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We read the study from Jha and Duckett [1] with interest, and
delight at the increasing activity around shared decision-
making in urogynaecology. We would like to draw the atten-
tion of the authors and readers to the now published validation
study [2] of the original patient decision aid (PDA)—upon
which Jha and Duckett’s version was based. SUI-PDA© itself
had been published online in November 2017 [3].

Although the comparison table in the authors’ version is
comprehensive, it appears somewhat complex. The PDA
would be more patient-friendly when the information provid-
ed is concise, particularly as, before administering the PDA,
the authors had already provided the study participants with
the detailed International Urogynecological Association leaf-
lets. In addition, the table figures on efficacy suggest equiva-
lence of colposuspension and sling procedures. Such a sug-
gestion is at variance with the National Institute for Health and
Care Excellence Guideline 2019, which confirmed the supe-
rior efficacy of the sling procedures.

The July 2018 “mesh pause” appears to have been an un-
expected event during the utility study. The Methods section,
however, suggests that there might have been plans to assess
the impact of such a pause on patient choice. It appears, during
the study, that women had been informed of the withdrawal of
the most common surgical option they choose on the PDA—
the midurethral tape. Such withdrawal had led to a decrease in
choice from 50% to only 5%. Under such unusual circum-
stances, how confident would we be that the study results
accurately reflect the impact of a PDA on patient choice?

As the study did not include a control group or before-and-
after comparisons, the conclusion that the PDA reduces

decisional conflict may not accurately reflect the study design.
We wondered whether the authors’ PDA is available online
for patients and clinicians to consider using, and whether fur-
ther development and/or validation work is planned.
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