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Abstract
Background: Publication of abstracts at congresses represents an 
important contribution to the dissemination of scientific knowledge and 
new studies. 

Objectives:  Determination of the publication rates about functional 
urology at the EAU and ICS congress. 

Design, Setting and participants:  Between 2015 and 2019, all abstracts 
on functional urology presented at the EAU and ICS congress were 
examined. The discrepancy between the congress abstracts conclusion and 
the published abstracts conclusion was compared using a specially created 
discrepancy score. We determined the publication rates, and the journal 
impact factors.

Results:  546 abstracts on functional urology were presented at the EAU 
congress. Of these, 288 were published in a journal. It corresponds to a 
publication rate of 53%. At the ICS congress, 722 abstracts on functional 
urology were presented and 411 of them were published in a journal, so we 
determined a publication rate of 57%.

Conclusion:  We recorded a high acceptance rate and distribution of these 
abstracts. More than 50% of the abstracts on functional urology at both 
congresses were published in a journal.

Introduction
At the annual congresses of the European Association of Urology (EAU) 

and the International Continence Society (ICS) many clinicians and scientists 
present their recent research work. Before an abstract is published in a 
journal, it is preferred to present it at scientific meetings [1]. The quality and 
value of these annual scientific meetings can be measured by the publication 
rates of abstract presentations [2]. The aim of the present study was to find 
out what proportion of all abstracts on functional urology published at the 
EAU and ICS were published as full papers. In addition, we analyzed the 
differences between functional urology related abstracts presented EAU and 
ICS. Moreover, by using a self-designed discrepancy score we intended to 
find out whether the actual concluding messages of presented abstracts would 
differ from the final publication.   

Material and Methods
All abstracts published between 2015 and 2019 at the EAU and the ICS 

congress were selected  according to the following functional urology keywords 
and included in the statistics: Benigne Prostate Hyperplasie (BPH); Bladder 
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Outlet Obstruction (BOO); Bladder Pain Syndrome (BPS); 
Chronic Pelvic Pain Syndrome (CPPS); Erectile Dysfunction 
(ED); Interstitial Cystitis (IC); Lower Urinary Tracts 
Symptoms (LUTS); Nocturia; Stress Urinary Incontinence 
(SUI); Underactive/Overactive Bladder Syndrome (U/OAB).
For our analysis, the abstracts were taken from the respective 
issues of the ICS website and for the EAU Congress from the 
European Journal of Urology Supplements. A PubMed search 
was carried out to find out if these abstracts were published 
in a scientific journal. Only abstracts with the same or very 
similar title and at least one identical author between the 
congress abstracts and the paper published in a journal, were 
included in the statistics. A discrepancy score of 0-3 was also 
created, which shows the deviation between the abstract and 
the publication in a journal [9]. The discrepancy score was 
divided into grades 0-3.

Results
Between 2015 and 2019, a total of 6759 abstracts were 

presented at the EAU Congress, 546 of these abstracts were 
functional urology related. Of these 546 abstracts, 288 were 
published in a journal in the subsequent years. At the ICS 
meetings of 2015 to 2019, a total of 3246 abstracts were 
presented, 722 of these abstracts were functional urology 
related. Of these 722 abstracts, 411 abstracts were published 
in a scientific journal. Of all abstracts with the subject of 
functional urology presented at the EAU congresses, 75% 
were published in 2015, 56% in 2016 and 64% in 2017. 
Moreover, in 2018, 44%, and in 2019 43% were published. 
On the other hand, of the functional urology related abstracts 
presented at the ICS 62% were published as full paper in 
2015, 54% in the following year 2016, 57% in 2017 and 
54% in 2018. In 2019 57% of the abstracts were published 

as full paper. In summary, for the years 2015-2019, an 
average of 53% of the EAU functional urology abstracts 
were published. For the same period, 57% of the functional 
urology abstracts presented at the ICS were published. More 
detailed publication data of each year and each of the two 
congresses is presented in table 2.

