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ABSTRACT

Background

Hysterectomy remains one of the most common operative procedures for benign uterine
diseases performed in the world. At the Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology of the
Charlotte Maxeke Johannesburg Academic Hospital (CMJAH), the rate of vaginal
hysterectomy (VH) was 9.8% before the initiation of this study, mainly performed for utero-
vaginal prolapse. The main objectives of this investigation was to determine if the use of
formal guidelines for selecting the route of hysterectomy, a surgical tree algorithm, and a
standardised surgical technique would increase the rate of VH and result in an overall decline
in open abdominal hysterectomy (AH). An ancillary to this study would be to define the
safety of the VH as compared to laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH),
regarding outcome, cost, and complications. Finally, this PhD aims to highlight the

favourability and achievability of vaginal hysterectomies, as per international guidelines.
Study Design

This thesis is comprised of seven articles addressing the main objectives of the study. All
women admitted to the Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology at CMJAH between July
2001 and December 2014 for hysterectomy, meeting the guidelines criteria were included.
The residents in training, under the supervision of the primary investigator (PI) or specialists
with large experience in vaginal surgery performed the VVH procedures. The secondary
objectives included a retrospective study addressing the outcome and cost difference between
VH and LAVH over a period of two years (2015-2016) and a prospective randomised control
study from January 2017 to December 2019 comparing VH and LAVH. In addition to the
patient characteristics and surgical approach to hysterectomy, length of hospital stay, intra-

operative and immediate post-operative complications, and cost were recorded and analysed.
Results

The implementation of the teaching programme has seen an increase in the rate of VH from
9.8% to 19.2% by 2008. By the end of this study, the rate increased to 48.4%. This resulted
in an overall decline in open AH from 91.2% to 51.6%. The VH/AH ratio increased from 1/9
at the beginning of the study (July 2001) to 1/1 by its end (December 2014).During the study
period, 1143 vaginal procedures (1017 VHs and 126 LAVHSs) were performed. The results
maintained thereafter with the VH/AH ratio ofl/1 (49.7% VH and 50.3%TAH) by the end of
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December 2019. Regarding cost analysis, LAVH was found to be more costly mainly due to
prolonged operating times and the consumables used. The prospective randomised control
study confirmed that both procedures, VH and LAVH, are safe, share the same benefits, and
demonstrate no major difference in complication rates and blood loss. In all cases, VH was
successfully performed and was less costly. LAVH found to be more expensive mainly to

longer operating time and the use of consumables.
Conclusion

The use of institutional guidelines for determining the hysterectomy route, a surgical tree
algorithm, and a standardised VH technique resulted in an increased number of VHs

performed. This provided an essential opportunity for residents to acquire, improve, and
maintain the skills required to perform VH safely. This information has been deliberately
disseminated through international guidelines by the author, as the lead author with other

collaborators following an exhaustive peer review process.

Vi



THESIS OVERVIEW AND STRUCTURE

The thesis was done through the route of thesis via publication, and comprises of two
parts: (i) an integrating narrative which provides the background, rationale, methodology, and
findings of the research; (ii) the research papers that form part of this PhD. In particular, this
research is made up of seven related studies, five of which address two fundamental,
interlinked problems facing gynaecology today: how to increase the number of hysterectomies
performed vagmnally, and how to improve residents’ training to achieve proficiency. The

integrating narrative is divided into eight chapters:

Chapter one is the background and literature review, and is divided into two sections. The
first section is on the evolution of hysterectomy through history which led to the
aforementioned problems within gynaecology. We consider that a significant cause of this
deficiency in VH proficiency lies in a demonstrable preference amongst practising
gynaecologists for abdominal hysterectomy. This is the focus of the second section of the
literature review, where we explore the global trends regarding hysterectomy and perform
comparisons amongst different routes, emphasising outcomes, complications, blood loss, and
cost amongst the different approaches to hysterectomy. Ethical considerations will be also

discussed.

Chapter two outlines the rationale for the research, and the overall aims and objectives of
this PhD.

Chapter three gives an overview of the methodology used in the seven studies that make up
this PhD, with detailed descriptions of the study setting and a summary of the data collection
and analysis. Further descriptions of the methodology for each study can be found in the

appended Papers 1-7.

Chapter four gives an overview of the results of the thesis

Chapter five provides a synthesis of the key findings from the seven studies and how they

address the research objectives.

Chapter six discusses the key cross-cutting themes that emerged from the synthesis of all the
data from the seven studies. The discussion section also highlights the contribution of the
research on changing the route of hysterectomy towards vaginal hysterectomy nationally and

internationally.
Chapter seven:Conclusion and Chapter eight : Ethics approval
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Synopsis of Research

The literature in Gynaecology for the last 30-40 years highlights the low percentages
of hysterectomies performed vaginally, where there are not obvious contraindications. When
compared to the other routes of hysterectomy, in terms of performance duration and cost and
complication rates, the vaginal route, offers more rapid recovery, return to daily activities, less
complications and is more cost effective. The laparoscopic route of hysterectomy appears,
recently, to be replacing vaginal hysterectomy as the preferred route, a transformation driven
by trade and the ever-expanding fascination with technology. This change in preference has
resulted in a generation of surgeons that lack the skill set necessary to perform basic vaginal
hysterectomy. These surgeons will therefore refrain from performing a routine vaginal

hysterectomy, when it should be the preferred route.

In 2001, the rates of vaginal hysterectomy in our institution were 9, 8%, mainly done
in cases of utero-vaginal prolapse. Challenging the existing contraindications to vaginal
hysterectomy, introducing a teaching academic program, consisting of clinical guidelines for
selecting the patient for vaginal hysterectomy, a surgical tree algorithm in determining the
route of hysterectomy and a standardised surgical technique the number of vaginal
hysterectomies increased to 48, 4% of all hysterectomies performed in our institution by
December 2014,

The newer generation of Gynaecologists appear to ignore existing guidelines and
recommendations for VH and prefer to perform LH or TAH in patients with benign uterine
pathology who can undergo an uncomplicated VH. A lack of surgical experience and
inadequate vaginal hysterectomy training during residency, due in part to lack of standardised
surgical technique, are major causes of this low vaginal hysterectomy rate among qualified
gynaecologists. The vaginal hysterectomy technique was introduced by the unit at the
beginning of the study (2001) and was found to be safe, effective, and easy to teach. It is a
standardised technique which will be compared to the main existing techniques used today. In
teaching the registrars in training the vaginal hysterectomy technique, we believe that a new
generation of vaginal surgeons will emerge, able to perform a vaginal hysterectomy in cases

otherwise planned for abdominal or laparoscopic hysterectomy.
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This thesis will seek the following:

1. To explore the impact of a 14 years registrar training program in vaginal/laparoscopic
hysterectomy on the total number of hysterectomies performed ina tertiary institution
in South Africa

2. Additionally, an audit will be conducted on hospital costas well as on the surgical
outcomes of vaginal hysterectomy, in comparison with laparoscopic assisted vaginal
hysterectomy. This, as a comparison, will give some indication of the cost of TLH
ascompared to VH.

3. Finally, a prospective randomised control trial will be performed, in order to compare
the outcome of laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy to vaginal hysterectomy in
the absence of uterine prolapse.

4.  Additionally, as complementary part of this thesis a survey about the preferred and
actual methods of hysterectomy or current practices among members of the South
African Society of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists will be done
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bythe journal “The impact of LAVH on the total number of vaginal hysterectomies
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performed in a tertiary institution in South Africa — 10 years analysis . PDF
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

VH
LAVH
TLH
S-TLH
LH
CMJAH
MIH
TAH
S-TAH
AH
MFU
CPP
MEN
PMB
HGSIL

Vaginal hysterectomy

Laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy
Total laparoscopic hysterectomy

Sub-total laparoscopic hysterectomy
Laparoscopic hysterectomy

Charlotte Maxeke Johannesburg Academic Hospital
Minimally invasive hysterectomy

Total abdominal hysterectomy

Sub-total abdominal hysterectomy
Abdominal hysterectomy

Multifibroid uterus

Chronic pelvic pain

Menorrhagia

Post-menopausal bleeding

High grade squamous epithelial lesions
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CHAPTER 1: BACKGROUND AND LITERATURE REVIEW

1.1.  Hysterectomy: background and literature review

This section will discuss the evolution of hysterectomy through the history, the rate of
the different routes of hysterectomy across developed and developing countries. The benefits,
operation times, complications, differences in blood loss amongst the different routes of

hysterectomy as well as the cost involve.

1.1.1. Hysterectomy throughout history

Hysterectomy dates back to ancient times. Vaginal hysterectomy (VH) was performed
by Themison of Athens in 50BC[1]and by Soranus of Ephesus in 120 years AD, by removing
an inverted uterus that had become gangrenous[1]. This was also mentioned in
Alshahavarious’ writings of 11" century: “if uterus has prolapsed externally and could not be
reinserted, it should be surgically excised”[2]. These hysterectomies were carried out
sporadically and only for the reason of uterine prolapse or uterine inversion. However, the
bladder and the ureter were often injured and the patient rarely survived.

VH was found in the descriptions of Berengario de Capri of Bologna in the Middle Ages
(1470-1550) [3] and the first planned VVH was performed by Conrad Langenbeck of
Gottingen in 1813. His patient made an uneventful recovery and lived for 26 years after the
VH [4]. The first recorded subtotal hysterectomy was performed by Charles Clay in 1843, in
Manchester, England [1].

One of the strongest proponents of VH was Noble Sproat Heaney, of Chicago who in
1934 reported a series of 627 VVH for benign pelvic disease resulting in death in only three
cases [3]. During this period, the first part of the 201" century the VH had fallen out
of favour as the general surgeons, not being familiar with the vaginal surgery favoured the
abdominal route. The first total abdominal hysterectomy (TAH) was performed by
Richardson i 1929 in the United States of America (USA) [1]. Despite Richardson’s
recommendations, subtotal hysterectomy remained the preferred surgical technique until the
late 1940’s. Subtotal or supracervical hysterectomies were preferred due to theoretically
reduced risk of bladder and ureter injury, aswell as avoiding opening the vagina, the risk of
contamination with vaginal flora was eliminated. The advent of antibiotics, blood transfusion,

modern anaesthesia and the recognition that cancer occasionally developed in the cervical



stump, encouraged the surgeons to carry out TAH. For the next 50 years or so no further
conceptual advances in the technique was introduced until the advent of endoscopic surgery.
During this period the technique of TAH has improved. The introduction of Pfannenstiel
incision with cosmetic results and safety led to the explosive increase of the number of TAH
seen today.

The introduction of laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH) in 1984 by
Kurt Semm [5,6] and the total laparoscopic hysterectomy (TLH) in 1989 by Reich in
1989(7,8] revolutionised the surgical approach to hysterectomies. Both above authors
intention was to decrease the number of hysterectomies performed abdominally and not to
replace the VH seen today. We should not forget that these conceptual advancements
necessitating new skills and equipment represent a new technique for an old procedure- the
VH.

With the introduction of laparoscopic hysterectomy (LH) in the last part of the
20thcentury, the concept of minimally invasive hysterectomy (MIH) emerged. The question is
why VH, a long-standing procedure dating back to Themison in 50BC[1], meeting all the
parameters of MIH (namely avoidance of large painful abdominal scars, less need for
analgesia, rapid recovery and return to daily activities among other benefits) does not hold
preferential place amongst surgeons with the TAH/LAVH/TLH routes being the first choice?
Another problem that needs to be addressed is why the reimbursement for hysterectomy by
medical aids and government budgets is more for TAH/LAVH/TLH and recently robotic

hysterectomy (RH), than VVH for patients with similar indications and uterine weight?

VH for non-prolapsed uterus is the treatment of choice for many gynaecological
patients in whom hysterectomy is indicated. It may be safely executed, and thus, should be
offered to a large group of appropriately selected women, who today are operated in the main
by the abdominal or laparoscopic approach. All efforts should be directed towards teaching
the technique of VH during residency. It is demonstrated in literature that TAH/LAVH/TLH

are more costly than VH, 12.13.67.69.8082,115,120

1.1.2. Introduction

Hysterectomy remains one of the most common operative procedures for benign
uterine diseases performed in the world [9,10]. Yet the route of hysterectomy for benign
uterine conditions continues to attract controversy and debate. It can be performed

abdominally, vaginally, or laparoscopically, with or without robotic assistance. The



advantages provided by VH, or LH, either TLH or LAVH, over abdominal hysterectomy
(AH) include less postoperative pain, less need of analgesia, shorter hospital stay, and more
rapid recovery and return to daily activities[11-15]. Additionally, there are fewer intra-
operative and postoperative complications reported with vaginal hysterectomy as compared
with AH or LH [16-18]. However, AH for benign uterine conditions remains the chosen route
world-wide. This preference is largely due to a lack of experience in VH, resulting in
surgeons’ reluctance to perform VH, especially in patients without uterine prolapse, with
uterine fibroids, previous caesarean sections, previous laparotomies, as well as in nulliparous
women. Correctly challenging these contraindications may lay the foundation for
implementing different approaches towards an increased number of VHs [19-25].

Ethnicity has been suggested to be a contributing factor to consider, when attempting to
explain the lower rate of VH in South Africa. In an epidemiological study performed in the
USA, the authors found that 75% of the indications for hysterectomy performed among
African-Americans were for uterine fibroids, which were not suitable for vaginal
hysterectomy [26].

It is estimated that approximately 20% of women living in England and Wales will
have undergone a hysterectomy before the age of 55 [25, 26]. Most surgeons perform up to
80% of procedures via the abdominal route [26,27]. The reason for this can partly be
explained by personal preference but is often due to a lack of training and experience in
vaginal or laparoscopic procedures. This results in surgeons’ reluctance to perform VH,
particularly in nulliparous women, in the presence of uterine enlargement, and in women with
previous pelvic surgery or caesarean section. When compared to other routes of
hysterectomy, in terms of operating time, cost and complication rates, the vaginal route offers
better results, rapid recovery and return to daily activities. For this reason, the above patient
factors should not be considered as contra-indications to performing VH [16-18, 28, 29].
The incidence and prevalence of hysterectomies varies amongst countries. In the USA,
almost 600000 hysterectomies are performed yearly for benign disease. In 2007, Wu et al.
reported on hysterectomy rates in the USA for the year 2003, and found that the abdominal
route was the most common (66.1%), followed by vaginal (21.8%) and laparoscopic routes
(11.8%)[30].

Hysterectomy remains one of the most frequently performed of all surgical
operations, with approximately 100 000 hysterectomies performed per annum in the UK
[31],60 000 in France[32], 30 000 in Australia[33], and 5 000 in Denmark[34].



There are, however, marked differences in the prevalence of hysterectomies between
countries, from a high of 5.4 per 1000 women in the USA[35], through intermediate levels
such as Italy 3.7/1000[36] to a low of 1.8/1000 in Denmark[34,39]. Despite the introduction
of alternative therapies such as endometrial ablation procedures and the levonorgestrel
intrauterine system (Mirena) for managing menorrhagia, there has been little recent change in
these rates in most countries. For example, in the USA, the annual hysterectomy rate
remained essentially unchanged at 5.4 per 1000 women between 1990 and 1997[35] to 5.1
per 1000 women in 2004[37, 40]. This contrasts to Denmark where the lifetime prevalence of
hysterectomy is very low at 1.8 per 1000 women[34].The advent of endometrial ablation
procedures and the introduction of levonorgestrel-containing intrauterine system (Mirena) for
managing menorrhagia may explain the low prevalence of hysterectomy in Denmark and in
other Scandinavian countries, as well as recently in the UK [38]. When data of
hysterectomies performed in the UK were evaluated, the decline in the numbers of
hysterectomies performed from 1990 to early 2000 was confirmed, and was regarded as a
consequence of the introduction of the alternative methods to hysterectomy mentioned above.
However, from 2001 to 2012, the rates of hysterectomy showed a plateau, suggesting that the
alternatives to hysterectomy have had their maximal impact on reducing hysterectomy rates
[40]. Presumably, there is a point beyond which alternative therapies simply become
ineffectual and hysterectomy becomes the only viable option. A decade-long collection of
data from the UK demonstrated the same trend of abdominal hysterectomies being five to six
times more common than vaginal hysterectomy [41].

However, hysterectomy rates in a poorly resourced setting were found to be lower. An
epidemiology study performed by Liu F etal. found that the prevalence of hysterectomy in a
rural Anyang region in China was 3.31 per 1000 women [42]. The majority of hysterectomies
were performed abdominally (84%). However, national data regarding the indication and the
surgical approaches for hysterectomy are lacking. An analysis from 4653 cases of
hysterectomy performed in the Tongi hospital, China, also revealed that 84% of the
hysterectomies were performed abdominally, while 16% were performed vaginally or
laparoscopically[43].

Lower rates of hysterectomy have been reported in India, which have been estimated
to be between 4 and 6 per 1000 women [44]. The types of hysterectomy reported in a
teaching institution in Southern India in 2014 were 75.5% abdominally, followed by 17.8%

and 6.6% for the vaginal and laparoscopic routes, respectively [45]. Surprisingly, similar



rates were observed in Canada with 70.2% of hysterectomies performed abdominally, 14%
vaginally, and 5.9% laparoscopically) [46].

In Brazil, a retrospective cohort study was carried out from January 2010 to
December 2014 analysing all hysterectomies performed, the most commonly used technique
was TAH (88%), followed by VH (12%), and LH (0.35%). In this study, the introduction of
LH was found to be responsible for the decrease in VH when compared to the previous years,

with no effect on the rates of hysterectomies performed abdominally [47].

Variations regarding the type of hysterectomy preferred were found not only between
countries, but also between cities, regions, and even hospitals within the same region. As
such, difficulty is often experienced when attempting to gauge the preferred route employed
by an individual country [48]. To engage with this problem, an audit evaluating the route of
hysterectomy chosen to treat women suffering from abnormal uterine bleeding and/or
leiomyoma in all Norwegian hospitals was performed. Significant variations in the
percentage of abdominal hysterectomies carried out within hospitals were found [49].
Furthermore, a reduction of the overall percentage of abdominal hysterectomies performed
was reported, from 75% in 2003 to 62% in 2006 [49].

In general, hospitals with low patient volumes tend to perform more abdominal
hysterectomies compared to larger hospitals. In some small hospitals, the percentage of
hysterectomies performed via the abdominal route was 100%, whereas in the larger hospitals,
this percentage fell to 20%[49].This implies that techniques for minimally invasive
hysterectomy (VH and LH) have not yet been adopted by most gynaecologists in smaller
departments, in spite of the well-recognised advantages they present.. A comparison of the

different types of hysterectomy performed worldwide is shown in Table 1.

Despite the benefits offered by VH, globally70- 80% of hysterectomies have been
shown to be carried out via the abdominal approach, according to all large-scale surveys,
except when treating utero-vaginal prolapse, for which the vaginal route is generally
preferred. This latter indication accounts for about 10% of all hysterectomies conducted
worldwide [50]. The rate of LH has been shown to be increasing, without a significant
reduction in AHs. This increase in LH has thus been incurred at the expense of VH while,

ideally, it is the VVH rate that should increase at the expense of both, LH and the AH rate.



Table 1: International comparison of methods of hysterectomy.

Country % TAH % VH % LH
UK 64 30 3
USA 63 29 11
Denmark 80 14 6
Finland 58 18 24
Canada 78 14 59
China 84 16

India 75.5 17.8 6.6
Brazil 88 12 0.35

This decrease in the rate of VH is demonstrated clearly in Australia, where the rates of
VH have dropped by 53% between 2001 and 2015 in younger patients and 29% in the older
age group [51]. Nigeria demonstrated a further decrease in VH, where the vaginal route was
utilised in approximately 12% of hysterectomies performed in a teaching university hospital
[52]. In Norway, the preferred route of hysterectomy has changed in favour of LH, where the
number of VHs have decreased to below 10%, mainly performed for utero-vaginal prolapse
[53]. Itis a common perception that the decreasing VH rate, which came about as a
consequence of the dependence on LH, may be at least partially attributed to the impact of
the industry that manufactures and promotes the laparoscopic equipment. The introduction of
robotics has changed the rates in favour of RH, with a further decline not only in VVH but also

in conventional LH [54].

