Table 2: Logistic regression analysis of the likelihood of failure in sling surgery.
	Covariate
	N
	Odds Ratio
	95% Confidence Interval
	P Value

	Age
> 50
	48
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	< 50
	103
	0.887
	(0.196 – 4.022)
	0.877

	BMI
> 30
	104
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	< 30
	47
	2.513
	(0.572 – 11.038)
	0.222

	Parity
> 3
	126
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	< 3
	25
	0.588
	(0.071 – 4.863)
	0.622

	PPS
No
	99
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	Yes
	52
	7.847
	(1.642 – 37.504)
	< 0.05

	ALPP
< 60
	32
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	90 – 60
	80
	0.168
	(0.036 – 0.789)
	< 0.05

	> 90
	39
	0.041
	(0.002 – 0.879)
	< 0.05

	Pre-Cap
Low
	27
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	Normal
	124
	0.035
	(0.007 – 0.172)
	< 0.001

	UC
No
	136
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	Yes
	15
	0.905
	(0.135 – 6.073)
	0.918

	CRPOP
Yes
	76
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	No
	75
	0.458
	(0.112 – 1.867)
	0.276

	Type of Sling
TOT
	43
	(Ref)
	(Ref)
	(Ref)

	TVT
	55
	0.226
	(0.048 – 1.061)
	0.059

	PVS
	53
	0.045
	(0.004 – 0.464)
	< 0.01



BMI= Body mass index; PPS= previous pelvic surgery more than 6 months ago; ALPP= Abdominal leak point pressure; Pre- Cap= Pre-operative maximum bladder capacity; UC= Uninhibited contractions; CRPOP= Concomitant repair of Pelvic organ prolapse; TVT= Tension-free vaginal tape; TOT= Transobturator tape; PVS= Pubovaginal sling.
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