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The audit report leaves certain questions unanswered- 

1) What is the meaning of ‘good hospital facility’? 
2) Numbers are less to derive a conclusion regarding safety and efficacy of 

hysterectomy.  
3) There is no uniformity of indication for surgery. TLH done for adenomyosis 

cannot be compared to VH done for prolapse. 
4) Variables like BMI, history previous surgery like caesarean section and other 

coexisting morbidities which can have an effect on the outcome of surgery, 
have not been taken into consideration/mentioned. 

5) What was the average duration of surgery in each category? 
6) What were the per-operative findings? – Any adhesions due to 

Endometriosis/PID/previous surgery. 
7) What post-operative care was provided? 
8) When was ambulation allowed? 

 
1. Good hospital facility means availability of modern hospital technology, 
devices, and support system; 
 
2. Statement related to this valuable suggestion is added in conclusion 
section  
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