Most hysterectomies are performed for benign indications such as symptomatic
uterine fibroids, abnormal uterine bleeding, endometriosis and uterine prolapse. In the
majority of series from around the world, the most common indication for hysterectomy,
accounting for about 40% of all hysterectomies, is uterine fibroids [26]. In a study in a
tertiary institution in South Africa, uterine fibroids were by far the main indication for

hysterectomy [55].

In a study described here we demonstrated that by performing laparoscopies in
patients who were considered unsuitable for VVH by consultants from other units, meeting the

inclusion criteria set by the unit, confidence was gained in pre-operative assessment and more



patients were able to undergo uncomplicated VHs. Adherence to this approach, led to an
increase in number of VHs from 9,8% at the beginning of the study(2001) to 19,2% by its
end (2003). LAVH can be a vehicle to extend the perspective of the vaginal surgeon, thereby
increasing their skill in vaginal surgery and particularly their skill in assessment of vaginal

operability. The results of this study have been already published (see article 1).

The newer generation of gynaecologists appear to ignore existing guidelines and
recommendations and prefer to perform LH or TAH in patients with benign uterine pathology
who can undergo an uncomplicated VH. LH hysterectomy itself is a costly procedure that
requires a very skilled surgeon, however LH has three main divisions, depending on the
amount of laparoscopic contribution toward VH: LAVH, LH and TLH (see Table2).

Table 2: A brief explanation of the various modes of hysterectomy, LH has three main

divisions

1 Laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH), in which a VH is assisted by
laparoscopy. The uterus is detached from the adnexae laparoscopically but the

procedure does not include uterine artery ligation

2 Laparoscopic Hysterectomy (LH), where the uterine arteries are coagulated and
transacted at the mid lower cervical length. For the LAVH and LH the rest of the
operation is performed vaginally. After closure of the vaginal vault and peritoneum,
laparoscopy is performed to assess and secure haemostasis. It is also crucial to assess
for any

complications of the procedure and to wash out blood clots and debris

3. Total Laparoscopic Hysterectomy (TLH), where the entire procedure is performed
laparoscopically without any vaginal component. The vault is mandatory to be closed

laparoscopically

In South Africa, there is a lack of nationwide statistics. At the Charlotte Maxeke
Johannesburg Academic Hospital (CMJAH), before the initiation of a laparoscopic training
program, VH comprised only 9.8% (July 2001) of all hysterectomies [55]. This was attributed
largely to a lack of adequate training. The introduction of an VH/ LAVH teaching program
led to an increase in the percentage of VH performed from 9.8% in July 2001 to 19.2% by
December 2003 [55]. The introduction of evidence based guidelines in choosing the route of




hysterectomy, a hysterectomy algorithm tree and a standardized VH technique lead to an
increase in the rate of VH performed in our institution to 48,4% by the end of December 2014

(see article 6).

The introduction of LH by Harry Reich in 1989 revolutionized the surgical approach
to hysterectomies [7]. The main purpose was to allow more hysterectomies planned for
abdominal route to be performed vaginally or to make a difficult VVH easier. The role of LH
however, was not to substitute VH. In the USA, before the introduction of LH, the rates of
VH were 22% and rose to 33%, after the introduction of LH. Thus, the rates of LH are
reported to be at 11% [35].With the introduction of robotics there has been a further decline
not only in the number of VH but also in conventional LH[54]. RH is extremely expensive
and is not affordable in most health care systems [54].

LAVH is an important technique to master during residency because it may allow
more hysterectomies, otherwise booked for abdominal hysterectomy, to undergo a VH with a
minimal laparoscopic component. LAVH has a place where there is uncertainty of a
successful VH. LAVH is also necessary in order to carry out adhesiolysis, to treat
endometriosis and restore pelvic anatomy. It is also useful when prophylactic oophorectomy
IS required and the ovaries are not accessible via VH. Kovac SR et al. demonstrated that by
performing laparoscopies on patients who were considered unsuitable for VH on clinical
examination, 93% were rendered eligible for VH on laparoscopic inspection and minimal
assistance [56]. In a study by Chrysostomou [55], it was demonstrated that by performing
laparoscopies in patients who were considered unsuitable for VH (by specialists from other
units in the same hospital), all the subjects were then afforded an uncomplicated VH, though
with the assistance of laparoscopy (LAVH).

Adherence to this approach led to an increase in the number of VH from 9.8% in July
2001 t0 19.2% in December 2003 at CMJAH. Both the above studies [55,56] reached the
same conclusion: the laparoscopic approach should be converted to a vaginal procedure as
soon as possible (e.g. after adhesiolysis, treatment of endometriosis, adnexectomy, or
location of the fibroids, and any other impediment to VH). Nothing is gained by continuing
dissection, since this not only considerably and unnecessary prolongs the surgery but also

increases the risk of visceral damage.



1.1.3. Comparison of the different types of hysterectomy

Hysterectomy remains one of the most frequently performed gynaecological
procedures in the world. Hysterectomy for benign gynaecological procedures continues to
attract controversy and debate. Hysterectomy can be performed abdominally, vaginally,
laparoscopically with or without robotic assistance. Fortunately, there is now considerable
and rapidly increasing literature based on randomized trials and large prospective studies on
which to base opinions. This comparison of the different types of hysterectomy will be based
on the existing literature. As compared to AH, VH and LH should be the preferred route of
hysterectomy, as they offer the same benefits and avoid large, painful abdominal incisions
that are needed for AH, while also avoiding longer hospital stay and a delay in returning to
daily activities [11-15]. In a Cochrane review [11], Nieboeret.al. found the following found
that VH, as compared to AH, is associated with a shorter hospital stay, the ability of the
patient to resume normal daily activities more quickly, and less infections and episodes of
raised temperature after surgery. LH, as compared to AH, has the same advantages as VH.
There was less blood loss and fewer wound infections in LH, as compared to AH. LH took
longer and was associated with a greater risk of damaging the ureter or the bladder [11].

No differences were found between LH and VH with regards to their benefits.
However, when compared with VH, LH takes 39.3 minutes longer than VH, on average and
is associated with a higher rate of complications [11]. Fewer complications have been
associated with VVH, when comparing this method of hysterectomy to all other routes. In
2015, a further Cochrane review by Aarts etal confirmed the findings of Nieboer et al.
regarding the advantages of VH over the other routes of hysterectomy, including RH. He
found that RH presented no difference in outcomes when compared to conventional LH,
beneficial or otherwise. Thus, both Cochrane reviews concluded that VVH should be
considered the first choice for hysterectomy in the treatment of benign conditions [11,15]

It is evident from the literature that there are fewer complications associated with VH,
when comparing this method of hysterectomy with the other routes. As compare to AH, VH
and LH should be the preferred route of hysterectomy as they offer the same benefits
[57,58]and avoid large painful abdominal incisions that are needed for AH, while also
avoiding longer hospital stay and delay in returning to daily activities [11,12,59,60]. To
evaluate the choice of surgical routes and the associated complications of hysterectomies for
benign disorders, David-Montefiore etal. [61], reviewed 634 women in a prospective study,

evaluating surgical routes and complications of hysterectomy and concluded that intra-and



post-operative complications were significantly more frequent in abdominal and laparoscopic
hysterectomies in comparison with vaginal hysterectomies. Therefore, they recommended
the use of VH for benign disorders of the uterus.

McPherson et al reported on the severe complications related to hysterectomy and
concluded that LH was associated with the greatest risk of severe complications, both intra-
and post- operatively as compared to AH and VH [62]. Morelli eta. conducted a prospective
randomized-control trial comparing TLH and VH.TLH was associated with 7%
haemorrhages, 2.5% ureteric injuries and 86 minutes operating time compared with VH,
which was associated with 2.5% haemorrhage, no ureteric injuries, and an operating time of
46 minutes [63].

In the VALUE national hysterectomy study comparing the three routes of
hysterectomy (TAH, VH, and LH), Maresh etal found that LH was associated with more
visceral complications, major haemorrhage, and return to theatre as compared to VH and
TAH [31] Although the laparoscopic complications were not according to the stage of LH
performed, the study showed the superiority and safety of VH. The VALUE findings were
confirmed two years later by Garry et al. in the eVALuate study [12], where two parallel
randomized trials were conducted: one comparing LH with AH, and another comparing LH
with VH. In the abdominal arm, in which AH was compared with LH, the complication rates
for laparoscopic hysterectomy were as high as 11.1%. In the vaginal arm, in which VH was
compared with LH, no difference was found in major complications between LH and VH.
However, this trial was reported as underpowered and thus inconclusive [12]

The Finnish national register of laparoscopic hysterectomies review and
complications of 1165 operations, documented a 3.8% blood transfusion rate with 1.2%
vascular complications [64].In the FINHYST study, a prospective study of 5279
hysterectomies performed for benign conditions, Brummer et al. found major complications
in11.7% of VH cases as opposed to 15.4% for LH and 19.2% for AH, respectively. The study
investigated the rate of urinary tract injuries in detail, and determined that bladder injury
occurred in 0.6% of VH cases, and 0.9% and 1% for AH and LH cases, respectively; the rate
of ureter injury was 0.04% for VH and 0.3% for both AH and LH. Bowel injury was also
less common in VH, with a rate of 0.1%, while AH and LH had injury rates of 0.2% and
0.4%, respectively.

Finally, VH was found to be associated with less intra-operative haemorrhaging: 1.6%
of VH cases involved haemorrhage exceeding 1000 ml during surgery, while AH and LH

were found haemorrhaging >1000 ml in 5.7% and 3.0% of cases, respectively [65]. These
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studies confirm that VVH is associated with fewer complications and conversions to open
abdominal hysterectomy as compared to LH and is thus recommended for benign disorders of
the uterus [61-64]. It was emphasized that complications such as haemorrhage and blood
transfusion rates were higher during the learning curve between 2000 and 2005, but
decreased thereafter. Similar observations such as a decrease in urological and bowel injuries
were found as the skills improved [65-67].

Richardson et al. in 1995 evaluated the effect of LH on total operating time and
hysterectomy time as opposed to VH. The study found that TLH could take as much as three
times longer compared to VH without laparoscopic assistance. They suggested that if LH is
done, it should be converted to vaginal procedure as early as possible to reduce the overall
operating time. They concluded that LH does seem to be a waste of time for most patients
[68]. Ten years later, Johnson et al evaluating 27 randomised control trials that included
3643 participants — found that VH was 41,5 minutes faster than LH and that the patients’
return to daily activities when VH was performed was similar LH , irrespective of stage [15]
It is evident from the literature that VVH should be the ideal surgical approach of choice when
hysterectomy must be performed for benign uterine disease, wherever possible.

Unfortunately, due to the fact that existing guidelines of selecting patients for VH are
not followed and due to the lack of training during residency, many specialists perform the
procedure abdominally or utilize laparoscopic hysterectomy to remove uteri that are
otherwise feasible to be removed vaginally. Regrettably, the industry has propagated LH at
the expense of VH. The rationale for LAVH is to convert an abdominal hysterectomy into a
laparoscopic/vaginal procedure or a difficult VH into an easier one and not to replace VH. It
is essential to revive the use of VH as it is safer, more economical, has rapid recovery, and
less complications among all the routes of hysterectomy.

The guidelines of the American College of Obstetrics and Gynaecology (ACOG) on
choosing the route of hysterectomy for benign disease state that, when feasible, VH is the
safest and most cost-effective route by which to remove the uterus. LH is an alternative to
AH for those women in whom a VH is not indicated or feasible [69]. The AAGL adopted the
statement advising that surgeons without requisite training and skills required for the safe
performance of vaginal or laparoscopic hysterectomy should enlist the aid of colleagues who
do, or should refer patients requiring hysterectomy to such individuals for their surgical care
[70].

11



1.1.4. Comparison amongst hysterectomies route regarding blood loss

The amount of blood loss, as mentioned in subsection 1.1.3, depended on the type of
hysterectomy performed. Traditionally, the estimation of blood loss during hysterectomy is
done by visual approximation by the anaesthetist by checking the absorbed blood in the
swabs and the blood suctioned intra-operatively. Visual estimation of blood loss found to be
inaccurate and its continuation in practice is questionable [71]. Another problem which can
lead to underestimation of the blood loss is the Trendelenburg position during LH where an
amount of blood may rest in the abdominal cavity and is not suctioned [72]. Considering
these factors in this study, we decided to assess blood loss between VH and LAVH by
determining the Hb concentration the day before and the day after the vaginal or laparoscopic
assisted vaginal hysterectomy.

Our results are not in agreement with some studies, which showed that a significant
higher blood loss was observed during VH as compared to LAVH [71-73]. A smaller drop in
Hb levels of VH, as compared to LAVH and TLH were found by other studies [74, 75]. The
problem with these studies [71-75] is that they used a small number of subjects. Ribeiro et al.
in prospective randomized control study, used 60 patients 20 in each group: AH, LH,VH and
found that VH is associated with higher reduction in postoperative erythrocytes and Hb
levels[73].McGracken etal. found that VH underwent more blood transfusion due to the
bleeding as compared to TAH and LH. Also he evaluated small number of subjects, 47
LAVH, 45 TAH and 43 VH [75]. Aniuliene et al. analysed if the type of hysterectomy
influences complications and found that significant higher blood loss was observed during
VH as compared to LH. The blood loss was assessed by visual best estimation by the
anaesthetist (195mivVH, 123miILH [74].

The results of this study confirmed the findings of two recent systematic review and
meta-analysis studies that there are no significant differences in blood loss between VH and
LH, either TLH or LAVH [76,77]. In order to assess blood loss, these two studies used HB
concentration the day before and after surgery. Similarly, the same approach were used in
order to assess blood loss in this study. These studies definitely used larger numbers of
subjects allowing more accurate estimation of the blood loss amongst vaginal and LAVH. In
our prospective study similar we analysed 227 subjects (151 in VH arm and 76 in LAVH
arm)and we found no significant differences in blood loss amongst the two procedures (see

article 7).
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1.1.5. Cost analysis of the different types of hysterectomy

The literature review emphasises that when a hysterectomy is indicated for a patient,
the vaginal route should ideally be the route of choice [78, 79]. An analysis on cost
effectiveness was undertaken with the eVALuate study, and it revealed that the vaginal
approach was more cost-effective when compared to the laparoscopic route, primarily due to
the use of disposable instruments in laparoscopy and the longer operating time needed to
perform LH as opposed to VH [12]. Sculpher et al. found that LH cost an average 780 USD
(£599.91) per patient more than VH [80]. With more than 500 000 hysterectomies performed
annually in the United States, and more than 100 000 in the United Kingdom, the vaginal
approach is more relevant at this time of economic difficulties. In 1998, the Royal College of
Obstetricians and Gynaecologists recognised that the route of hysterectomy should be audited
to determine the optimal rate of VH [81]. The audit should include surgeon preference,
degree of descent of the uterus, and need and opportunity for more training in vaginal surgery
[81]. Since then, little has changed in favour of VH. The personal preference of the surgeon
should not mask the lack of skills. If the senior specialists in teaching institutions are not
comfortable with this procedure, it will result in the registrars/interns in training qualifying as
gynaecologists without the appropriate skills. The lack of skills to perform VH during
training is considered as the main reason for being inclined to perform hysterectomy by the
abdominal route, when it could safely be performed vaginally.

When formal guidelines are used to determine the route of hysterectomy, VH was
performed in 90% of the patient treated and in 100% of the patients in whom the pathology
was confined to the uterus [67]. In comparison, when formal guidelines were not
incorporated in the decision making process, VH was reported in 42% of the patient treated
and in 64% of the patients in whom the pathology was confined to the uterus [82]. When
guidelines are used to assist clinical decision making, this would have resulted not only in a
potential savings of US $1.2 million for every 1000 hysterectomies performed vaginally but
also a reduction of 20% in complications associated with the procedure [82]. In a study
performed at our institution, it was found that by incorporating guidelines in selecting women
for VH, and by following surgical tree algorithm all women schedule for VVH, underwent
uncomplicated VH. We found that potential savings of 18.4 million ZAR or 1.45 million
USD for every 1000 hysterectomies performed vaginally could be made (see article 5).

In conclusion, VH proficiency should not be sacrificed at the expense of LH.

Academic institutions worldwide need to review a strategy to retain the skill of VH via
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appropriate training programs. The implementation of formal guidelines, surgical tree
algorithm and a standardized surgical technique, as those proposed in this manuscript, can
lead to a decrease of hysterectomies performed abdominally and a significant increase in
hysterectomies performed vaginally without an inappropriate increase in laparoscopic

hysterectomy.

1.2.  Factorsinfluencing the route of hysterectomy

The second part of Chapter 1 outlines the factors which may influence the decision of
choosing the appropriate route of hysterectomy and explained the reason why very few VH
are performed today. Additionally it will explain the rationale overall aim and objectives of
my PhD. The ethical considerations of choosing the route of hysterectomy will also be

addressed in depth.

1.2.2. Factors influencing the route of hysterectomy

Factors that are considered prerequisites for a successful VH are the vaginal
accessibility, together with the size and shape of the uterus. The confirmation of pathology
confined or not to the uterus, as well as surgeon experience may also influence the route of
hysterectomy. Surgeon training and experience have often been deemed a particularly
influential leading factor for the selection of the most appropriate approach to hysterectomy.
The lack of training in VH has been raised by several authors as being an important factor,
with lack of experience in vaginal surgery leading to gynaecologists having a dependence on
the abdominal and/or laparoscopic routes when contemplating hysterectomy [83-85].
Training in vaginal surgery during residency is important in order to challenge supposed
contraindications to VH. It has been shown that VH can be safely performed in women
without uterine prolapse, in those with an enlarged fibroid uterus up to 12 weeks’ gestation,
in patients with a history of one or more previous caesarean sections, previous laparotomies,
premalignant cervical or endometrial pathology, as well as in nulliparous women. Correctly
challenging these contraindications may lead to an increased number of VHs [19-25]. The
absence of clear guidelines for selecting appropriate candidates for VH, lack of patient
knowledge about surgical options for hysterectomy or not informed by the attending

physician about the vaginal route of removing the uterus play a role in low numbers of VH
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seen today. Gynaecologic surgeons can no longer continue to select the route of hysterectomy
based on their preference and training experience. It’s our believe that the adoption of clinical
guidelines in selecting patients for VH, evidence based practical guidelines and adequate
surgical education, the proportion of hysterectomies performed vaginally can be increased
[67,69, 85-88] and would lower the rates of open AH, the cost and the complication rate
[67,80]. The introduction of practical guidelines in our residents training unit , a step by step
approach on how to perform VH (article 3) led to an increased number of VH performed at
CMJAH from 9,8% at the beginning of the study to 48,4% at the end of the study period (see
article 6).

Aside from personal training, factors that are considered prerequisites for a successful
VH are vaginal accessibility, together with the size and mobility of the uterus. The
confirmation pathology confined or not confined to the uterus also influences the route of
hysterectomy selected [67].
Vaginal accessibility: Vaginal accessibility is determined by assessing 3 key components:
theangle of the pubic arch, the shape of the vagina, and the uterine descent.
A pubic arch that is wide, or more than 90 degrees, allows for easier access to the uterus and
placement of instruments, facilitating the vaginal approach. A pubic arch of less than 90
degrees however, should not be considered as a contraindication to VH, as it can be
overcome with a small 1-2cm posterior midline first degree episiotomy. This small incision
can increase the width of the introitus and can be repaired easily with a delayed absorbable
suture at the end of the procedure [24,69, 86,87].

