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ABSTRACT KEY

1!~~
Vtalics:

<B>words here</B>
<I>words here</I>

nderline: <U>words here</U>
UperSCflpt: <SUP>words here<!SUP>

.lSubscriot: ::SUB~words here</SUB>"

Examples: <I>in vitro</I>;<B>Methods</B>; The <SUB>c</SUB>GMP.
specific. ZSC<SUP> TM</SUP> .etc.

For Greek Letters

For any Greek letter, simply write the name of the symbol in brackets.

For Tables & Graphs
The abstract box to the left is a text box, therefore, the formatting for tables or
graphs may be lost in the translation. If your abstract contains tables, graphs
or any information that needs to be presented with specific formatting, please
submit your research on an original abstract form. Abstract forms can be
requested from the ~ "~Office.

If you have ANY questions regarding submission of an abstract, please do not
hesitate to contact the ASA Office by email at ;;;;:;~_::;-,:;-.-;:;;,;,; ;;~:;-c-c, by phone
at (925) 472-5910.

~ ONG TERM EFFICACY AND COMPLIANCE OF INTRACORPOREAL (IC) *
ENILE INJECTIONS IN PATIENTS WITH ERECTILE DYSFUNCTION (ED) *i

FOLLOWING RADICAL PROSTATECTOMY (RP). )~
[;" Raina*, M.M. Lakin*, R.A. Saleh*, A. Agarwal, C.D. Zippe Ef~

[The objective of this study was to determine the efficacy, JiiW

Ifrequency and long term compliance of IC penile injection $~~. n patie~ts wi th ~D following RP.. The ~nternational Ind6x ~,

of Erect11e Funct1on (IIEF) quest1onna1re and a follow-up \~
. . . ... '*"rof1le sheet were sent to 75 pat1ents us1ng IC 1n)ect10n ~~f~

~
Itherapy fo: treatment of ED following ~. The Responses to I
lIEF quest~ons 3 (frequency of penetrat10n), 4 for *~
I~maintenance of erection) and 7 (sexual satisfaction) were I
Iscored from 0 (no intercourse) to ~ (always). The efficacy i
score (ES) was calculated by totalkng responses to all 4~;j
three questions (0 e no intercourse, 1-5 e poor, 6-10 e l~;~1
~oderate, 11-15 = good). The mean age of patients was 61 ;;.~

~ears. Prostaglandin E1 (PGE1)was used in 61% and Timex ~
[solution (PGE1, papavarine, phentolamine) in remaining 39%. 1r~~

The mean preoperative values for questions 3, 4 and 7 were ilf~

1..8, 4.8, and 4.8 respectively and the mean ES was 14.4. t~
[Following surgery (with a.minimum follow up of 12 months), I
the mean scores for quest1ons 3, 4 and 7 decreased to 1.4, :tr~

.3, and 1.4, with an ES of 4.2. These scores increased it~1
~ VI ~ -"..-vvi.."1:'011 .. .. .. 0"'."" v.vbJ .:.v"'.V' J .