More than 80% of the abstracts were published in the 
same year or only after the respective congresses. 

In total, there were 54 (17,7%) abstracts that had been 
published as full paper before the EAU congress in the years 
2015 – 2019. A total of 234 (82,3%) were published in the 
same year or later (Figure 1A). For the ICS, between 2015 
and 2019, 50 (13,8%) abstracts were published before the 
ICS congress and 361 (86,2) abstracts at the same year or 
later (Figure 1B).

Figure 2 presented shows the distribution of topic 
frequency occurring in the abstracts that were published. 
The graphics show that at both congresses for the functional 
urology, three major subjects dominate. Figure 2A shows 
that the 288 published abstracts of the EAU congress 59 
abstracts included the topic of urinary incontinence, 61 the 
topic of under/overactive bladder and 87 the topic of LUTS. 
Figure 2B shows that of the 411 published abstracts of the 
ICS congress 141 included the topic of urinary incontinence, 
120 the topic of under/overactive bladder and 77 abstracts the 
topic of LUTS

Detailed Data about the discrepancy score of EAU and ICS 
abstracts is presented in table 3. The discrepancy score shows 
that most of the published abstracts correspond in content to 
the original abstracts that were presented at the respective 
congresses, in particular the results and conclusions were 
identical.

Grades Definition
0 Exactly the same data and conclusion OR one different data point, but same content and conclusion

1 Two or more changed data points but same content, same conclusion OR same data points and one further content, but 
same conclusion

2 Data similar, maximum one further content, adapted conclusion

3 Further investigation based on the abstracts research, more data, more content, same or different conclusion

Table 1: Definition of the discrepancy grades.

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 Total

EAU ICS EAU ICS EAU ICS EAU ICS EAU ICS EAU ICS

Total nr of abstracts 1174 528 1146 582 1263 749 1445 666 1731 721 6759 3246

Functional urology related bstracts 88 142 100 150 113 159 117 136 128 135 546 722
Nr of abstracts published at 
Pubmed 61 88 56 81 64 90 51 73 56 79 288 411

% of published papers 75% 62% 56% 54% 67% 57% 44% 54% 43% 59% 53% 57%

Table 2: Detailed publication data of the functional urology related abstracts od the EAU and ICS congresses between 2015 and 2019.

More than 80% of the abstracts were published in the same year or only after the respective congresses. 



Kozan S et al., J Women’s Health Dev 2022
DOI:10.26502/fjwhd.2644-28840100

Citation: Sümeyye Kozan*, Aida Javan-Balegh-Marand, Jasmin Ataei, Laila Najjari, Mohammad Sajjad Rahnama’i. The Scientific Impact of 
Abstracts on Functional Urology – an Evaluation of the European Association of Urology (EAU) and International Continence Society 
(ICS) congresses of 2015 until 2019. Journal of Women’s Health and Development 5 (2022): 282-286.

Volume 5 • Issue 4 284 

The average discrepancy score of the published ICS 
abstracts was constant at 0.5, compared to the score of the 
published abstracts from the EAU congresses, which was 
higher at 0.6 which is shown in Figure 3.

The abstracts of the EAU - congress were published in 
a total of 74 different journals.For the ICS – congress, the 
abstracts were published in 82 different journals. Table 4 
shows the journals that most frequently published abstracts 
from the congress.

The Impact Factor (IF) can be perceived as a fortifying 
measure of journal quality, its papers, and corresponding 
authors. Researchers consider IFs when choosing their 
publication outlets, journal editors formulate policies 
explicitly designed to improve their IFs, and publishers 

Figure 1A: Abstract publication from ICS.

Figure 1B: Abstract publication from EAU.

Figure 2A: Topic frequency on ICS Abstracts.

Figure 2B: Topic frequency on EAU Abstract.