The shape of the vagina, especially the breadth of the vaginal apex is best assessed
during vaginal examination by placing two fingers in the posterior vaginal fornix and opening
them laterally. If the apex is greater than 3 cm in width there is generally adequate access for
VH. A wider vaginal apex facilitates a vaginal approach because it provides ample space for
anterior and posterior entry and improves lateral visualization of the vasculature [24, 89].
Uterine descent is the final component of vaginal accessibility and can be assessed during a
vaginal examination, by asking the patient to perform the Valsalva manoeuvre and observing
the movement of the uterus. Descent is measured in relation to the Ischial spines. In general,
descent to at least 1cm below the level of the ischial spines is adequate. Lack of descent
should not be considered as a contraindication if the patient has adequate vaginal access.
Once the patient has been placed under anaesthesia, the uterine descent can be reassessed.

Further descent may be achieved by “massaging” the utero-sacral and cardinal ligaments
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while downward traction is applied to the cervix, or after detaching the utero-sacral and
cardinal ligaments complex from their attachment to the uterus.

Size and the shape of the uterus: Important factors considered to be pre-requisites for a
successful VH are the size and shape of the uterus. Uterine size <14 weeks on bimanual
examination (<14 cm in length and 9cm in width) or <280g on transvaginal ultrasound
examination, usually allow for a VH. Intraoperative uterine size reduction is feasible by
performing transvaginal uterine morcellation. It is a common believe that uteri up to 12
weeks gestation can be delivered vaginally without any additional reduction procedures.
Uterine morcellation can only be performed after the uterine vessels are secure and only by
an experienced vaginal surgeon. Many morcellation techniques have been described. The
most common are the uterine bivalving (uterus is divided in 2 halves) and uterine coring
which decompress the uterus, facilitating descent, lateral mobility and eventual access to the
uterine cornua. Vaginal myomectomy can also be performed during VH, facilitating descent
and lateral access to the uterine pedicles and cornua. It must be noted that, morcellation
techniques require advance surgical skills and are not suitable at the residents’ level. The
ACOG has stated that VH is indicated for patients with a mobile uterus of less than 12 weeks
gestation size [69].

Pathology not confined to the uterus. When pathology is not confined to the uterus, such as
adnexal pathology, adhesions, endometriosis and previous gynaecological surgery or if the
surgeon is uncertain of successful vaginal removal of the uterus then it is advisable to
perform laparoscopy to restore anatomy before undertaking VH. The decision to perform
elective salpingo-oophorectomy is not dependent on the route of hysterectomy and is not a
contraindication to the performance of VH.

Routine removal of the ovaries and fallopian tubes in women who are not at risk for
cancer is not recommended during vaginal hysterectomy but if it is requested or when
absolute indications exist (women at high risk for cancer), prophylactic oophorectomy is
more successful laparoscopically. The peak presentation of ovarian cancer is during the fifth
and sixth decade and the risk of ovarian cancer, in general population, is 20 per 100.000 at
age of 50 years, rising to 40 per 100 000 at age 70 years [90,91]. In the absence of ovarian
disease and a personal or family history of breast/ovarian carcinoma, the ovaries should be
preserved. Retaining the ovaries during vaginal hysterectomy, was found to reduce
vasomotor symptoms, the risk of CVD, deficits in the memory (visual and verbal). Keeping
the ovaries during hysterectomy was also found to reduce osteoporotic fractures, improve

cognitive function, libido and wellbeing [92-100].
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Family history may confer a significant increased risk of epithelial ovarian cancer
[97,98].When family history of ovarian and/or breast and bowel cancer suggests a significant
risk of carrying a genetic mutation, patients should be referred for genetic counselling [90-
92].Removal of the ovaries and Fallopian tubes during VH is recommended in women who
are at high risk of developing ovarian cancer. Mandatory salpingectomy is recommended in
those who are carriers of the germ line mutation BRCA1 and BRCA2 genes, in which the
occurrence of serous tubal intraepithelial carcinoma (STIC) has been established[101].
However, removing the fallopian tubes and ovaries in women with non-proven genetic or
familial risk of ovarian cancer cannot be justified in 40-80% of case [101].1t is important to
consider that prophylactic salpingo-oophorectomy in premenopausal women at low risk for
ovarian cancer is associated with a higher risk of developing osteoporosis and cardiovascular
disease, and has thus been linked to reduced survival rates [102-107]. Bearing this in mind, in
the absence of ovarian disease and personal/family history of breast/ovarian carcinoma,
routine removal of the ovaries during VH for benign uterine disease is not recommended, as
the risks outweigh the benefits. The performance of prophylactic bilateral salpingectomy with
ovarian conservation during vaginal hysterectomy, as suggested by ACOG in 2015 [107], has
been found to prevent a diagnosis of ovarian cancer in 1 of every 225 patients undergoing
surgery. Furthermore, the implementation of salpingectomy helps prevent death from ovarian
cancer in 1 in every 450 women having surgery [101,102].Prophylactic bilateral
salpingectomy with ovarian conservation during VH should therefore be undertaken routinely
[102].

The success of removing ovaries and Fallopian tubes vaginally varies greatly, and is
reported to range between 77% and 91,5% [108-111].Once VH is performed, a moistened
pack is gently placed in the pelvis to prevent bowel from obscuring visualization. The
transected tube and utero-ovarian ligament are pulled medially into the field until the round
ligament is visualised. The round ligament is then clamped, cut and ligated. This allows
further descent of the tubo-ovarian pedicle into the field, which can be clamped just above the
superior tip of the ovary and then ligated [112]. If there is initial uncertainty surrounding the
success in removing the ovaries vaginally, laparoscopic-assisted vaginal hysterectomy
(LAVH) should be employed first. Similarly, if a problem arises in removing the ovaries and
the tubes during a VH, then laparoscopic assistance should be used to complete the surgery.In
certain circumstance, such laparoscopic skills may not be easily obtained.

The surgical tree algorithm for women undergoing hysterectomy for benign indications used

in selecting the women for VH or LAVH is shown in Figure 1
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The common belief that the ovaries must be removed by the abdominal route or via
operative laparoscopy is a myth that can no longer be tolerated if no valid contraindication to

transvaginal ovarian removal can be documented.
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Figure 1: Guidelines for determining the route of hysterectomy for benign disease (approach

based on clinical examination and pelvic ultrasonography).
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1.2.3. Background and problem statement

Hysterectomy is one of the most common operative procedures for benign
gynaecological diseases. At present, AH constitutes the most common approach However,
the advantages of VH are well recognised and include less postoperative pain, reduced need
of analgesia, shorter hospital stay, and more rapid recovery and return to daily activities when
compared with AH. VH also has fewer intra-operative and post-operative complications
reported compared with AH or LH [11-15]. Unfortunately AH for benign uterine conditions
remains the preferred route worldwide. It is an interesting observation globally that in most
situations the introduction of LH has not shown a significant reduction in AH. The increase in
LH has thus been incurred at the expense of a reduction in VH. Ideally the VVH rate should
increase at the expense of the AH rate. In some instances, the number of VH remained the
same, with 20% of operations carried out this way [35,36,39]. It is a common perception that
the VH rate has been sacrificed at the expense of LH and it is felt to be attributed to the
industry.

A large-scale survey of hysterectomy practice in the USA by Wright et al
demonstrated a decline in VH between the years 1998 and 2010. The use of VVH declined
from 24.8% in 1998 to 16.7% in 2010. The use of LH increased to a peak of 15.5% in 2006
and then declined to 8.6%, whereas the use of RH increased from 0.9% in 2008 to 8.2% in
2010 [54]. In large-scale surveys, VH accounts for 10% of all hysterectomies performed
numbers of VHs decreased to below 10% mainly performed for utero-vaginal
prolapse[53].In a survey performed amongst practicing gynaecologist in South Africa, the
reason for the decline in VH given by responders was the lack of training during residency
that results in inadequate experience to performed VH once in private practice and the risk of
litigation. See Table 3, derived from article published in South Africa Journal of Obstetrics
and Gynaecology®. The preferred and actual methods of hysterectomy: A survey of current
practices among members of the South African Society of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists™
S Afr J Obs&Gyn 2020;26(1)[113] (see article 4).
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Table 3: In this excerpt from our survey of Ref. [113], practising gynaecologists and
obstetricians were asked to rank their reasons for avoiding VH. Here, 1 (5) represents the

least (most) significant barrier.

1 2 3 4 5 Total Score

“Your training registrar time TA4% 28.5T% 21.43% 14.29% 28.5T%

1 4 3 2 4 14 271
Operating time 25.00% 3.25% 25.00% 18.75% 0.00%

4 = 4 &1 0 16 363
Your surgical experience 15.00% 10.00% 10.00% 25.00% 40.00%

3 2 2 5 =3 20 235
Malpractice concerns 23.53% 1T.65% 17T.65% A% 0.00%

4 3 3 7 0 17 3.24
Cither 62.50% 6.25% 6.25% 0.00% 25.00%

10 1 1 0 4 16 381

In an article by Antosh et al. — a resident’s opinions on vaginal hysterectomy training
performed in USA in 2011 — only 41.7% of residents reported vaginal hysterectomy as their
preferred route of hysterectomy, as compared to 47.1% who preferred Laparoscopic
approaches [114]. In an article by Ted L, published in 2013 [115]it was stated that the
preference is due to the difficulty in teaching both laparoscopic and vaginal hysterectomy
during residency. It was additionally recommended that TLH should be the new gold
standard in minimally invasive approaches for hysterectomy. The article concluded that
professional societies such as the American College of Obstetrics and Gynaecology (ACOG)
and the American Association of Gynaecological Laparoscopy (AAGL) should direct more
resources to promote education in and practice of LH if a substantial decrease in AH is truly
the primary goal [115]. An improvement of skills in VH was not mentioned. This highlights
a fundamental problem currently facing clinical gynaecology: there is a lack of adequate
training offered in VH, which will result in a new generation of gynaecologists performing
TLH in patients who may have otherwise undergone an uncomplicated VH. The art of
performing a VH is dying which is tragic when considering the benefits afforded by this
approach.

This data served to provide the impetus for this thesis, which included a study
exploring the impact of the introduction of an LAVH teaching program in gynaecology
training, which in turn had an impact on clinical skill, and surgical confidence with vaginal
surgery. In this way an increase in VH rates and improved patient outcomes were obtained.

This study was unique because it was based on extensive and original work in the field of VH
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that had not been undertaken before by any institution in South Africa, Africa or
internationally. This work was conducted in one centre at CMJAH (urogynaecology and

endoscopy unit) over a period of 15 years.

1.2.4. Ethical considerations for this thesis

Hysterectomy is one of the most frequently performed gynaecological procedures in
the world. The main indication for hysterectomy, according to studies around the world,
remains the fibroid uterus which accounts 40% of all hysterectomies, and excessive
menstrual bleeding which accounts for at least one third of the hysterectomies performed
today[10]. Open abdominal hysterectomy and vaginal hysterectomy dominated the surgical
management of removing the uterus for benign uterine pathology. In spite the fact that VH is
associated with better intra- and post-operative outcomes, it remains underutilised and is
primarily offered to women with utero-vaginal prolapse. The open AH remains the preferred
choice amongst gynaecologist since its introduction. The introduction of LAVH, a new
conceptual advancement in hysterectomy, by Kurt Semm in 1984[5,6] and the TLH by Harry
Reich in 1989[6,7], shifted the interest towards to minimally invasive hysterectomy (MIH).
With the introduction of LH either LAVH or TLH, this new concept of MIH was introduced
and strongly marketed by the industry. The benefits of MIH compared to open AH includes
avoidance of painful large incisions, less need of analgesia, rapid recovery, faster
mobilisation and return to daily activities[11-16]. The ethical dilemma here is why VH,
dating back to 50 BC [1,2], which offers the same benefits as LH didn’t receive the same
enthusiasm received by LH. In this context, it is also important to make note of the fact that
VH is associated with less complications as compared to the other routes of hysterectomy, it
has less scarring, it is faster, it can be performed with regional anaesthesia (spinal), and is
less costly. Additionally, one must recognize that LH is not a new procedure, but rather a new
technique for an old procedure- the VH. Another problem that needs to be addressed is why
the reimbursement for hysterectomy by medical aids and government budgets is more for
AH/LAVH/TLH (and, recently, RH) than for VH for patients with similar indications and

uterine weight.

With the rapid growth of new surgical innovations and medical technology,
gynaecologists naturally became more invested in furthering their surgical skills. New
techniques are taught during short training programs which usually involve substantially high

fees, which are not often hands-on, but are frequently virtual stimulators or mannequins.
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Ideally, additional hands-on training with approved didactic and realistic courses should be
completed, with the actual shadowing and witnessed surgical procedures on real patients by

surgeons who are fully accredited and credentialed, with experience in LH.

An unfortunate reality of today is that many gynaecologists have failed to consider the
ethical guidelines when recruiting patients for LH as part of their initial training. The learning
curve for LH is longer compared to AH or VH and is often associated, at least in the early
stages, with very severe complications, which result in prolonged hospital stay and erase the
benefits of the procedure[11,27]. The difficulty of teaching the technique during residency in
academic institutions is evident in the literature [113,114], therefore once in private practice,
the process of learning the new technique must be covered by ethical guidelines and

regulations appropriated for the safety of the human subjects of innovative surgery.

Informed consent is one of the most crucial undertakings to take into consideration
before deciding to go ahead with any surgical procedure. It is imperative that patients are
made fully aware of all potential risks, benefits, alternatives, and costs that are associated
with the procedure in question. With regards to associated complications of the various
routes of hysterectomies, LH has been associated with the highest rates of complications,
most notably visceral, vascular, and urinary tract injuries [16- 18 ]. On the other end of the
spectrum, VH is associated with the least amount of complications. Patients should also be
made aware of the possibility of converting the procedure to a laparotomy should
complications arise, which would then correlate into increased duration of hospitalisation,
and a subsequent increase in financial cost (31,61-65] As has been shown in the literature,
VH is less costly whilst still offering the same benefits as LH, and is a comparatively safer
procedure. In instances where it would not be feasible to do a VH, LH (either LAVH or TLH)
would be preferred to an open AH [69].

One must also consider the ethical conundrum that arises when making a decision
between MIHs. A component of this thesis, was the incorporation of a survey which served to
evaluate the preferred and actual methods of hysterectomies amongst practicing
gynaecologists in South Africa [113]. The survey asked practitioners about their preferred
route of hysterectomy (either for themselves or relatives) and found that the majority of
participants (86.6%) chose MIH (VH — 46.2%; TLH — 25.4%; LAVH — 15%) with only 8.5%
of participants opting for TAH [Fig.1]. Interestingly though, the reality in their practices
showed a marked difference in opinion, as TAH was noted to make up the majority of
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hysterectomies performed by these practitioners. This staggering difference presents a
significant ethical dilemma for practicing gynaecologists, as they are willingly opting not to
offer potentially appropriate candidates the hysterectomy that they would choose for
themselves or their loved ones. This clearly demonstrated that even though the benefits of
MIH (including VH, LAVH, and TLH) are well documented and understood by
gynaecologists [Fig.2], the chosen route of procedure remains to be based on surgeon
preference as opposed to patient benefit and justice. This was consistent with the ultimate
findings of our study, as participants expressed a desire to increase MIH (particularly VH) in
their scope of practice[Table5]. Unfortunately, existing guidelines and recommendations of

selecting patients for VH have long been ignored.

VH posed a significant problem in the study. The main perceived barrier when it
comes to performing VH were a lack of training and experience, with failure to achieve
proficiency in VH during residency, followed by concerns of malpractice. In failing to
achieve the adequate skills during their residency training, once these doctors are qualified,
they will subsequently be unable to teach the future generations of registrars, resulting in
poor or lost skills[Table2]. At the same time, once in private practice, these doctors will
perform procedures such as TAH or LH, in women who would otherwise have been able to

undergo an uncomplicated VH.

This thesis serves to offer a unique opportunity to revive VH by establishing a
dedicated vaginal hysterectomy or vaginal surgery unit. Additionally, it has demonstrated that
through the introduction of guidelines in selecting appropriate candidates for VH, and by
making use of a surgical tree algorithm and standardized surgical techniques, the numbers of
VH will increase, thus resulting in a suitable increase in residents achieving the necessary
training and proficiency to continue the skill, and improve our future generation of

gynaecologists.
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Figure 2: Hysterectomy approach preferred for the treatment of hypothetical non-malignant

conditions to be applied to respondents or respondents’ relatives (S-TAH: subtotal abdominal

hysterectomy; S-TLH = subtotal laparoscopic hysterectomy).
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Table 5: Respondents' intended changes regarding the mode of access exploitation when

pursuing hysterectomy

Change, n (%)

Hysterectomy To remain

access To increase  To decrease unchanged Total
TAH 5(4.9) 30 (29.1) 68 (66.0) 103
S-TAB 4 (4.1) 33 (344) 59 (61.5) 96
VH 54 (52.4) 3(2.9) 46 (44.7) 103
LAVH 40 (42.5) 9(9.6) 45 (47.9) 94
TLH 40 (41.6) 9(9.4) 47 (49.0) 96
S-TLH 13 (14.0) 22 (23.7) 58 (62.3) 93

TAH = total abdominal hysterectomy; S-TAB = subtotal abdominal hysterectomy;

VH =vaginal hysterectomy; LAVH = laparoscopically assisted vaginal hysterectomy;
TLH = total laparoscopic hysterectomy; S-TLH = subtotal laparoscopic hysterectomy.
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CHAPTER 2: RATIONALE FOR THE RESEARCHAND OVERALL
OBJECTIVES

2.1. Research aim

This study aims to eliminate any inconsistencies found in international literature as
the majority of these publications are based on multicentre research, involving different

surgeons at many different centres which may influence patient outcomes and skew results.

2.2. Hypothesis

The implementation of a dedicated laparoscopic/vaginal hysterectomy teaching
program following Urogynaecology and Endoscopy unit formal guidelines, surgical tree
algorithm and utilizing a standardized VH technique and (where needed) laparoscopic
assistance, will result in an increase in the rate of VH and overall decline in open
abdominal hysterectomy. When comparing VH and LAVH the higher cost of laparoscopic
equipment together with longer theatre time required for LAVH will highlight the cost
effectiveness ofVVH (see article 5).

2.3. Study Objectives

The conceptual framework, Figurel, illustrates how the research objectives addressed
the increase the number of VH and the overall declined in open AH and LAVH as the
experience is gained over a period of 15 years (2001-2014).

This thesis will be divided into three components, in which the following shall be discussed:

Objective 1:To explore the impact of a 14 years registrar training program in vaginal
hysterectomy/laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy on the total number of
hysterectomies performed in a tertiary institution in South Africa. To achieve its objectives
the unit introduced formal clinical guidelines for vaginal hysterectomy, a clinical decision
tree algorithm and a standardized surgical technique. Detail description of the VH technique
introduced and followed by the unit in training residents and adopted by ISGE is shown in

appendix 1(see article 3).
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Objective 2: Anaudit will be conducted on hospital cost as well as on the surgical outcomes
of vaginal hysterectomy, in comparison with laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy (see

article 5).

Objective 3:Finally, a prospective randomised control trial was performed, in order to
compare the outcome of laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy to vaginal hysterectomy
in the absence of uterine prolapse. In this prospective randomized control study the

differences in blood loss and cost between LAVH and VH were assessed (see article7).

Objective 4: To appeal by the peer review process to an international audience by means of
publication and discussion through international fora to support VH as an essential procedure

internationally.
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CHAPTER 3: METHODS

Chapter3 gives a summary of the methodologies of the three main studies that contributed to
this PhD. Details of the methodologies the individual studies are contained in the appended
papers 1-7.

There are three main components which contributed to this thesis

Thesis component 1: Retrospective

- To determine the numbers of AH, LAVH and VH per year at CMJAH between July 2001
and December 2014.

