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Supplementary file 2: Data collection and variable selection for path analyses. 

 

Data collection 

Baseline scores, demographic characteristics, and information on comorbidities were obtained 

during the pre-anesthesia visit. Variables related to anesthesia and surgery were retrieved from 

the anesthesia protocol, pre- and postoperative laboratory parameters, and uropathological 

features were collected from electronic patient charts. 

 

Variable selection for path analyses 

The path diagram for cognitive failures included “age”, “American Society of Anesthesiologists 

physical status”, “PHQ-9 score”, and “additive therapy” as exogenous variables and “PACU 

delirium” and “CFQ preoperative sum score” as endogenous variables. The path diagram for 

the SF-36 physical component score included “age”, “American Society of Anesthesiologists 

physical status”, “nerve sparing RP” (bilateral, unilateral, none), “type of surgery”, and 

“additive therapy” as exogenous and “PACU delirium” as endogenous variables. The path 

diagram for the SF-36 mental component score included “age”, “American Society of 



Anesthesiologists physical status”, “nerve sparing RP” (bilateral, unilateral, none), “additive 

therapy”, and “PHQ-9 score” as exogenous and “PACU delirium” as endogenous variables.  

Patients who were lost to follow-up at 3 months were omitted from path analyses. Both SF-36 

component scores were transformed prior to analysis because they were left-skewed. The 

following formulas were used for transformation: “63-ln(SF-36 physical)” and “68-ln(SF-36 

physical”. 

 

 