Figure 3: Mean discrepancy score over the years
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advertise their IFs on their websites to further magnify this 
proxy measure of quality [2]. The average IF of papers 
published from the 2015-2019 EAU abstracts was 3.8. The 
IF for papers published from the ICS Congress abstracts 
was 3,4 (Figure 4).  Furthermore, the publication rate of the 
EAU Congress decreased over the years compared to the 
publication rate of the ICS Congress, remained relatively 
constant (Figure 5).

Discussion
In our study we analysed data of a total of 1268 abstracts 

that were related to functional urology subjects and were 
presented between 2015 and 2019 at the ICS and EAU 
meetings. These abstracts can be divided to 722 abstracts 
on functional urology that were presented at the ICS and 
546 abstracts on functional urology that were presented 
at the EAU meeting. Between 2015 and 2019, we found a 
publication rate of 53% for the abstracts presented at the 
EAU congresses and 57% for the abstracts presented at 
the ICS congresses. Compared to other urological events, 
this publication rate is higher. For example, in comparison 
to the urological Brazilian meeting in 2003, that had a 
reported publication rate of 39% [3]. Or in comparison to 
the annual meetings of the American Urology Association 

0 1 2 3

EAU  ICS  EAU  ICS  EAU   ICS  EAU   ICS

2015 25 43 17 14 9 13 10 18

2016 21 36 19 16 9 14 7 15

2017 20 44 17 22 14 14 13 10

2018 20 37 10 17 13 9 8 10

2019 22 41 10 11 14 12 10 15

   Total (%)     37,5%     48,9%     25,3%     19,5%     20,5%     15,1%     16,7%     16,5%

Table 3: Discrepancy score of each year.

Figure 4: Mean IF over the years.

Figure 5: Publication rate over the years.

Journal titel Abstracts 
published %

EAU ICS EAU ICS

Neurourology/Urodynamics 41 90 14% 22%

International Urogynecol Journal 13 30 5% 7%

International Journal of Urology 9 30 3% 7%

Journal of Urology 15 27 5% 7%

LUTS 9 15 3% 4%

Urology 14 13 5% 3%

World Journal of Urology 10 8 3% 2%

European Urology 11 7 4% 2%

Other Journals 166 191 58% 46%

Total 288 411   

Table 4: Journals, that published abstracts from the congresses.
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(AUA) between 1998-2000, were a publication rate of 37,8% 
was reported [5]. Moreover, a publication rate 0f 29,8% 
was reported for New Zealand Annual Scientific Meeting 
(USANZ) [6]. There have been some previous reports on the 
EAU abstract that have analysed the general publication rates 
for all the abstracts presented at the EAU congress. Autorino 
et al. reported a publication rate of 47,3% at the EAU for 
the meetings of 2000- 2007 [7]. In addition, similar results 
were reported for the AUA meeting were a publication rate 
over 55% was shown [8]. More recently, the study of Ataei 
et al from 2021, showed a publication rate of 57% of prostate 
carcinoma related abstract presented at the EAU congress 
from 2015-2018 [9]. In a meta- analysis by Scherer et al. 
[10], the authors examined characteristics of the abstracts that 
submitted to scientific congresses and later published in full-
text-publications. Accordingly, presentations that produced 
statistically significant results had a higher chance of being 
converted of full-text publication [4]. A unique aspect of our 
study is that we created and analysed a discrepancy score. 
This scoring system was designed to assess how different the 
abstracts conclusions are from the final published full paper 
results. We found an average discrepancy score of 0.6 for the 
abstracts of the EAU congress and 0.5 for the abstracts of 
the ICS Congress. “The score was quiet low which reflects 
the accurate reproduction of the abstracts presented at the 
congress”. In other words, based on our results, clinicians can 
rely on the scientific findings of the functional urology related 
abstracts that are presented as an abstract on the congresses 
[9]. The average IF of 3.8 and 3.4 show that the abstracts 
presented at the congresses meet high quality standards. This 
is also a reflection of a high-quality peer reviewed selection 
of the abstracts that are accepted for presentation at both the 
ICS and EAU congresses. Nevertheless, more than 40% of 
the abstracts were not published after their presentation at a 
congress. In other words, these unpublished abstracts never 
underwent a peer review process to validate the quality of 
their findings [11]. Our results show very small differences 
between the ICS and EAU regarding the publication rates 
of the functional urology related abstracts. The publication 
rate has decreased from 2015-2019 at the EAU Congress, 
whereas the publication rate of the ICS Congress has 
remained relatively constant. A limitation of our study is that 
we have only based our findings on PubMed search i. e.; there 
could well be other publications from these abstracts on other 
platforms, which could affect the publication rate. 