- To determine the incidence of complications, including length of hospital stay and short

term complications, for VH and LAVH

- To assess whether the use of a laparoscopic/ vaginal hysterectomy training program has had
an impact on the incidence of VH performed over the 14-year study period.(see article6)

Thesis component 2: Retrospective

- To determine the differences in hospital costs mainly including equipment used, and the
Length of the operation (theatre cost) for patients undergoing VH and LAVH (see article5)

Thesis component 3: Prospective

- To compare operating time and blood loss in patients undergoing VH and LAVH.

- To compare the length of hospital stay and analgesia required postoperatively in patients
undergoing VH and LAVH

- To determine the differences in hospital costs and blood loss for patients undergoing VH

and LAVH (see article7)

3.1. Study Setting

CMJAH is atertiary level hospital. The hospital offers Obstetrics and Gynaecological
services to the surrounding areas. It is also a referral hospital for the greater Eastern and
Western Johannesburg areas. Gynaecological services include an Endoscopy and Pelvic Floor
and Endoscopy Unit run by the Principal Investigator.

The Gynaecological service offered is divided into four Units run by qualified

gynaecologists. The units are named A, B, C and D. Prior to the study period, units B, C and
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D offered general gynaecological services. The majority of patients seen by Unit A are those
diagnosed with gynaecological malignancies.

The laparoscopic/vaginal hysterectomy training programme was introduced in 2001 into Unit
C, following Guidelines established by the head of the unit and principal investigator (PI)
Prof. A Chrysostomou. Units B and D continued to offer general gynaecological
hysterectomy for benign uterine conditions.

In order to assess the impact of the laparoscopic/vaginal hysterectomy training
programme introduced by unit C; the route of hysterectomy for benign uterine conditions will
be assessed against two of the gynaecology units at CMJAH, namely B and D. Due to the
nature of the patients and procedures performed, Unit A will be excluded from the
comparison.

The numbers of vaginal hysterectomy before the implementation of the training
programme introduced by the PI in unit C were compared to the numbers performed over the
study period (2001-2014). The numbers of cases of vaginal hysterectomy from unit B and D,
will serve as a control to compare to unit C, as Unit B and D did not have the training

program implemented.

3.2. Study Design

The study will comprise 2 parts. A retrospective review of patient records was done
and data collected for components 1 and 2.This was a descriptive study comparing outcomes
of patients undergoing AH, VH or LAVH. Patient records for a 14 year time period (July
2001 to December 2014) were accessed for the first component. For the second component,
patient files from Jan 2015 to Dec 2016 were assessed.

A prospective (single-blinded RCT) study was then performed to achieve the objectives for
component 3 which started from January 2017 to December 2019.

3.3. Study population/sample size

Component 1 and 2: The study groups included women admitted to Pelvic Floor and

Endoscopy Unit for hysterectomy for benign uterine conditions provided they met the

following inclusion criteria:

a. Uterine size smaller than or equivalent to a 14-week pregnant uterus on clinical

examination.
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b. Uterine size less than 14 cm length and 9 cm width on ultrasound examination.

Nulliparous women without uterine descent, women with previous pelvic surgery or
caesarean section, women requiring salpingo-oophorectomy and women with cervical
dysplasia or pre-malignant conditions will also be included. Women with uterovaginal
prolapse who underwent VVH were included but analysed separately.

Sample sizes for components 1 and 2 are approximated as 1000 patients and 150 patients,

respectively.

Component 3:

The study group includes women admitted for hysterectomy for benign uterine
conditions provided that they met the inclusion criteria as above. Exclusion criteria include
women with any degree of uterine prolapse (POP-Q > Stage llc).

Women were randomly allocated into two intervention groups: VH and LAVH. The
randomization procedure was systematic, and based on a generated list that makes use of
serially numbered, opaque envelopes, on a 2:1 basis. Each patient was be allocated a study
number and the corresponding envelope was issued to them by a blinded physician. The
envelope was opened in the ward, the patient consent and the assigned procedure was
undertaken by the surgeon the following day (see article 7). All the VH cases allocated in the
study will be performed by the registrar in training. All the LAVH cases allocated in the
study were performed by one surgeon (the Principal Investigator). The surgical techniques
used for VH and LAVH are discussed separately (Appendix 1 and 2).

Sample size calculation for this component is based on the primary objective: to
compare operative time and blood loss for VH and LAVH, based on mean difference of
blood loss in VH = 1.4 +/- 1 and mean difference of blood loss in LAVH= 1.8 +/- 1 with an
80% power. Stata 14.1 statistical software was used to determine the minimum sample size
required to find significant difference for Satterthwaite's t test assuming unequal variances
between the of VH and LAVH, with aratio of 2/1, knowing that a bigger proportion of
hysterectomy cases are done through the vaginal way at the CMJAH.

The sample size required for finding a difference in blood loss between the VH and
LAVH, wasat0.05 level of significance, 227 cases in total: 151 VH and 76 LAVH.
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3.4. Informed consent

Due to the prospective nature of component 3, informed consent was obtained from each
patient for participation in the study. An information sheet was provided and patients were
allowed to ask questions pertaining to the Principal Investigator on anything they were
unsure of. Any surgical procedure performed requires written consent as per hospital

regulations (Appendix 3 and 4)
3.3 Data Collection

Data was collected from patient files with the use of data sheets (Appendices 5, 6, and 7).
Specific data sheets was used for each of the three components. However, each data sheet

were looked at outcomes including:

— Patient characteristics
— Operative parameters and complications
— Short term clinical outcomes

— Measurement of resources used (Component 2 only)

Data sheet that was used to collect data for all the three components is shown in appendix 5,6
and 7.

The data collected was entered into and analysed with Stata 14.1 software.

3.5. Data analysis

Data was entered into and analysed with Stata 14.1 software. Mean and standard
deviation, frequency tables and proportions, and graphs were used to describe the socio-
demographic characteristics of the study population. The inferential analysis results were

considered to be statistically significant if a p-value <0.05 is obtained (CI 95%).
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3.5.1. Component one

Table 5: Objectives of the investigation and the data analysis carried out to meet them for

component one.

Objective

Analysis

To determine the numbers of AH, LAVH
and VH per year at CMJAH between
July 2001 and December 2014

Mean and standard deviations, Frequency tables and
proportions were used to describe the demographic
and clinical characteristics of the study population.
Annual trends of hysterectomies performed were
presented using line graphs for AH, VH, and LAVH

To determine the incidence of
complications, including length of
hospital stay and short term
complications, for AH, LAVH, and VH

Frequency tables and proportions were used to
describe the distribution of complication outcomes

for each hysterectomy route

To assess whether the use of a VH/
LAVH training program has had an
impact on the incidence of VH

performed over the 14 year time period.

Proportion tests were used to compare the

incidence of VVH over time

3.5.2. Component two

Tables of frequency and proportions, and graphs (box plots) were used to assess the

differences in hospital costs, including equipment used, length of hospital stay, and staff costs

for patients who underwent VH and LAVH. The costs were measured in both South African

Rand (ZAR) and American dollar (USD) for comparison purposes, and aggregated by the

main groups of indication for hysterectomy (Neoplasm, genital cancer, maternal conditions,

other, etc.)
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3.5.3. Component three

Table 6: Objectives of the investigation and the data analysis carried out to meet them for

component three.

Specific Objective

Analysis

To compare operating time and blood loss in
patients who underwent VH and LAVH

Two-sample T-test or Mann-Whitney U test

were used

To compare the length of hospital stay and
analgesia required postoperatively in patients
who underwent VH and LAVH

Two-sample T-test or Mann-Whitney U test

were used

To determine the differences in hospital costs
and blood loss for patients who underwent
VHand LAVH

Two-sample T-test or Mann-Whitney U test

were used
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CHAPTER4:RESULTS

The results highlighted in this chapter reflect the main objectives of this thesis, namely:

1. The effectiveness of introducing formal guidelines and a standardised VH technique
in increasing the number of VHs (and the exposure of registrars to the procedure), and
in achieving an overall decline in AH. This covers the 14-year period, and
corresponds to component one of this thesis (see article 6).

2. A retrospective cost analysis between LAVH and VH, covering a period of two
years. This corresponds to component two of this thesis (see article 5).

3. A prospective randomised control trial comparing LAVH and VH with regards to
their outcome, cost, and the blood loss between the procedures. This corresponds to
component three (see article 7).

4.1. Component one results

Over the course of the 14-year study period, a total of 3925 women underwent
hysterectomy in our department: 2782 (70.8%) had AH, 1017 (26 %)VH, and 126 (3.2%)
LAVH. A year before the beginning of the study, the percentage of VH in our Institution was
9.8 % of the total number of hysterectomies performed. The procedure was mainly
performed for utero-vaginal prolapse. Introducing formal guidelines, a surgical decision
treealgorithm, and a standardised surgical technique (see Panel 1) resulted in an increase in
the rate of VH to 48.4 %, and an overall decline in an open AH from 91.2%-51,6% (Fig.

2).

VH to AH ratio increased from 1:9 at the beginning of the study (July 2001)to 1:1
byits end(December 2014). A sharp increase in LAVH was observed from July2001 to
December 2004, reaching a maximum of 10.8 %, and dropping to 1,25 % by the end of the
period studied (December2014). As experience was gained with VH, the total number of VH
increased with a decrease in the need for LAVH (Fig. 2).After following the surgical
decision tree algorithm, 1017 VHs and 126 LAVHs were performed in the department
during the study period. Thus, 1143 patients submitted to minimally invasive procedures
(VH or LAVH) were included in the study. The cases who underwent AH (2782 patients)
mainly included women with cervical and endometrial malignancies, and patients with
abnormal uterine bleeding not responding to medical treatment and the uterine size

exceeding 12 weeksof gestation on clinical examination .
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Figure 4:VH, LAVH, and TAH presented as a percentage of all hysterectomies performed at
the Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology of the CMJAH during the period July 1999 -
December 2014.
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Panel 1:VH and LAVH techniques used in the study, where the VH procedure represents the
standardised technique introduced by the author and detailed in Appendix 1.

VH:

1. General or regional (spinal) anaesthesia

2. Patient placement in dorsal lithotomy position with her feet in stirrups

3. Exposure of the cervix, circular incision around the cervico-vaginal junction

4. Opening of the anterior and posterior peritoneum, preferentially before the clamping,
cutting and ligating of the utero-sacral and cardinal ligaments

5. Clamping, cutting and ligating of the uterine vessel pedicle, containing the uterine artery
and vein, and the broad ligament peritoneum anterior and posterior to these vessels, with a 0
or 2.0 delayed absorbable suture

6. Clamping, cutting and ligating of the remaining portion of the broad ligament attached to
the uterus (containing the round and ovarian ligaments, the proximal part of the fallopian tube
and blood vessels) with 0 or 2.0 delayed absorbable suture

7. Closing the peritoneum and the vaginal
8. Insertion of the urine catheter and vaginal plug

LAVH:

1. Laparoscopic assessment of the pelvic organs, release of adhesions, treatment of
endometriosis where necessary, and freeing the adnexa

2. VH as described above, with laparoscope left in situ to assess the progress and any
complication of the procedure

3. Laparoscopic assessment of haemostasis and removal of the blood clots and debris
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The following tables summarise the key characteristics of the patients involved in the

study, the relevant indications for hysterectomy, and the outcomes of the procedures. Patients

who underwent VVH for prolapse, as compared to those who underwent VH for non-prolapse

and LAVH, are presented in Table 10.

Table 7: Patient characteristics, where SD refers to standard deviation.

Hysterectomy approach (number of the patients) VH (n=1017) | LAVH (n =126)
Mean age (SD), years 50.1 (11.9) 43.9(9.3) *
Parity (SD), number of children 2.7 (1.3) 1,9 (1.0) *

Median uterus weight measured after the surgery (range), ¢

70.0(20-380)

100.4 *(25-420)

*VH vs LAVH group p-value<0.0001.

Table 8: Indications for hysterectomy

Indication VH group, n(%) LAVH group, n(%o)
Cervical dysplasia 541 (53.1) 49 (38.8)
Multifibroid uterus 397 (39.0) 43 (34.1)
Heavy menstrual bleeding 30 (2.9) 16 (12.6)
Post-menopausal bleeding 18 (1.8) 2 (1.5)
Adenomyosis 17 (1,7) 6 (4.8)
Dysfunctional uterine bleeding 9 (0.9 1(0.8)
Endometrial polyp, hyperplasia 8 (0.8) 1(0.8)
Chronic pelvic pain 6 (0.6) 1(0.8)

Note: patients could have more than one indication each.

38



Table 9:Comparison of operation time (not including anaesthetic time) and post-operative

course between VH for prolapse indications, VH for non-prolapse indications, and LAVH.

Here, IQR refers to interquartile range.

Hysterectomy approach VH VH prolapse | VH non-prolapse LAVH
(n=1017) (n=123) (n=894) (n =126)
Median operation time 30.1 30.1 30.1 67.2
Minutes (IQR) (20-90)* (20-50)* (20-45)* (50-90)
Median hospital stay 2.1 2.1 2.1 2.1
Days (IQR) (2-4) (2-4) (2-4) (2-4)
Median number of opiate 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Injections required (IQR) (2-4) (2-4) (2-4) (2-4)
* p-value< 0.001 when compared with LAVH group
Table 10: Patient characteristics between VH for prolapse indications, VH for
non- prolapse indications, and LAVH groups.
Hysterectomy approach VH prolapse | VH non-prolapse LAVH
(n=123) (n=894) (n =126)
Mean age (SD), years 63.1 (9.4) 49.2 (11.2)* 43.9
(9.3)*
Median parity (range), number of children 4(1-7) 2(0-5)* 2(0-4)*
Median uterus weight measured after the 42.5 90.4 100.4
operation (range), g (20-103) (20-380)* (25-420)*

* p-value< 0.001 when compared with VH prolapse group.
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4.2. Component two results

As mentioned previously, this component focused on a comparison specifically
between VH and LAVH in the form of a retrospective cost analysis. During the study period,
470 hysterectomies were performed in our department. Out of these, 222 (47.2%) underwent
VH. 43 (9.1%) of the VH group have been accomplished with the aid of LAVH. Out of those,
100 patients meeting the inclusion criteria set by the unit and matching in respect to the age,
indication, parity, and uterine weight as reported by the department of histopathology were
selected and analysed. 60 patients underwent VH and 40 LAVH with a ratio of 1.5:1,
knowing that a bigger proportion of hysterectomy cases are done vaginally at the CMJAH. It
was imperative that the patients selected possessed sufficiently similar characteristics, in

order to allow for sensible and reliable comparisons to be made.

There were no significant differences in age, uterine weight, and parity between VH
and LAVH patients. However, the indications were significantly associated with the type of
hysterectomy performed (see Table 11). All cases included in the study were successfully
performed (no intra- or immediate post-operative complications) and there was no need for

conversion to open AH.

The average number of hospital stay days and opiate injections required were both not
significantly different between the VH and LAVH groups. However, there was a significant
difference between VH and LAVH operation time (measured in minutes) with those who
underwent LAVH hysterectomy needing more time 64 min v 31.3 minutes for VH, p-
value<0.001 (see Table 12). Consumables used in theatre during LAVH were purchased from
three different medical device suppliers (Johnson & Johnson Medical SA, Covidien-
Medtronic SA and LigaSure™). Mover the two years of the study (note that these were not
required for VH but only LAVH). There were no significant difference in cost of suture
materials used during the two procedures, LAVH and VH (see Table 13).

A summary of the key measures of resources used in the study can be found in Table
13. The mean cost of operation time was equivalent to 193.50 ZAR or 15.3 USD per minute.
The LAVH in our study took 32.7 minutes longer than VH; the total cost of extra theatre time
needed to perform LAVH as compared to VH was estimated to be 6327.45 ZAR. The mean
cost of consumables regularly used by the unit (Trocars, sleeves, Grasper, bipolar tissue

sealing, Ligasure™, uterine manipulator) was estimated to be 12 046.09 ZAR. Considering
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the extra theatre time and the consumables used during LAVH, an amount of 18 373.54 ZAR
or 1458.28 USD more was needed to perform LAVH as opposed to VH for the same

indication and uterine weigh. As per the mean exchange rate at January 2015 and December
2016 (1USD= 12,6 ZAR), this is equivalent to 1458.28 USD. As such, VH was much less

expensive as compared to LAVH. (Article 5)

Table 11: Patient characteristics, indications for hysterectomy, and the weight of the uteri

measured after the operation.

VH LAVH P-value

N 60 40
Median age (IQR) 42.5 (37-46.5) 43 (36-46) 0.7480"
Uterus Weight {g}, 65 (52-74) 57.5 (45.5-70) 0.2067"
Median (IQR)
Parity {n}, Mean (SD) 2.1(0.9) 1.9 (1.1) 0.3541%
Indications, n (%)
Adenomyosis 1(2.5) 1(1.7)
HGSIL 27 (45) 15 (37.5)

HGSIL/CPP 0 (0) 4 (10)

HGSIL/MEN 2 (3.3 0 (0)

HGSIL/MFU 9 (15) 2 (5)

HGSIL/MFU/PMB | 0 (0) 1(2.5)
MEN 1(.7) 0 (0)
MEN/ MFU 3(5) 7 (17.5)
MFU 17 (28.3) 10 (25) 0.022°

*Mann-Whitney U Test; #Independent-T Test; *Fishers’ Exact Test
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Table 12:Comparison of operation time (not including anaesthetic time) between VH and

LAVH post -operative course.

VH LAVH P-Value
N 60 40
Operation time {min}, Mean (SD) 31.3 (4.6) 64 (10.1) <0.001
Hospital Stay {days}, Mean (SD) 2.1(0.32) 2.2 (0.46) 0.2925
Opiate injections required {n}, 2.9 (0.28) 3(0.64) 0.3752
Mean (Sd)

Table 13: Estimated variables direct cost per LAVH vs VH.

Resource items

Estimated cost per procedure (ZAR)

LAVH

VH

Cost difference

Operating time per minute

12 384.00 ZAR

6 056.55 ZAR

6 32745 ZAR

Consumables used during

No consumables

12046.09 ZAR

procedures 12046.09 ZAR

Sutures used 258.10 ZAR 260.55 ZAR 245 ZAR
Pharmaceuticals used during N/A

surgery, during post-operative

period and discharge * N/A

Ward charges* N/A N/A

Scrap sisterand theatre staff + N/A N/A

Specialist Surgeon, assistant N/A

Surgeon, anaesthetist time+ N/A

Total 18 373.54 ZAR

*Disposables used during the procedure are not included in the cost calculation

+.Professional fees were not included in the analysis, as this is a state-run facility with

salaried employees.




4.3. Component three results

In this component, a comparison between LAVH and VH was once again performed.
Here, however, the study was a prospective randomised control trial comparing the outcome,
blood, and cost between the two procedures. 720 women underwent hysterectomy during the
three-year study period in our institution: 358 (49.7%) had TAH, 286 (39.7%) VH, and 76
(10.5%) LAVH.A total of227 patients, according to the protocol were included in the study.
151 patients underwent VVH and 76 underwent LAVH. The patient characteristics at inclusion,
as well as the weights of the uteri among those who underwent VH and LAVH are presented
in Table 14.The mean age of the patients who underwent VH and LAVH was 47.1+9.9 and
45.6+8.0, respectively. No statistically significant difference in parity, body mass index
(BMI), and uterine weight was observed amongst the two procedures (see Table 14).

The most common indications for VH and LAVH were cervical dysplasia uterine
fibroids and menorrhagia, followed by post-menopausal bleeding, adenomyosis,
dysfunctional uterine bleeding, endometrial hyperplasia, and chronic pelvic pain (see Table
15). All cases were successfully performed, and there was no need to convert to open AH.

