study
and this study presupposes that SUI causes a baseline level of
sexual dysfunction.

Our data were similar to those reported by Ellerkmann et al.
[16] and Barber et al. [8], who found that women with both-
ersome POP avoided intercourse. This could be because POP
causes obstructive symptoms during intercourse, which is

Table 1 Impact of urinary incontinence and pelvic organ prolapse (POP) on sexual function

Item POP (n=159)
incidence (%)

SUI (n=184)
incidence (%)

POP ePAQ scores,
mean(±SD)

SUI ePAQ scores,
mean(±SD)

p value ePAQ
scores

Incidence and overall impact on sexual activity 71 53 1.56 (1.05) 1.62 (1.07) 0.703

Patient avoids intercourse 73 36 1.34 (1.09) 0.90 (0.92) 0.000

Impact of patient avoidance 67 51 1.55 (1.07) 1.61 (1.00) 0.609

Partner avoids intercourse 50 24 0.85 (1.01) 0.42 (0.76) 0.000

Impact of partner avoidance 45 24 1.11 (1.11) 1.18 (1.20) 0.820

Patient anxiety 76 63 1.43 (1.11) 1.33 (1.13) 0.4114

Mann–Whitney U test used for calculation of p values

SUI stress urinary incontinence, ePAQ electronic pelvic floor assessment questionnaire

Table 2 Incidence of bladder-specific and prolapse-specific symptoms
that influence sexual function

Subgroup Symptom Incidence (%) Mean impact
score

SUI (n=184) Orgasm incontinence 40 0.79±1.18

Penetration incontinence 31 0.66±1.16

Post-coital urinary tract
infections

30 1.42±0.94

POP (n=159) Dryness in the vagina 53 1.05±0.97

Lack of sensation 60 1.21±1.03

Discomfort 56 1.19±1.04

Tightness 18 0.42±0.84

Obstruction 59 1.36±1.18
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apparent both to the patient and the partner, hence why they
are more reluctant to engage in sexual activity. In addition, the
presence of prolapse may affect a woman’s self-image,
resulting in a reluctance to be intimate with her partner. For
partners the avoidance may be related to a fear of causing
worsening of the prolapse and their partner’s symptoms.

The main weakness of our study is that this was a retro-
spective study; thus, it is difficult to comment on other factors
that may have an impact on sexual function, such as the num-
ber of women who were menopausal, the proportion of wom-
en on HRT or local oestrogen replacement therapy. In addi-
tion, we did not have any data on the partner and their sexual
status with regard to inherent problems that may have an im-
pact on sexual function. In the POP group we excluded wom-
en with stress urinary incontinence, we did not exclude wom-
en with micturition or urgency symptoms, as these data were
not available. This may be considered a shortcoming; howev-
er, we feel that these symptoms were more likely to be related
to the prolapse. There is also the absence of a control group to
compare the baseline incidence of sexual dysfunction in the
general population comparedwith our study group. It could be
argued that the sexual problems experienced by patients in the
study group may not be linked exclusively to their pelvic floor
problems.

The results of our study enhance the understanding of sex-
ual dysfunction in women with pelvic floor dysfunction. It
also dispels several myths related to these conditions, includ-
ing the fact that POP per se results in a greater impact of
various aspects of sexual function compared with SUI. This
does not appear to be the case. Our study allows better
counselling of women deciding to proceed with surgery for
these conditions and allows us to give them more realistic
expectations of what symptoms are related to individual pelvic
floor problems. The role of conservative treatments such as
pelvic floor muscle training cannot be underestimated [17].
We have previously reported on the impact of the surgical
treatment of POP [18, 19] and SUI [20, 21] on sexual function
and the results are very reassuring and similar to those report-
ed by other authors [22]. This study also emphasises the need
for healthcare professionals to assess sexual health in women
with bothersome POP and SUI. It has been demonstrated that
there is definite scope for improvement in this regard [23].
Irrespective of age, patients are bothered to varying degrees
by the impact of these conditions on their sexual function.

Sexual dysfunction is very complex and the impact of pel-
vic floor problems is unlikely to be a linear effect. The history
of progression of sexual dysfunction in these women needs to
be further explored, taking into account all the variables that
might affect sexual function. Larger well-designed studies
looking at demographic and childbirth data in addition to hor-
mone status are required to understand the pathophysiology of
sexual dysfunction in women with pelvic floor disorders and
to identify preventative and therapeutic strategies.

Acknowledgements We would like to thank Dr K. Strelley for helping
with data collection for this study.

Compliance with ethical standards

Conflicts of interest None.

Ethical/institutional review board approval Not applicable. The
study was conducted as a service evaluation project.

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons At t r ibut ion 4 .0 In te rna t ional License (h t tp : / /
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use,
distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appro-
priate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made.