Conclusion
Our data shows that the topic of functional urology 

accounts for only a small percentage of all published abstracts 
at the EAU Congress, i.e., 8% of total. Nevertheless, most of 
these abstracts were then published in a journal (53%). This 
is quite like the publication rate of the abstract on prostate 
cancer of 57%. In comparison, at the ICS congresses in the 

same period, a total of 22% of all abstracts contained the topic 
of functional urology, of which 57% were then published in a 
journal. This acceptance rate illustrates the high quality of the 
abstracts. The high IF of 3.8 and 3.4 and the low discrepancy 
score speaks for the high quality of both congresses.

References
1. Arap MA, Reis RB, Torricelli FC, et al. Brazilian abstracts 

presented at the American Urological Association annual 
meetings: contribution, publication rates, and comparison 
with oncology abstracts. Int Braz J Urol 40 (2014): 730-737.

2. Al-Qaoud TM, Yafi FA, Aprikian AG. From podium to 
press: The 10-year publication rate of abstracts presented 
at the annual meetings of the Quebec Urological Association 
(QUA). Can Urol Assoc J 7 (2013): E407-410.

3. Oliveira LR, Figueiredo AA, Choi M, et al. The publication 
rate of abstracts presented at the 2003 urological Brazilian 
meeting. Clinics (Sao Paulo) 64 (2009): 345-349.

4. Kocaaslan R, Kayalı Y, Tok A, et al. Publication rates 
of full-text journal articles converted from abstracts 
presented during the 22(nd) Turkish National Urology 
Congress. Turk J Urol 42 (2016): 16-20.

5. Ng L, Hersey K, Fleshner N. Publication rate of abstracts 
presented at the annual meeting of the American 
Urological Association. BJU Int 94 (2004): 79-81.

6. Yoon PD, Chalasani V, Woo HH. Conversion rates of 
abstracts presented at the Urological Society of Australia 
and New Zealand (USANZ) Annual Scientific Meeting 
into full-text journal articles. BJU Int 110 (2012): 485-489.

7. Autorino R, Quarto G, Di Lorenzo G, et al. Are abstracts 
presented at the EAU meeting followed by publication in 
peer-reviewed journals? A critical analysis. Eur Urol 51 
(2007): 833-840.

8. Hoag CC, Elterman DS, Macneily AE. Abstracts presented 
at the American Urological Association Annual Meeting: 
determinants of subsequent peer reviewed publication. J 
Urol 176 (2006): 2624-9.

9. Ataei J, Bach C, Javan A, et al. The Scientific Value of 
Abstracts on Prostate Cancer Presented at the European 
Association of Urology Congresses. Front Surg 8 (2021): 
683359.

10. Scherer RW, Meerpohl JJ, Pfeifer N, et al. Full publication 
of results initially presented in abstracts. Cochrane 
Database Syst Rev 11 (2018): Mr000005.

11. Amarilyo G, Woo JM, Furst DE, et al. Publication 
outcomes of abstracts presented at an American College 
of Rheumatology/Association of Rheumatology Health 
Professionals annual scientific meeting. Arthritis Care 
Res (Hoboken) 65 (2013): 622-629.


	Title
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Material and Methods 
	Results
	Discussion 
	Conclusion
	Figure 1A
	Figure 1B
	Figure 2A
	Figure 2B
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	Figure 5
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Tabe 3
	Tabe 4
	References 