The time required for LAVH was significantly longer as compared to VH, with 62.8+
9.3 minutes needed for LAVH and 29.9+6.6 minutes needed for VH (p<0.0001). The average
post-operative hospital length of stay and the convalescence time were similar for both
procedures. For LAVH, this was 2.2 days (IQR 2-4 days); for VH,2.2 days (IQR 2-4). Post-
operative pain and the need of analgesia (Pethidine administration) were similar for both the
VH and LAVH groups (see Table 16). As shown in Table 16, there were no statistically
significant differences in blood loss between VH and LAVH as determined by a median
decrease in serum Hb levels in day one. The pre-operative Hb levels for VH were 13.2gr/dL
(12.2-13.6) and the post-operative day one Hb levels were 11,3 (10,6-12,2) gr/dL. For
LAVH, the pre-operative Hb was 13,0(11.9-13.9) gr/dL and the post-operative 11,2 (10,0-
12,1) gr/dL. The difference of pre-operative and post-operative Hb for VH was1.5 (1-2.2) and
for LAVH 1.40 (0.95-2.35), where p=0.89 (see Table 16).

Few intra-operative and immediate post-operative complications (three bladder
perforations, making up 1.3% of procedures) were observed during the study period, where 2
occurred during VH (1,3% of the 151 cases) and 1 during LAVH (1,3% of the 76 cases). No
intra-operative conversion to open AH occurred for either VH or LAVH, and no patient had a

relook laparotomy due to bleeding or other reasons in the immediate post-operative period.
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The mean cost of consumables is shown in Table 17. The cost of suture materials used

during the two procedures, LAVH and VVH were similar (see Table 17).A summary of the key

resources used in the study and their costs are depicted in Table 17. The mean time of the
LAVH in our study took 32.9 minutes longer than VVH. The total cost of extra theatre time
needed to perform LAVH as compared to VH was estimated to be 6366.15 ZAR. The mean

cost of consumables regularly used by the unit as shown in table 4, was estimated to be

9332.05 ZAR. Considering the extra theatre time and the consumables used during LAVH, an
amount of 15698.20 ZAR or 1145.85 USD more was needed to perform LAVH as opposed to

VH.

Table 14: Patient characteristics.

Hysterectomy approach VH LAVH p-value
(number of patients) (n=151) (n=76)

Body mass index(kg/m2) 29.1 (6.8) 27.4 (6.3) 0.03
Mean (SD)

Age (years) 47.1(9.9) 45.5 (8.0) 0.22
Mean (SD)

Uterus weight (g) 71(45-104) 67 (55-114.5) 0.26
Median (IQR)

Parity 2 (0-6) 2 (1.5-3) 0.05
Median (IQR)

Table 15: Indications for hysterectomy, where patients could have more than one indication

each.
Indication VH group LAVH group p-value
n(%) n(%)

Cervical dysplasia 86(57.3) 46 (61.3) 0.61
Multifibroid uterus 82 (54.6) 42 (56.0) 0.89
Heavy menstrual bleeding 19 (12,6) 16 (21.3) 0.10
Post-menopausal bleeding 4 (2.6) 2(2.7) 1.00
Adenomyosis 9 (6.0) 6 (8.0) 0.77
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Table 16: Comparison of operation time (not including anaesthetic time),post-operative

course, and differences in blood loss between VH for non-prolapse indications and LAVH.

Hvsterect H VH LAVH |
sterectomy approac - value
Y Y app (n=151) (n=76) P
Mean operation time, in minutes (SD) 29.9 (6.6) 62.8 (9.3) <0.0001+
Hospital stay, median (IQR), days 2 (2-2) 2 (2-3) 0.06 x
Opiate injections required, n (%)
2 18 (12) 0 (0)
3 73 (48 39 (51
(48) (51) 0.002~
4 60 (40) 37(49)
Pre - op Hb, median(IQR) g/dl 13.2 (12.2-13.6) | 13.0 (11.9-13.9) 0.42x
Post- op Hb, median (IQR) g/dI 11.3(10.6-12.2) | 11.2 (10.0-12.1) 0.76x
Dif pre-op-post-op Hb, median (IQR
Pre-opp P (IQR) 1.5(1-2.2) 1.40 (0.95-2.35) 0.89

gl

+ Student’s T-test, ~ Fisher exact test, X Mann White
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Table 17:Estimated variables direct cost per LAVH vs VH. Consumables prices in ZAR.

Resource items Estimated cost per procedure (ZAR)

LAVH VH Cost difference
Operating time per minute 12151.80 ZAR 5785.65 ZAR 6366.15 ZAR
Consumables used during No consumables 933250 ZAR
procedures 933250 ZAR
Sutures used 258.10 ZAR 260.55 ZAR 2,45 ZAR
Pharmaceuticals used during N/A

surgery, during post-operative

period and discharge * N/A

Ward charges* N/A N/A

Scrap sisterand theatre staff + N/A N/A

Specialist Surgeon, assistant N/A

Surgeon, anaesthetist time+ N/A

Total 21742,40 ZAR 6046.20 ZAR 15696.20 ZAR

*Disposables used during the procedure are not included in the cost calculation

+ Professional fees were not included in the analysis, as this is a state-run facility with

salaried employees.



CHAPTER5: SUMMARY AND KEY FINDINGS FROM THE SEVEN
STUDIES OF THIS THESIS

This chapter summarises the key findings from the seven studies that contribute to
this PhD. Table 18outlines how each of the seven manuscripts addresses the research
objectives

The literature in Gynaecology for the last 30-40 years highlights the low percentages
of hysterectomies performed vaginally, where there are no obvious contraindications. When
compared to the other routes of hysterectomy, in terms of performance duration and cost and
complication rates, the vaginal route, offers more rapid recovery, return to daily activities,
less complications and is more cost effective. The laparoscopic route of hysterectomy
appears,recently, to be replacing vaginal hysterectomy as the preferred route, a
transformation driven by trade and the ever-expanding fascination with technology. This
change in preference has resulted in a generation of surgeons that lack the skill set necessary
to perform basic vaginal hysterectomy. These surgeons will therefore refrain from

performing a routine vaginal hysterectomy, when it should be the preferred route.

In 2001, the rates of VH in CMJAH were 9.8%, mainly done in cases of utero-vaginal
prolapse. Challenging the existing contraindications to VH, introducing a teaching academic
program, consisting of formal clinical guidelines for selecting the patient for VH, a surgical
tree algorithm in determining the route of hysterectomy, and a standardised surgical
technique, the number of VH increased to 19.8% by December 2004 and 48.4% of all
hysterectomies performed at CMJAH by December 2014(see articles 1 and 6).

In the two-year retrospective study (January 2015 to December 2016), VH was found
to be less costly as compared to LAVH (see article 5). In the three-year prospective study
undertaken by our unit (January 2017 to December 2019), there was no difference observed
in the rate of complications and blood loss between VH and LAVH. In this study, VH was
also found to be less costly as compared to LAVH. Between 2014 and 2019, the rate of VH

has been sustained and remains the same, with the ratio VH/TAH as 1:1(see article 7).

This thesis demonstrates that an improvement in our residents’ proficiency with VH
can be achieved by addressing the key issues of training and skills maintenance, and by
raising awareness of the scientific evidence supporting the use of VH. In particular, we

observed an increase in the numbers of hysterectomies performed vaginally after the
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introduction of a surgical decision tree algorithm that guides patient selection for VH and the
implementation of a standardised vaginal surgical technique. Furthermore, we encountered
low complication rates throughout the study period. It is our belief that if other teaching
centres follow the strategy we describe here, a substantial shift in the VH:AH ratio can be

achieved, in favour of VH.

The newer generation of gynaecologists appear to be unaware of the existing
guidelines and recommendations for VH, and seem to prefer to perform LH or TAH in
patients with benign uterine pathology who might otherwise undergo an uncomplicated VH.
A lack of surgical experience and inadequate VH training during residency, due in part to the
absence of a standardised surgical technique, are major causes of this low VH rate among
qualified gynaecologists. The standardised technique we developed was compared with the
main existing techniques used today. In teaching the registrars-in-training this refined VH
technique, we believe that a new generation of vaginal surgeons will emerge, able to perform

a VH in cases otherwise planned for AH or LH.

5.1.  Overview of the papers contributing to this thesis

Table 18: A list of the thesis manuscripts and the research objectives they address.

Objectives | Manuscripts

1. Chrysostomou A. Implications of performing laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectonmy
versus abdominal hysterectomy on suitable patients in South African hospital setting. S
Afr J Obs&Gyn 2008; 13(3):80-86.(Cited by 5)

2. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D, Edridge W, van Herendael BJ. Evidence-based guidelines
for vaginal hysterectomy of International Society for GynecologicEndoscopy(ISGE). Eur J
Obstet Gynecol. Reprod Biol. 2018; 231:262-267.

3. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D, Edridge W, van Herendael BJ. Evidence-based practical

Objectivel guidelines of International Society for Gynaecologic Endoscopy(ISGE) for vaginal
hysterectomy.Eur J Obstet Gynecol. Reprod Biol. 2020; 252:118-126.

4. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D. Preferred and actual methods of hysterectomy: A survey of
current practices among members of the South African Society of Obstetricians and
Gynaecologists. S Afr J Obs&Gyn2020;26(1):29-34.

6. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D, Edridge W, Libhaber E, Van Herendael BJ. Formal
institutional guidelines promotes the vaginal approach to hysterectomy in patients with
benign disease and non-prolapsed uterus to determine the route of hysterectomy in
patientswith benign disease and non-prolapsed uterus promotes vaginal approach. Eur J
Obstet Gynecol. Reprod Biol. 2021; 259:133-139
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5. Chrysostomou A, Maposal. Cost analysis of vaginal hysterectomy as compared to
Objective2 laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy for non-prolapsed uterus in a tertiary
institution in South Africa, Sent for Publication IJROG

7. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D, Edridge W, Libhaber E, Van Herendael BJ. A
L. prospectiverandomized controlled trial comparing laparoscopic assisted vaginal
Objective 3

hysterectomy as opposed to vaginal hysterectomy in the absence of uterine prolapse.
Eur J Obstet Gynecol. Reprod Biol. 2021; 267:73-78

As explained in section 3, the objectives of these studies were as follows:

1 To determine the numbers of AH, LAVH, and VH per year at CMJAH between July
2001 and December 2014

2 To determine the incidence of complications, including length of hospital stay and
short term complications, for AH, LAVH, and VH

3 To assess whether the use of a VH/LAVH training program has had an impact on the

incidence of VVH performed over the 14 year time period.

Detailed results and findings from each study are presented in the individual papers — see

Appendices 1-7.

Paperl

Here, we describe the progress made in the implementation of a teaching programme
based on the inclusion criteria and guidelines in patient selection (for women without uterine
prolapse) for the route of hysterectomy. The surgical decision tree algorithm and the vaginal
surgical technique introduced by our unit were tested. In this study, it was demonstrated that
by performing laparoscopies in patients who were considered unsuitable for VH (by
specialists from other units in the same hospital), all the subjects were then afforded an
uncomplicated vaginal hysterectomy with the assistance of laparoscopy (LAVH). There was
shorter hospital stay, less need of analgesia, less intra-operative bleeding and better patient
satisfaction with LAVH. Moreover, LAVH decrease the number of hysterectomies done

abdominally. This suggests that following guidelines will increase the currently declining
rates of VH.
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Paper 2

Guidelines were established by the International Society for Gynecologic Endoscopy
(ISGE) which detail evidence-based recommendations on the selection of women in whom
vaginal hysterectomy for non-prolapse uterus can be safely performed. Six recommendations
on patient selection for VH were established. It was determined that VVH should be considered
as the first choice for benign indications. Conditions commonly cited in the literature as
contraindications to VVH should not be considered motivations for open AH. Hysterectomy
for benign causes is best performed vaginally if the uterus is less than 12 weeks gestation or <
280gr, if accessible vaginally and the pathology is confined to the uterus. The laparoscopic
approach should be considered when vaginal hysterectomy is contraindicated or not
technically possible.

Paper 3

Guidelines were written for ISGE to provide evidence-based recommendations in the
steps that should be taken when performing a vaginal hysterectomy for a non-prolapse uterus.
In this study our VH technique was compared with the existing literature. Six
recommendations on surgical steps during VH, including two grade IB and four grade IC
recommendations, were established.

Paper 4

In this survey performed amongst SASOG members, we found that their preferences
for the routes of hysterectomy compared with their actual practice appear inconsistent. The
large discrepancy between practice and preference indicates that the route of surgery is more
dependent on the clinical preference of the gynaecologist than the medical and clinical
condition. The most significant reported barriers to performing VH or LH were a lack of
surgical experience due to inadequate training during residency, followed by the risk of
complications resulting in malpractice concerns. The responders considered VH, followed by
LH, the most ideal mode of access when performing hysterectomy, recognising the benefits
of MIH over TAH. The reality, once in private practice the majority of the responders
indicated a reluctance to decrease the frequency of TAH. Failure to achieve proficiency
during training as a registrar was demonstrated in this survey as a severe obstacle to
performing VH.
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Paper 5

This study demonstrates that LAVH is unlikely to be considered cost effective when
compared to VH for women undergoing hysterectomy for the same indication and uterine
weigh. Longer operating time and operating room costs, as well as the expenses of the
equipment to perform LAVH, were the main sources of additional cost in LAVH. Longer
operating time and operating room costs, as well as the expenses of the equipment required to

perform LAVH, were the main sources of additional cost in LAVH.

Paper 6

This study demonstrates that by introducing formal guidelines, a surgical decision tree
algorithm, and a standardised vaginal surgical technique -- as well as the incorporation of the
guidelines into the resident training programme -- increased the rate of VH and result in an

overall decline in open AH.
Paper 7

This was a prospective randomised control trial comparing LAVH as opposed to VH
in the absence of uterine prolapse. This study demonstrated that there were no significant
differences in blood loss between VH and LAVH. VH was found to be less costly compared
to LAVH, primarily due to the difference in operating time and the need for disposable
instruments during LAVH. VH for non-prolapse uterus was determined to be safe, offering

the same benefits of short hospital stay, rapid recovery and need analgesia as LAVH

The detail on the key findings for each study will reflect in the depth of data collected
and analysis done for each study. There were four overarching themes that emerged from
these studies, and these will be discussed in depth in the discussion section. The four themes
are: the extremely low rate of VH in our institution before the initiation of the study. The lack
of training and experience was identified asthe main cause of not performing VH in absence
of uterine prolapse. The implementation of an academic training program based on
introduction of formal guidelines in selecting women for hysterectomy following a surgical
tree algorithm developed by the unit. The introduction of a standardized surgical technique

which will be compared to the main existing techniques used today for VH. The impact of
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such policy on total number of VH performed as opposed to open AH over a period of
14years.Evaluation of such a policy in maintaining the good results five years later,
December 2019.

5.2. Key clinical findings

The successful implementation of an academic training program based on the
introduction of formal guidelines in selecting women for hysterectomy, following a surgical
tree algorithm developed by the unit (Figure 1), and the introduction of a standardized
surgical technique lead to an increase on the rate of VH from 9.8% at the beginning of the
study in 2001 to 19.8% by December 2014 (Figure 2) and to 48.4% by December 2014
(Figure3). These promising results continue after the completion of the study in December
2014, maintaining the same rate of VH 48.2% as opposed to 51.8% open AH. Thus, the ratio
of VH to TAH remains 1:1 through the five year period after completion of the study, in 2019
(Figure 4).
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CHAPTER6: DISCUSSION

This thesis demonstrates that the introduction of formal guidelines, a clinical decision
tree algorithm, and a standardised surgical technique into the residents’ training programme
can increase the rate of VH and result in an overall decline in open AH and LAVH. Though
guidelines and recommendations in determining the optimal route of hysterectomy for benign
indications can be found within the literature (such as those issued by the ACOG in 2009 [69]
and reaffirmed in 2019 [116], these seem to be largely neglected by practising
gynaecologists. Global trends have indicated a significant underutilisation of VH, which we
believe stems from a lack of training during residency: in not attaining VH proficiency during
residency, and subsequent experience in the technique while beginning to practise as a
specialist, gynaecologists tend to select a mode of access for hysterectomy based on their

preferences rather than standardised selection criteria for the route of hysterectomy.

This is especially problematic due to the variety of contexts in which VH can be
applied. Existing guidelines and recommendations promoting VVH have been ignored over the
years (69,70, 81) and resulted to elevated numbers of TAH seen today worldwide [119]. This
was also observed in our institution before the initiation of this study in July 2001: 9.8% of
all hysterectomies performed were vaginal, mainly in cases of utero-vaginal prolapse; the

remaining 90.2% of hysterectomies were TAH (i.e. the VH to AH ratio was 1:9), as shown in
Figure 6.

Figure 6: Percentage of hysterectomies performed vaginally at CMJAH before the initiation
of the study (July 2001).
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Teaching institutions, which should be the trend-setters, unfortunately perform most
hysterectomies abdominally. Senior gynaecologists inexperienced with the VH who fail to
teach residents the VH technique contribute substantially to the vicious cycle seen today,
where VH is performed only for a prolapsed uterus. In the absence of prolapse, the majority
of the hysterectomies are performed openly or laparoscopically, even if VH is a viable (or

even optimal) option [50].

This thesis has shown that successful implementation of an academic training
programme in a teaching institution can result in the improvement of VH skills amongst our
residents and can thereby improve service delivery in thousands of women undergoing

hysterectomy, not only in our setting but also nationally and internationally.

With the commitment of our unit to improving the rates of VH in our institution, the
training programme and the implementation of guidelines in selecting the route of
hysterectomy, a surgical tree algorithm (see Figure 1) and a standardised surgical technique
(see Appendix 1), our study began in July 2001. According to the guidelines set by the untt,
any patient (meeting the study’s inclusion criteria) admitted for TAH by the consultants of
other units in our institution, was first consulted with the aid of the surgical tree algorithm
before hysterectomy was undertaken. The inclusion criteria included benign uterine
pathology and/or premalignant cervical or endometrial dysplasia. Patients presenting a non-
prolapsed uterus, nulliparity, fibroid or enlarge uterus not exceeding 14-week gestation size
or 14 cm width/9cm depth on ultrasound examination, and/or previous pelvic surgery were
also included. All cases guided to VH by the surgical tree algorithm have been successfully
performed. Initially, at the beginning of the study (July 2001 to July 2003), half of the VHs
performed were assisted by LAVH. In following this approach, we managed almost to double
the number of VHs from 9.8 % in July 2001 to 19.4% by December 2003 (see Figure 7).
Therefore, the VH to AH ratio of 1:9 at the beginning of the study (July 2001) reached 15
(19.4% VH to 80.6,% TAH) by December 2003 (see article 1).

Figure 1can assist in determining the route of hysterectomy for benign disease based
on an approach comprised of clinical examination and pelvic ultrasound. LAVH has its place
where there is uncertainty of a successful VH, or in order to perform adhesiolysis, to treat
endometriosis, and to restore pelvic anatomy. LAVH is especially needed when prophylactic
oophorectomy is required, as it is not always possible for the ovaries to be removed

vaginally. Kovac et al. demonstrated that of patients considered to be unsuitable for VH on

o4



clinical examination (who were then treated laparoscopically), 98% were rendered eligible
for an uncomplicated VH [56]. In a study by Chrysostomou, it was demonstrated that by
performing LAVH in patients who were traditionally considered unsuitable for VH, all the
subjects were able to proceed to an uncomplicated VH [55]. Both the above authors reached
the same conclusion: that the laparoscopic approach should be converted to a vaginal
procedure as soon as possible (e.g. after adhesiolysis, treatment of endometriosis,
adnexectomy, location of the fibroids) [55, 56]. Nothing is gained by continuing laparoscopic
dissection, as this unnecessarily prolongs the surgery and increases the risk of visceral
damage. As the surgeon’s confidence increases, ultimately more cases can be achieved by

VH alone, and the overall operative risks may thus be decreased.