References

1. Rohr G, Stovring H, Christensen K, Gaist D, Nybo H, Kragstrup J
(2005) Characteristics of middle-aged and elderly women with uri-
nary incontinence. Scand J Prim Health Care 23(4):203–208

2. Samuelsson EC, Victor FT, Tibblin G, Svardsudd KF (1999) Signs
of genital prolapse in a Swedish population of women 20 to 59
years of age and possible related factors. Am J Obstet Gynecol
180(2 Pt 1):299–305

3. Roos AM, Sultan AH, Thakar R (2012) Sexual problems in the
gynecology clinic: are we making a mountain out of a molehill?
Int Urogynecol J 23(2):145–152

4. Pauls RN, SilvaWA, Rooney CM et al (2007) Sexual function after
vaginal surgery for pelvic organ prolapse and urinary incontinence.
Am J Obstet Gynecol 197(6):622–627

5. Celik DB, Kizilkaya BN, Yalcin O (2014) Sexual function in wom-
en after urinary incontinence and/or pelvic organ prolapse surgery. J
Clin Nurs 23(17–18):2637–2648

6. Lukacz ES, Whitcomb EL, Lawrence JM, Nager CW, Contreras R,
Luber KM (2007) Are sexual activity and satisfaction affected by
pelvic floor disorders? Analysis of a community-based survey. Am
J Obstet Gynecol 197(1):88.e1–88.e6

7. Weber AM,Walters MD, Schover LR,MitchinsonA (1995) Sexual
function in women with uterovaginal prolapse and urinary inconti-
nence. Obstet Gynecol 85(4):483–487

8. Barber MD, Visco AG, Wyman JF, Fantl JA, Bump RC (2002)
Sexual function in women with urinary incontinence and pelvic
organ prolapse. Obstet Gynecol 99(2):281–289

9. Handa VL, Cundiff G, Chang HH, Helzlsouer KJ (2008) Female
sexual function and pelvic floor disorders. Obstet Gynecol 111(5):
1045–1052

10. Handa VL, Harvey L, Cundiff GW, Siddique SA, Kjerulff KH
(2004) Sexual function among women with urinary incontinence
and pelvic organ prolapse. Am J Obstet Gynecol 191(3):751–756

11. Radley SC, Jones GL, Tanguy EA, Stevens VG, Nelson C, Mathers
NJ (2006) Computer interviewing in urogynaecology: concept, de-
velopment and psychometric testing of an electronic pelvic floor
assessment questionnaire in primary and secondary care. BJOG
113(2):231–238

12. Roos AM, Thakar R, Sultan AH, Burger CW, Paulus AT (2014)
Pelvic floor dysfunction: women’s sexual concerns unraveled. J Sex
Med 11(3):743–752

13. Kammerer-Doak D (2009) Assessment of sexual function in wom-
en with pelvic floor dysfunction. Int Urogynecol J Pelvic Floor
Dysfunct 20 [Suppl 1]:S45–S50

610 Int Urogynecol J (2016) 27:607–611



14. Rogers RG (2013) Sexual function in women with pelvic floor
disorders. Can Urol Assoc J 7(9–10 [Suppl 4]):S199–S201

15. Ozel B, White T, Urwitz-Lane R, Minaglia S (2006) The impact of
pelvic organ prolapse on sexual function in women with urinary
incontinence. Int Urogynecol J Pelvic Floor Dysfunct 17(1):14–17

16. Ellerkmann RM, Cundiff GW, Melick CF, Nihira MA, Leffler K,
Bent AE (2001) Correlation of symptomswith location and severity
of pelvic organ prolapse. Am J Obstet Gynecol 185(6):1332–1337

17. Braekken IH, Majida M, Ellstrom EM, Bo K (2015) Can pelvic
floor muscle training improve sexual function inwomenwith pelvic
organ prolapse? A randomized controlled trial. J Sex Med 12(2):
470–480

18. Jha S, Gray T (2015) A systematic review and meta-analysis of the
impact of native tissue repair for pelvic organ prolapse on sexual
function. Int Urogynecol J 26(3):321–327

19. Dua A, Jha S, Farkas A, Radley S (2012) The effect of prolapse
repair on sexual function in women. J Sex Med 9(5):1459–1465

20. Jha S, Ammenbal M, Metwally M (2012) Impact of incontinence
surgery on sexual function: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
J Sex Med 9(1):34–43

21. Jha S, Radley S, Farkas A, Jones G (2009) The impact of TVT
on sexual function. Int Urogynecol J Pelvic Floor Dysfunct
20(2):165–169

22. Ulrich D, Dwyer P, Rosamilia A, Lim Y, Lee J (2015) The effect of
vaginal pelvic organ prolapse surgery on sexual function.
Neurourol Urodyn 34(4):316–321

23. Roos AM, Thakar R, Sultan AH, Scheer I (2009) Female sexual
dysfunction: are urogynecologists ready for it? Int Urogynecol J
Pelvic Floor Dysfunct 20(1):89–101

Int Urogynecol J (2016) 27:607–611 611


	Prolapse or incontinence: what affects sexual function the most?
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results
	Discussion
	References