It is our belief — informed by the evidence produced within this thesis — that LAVH is
the ideal way to avoid open AH. As mentioned, LAVH was utilised when there was any
uncertainty about the success of VH in all cases undertaken by the unit. Based on our
experience, and in agreement with other studies, we advise that LAVH or LH should be
converted to a vaginal procedure as early as possible to reduce the overall operating time and
complication rates [27,55, 56, 68,117]. Longer operating time and the risk of complications
were found to be correlated with LH, either LAVH or TLH. Extending the laparoscopic
approach does seem to be a waste of time for most patients who could have otherwise

undergone uncomplicated VH [68].

Three overarching topics emerged from the seven studies that make up this thesis.
Figure 1 illustrates how these contribute to the increase of VH rates and the improvement

ofteaching at the registrar level.
These overarching topics are as follows:

1. The establishment of a standardised, algorithmic approach to hysterectomy
1.1. The introduction of a surgical decision tree algorithm to help guide the surgeon to the
appropriate hysterectomy procedure
1.2. The development of guidelines in selecting women without uterine prolapse who can
undergo an uncomplicated VH
1.3. The design of a safe standardised surgical technique that can be easily taught to
residents-in-training
2. A comparison between LAVH and VH
2.1. Arretrospective study onthe cost difference between VH and LAVH
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2.2. A prospective randomised control trial involving cost analysis and blood loss
evaluation between VH and LAVH
3. An audit undertaken by the unit to assess the perceived barriers in performing VH

amongst practicing gynaecologists in SA.

In the next sections, we will discuss the problems facing gynaecologists today regarding
the low rate of VH, the intervention taken by a dedicated unit in vaginal and minimally
invasive hysterectomy, the results of such intervention in increasing the numbers of VH
performed relative to open AH and LH, and improving training and proficiency in VH

amongst our residents.

6.1. The effect of introducing evidence-based guidelines inchoosing the route of
hysterectomy for benign disease, a surgical decision tree algorithm and

standardized surgical technique

The rate of VHs performed in our institution before the initiation of this study in July
2001 was less than 10%, similar to the rates reported within the international literature, and
was reserved only for patients presenting with utero-vaginal prolapse [26,27,30] (see Figure
6).

As a result of this policy, all cases of benign uterine disease, or premalignant cervical
or endometrial pathology, were operated with open AH (TAH). At that time, it was becoming
apparent that such a policy was not justified, as there were already reports that VH was a
feasible alternative for a non-prolapsed uterus; VH was also successfully reported in women
with an enlarged uterus [19, 20], in women with previous caesarean section(s) [21], in
nulliparous women [20,22], and in women with a previous abdominal surgery or who
required oophorectomy [24].

The first step taken by the unit was to establish guidelines based on the uterine size,
accessibility, and the presence or absence of extra uterine pathology. The second step was to
include women necessitating hysterectomy for benign uterine conditions (meeting the
inclusion criteria) into the surgical tree algorithm for VH with or without laparoscopic
assistance. As shown in Figure 1, any women admitted for hysterectomy for benign uterine

conditions was first screened with respect to the specified inclusion criteria set by our unit; if
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these were met, the patient was enrolled for VH. Nulliparous women, women without uterine
descent, women with previous pelvic surgery or caesarean section, women requiring
salpingo-oophorectomy, and women with cervical dysplasia or pre-malignant conditions of
the cervix or endometrium, were included in our study. Women with utero-vaginal prolapse

who underwent VH were also included but analysed separately (see article 1).

We believe that in order to change the existing mindset regarding the choice of the
route of hysterectomy, it was necessary to have a unit dedicated to MIH (VH and LAVH). In
the case of our urogynaecology and endoscopy unit, this has been the priority since the unit
was first set up by the P1. We consider the results of implementing such a policy in our unit to
be very promising, since the rate of VH had increased from 9.8% in July 2001 to 19.2% by
December 2003 (see Figure 7).

Figure 7: Percentage of hysterectomies performed vaginally at CMJAH after the initiation of
the study (July 2001).
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We now consider the overall investigation, spanning from July 2001 to December
2014 (see article 6). This study reinforces the evidence that the use of formal guidelines, a
clinical decision tree algorithm, and a standardised surgical technique, as well as the
incorporation of these guidelines into the residents training programme, can increase the rate
of VH and result in an overall decline in open AH and LAVH. This study is in agreement
with other large studies, which indicate that the implementation of a clinical pathway and
hysterectomy guidelines can be associated with a decrease in the proportion of

hysterectomies performed abdominally [55,67,87]. In our institution, the data from the
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beginning of the study in July 2001 its end in December 2014 revealed that the proportion of
hysterectomies performed abdominally decreased from91.2% to 51.6% while those
performed vaginally increased from 9.8% t048.4% (see Figure 8). The VH to AH ratio
therefore increased from 1:9 to 1:1. Based on this, it seems that as much as 40%of feasible
vaginal procedures had been performed by more invasive approach like AH before the

initiation of the study, in the absence of the surgical decision tree algorithm.

A sharp increase in LAVH was observed from July 2001 to December 2004, reaching
a maximum of 10.8%, and dropping to 1.25% by the end of the period studied (December
2014). In Figure 8, we see explicitly that as VH increased, the need of LAVH decreased. This
may be explained by a gain in VH experience: as surgeons became more confident in

carrying out an uncomplicated VH, they became less reliant on LAVH.

Figure 8: VH, LAVH, and TAH presented as a percentage of all hysterectomies performed at
CMJAH during the period July 2001 — December 2014.
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With initially increasing use of LAVH, the surgeons became more confident in the
pre-operative assessment of operability by a history, bimanual examination, and pelvic sonar.
Furthermore, they became more confident in operating “blind” (ie. via the vaginal route),
discovering that the laparoscopic component is most often superfluous. From Figure 8, we
observe that when focus is directed towards VH, the need for laparoscopic assistance

decreases as experience with VH is gained. This finding is opposed to other studies, which
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have shown that if the focus is directed to LH, there is a resulting significant reduction in
rates of VH to below 10%, without perceptible impact on AH rates [53].The advent of RH
may also contribute to declines in VVH rates [54]. In an evaluation of practice change in the
wake of the introduction of RH Schmitt JJ et al. found that surgeons who would have

performed VH in the pre-robotic era, now opt for RH instead [118].

6.2. Cost implications of performing LAVH as opposed to VH

During our overall study period (2001-2014), we introduced LAVH as an aid to
achieve the vaginal removal of the uterus when there was an uncertainly of success of VH or
if the pelvic anatomy needed to be restored before undertaking the VH. We observed a
dramatic decrease in the use of LAVH as experience with VH was gained, especially towards
the end of the study. Routine use of LAVH was never considered as a controversy in our unit,
but rather as an additional tool in avoiding open AH. The benefits offered by VH are the
same as LAVH; VH however is also faster, less costly, and associated with less scarring than
LAVH [12-16].To establish LAVH as a routine procedure remains contentious, partly
because of concerns about the cost of consumables needed to perform LAVH and the longer

operating time of LAVH as opposed to VH.

6.2.1. Retrospective study: Cost analysis between VH and LAVH

In a retrospective cohort study, covering a period of two years (January 2015-
December 2016), we evaluated hospital charges and costs for LAVH as compared to VH for
a non-prolapse uterus in clinically similar groups of patients (see article 5). Both techniques
offer the same benefits of shorter hospital stay, less analgesia needed, rapid mobilisation, and
early hospital discharge. However, VH was found to be less costly, mainly due to its
significantly reduced operative time, and the avoidance of the usage of consumables. The
expensive laparoscopic devices and aforementioned extended operation times associated with
LAVH make it the costlier procedure. The results of this study are in agreement with those of
other investigations [13,67, 80, 119,120], which clearly demonstrate that VVH is more cost
effective while also providing the same advantages as LAVH. Key measures used in this
study to assess the cost difference between the two procedures were related to operating time

in theatre per minute, and the use of disposables during LAVH.
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As mentioned, there are numerous studies that support VH in favour of other routes of
hysterectomy based on the procedure’s cost-effectiveness. In their comparison between costs
and charges with three alternative techniques of hysterectomy (LAVH, AH, and VVH), Dorsey
et al. found that the mean total charges (facility charges plus professional fees) for the
hospitalisation were much higher for LAVH as compared to VH (p<0.001) with the same
clinical outcome [119].Similarly, a comparison of the costs and charges of LAVH, AH, and
VH by Nehtat et al. that the mean cost of performing LAVH — as compared to VH — was
significantly higher (p< 0.05) [120]. Through the eVALuate study, the vaginal approach was
determined to be more cost-effective compared to the laparoscopic route, primarily due to the
use of disposable instruments in laparoscopy [13]. Furthermore, Sculpher et al. demonstrated
that LH cost an average of $780 more than VH, per patient [80]. With more than 500.000
hysterectomies performed annually in the United States, and more than 100.000 in the United
Kingdom, the vaginal approach seems even more relevant in this time of economic strain
[80].

Kovac et al. found that by using guidelines to assist clinical decision-making for
hysterectomy, VH was determined to be feasible in 98.9% of the cases, with potential savings
of 1.2 million USD for every 1000 hysterectomies performed vaginally, as well as a reduction

of 20% in complications associated with hysterectomy[67].

In this study, LAVH took 32.7 minutes longer than VH (p<0.001).Considering the
extra theatre time and the consumables used during LAVH, an estimated amount of 19306,
31 ZAR or 1532,24 USD more was needed to perform LAVH as opposed to VH for the same
indication and uterine weigh (excluding the aforementioned professional fees). By
performing VH instead of LAVH, a potential savings of 1.5 million USD could be obtained
for every 1000 hysterectomies performed vaginally in SA.

During this study period, 470 hysterectomies were performed in our department. Out
of these, 222 (47, 2%) underwent VH. 43 (9, 1%) of the VH have been accomplished with the
aid of LAVH. This demonstrates that the rate of VH has been sustained and remains the
same, with a ratio of 1:1 between TAH and VH observed by December 2016 (see article 5).
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6.2.2. Prospective randomised control study between VH and LAVH

One of the objectives of this study was to evaluate the performance and outcomes of
LAVH to VH in the absence of uterine prolapse in a randomised control trial. In this
prospective randomisation, the differences in blood loss and cost between the two procedures
were also assessed. The positive outcomes, as well as the high rates of VH of the
retrospective studies (see articles 1, 5, 6), were also observed in the prospective study (see
article 7).In this study, 720 women underwent hysterectomy for benign pathology during the
study period at the CMJAH : 381 (51, 7%) underwent TAH, and 342 (48,2%) underwent VH
[which
comprised of 286 (39.7%) VH and 76 (10.5%) LAVH](see Figure 7). A total of 227 patients,
according to the protocol, were included in the prospective randomised study. 151patients
underwent VH and 76 underwent LAVH, randomised on a 2:1 basis (knowing that the
majority of hysterectomies performed by our unit are carried out vaginally). The results of
this study demonstrated that the average hospital charges are significantly higher in LAVH as
compared to VH. The main sources of the cost difference between LAVH and VH were
related to the differences in operation time and the cost of consumables used during LAVH
compared to VH, the latter of which requires no additional specific materials. An amount of
15 698,20 ZAR or 1145,85 USD more was needed to performed LAVH as opposed to VH for
a non-prolapsed uterus. In this study, it was also demonstrated that there were no significant
differences in blood loss between VH and LAVH as determined by the decrease in serum Hb
levels in a day one following VH and LAVH. No patient required blood transfusion in our
study groups, either for VH or LAVH. Our results are not in agreement with other studies,
which showed that a significantly higher blood loss was observed during VH as compared to
LAVH [73-75]. Our results are in agreement with by two large randomised prospective
studies performed by Guo and Lee [76,77], which observed that there was no significant
difference in blood loss between LAVH and VH.

The results of this study (see article 7) indicated that VH is a feasible option for cases
with a non-prolapsed uterus and should be the preferred route of hysterectomy. Moreover,
VH had a shorter operating time compared to LAVH, had minimal intra operative
complications, was associated with no scarring, and was less costly as compared to LAVH.
The results of this study are in support of other randomised studies which showed the same
benefits of short hospital stay, rapid recovery and need of analgesia between VH and LAVH
[12-16].
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Regarding the rates of VVH, this study demonstrates that has been sustained and
remains the same as previously reported by this institution (see articles 5 and 6) with a ratio
of 1:1 between TAH and VH observed by December 20109.

Figure 9: Percentage of hysterectomies performed per year over the whole study period.
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6.2.3. Lack of training and experience as a cause of the global decrease in VH

Factors implicated in declining of VH include the lack of training and experience
during residency, non-adherence to existing evidence-based guidelines for selecting
appropriate candidates for VVH, physician preferences, and a lack of patient knowledge about
surgical options. In a survey performed by our unit (as part of this thesis) amongst practising
gynaecologists in South Africa, the majority of the responders indicated lack of training and
experience as the main obstacle in performing VH in private practice. The majority of the
responders also found —once qualified—reluctant to change from open AH to the MIH (VH
and LAVH) [113] (see article 4). This lack of training in VVH has been raised by several
authors as being an important factor, with lack of experience in vaginal surgery leading to
gynaecologists having a dependence on the abdominal and/ or laparoscopic routes when
contemplating hysterectomy [82-84].

62



Regarding training of VVH during residency, it is important to distinguish between
proficiency and exposure. In a survey about resident opinions on VH training performed in
United States of America, 75% of the responders indicated that, in order to achieve
proficiency during residency, more than 20 cases of VVH are necessary [50]. The American
College of Obstetrics and Gynaecology (ACOG) requests the number of 15 cases to be
performed before completing the residency programme. In Nigeria, VH is underutilised as
most centres hardly conduct more than five VHs in a year [52]. The situation in South Africa
is similarly problematic because the South African College of Medicine (CMSA) requires
only five VHs to be performed during a residency programme of four years. With these
numbers, exposure is achieved but not proficiency. The future gynaecologist, not proficient to
perform VH, may be inclined to perform hysterectomy by the abdominal route when it could
be safely performed vaginally. This lack of proficiency also increases the likelihood of

litigation should complications arise.

Despite these distinct benefits over LH (and RH), VH remains underutilised.
Fortunately, there are considerable and rapidly increasing empirical examples based on
randomised trials and large prospective national studies that have the capacity to direct
opinion [11-16, 50]. Since we find ourselves in the era of minimally invasive surgery, we
need to decide on a route of hysterectomy that best serves the patient. Our evidence suggests
that the best way to perform a hysterectomy is the vaginal route, where feasible, but without
undermining the role of LH. As a unit, we promote MIH, particularly in order to avoid the
open AH; we support the emphasis of VH training, but are also able to perform LH when

necessary.

As an academic unit responsible for training a large number of residents (78
residents rotating through the unit), it can be difficult — if not impossible — to train them in
LH. This procedure requires greater surgical expertise and has a steep learning curve due to
the precision required in the laparoscopic skill set. VH, in comparison, is far easier to teach: it
does not call for extra training, special skills, or complicated equipment. Furthermore, when
considering the advantages of VH and LH, both offer the same benefits to the patient — but
we must always bear in mind that VH is associated with fewer complications as compared to

LH [17-19], and is much more cost effective.
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CHAPTER 7: CONCLUSION

The results of this thesis, as well as the extensive review of the literature covered
therein, demonstrate that when minimally invasive hysterectomy is feasible, VVH should
remain the treatment of choice for many gynaecological patients in whom hysterectomy is
indicated (particularly for those with a non-prolapsed uterus). Conditions traditionally
thought to be contraindications to VH —where the abdominal, laparoscopic, or robotic
approach is often applied —should not preclude VH. This research has shown that such
conditions can be treated successfully via the vaginal route. In doing so, patients are exposed
to fewer surgical complications and a more rapid recovery. Furthermore, VH is demonstrably

aless costly procedure in comparison to the other routes of hysterectomy.

In order to improve patient care, the high worldwide rates of AH should be reduced,
in favour of VH. Through the introduction of formal clinical guidelines, a surgical tree
algorithm, and a standardised surgical technique in our unit, we have shown that this is
possible: an increase in the number of VHs performed was observed, as well as a decrease in
the rate of open AH. With the establishment of standardised selection criteria and surgical
guidelines, we have created an opportunity for residents to acquire, improve, and maintain the
skills required to perform VH.

In conclusion, VH has been demonstrated to be a safe and cost-effective procedure
that should be offered to a large group of appropriately selected women. This study has
shown that it is possible to shift the ratio of AH to VH. We believe that if this approach were
to be implemented in dedicated institutions worldwide, a decrease in the global AH rate
would be observed and further positive outcomes in patients undergoing hysterectomy.
However, such change requires greater efforts to be directed towards teaching the technique
of VH during residency. Itis here that governing bodies (such as the ISGE, ACOG, AAGL,
and RCOG) have the greatest role to play.
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CHAPTER8: ETHICS APPROVAL

The study has been approved by the Wits Human Research Ethics committee, with a
clearance certificate number of M150462 (Appendix 8). Approval has been obtained from
the CEO of CMJAH (Appendix 9). National Health Laboratory services permission will be

obtained to access the histology results.
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8.2 Funding
The thesis will be self-funded, including stationery, photocopying, printing and binding,
transport at an estimated R2 000-00.

8.3 Limitations
Component 1 and 2: The study is retrospective. There is a possibility of missing data and lost

files.
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APPENDIX 1: VAGINAL HYSTERECTOMY FOR NON-PROLAPSED
UTERUS - INNOVATIVE TECHNIQUE USED BY THE UNIT

The ten steps vaginal hysterectomy for non-prolapse uterus, introduced into the unit by the
head of the unit (P1). This is a standardized surgical technique used by the unit since 2001,
the beginning of the study. This description will stand you in good stead whatever the clinical
diagnosis or variation in anatomy. Improvisation is not an option in vaginal surgery. It is vital

to perform each step of surgery in the same way and in the same order.

1. Positioning the patient

After appropriate general or regional (spinal) anaesthesia is completed, the patient is
placed in the dorsal lithotomy position with her feet in stirrups. The patient buttocks should
extend slightly over the edge of the table so that the posterior retractor can be placed easily.
In this position the thighs are somewhat abducted and the hips flexed. Excessive flexion and
abduction of the thighs should be avoided in normal circumstances, as this can lead to
position-induce nerve injuries. The lateral aspects of the legs should be clear of the stirrups to

avoid pressure on the peroneal nerve (Figla).

The urinary bladder is then emptied with a metallic urinary catheter and the vaginal
area is prepped in a normal fashion. A careful and completed bimanual examination must
then be performed to confirm the degree of uterine descent and the width of the vaginal
outlet. This step may not be omitted as it can give valuable information about previously
unrecognized pelvic pathology, as well as the best operative approach to use and the degree
of difficulty to be expected.

The cervix is exposed by placing a weighted posterior retractor or the blade of the
Auvard speculum. A small right angle retractor (Wertheim angle retractor) may be used to
elevate the anterior vaginal wall. Two wulsellums are then utilized to grasp the anterior and
posterior lips of the cervix and pull them into the vaginal introitus. The Vulsellum placed on
the anterior lip of the cervix, upside down, so that instead the instrument being concave
upwards, it is concave downwards. The second vulsellum is placed on the posterior lip of the
cervix with the instrument being concave upwards. | found it to be much easier to manipulate
the cervix this way and helps with the orientation during the procedure. Additionally, the

instruments do not seen to come off as easily when using this method. While traction of the

66



cervix downward is applied, massaging the uterosacral and cardinal ligaments bilaterally,
especially on the left, may facilitate further descend. This procedure should be performed as

follows:

Holding the wulsellums with the left hand and pulling it slightly to the patient’s right,
the index finger of the right hand is used to massage the left paracervical tissues (uterosacral/
cardinal ligaments) starting from forwards and going backwards towards the rectum. This
manoeuvre has been described by J.L Cohen [121] and | found it very useful to achieve
further descent when operating on non prolapse uterus, as it allows easier access.

Fig. 1a: Positioning the patient. Fig 1b: Super flexion position

Obesity should not be considered as a contraindication to VH. Obese women who present
with a BMI >35 (or morbidly obese women) may benefit from VH as they avoid the high risk
of venous thrombo-embolism, wound infection and dehiscence, and respiratory compromise
associated with the open total abdominal hysterectomy. It is advisable to apply a super
flexion position— in which the patient lies on the table in dorsal position with buttocks
protruding beyond the edge of the table with both thighs abducted and fully flexed (Fig.1b).
Anatomically, this position makes the uterus descend downward and fall backward, bringing
the cervix closer to introitus. This may also facilitate bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy or a

cystectomy where this is needed [122].

1. Incision of the vaginal wall

While downward traction is applied with the vulsellums, a circular incision around the
cervico-vaginal junction is performed. We disagree with Michael Stark that the incision

around the cervix should be done around 5mm above the external os [123]. The incision in
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the vaginal mucosa should start anteriorly and extend around posteriorly to the cervix. The
level of the incision s critical to finding the correct plane of dissection between the bladder
and lower uterine segment. The point of attachment of vaginal mucosa to the cervix can be
demonstrated by moving the cervix up and down several times. The incision should be made

at the border between the smooth cervical mucosa and the vaginal rugae (Fig 2a,2b).

An incision above the border of the cervix and vaginal rugae can lead to bladder injury and
unnecessary bleeding, whereas if the incision is below the border, incision of the cervix it
may cause bleeding. It is important the incision to be deep enough reaching the pubo-cervical
fascia which appears at this level as a white or pale grey area. The vaginal mucosa is
circumferentially pushed up, away from the incision, with the use of a swab-covered index
finger. This is done all the way up to the peritoneal vesico-uterine fold anteriorly and

posteriorly as far away up to the insertion of utero sacral ligament to the cervix.

The blade of the Wertheim angle retractor is placed under the vaginal mucosa and the
bladder. Then, with strong traction on the cervical vulsellums downward and counter traction
with the retractor lifting up the anterior vaginal wall, the proper plane of dissection between
the bladder and the cervix is found (2b). This manoeuver aids to identify the peritoneal
vesico-uterine fold or anterior peritoneum, which appears as a pearly-white transverse line
across the lower uterine segment lying on the wide V-shaped, shiny serosal surface of the
uterus.

Circular incision around cervico-vaginal junction had been proposed also by Sheth
[124]. Heaney and Green- Armytage described the same steps in support of our technique
long before him [125,126]. We prefer opening the anterior and posterior peritoneum before
clamping and cutting the uterosacral and cardinal ligaments. This is opposed to the technique
described first by J.Cohen [121], and followed by others [124-128]who proposed routine
opening of the vesico-uterine peritoneum after clamping and cutting the uterosacral and
cardinal ligaments or the uterine vessel. In some circumstances when is not feasible to enter
the anterior peritoneum is worthy to detached the uterosacral and cardinal ligaments from
their attachment, once the bladder has been mobilized. This will facilitate further descent of

the uterus and assist with the identification and opening of the bladder peritoneum.
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Figure 2a: strong downward traction is applied to the cervix with the valsulum and
counter traction upwards with the blade of the Wertheim angle retractor; the cervico-

vaginal junction is identified.

Figure 2b: A circumferential cervical incision is accomplished

2. Opening posterior peritoneum

We advise that it is preferred to open the posterior peritoneum first. The vulsellums holding
the cervix are pulled upwards by the assistant. The peritoneum between the two utero-sacral
ligaments is grasped with artery forceps and opened with curved Mayo scissors. The scissors
are then introduced into the Pouch of Douglas cavity. With the blades of the scissors inside
the peritoneal cavity, the scissors are opened and the blades withdrawn in the opened position
so that the peritoneum is being cut by the by the back of the blades of the open pair of
scissors, as they are being withdrawn. In order to do this, it is necessary to hold the handles of
the scissors with both hands(Fig3a). In this way, the peritoneum is opened until the insertions
of the uterosacral ligaments are bilaterally exposed.

With the index finger into the Pouch of Douglas cavity, the posterior aspect of the uterus is
palpated. Fibroids or adhesions may be identified at this point, together with the size and
mobility of the uterus. The blade of the Auvard forceps or Sims speculum, is introduced into
the peritoneal space (pouch of Douglas). A large swab can be inserted into the posterior
pouch preventing small bowel and omentum entering the operating field. (Fig 3b)
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Additionally, It is preferable to open the posterior peritoneum first because in some cases,
such as previous caesarean sections or cases of anterior fibroids, the anterior peritoneum may
be difficult to be open. In such circumstances, the index finger is introduced behind the uterus
over the fundus of the uterus and the vesico-uterine peritoneum is identified and opened. This

Figure 3b: The blade of the Sims speculum or weighted retractor is the place in the posterior cul-de-sac.

3. Detaching the bladder from the uterus
With the blade the Wertheim angle retractor under the vaginal mucosa and bladder, the
bladder is pushed-up close to the uterus. As downward traction is applied with the
vulsellums, and counter traction upwards with the blade of the Wertheim angle, the bladder
will be separated from the uterus until the utero-vesical fold is exposed and the anterior
peritoneum is identified. Exposure of the anterior peritoneal (utero-vesical) pouch is the most
crucial step during VH. This is recognised as a white or pale area owing to the double layer
of peritoneum. Confirmation that this is the peritoneal sac can be obtained by picking up the

anterior layer with forceps (Figd4a). The peritoneum is grasped with artery forceps and opened

70



with curved Mayo scissors (Figdb). The blade of the Wertheim angle retractor is placed into
the peritoneal cavity, separating the bladder from the uterus.

In our technique, entrance into the anterior and posterior cul-de-sac is established before
clamping and cutting the uterosacral/cardinal ligaments and definitely before clamping and
cutting the uterine vessels. This facilitates the successful vaginal removal of the non-
prolapsed uterus and is associated with less bleeding and the prevention of potential injury to
the bladder and/or ureters anteriorly, aswell as to the rectum and small bowel posteriorly.

As mentioned above, this is in disagreement with J.Cohen [121] and others [124-127] who
also stress the importance of getting into the two spaces routinely after clamping and cutting
the uterosacral/cardinal ligaments and uterine vessels. The traditional teaching during open
abdominal or laparoscopic hysterectomy is to reflect and/open the vesico uterine peritoneum
before clamping and cutting the uterine vessels in order to avoid damaging bladder and

ureters anterior.

Figure 4b: Opened with curved Mayo scissors.

In patients with previous caesarean sections or who present with previous inflammatory
diseases or endometriosis, this pouch may be obliterated or difficult to define. In such
circumstances, it is not advisable to open the anterior pouch, due to the risk of injury to the
bladder. There are two safety measures that may be used as alternatives; insertion of the

bladder sound or metallic catheter that is safe to proceed, or waiting until the pouch of
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Douglas is openand the index finger can be passed over the uterine fundus or broad ligament
to define the anterior pouch. Although not routinely in such circumstances we detaching the
uterosacral/ cardinal ligaments of their attachments, achieving further descent of the uterus
that may make easier the entry into the anterior peritoneal cavity. If we are still not able to
enter the space, we advise to proceed to LAVH.

Sheth SS [129], recommends instead to proceed to laparoscopy, to make use of the
uterocervical broad ligament space. This space is bounded by a tangential line joining the
maximally bulging point on the uterine body and cervix. The uterocervical border with the
isthmic notch as its centre has two third of the space medially and one third laterally. The
leaves of the broad ligament are well separated close to uterocervical border and run closer
for some distance before funning out laterally. Thus, separation of the two leaves close to
uterocervical border is easy. The space varies with the uterine size but on average measures
2,5 X2,0 cm and contains loose areolar tissue, lymphatics and the uterine vessels at the point
of entry into the uterine wall. The ureter is away.

The surgical technique had been described as follow: During VH, after vaginal mucosa is
incised and push away with the bladder with the assistance of Wertheim angle, the dissection
is made laterally, first by scissor between the cervix and the bladder to enter the uterocervical
space making room for the finger to follow, then insinuating upward and laterally beyond the
lateral uterocervical border to enter into the continuing space between the two leaves of the
broad ligament (Fig4c). The space is thus entered by sharp and blunt dissection and is
gradually enlarge by the finger. After reaching the area between the uterocervical surface
posteriorly and the bladder anteriorly and using gentle traction medially with Babcock
forceps on the free bladder, assisted by sharp and blunt dissection the bladder is
separated from the uterocervical surface.

Entering the utero cervical broad ligament space (S Sheth)
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Figure 4c: Detaching the bladder from the uterus.

5. Dissection of the utero-sacral ligaments (USLs) and cardinal ligaments (CLs)

The utero-sacral ligaments (USLs) and the cardinal ligaments (CLs) provide apical support of
the upper vagina and the uterus. The USLs, from their attachments to the dorsal margin of
uterine cervix and/ or to the upper third of the posterior vaginal wall, pass backwards and
upwards to reach the sacrum (S2-S4 region). The CLs (also referred to as Mackernodt’s
ligaments, lateral cervical ligaments or transverse cervical ligaments) are condensations of
endo-pelvic fascia and from their attachments to the lateral upper part of the vagina and
cervix are spread outwards in a fan-shaped manner to the bony pelvis. Although both
ligaments are located in different anatomical planes and directions, they are clamped
together. This is done in a specific way: the cervix is pulled upwards and laterally with the
vulsellums and the uterus is contra-rotated. A curved Maingot clump is placed in the
posterior cul de sac with one blade underneath the USL/CLs complex and the opposite blade
over the USL/CLs complex. The clamp is placed perpendicular to the long axis of the uterus
next to the uterine cervix so that some tissue of the cervix is included in the clamp. It is
important that the clamp is not placed laterally to the cervix because the cardinal and
uterosacral ligaments lies at the lower end of the broad ligament below the uterine artery and
are pierced by the ureter, which lies in ureteric canal lateral to the artery.

Both anatomical structures (USL/CLs) are cut and ligated with 0 or 2-0 delayed absorbable

suture, using a full-length suture with the needle attached(Fig5a,b,c,d). These sutures are not
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cut but clipped to the covering drapes. The procedure is repeated on the contralateral side
(Figbe, ). This manoeuvre facilitates further descent of the uterus. These two sutures, with
the needles attached will be used for closure of the vault to support the vault and avoid vault

prolapse.

Figure 5a Figure 5b

Figure 5a,b: Once the bladder is mobilised, a curved Maingot clamps the US and CLs. The
clamp is placed perpendicular to the long axis of the uterus next to the uterine cervix so that

some tissue of the cervix is included in the clamp and cut.

Figure 5c Figure 5d

Figure 5c¢, d: Both anatomical structures (USL/CLs) are ligated with O or 2-0 delayed
absorbable suture, using a full-length suture with the needle attached. These sutures are not
cut but clipped to the covering drapes and will be used for closure of the vault to support the

vault and avoid vault prolapse.
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Figure 5e Figure 5f

Figure 5e, f: The procedure is repeated on the contralateral side.

6. Cutting and legating the uterine arteries

Both uterine arteries are clamped, cut and ligated. The uterine vessel pedicle, which contains
the uterine artery and vein, and the broad ligament peritoneum anterior and posterior to these
vessels, is clamped, cut, and ligated with a no. O or 2-0 delayed absorbable
suture(Fig6a,b,c,d).

Routine opening of the wvesico-uterine peritoneum after clamping the uterine vessels as
recommended by Stark [123], and sometimes by others [124,127,128] may lead to the injury
of the bladder and ureters.

Routine opening the peritoneum after clamping the uterine vessels should be avoided. In rare
circumstances, it is advised, when the anterior peritoneal site cannot be reach earlier, careful
severance of the uterosacral, cardinal ligaments, vesico-uterine ligaments and uterine vessels
bilaterally will lead to the anterior peritoneal reflection, provided angles of the bladder and
the bladder are retracted laterally and superiorly away from the uterus with the Wertheim
angle retractor placed between the uterocervical surface and the bladder [130-134]

We partially agree with the above statement; in situations where the anterior pouch
cannot be entered then incised the uterosacral/ cardinal ligaments may achieve further
descend of the uterus making the entrance into the anterior and posterior cul de sac feasible.
If no entrance to the above spaces can be achieved, further steps to reach the uterine vessels
vaginally have also been suggested [130,134-136]. These steps however should not be taken
routinely, as the risk of injury to the bladder and ureters is very high. In this situation we
recommend the vaginal approach to be abandoned and to rather undertake LAVH in order to
assess and correct the anatomy, thus facilitating completion of the hysterectomy vaginally or

laparoscopically.
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Figure 6¢ Figure 6d

Figure 6a,b,c,d: The uterine vessel pedicle, which contains the uterine artery and vein,
and the broad ligament peritoneum anterior and posterior to these vessels, is clamped,

cut, and ligated with a no. 0 or 2-0 delayed absorbable suture.

7. Dissection of the upper part of the uterine support

The remaining portion of the broad ligament attachment to the uterus contains the
round and ovarian ligaments, the fallopian tube and the blood vessels and this is then
clamped, cut and ligated bilaterally; the maingot clamp should be placed as close to the
uterine fundus as possible(7a,b,c,d). The uterus is then detached. The pedicles are tied
separately and should not be tied together. We disagree with Stark [123] and Bina [130]who
advised to ligate these pedicles to each another. Tying the pedicles together will bring the

ovaries into the Pouch of Douglas, which may lead to severe deep dyspareunia post-

operatively.
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If the adnexa are to be removed, traction is placed on the ovary by grasping it with a
Babcock clamp. A Maingot clump is placed across the infundibulo-pelvic ligaments, and the
ovaries and tubes are excised. Both a suture tie and a transfixion suture ligature are place on
these pedicles.

Figure 7a Figure 7b

Figure 7c Figure 7d

Figure 7 a,b,c,d : The three elements (round ligament, fallopian tube and ovarian ligament) bilaterally
can be taken in the same clamp, divided at sufficient distance from the clamp, closed to the uterine

fundus. The pedicles are tied separately and should not be tied together.

8. Closure of the peritoneum

Once satisfied with the haemostasis, closure of the peritoneum is performed with no. 0 or 2-0
delayed absorbable suture. In order to find the posterior peritoneum, the swab-holding
forceps is introduced into the peritoneal cavity and withdrawn by sweeping the swab out
posteriorly. This literally pushes out the posterior peritoneum and presents it into the

operator’s field of vision. The posterior peritoneum is grasped with a pair of straight artery
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forceps. Once this is done a new swab holding forceps is introduced into the peritoneal cavity
and withdrawn by sweeping the swab out anteriorly, having the same effect as was noted with
the posterior peritoneum.

The closure of the peritoneum is carried out with a purse-string suture. The suture
commences on the anterior peritoneal edge. Pick up the peritoneum between the pedicles on
the left side and bring the suture through the stump of the right uterosacral ligament. Pick up
the posterior peritoneum of the cul de sac, and continue upwards through the stump of the
opposite uterosacral ligament. Pick up the peritoneum between the pedicles on the opposite
side and then bring the suture through the remaining anterior peritoneum. When this suture is
tied, the pelvis is re-peritonealized thus leaving the USL/CLs stumps outside the abdominal
cavity (8a,b,c,d). Closure of the peritoneum is recommended by our unit as this will prevent
prolapse of the fallopian tubes, which can be a cause of severe pain post-operatively. May
also prevents bowel evisceration and posterior enterocoele formation postoperatively, after
the VH. Searching the literature there is insufficient data to recommend for or against adding

peritoneal closure when closing the vaginal cuff [131-133]

Figure 8b

Figure8c Figure 8d
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Figure 8 a,b,c,d: The closure of the peritoneum is carried out with a purse-string suture. The
suture commences on the anterior peritoneal edge (8a). Pick up the peritoneum between the
pedicles on the left side and bring the suture through the stump of the right uterosacral
ligament (8b.). Pick up the posterior peritoneum of the cul de sac, and continue upwards
through the stump of the opposite uterosacral ligament. Pick up the peritoneum between the
pedicles on the opposite side and then bring the suture through the remaining anterior
peritoneum (8c). When this suture is tied, the pelvis is re-peritonealized thus leaving the
USL/CLs stumps outside the abdominal cavity (8d).

9. Closure ofthe vaginal vault

Each angle is closed separately with the stitch and needle held at the US/CLs complex on
each side. Placating the pedicles to the lateral vaginal mucosa offers additional support to the
vaginal vault preventing vault prolapse (Fig 9a,b,c,d,e,f). Once the angles are secured, the
closure of the vault is carried out with continuous interlocking sutures with the same stitch
bilaterally in a horizontal manner. Horizontal closure is preferred to vertical closure as is
associated with less vaginal constriction and deep dyspareunia postoperatively. The upper
vagina is the roomiest part of the vagina. The deepest point of the vagina is the posterior
vaginal fornix. Because the cervix in the non-prolapsed uterus comes through the anterior
vaginal wall, the depth of the vagina is not affected, and there is not a need of additional vault
suspension.

Searching the literature there is not sufficient data to support vertical or horizontal closure of
the vaginal cuff [133-136]. When horizontal closure compare to vertical closure, there were
no dyspareunia or prolapse reported. Closure technique did not demonstrate any difference in

operative time, blood transfusion or cuff cellulitis [133,134].

Figure 9a Figure 9b
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Figure 9e Figure Of

Figure 9a,c : Each angle is closed separately with the stitch and needle held at the
US/CLs complex on each side.

Figure b,d,e,f. Once the angles are secured, the closure of the vault is carried out with
continuous interlocking sutures with the same stitch bilaterally in a horizontal manner.

10. A urine catheter and vaginal plug are inserted, and removed the following day.
There is not sufficient evidence supporting routine vaginal packing following vaginal
hysterectomy. Three RCTs found no apparent net benefits to vaginal packing for
postoperative pain, satisfaction, bleeding or infections. In addition, vaginal packing did not
have an effect on the presence of a cuff haematoma six weeks after the surgery [137-139].
The recommendation against routine postoperative packing reach grade 1B
recommendations indicating that the risks of postoperative vaginal packing generally
outweigh the benefits formost patients. In cases that vaginal packing is chosen, indwelling
catheter must be inserted inorder to allow urine drainage and avoid postoperative urine

retention
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We recommend early removal of the bladder catheter to avoid febrile morbidity, facilitate
faster mobilization, and decrease length of hospital stay. However, there is not sufficient

evidence supporting prolong catheterization. [140-143].

Figure 10a Figure 10b

Figure 10: Control haemostasis (10a). Urine catheter and vaginal plug are inserted (10Db).
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Panel 1: Vaginal Hysterectomy Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

Inclusion Criteria

a.

Uterine size not exceeding an equivalent 14-week pregnant uterus on clinical
examination.

Uterine size not exceeding 14 cm in length and 9 cm in width on ultrasound
examination, or uterine weight of 3609 or less.

Pathology confined to the uterus.

Women with a non-prolapsed uterus, nulliparous women, women with previous pelvic
surgery, women with previous caesarean section(s), women with cervical dysplasia or
pre-malignant conditions, women with endometrial hyperplasia (with or without
atypia), women with chronic pelvic pain, and women with fibroid uteri up to 14
weeks in size may be treated with VH.

Prophylactic salpingo-oophorectomy should not be a contraindication

Exclusion Criteria

a. Malignancy

b.

C.

Virginity

Enlarged uterus (more than 14 weeks on clinical examination, or more than 360g on
ultrasound)

Uterus not accessible vaginally

Inexperienced surgeon (seek help or refer patient)
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Instrumentation;

Instruments needed for vaginal hysterectomy:

Metallic urinary catheter

Auvard weighted vaginal speculum
Wertheim angle retractor

2 multiple toothed wulsellums

#15 scalpel

2 Maingot hysterectomy clamps

A curve Mayo scissor or Metzenbaum scissor
A needle holder

Suture material. We prefer MO5 needle % circle with 0 or 2.0 delayed absorbable

suture attached
Artery forceps
Vaginal plug

Indwelling Foley catheter (post-operative)
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APPENDIX2: LAVH PROCEDURE

Prior to proceeding to vaginal hysterectomy, a laparoscopic assessment of the pelvis and

pelvic organs is performed. The Laparoscopic component of VH includes the assessment of

the pelvic organs, release of adhesions, treatment of endometriosis where necessary, and
freeing the adnexae laparoscopically. The laparoscopic component is carried out up to the

opening of vesico-uterine peritoneum.

The steps are as follows:

1. Preparation of the patient

The patient is placed in dorsal lithotomy position. The arms are tucked at the side and a

foam mattress is situated directly under the patient to prevent sliding during steep

Trendelenburg.

2. The bladder is emptied with metallic catheter or a Foleys catheter is inserted into the
bladder and filled with 10ml of saline.

3. Insertion of uterine manipulator

Uterine manipulator is important to facilitate movements of the uterus during the

procedure.

4. Abdominal entry and trocar placement

A 10mm skin incision is made at the deepest part of the umbilicus using a number 15

blade. By elevating the abdominal wall a trocar /cannula with a 10mm telescope 0° with

a camera attached to it is introduced into the abdomen (visual guided entry).

The insufflator is attached to the cannula and pneumoperitoneum is obtained (intra-

abdominal pressure always maintained to 15mm Hg during the procedure).

Two 5mm incisions are performed, one suprapubically and the other one medial to
anterior superior iliac spine on the left. 5mm trocars under direct vision are inserted to
facilitate the operation. If needed, a third 5Smm incision is performed on the left 8cm
away from the midline at the edges of rectus muscle where the third trocar can be inserted
if needed.

5. The round ligaments bilaterally are transected with the harmonic scalpel or a bipolar

grasper and scissor. If the ovaries are to be removed, then the ovaries are pulled medially

and the infundibulo-pelvic ligament is transected close to the ovary. If the ovaries are
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going to be preserved, then the ovarian ligament, the tube and the round ligament are
transected.

6. Mobilise the bladder. After transecting the round ligaments bilaterally, the anterior and
posterior leaves of the broad ligament are separated. The vesico-uterine peritoneum from
one round ligament to the other is transected and the vesico uterine peritoneal fold is
identified. It is important that the uterine manipulator to be pushed upwards towards the
uterus during the dissection of the bladder, as this facilitates the opening of the vesico

uterine peritoneum.

At this point the rest of the operation is then undertaken vaginally (Appendix 1). After
closure of the vaginal vault and peritoneum, laparoscopy is performed to assess and secure
haemostasis. It is also crucial to assess for any complications of the procedure and to wash

out blood clots and debris. All patients receive prophylactic antibiotics intra-operatively.
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APPENDIX3: PATIENT INFORMATIONSHEET

Hello,

I am Dr Andreas Chrysostomou, a senior doctor in the Department of Obstetrics and
Gynaecology at the Johannesburg Hospital. We have found that most women, who need to
have their wombs removed (hysterectomy) for gynaecological problems, have the operation
done through a cut (incision) through their tummy (abdominal) wall. This is called an

abdominal hysterectomy.

In some cases, the womb can be removed from below (through the vagina without the cut in
tummy). This is called a vaginal hysterectomy. This type of operation results in less pain

afterwards and allows you to go home and back to normal activities much sooner.

Laparoscopic Hysterectomy (LAVH) sometimes is needed to help with the removal of your

womb (uterus) from below (through the vagina without the cut in the tummy)

At the beginning of Laparoscopy, a small instrument (Laparoscope with a camera attached)
is introduced through atiny incision (1cm) below your belly button (umbilicus) and look at

the female organs as with a telescope.

To perform the surgery, the doctor does the first part of the surgery using Laparoscopic
instruments. To do so, the doctor needs additional 2 to 3 small incisions in the abdomen
(tummy), half centimetres each. With the instruments passing through these small incisions
(holes) the surgeon frees the upper part of the uterus from the surrounding tissues. Once this
is done, the doctor makes a cut around the vagina to remove the uterus (womb). After the
uterus (womb) is removed the doctor sews the top of the vaginal closed so that the hole does

not exist between the vagina and the abdomen.

This entire procedure (laparoscope+ vagina hysterectomy) takes about one to one and half
hour to perform. The risks include possible injury to tissues or structures in the tummy wall

or below the tummy wall. These possible risks are:
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1. Vessel injury may involve inferior epigastric or rarely larger vessels in the pelvis.

2. Bladder injury is avoided by catheterising the patient (putting urine pipe). Ureteric

injury may occur during operative laparoscopy.

3. Intestinal injury. Uncommon but may occur if adhesions are present. Avoided by

careful assessment and introduction of Veres needle and cannula (putting gas in the

tummy).

4. General anaesthetic risk is present to the extent that it could apply to any patient
receiving general anaesthetic. General anaesthesia would usually be used for

hysterectomy in any case.

The above complications are uncommon and occur with less frequency as the experience of

the surgeon increases.

If you have been booked to have an abdominal hysterectomy we would like you to consider
having the laparoscopy to assess whether your operation can be done from below (vaginal
hysterectomy). Although we cannot guarantee that you may not still need the abdominal
hysterectomy, it will give you a good chance of having the vaginal hysterectomy with the

advantages of less post operation pain and earlier return to normal activities.

Should you like to take part in this research study, any questions which may arise will be
fully answered. Taking part in this study is completely voluntary and you may decline to take

part or change your mind at any time before the operation.

If you decline or change your mind, you do not have to give any reasons for your decision

and it will not affect your treatment in any way.

All the information you give us will be kept confidential and your name and hospital number

will not be known to anyone except the medical and nursing staff taking care of you.

If you agree to participate in the study we will ask you to sign the informed consent form to

have a laparoscopy and a vaginal or an abdominal hysterectomy.

If you would like to obtain more information about the study or ask any questions at all
please contact me, Dr Andreas Chrysostomou in the ward (ward 196) or through the Sister in
Charge of the ward 196 (Sr. Jane Ndzebo). My cell phone number is 083 324 4122; you may

phone me at any time of the day or night.
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We hope the study will benefit patients in the future by allowing us to do more vaginal
hysterectomies instead of abdominal hysterectomy.

Thank you for considering participation in the study.

Patient signature Doctor Signature
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APPENDIX4: INFORMED CONSENT FORM

USSP P PTORTRPRPRIS understand the written
explanation given to me and | (name of patient)understand the complications which may
occur during the operation.

s consent for Laparoscopy Assisted

Vaginal Hysterectomy or (name of patient)Vaginal Hysterectomy.

| am aware that if necessary instead abdominal hysterectomy will be performed on me.

| understand that | have the right to refuse this treatment and refusal will not affect my

treatment in any way.

I have discussed the matter with Dr Chrysostomou and | have understood what he was
explaining.
oL 700



APPENDIX5:DATA SHEET COMPONENT 1

Patient Study number

Patient Characteristics

Age
Parity Gravidity

Indication for Hysterectomy

Uterine weight _ grams

Short term clinical outcomes

Length of hospital stay

Need for blood transfusion Y/N
Pre-operativeHb g/dL
Post-operativeHb g/dL
Need for reoperation Y/N

Operative complications

Haemorrhage Y/N
Need for blood transfusion Y/N
Bowel injury Y/N
Bladder injury Y/N

Days
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APPENDIX91:DATASHEET COMPONENT

Patient Study number

Patient Characteristics

Age

Parity
Indication for Hysterectomy

Uterine weight

Short term clinical outcomes

Length of hospital stay
Need for blood transfusion
Pre-operativeHb

Post-operativeHb
Need for reoperation

Operativecomp lications

Haemorrhage

Need for blood transfusion
Bowel injury

Bladder injury

Gravidit
y

Grams

day

Y/N

Y/N

Y/N
Y/N
Y/N
Y/N

g/dL
g/dL
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APPENDIX92:DATASHEET COMPONENT
Patient Study number

Patient Characteristics

Age

Gravidit
Parity y _
Indication for Hysterectomy
Uterine weight _ Grams BMI (kg/m2)

Race B/WI/I/C

Short term clinical outcomes

Length of hospital stay days
Need for blood transfusion Y/N
Pre-operativeHb g/dL

Post-operativeHb g/dL
Need for reoperation Y/N
Need for

analgesia: Number Pethidine doses required:

Operative complications

Haemorrhage Y/N
Need for blood transfusion Y/N
Bowel injury Y/N
Bladder injury Y/N
Conversion to AH Y/N

Operative time taken minutes




APPENDIXS8: ETHICAL CLEARANCE CERTIFICATE

L
-

W %

=

- e v
e T L N

i,
i

R14/4% Dr Andreas Chrysostomou

HUMAN RESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE (MEDICAL)
CLEARANCE CERTIFICATE NO. M150462

NAME: Dr Andreas Chrysostomou
(Principal Investigator)
DEPARTMENT: Obstetrics and Gynaecology
Charlotte Maxeke Johannesburg Academic Hospital
PROJECT TITLE: The Preferred Route of Hysterectomy: A Continuing
Conudrum

DATE CONSIDERED: 24/04/2015

DECISION: Approved unconditionally
CONDITIONS:

SUPERVISOR: Prof Franco Guidozzi
APPROVED BY: 3

Professor P Cleaton-Jones, Chafrperson, HREC (Medical)
DATE OF APPROVAL: 14/10/2015

This clearance certificate is valid for 5 years from date of approval. Extension may be applied for.

DECLARATION OF INVESTIGATORS

To be completed in duplicate and ONE COPY retumed to the Research Office Secretary in Room 10004,
10th ficor, Senate Houses2nd Ficor, Phillip Tobias Building, Parktown, University of the Witwatersrand
Uwe fully understand the conditions unger which | amiwe are authorized to carry out the above-mentionad
research and l/we undertake to ensure compliance with these conditions. Should any departure be
cantemplatad, from the research protocol as approved, lwe undertake to resubmit the

application to the Committee. | agree to submit a yearly progress report.

Principal Investigater Signature Date

PLEASE QUOTE THE PROTOCOL NUMBER IN ALL ENQUIRIES

93



APPENDIX9: CMJAH CEO APPROVAL OF STUDY

>

GAUTENG PROVINCE

e N N T REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

CHARLOTTE MAXEKE JOHANNESBURG ACADEMIC HOSPITAL

Enquiries:

Mr. J. Maepa

Office of the Clinical Director
Tell: (O011): 48B-3365

Fax: (O11): 4B8-3753

12 June 2015

Dr, A, Chrysostomou
CMJAH

Dr. A. Chrysostomou
STUDY TITLE: The Preferred Route oh Hysterectomy: A continuing Conundrum

Permission to conduct the above mentioned study is provisionally approved. Your study can only
commence once ethics approval is abtained, Please forward a copy of your ethics clearance
certificate as soon as the study is approved by the ethics committee for the CEOQ’s office to give
you the final approval to conduct the study.

DATE: (1 /i /7ol

'f;ﬁ)il'?_ve—d:lnot approved

)
ReoceA,
Ms. GI Bogolhi
Chief Executivr Officer

DATE: |7 ((_,l;,p/_g

94



REFERENCES

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Sutton C. Past, Present and Future of Hysterectomy. J Minim Invasive Gynecol. 2010;
17(4):421-35.

Sparic R, Hudelist G, Berisava M, Gudovic A, Buzadzic S. Hysterectomy throughout
history. ActaChri Jugosl.2011;58(4):9-14

H Rikki-Siren P. Laparoscopic hysterectomy. Outcome and complications in Finland.
Doctoral thesis. Helsinski:Medical Faculty University of Helsinski; 1999.

Baskett TF. Hysterectomy: evolution and trends. Best Pract Res ClinObstetGynaecol.
2005; 19:295-305.

Sutton C. Hysterectomy: a historical perspective. Baillieres ClinObstetGynaecol.
1997;11:1-22.

Semm K. The history of hysterectomy, intrafascial hysterectomy, in: Semm K, editor,
Germany: Kiel 1,1993:11-15.

Johns DA, Diamond M. Laparoscopically assisted vaginal hysterectomy staging. J
Reprod Med. 1992;39:424-28.

Reich H, DeCaprio, McGlynn F. Laparoscopic hysterectomy. J Gynecol Surg.
1989;5:213-6.

Garry R, Reich H. Laparoscopic Hysterectomy, in. Garry R, Reich H. editors.

Oxford: Blackwell Science, 1993: 79-117.

Domingo S, Pellicer A. Overview of current trends in hysterectomy. Expert Rev
ObstetGynecol. 2009; 4(6): 673-685.

Garry R. The future of hysterectomy. BJOG. 2005; 112: 133-39.

Nieboer TE, Johnson N, Barlow D, Lethaby A, Tavender E, Curr E, Ray G, van Voorst S,
Mol BWJ,Kluivers K.Surgical approach to hysterectomy for benign  gynaecological
disease. Cochrane Database of Syst Rev. 2009; (3): CD003677.

Garry R, Fountain J, Mason S, et al. The eVALuate study: two parallel randomised trials,
one comparing laparoscopic with abdominal hysterectomy, the other comparing with
vaginal hysterectomy. BMJ. 2004; 328: 129-33.

Miskry T, Magos A. Randomized, prospective, double-blind comparison of abdominal
and vaginal hysterectomy in women without uterovaginal prolapse. ActaObstetGynecol
Scand. 2003; 82: 351-358.

95



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

Johnson N, Barlow D, Lethaby A, Tavender E, Curr E, Garry R. Surgical approach to
hysterectomy for benign gynaecological disease. Cochrane Database of Syst Rev. 2006;
(2): CD003677.

Aarts JWM, Nieboer TE, Johnson N, Tavender E, Ray G, Mol WJ, Kluivers KB. Surgical
approach to hysterectomy for benign gynaecological disease. Cochrane Database Syst
Rev. 2015; (8): CD003677.

McCracken G, Hunter D, Morgan D, Price JH. Comparison of laparoscopic-assisted
vaginal hysterectomy, total abdominal hysterectomy, and vaginal hysterectomy. Ulster
Med J. 2006; 75(1): 54-58.

Spilsbury K, Semmens JB, Hammond |, Block A. Persistent high rates of hysterectomy in
Western Australia: a population-based study of 83 000 procedures over 23 years. BJOG.
2006; 113: 804-8009.

Pandey D, Sehgal K, Saxena A, Hebbar S, Nambiar J, Bhat R. An Audit of Indications,
Complications, and Justification of Hysterectomies at a Teaching Hospital in

India. IntJRep Med 2014;(www.hindawi.com)

Harmanli OH, Byun S, Dandolu V, Gaughan JP, Grody MH. Vaginal hysterectomy for
the enlarged uterus. GynaecolObstet Invest. 2006; 61(1): 4-8.

Tohic AL, Dhainaut C, Yazbeck C, Hallais C, Levin I, Madelenat P. Hysterectomy for
benign uterine pathology among women without previous vaginal delivery.
ObstetGynecol 2008; 111(4): 829-37.

Kdous M, Diari J, Braham M, Ferchiou M, Zhioua F.Hysterectomy in patients with
previous caesarean section: Comparison between laparoscopic and vaginal approaches. A
prospective randomized controlled study. DonnJMed.Sci. 2015; 2(7): 103-107.

Olah K. Vaginal hysterectomy in the absence of prolapse. The Obstetrician &
Gynaecologist. 2005; 7: 233-40.

Moen MD, Richter HE. Vaginal hysterectomy: past, present, and future. IntUrogynecol J.
2014; 25(9):1161-65.

McCracken G, Lefebvre G. Vaginal hysterectomy: dispelling the myths. J
ObstetGynaecol Can 2007; 29(5): 424-428.

Vessey MP, Mackintosh V, McPherson K, Coultez A, Yeates D. The epidemiology of
hysterectomy: Findings in a large cohort study. BJOG, 1992; 99:402 —7.

Garry R. Initial experience with laparoscopy-assisted vaginal hysterectomy. BJOG.
1992:99:402-7.

96


http://www.hindawi.com/

28

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Raymond CD, Howard T, Stephan C. Challenging generally accepted contraindications
to vaginal hysterectomy. A technique for vaginal hysterectomy. Am J ObstetGynecol.
2001;184:1386-91

Porges RF. Changing indications for vaginal hysterectomy. Am J ObstetGynecol. 1980;
136:153-58

Wu JM, Wechter ME, Geller EJ et al. Hysterectomy rates in the United States, 2003.
Obstet Gynecol. 2007; 110: 1091-95

Maresh MJ, Metcalfe MA, McPherson K, Overton C, Hull V, Hargreaves J, Bridgman S,
Dobbins J, CashardA. The VALUE national hysterectomy study: description of the
patient and their surgery. BJOG. 2002;109(3):302-12.

Cusson M, Laumbaudie E, Boukerroum M, Querleu D, Crepin G.Vaginal, laparoscopic or
abdominal hysterectomy for benign disorders immediate and early postoperative
complications. Eur J ObstetGynecolReprodBiol. 2001;98:231-236.

Wilson LF, Pandeya N, Mishra GD.Hysterectomy trends in Australia, 2000-2001 to
2013-2014: join point regression analysis. ActaObstetGynecol Scand.2017; 96(10):1170-
1179.

Moller C, Kehlet H, Utzon J, Ottesen B. Hysterectomy in Denmark. An analysis of
postoperative hospitalization morbidity and readmission. DanMed Bull. 2002;49:353-357.
FarguharC,Steiner CA. Hysterectomy rates in the United states 1990-1997.
ObstetGynecol. 2002;99: 229-234.

Materia E, Rossi L, Spadea T. Hysterectomy and socioeconomic position in Rome. J
Epidemiol Community Health. 2002;56: 461-465.

Whiteman MK, Hills SD, Jamieson DJ, Morrow B, Podgornik MN, Brett KM,
Marchbanks PA. Anlnpatient hysterectomy surveillance in the United States, 2000-2004.
Am J ObstetGynecol. 2008; 198:34.e1-34.e7.

Reid C, Mukri F. Trends in number of hysterectomies performed in England for
menorrhagia: examination of health episode statistics. 1989 to 2002. BMJ. 2005; 938- 39
Gimbel H, Settnes A, Tabor A. Hysterectomy on benign indication in Denmark 1988-
1998. A register based analysis. ActaObstetGynecolScand. 2001; 80(3): 267-72.
Maniken J, Johansson J, Tomas C, et al. Hysterectomies by type of approach. Hum
Reprod. 2001; 16: 1473-1478.

MukhopadhyaN, Manyonda I. The hysterectomy story in The United Kingdom. Journal
of mid-life health. 2013;4 (1): 40-41.

97



42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

ol.

52.

53.

54,

Liu F, Pan'Y, KeY. The epidemiology profile of hysterectomy in Chinese women: A
population- based study. BMJ open. 2017; 7(6): e015351.

Jang J, Ding T, Luo A, Lu Y, Ma D, Wang S. Comparison of surgical indications for
hysterectomy by age and approach in 4653 Chinese women. Front Med. 2014; 8(4): 464-
470.

Singh A, Kaur A. Why hysterectomy rate are lower in India. Indian J community Med.
2008; 33(3): 196-197.

Pandey D, Seghal K, Saxena A, Heppar S, Nambiar J, Bhat RG. An audit of indications,
and justification of hysterectomies ata Teaching hospital in India. Int J Reprod Med
2014;published online.

Toma A, Hopman WM, Gorwill RH. Hysterectomy at a Canadian tertiary care facility:
results of a one year retrospective review. BMC women’s health. 2004; 4;
10.http//www.biomedcentral. conV1472.6874/4/4/10

Augusto KL, Brilhande AVM, Modesto GCD,Sabora DM, Rocha CFC, Karbage SAL,
Magalhaes TF. Cost and mortality rates of surgical approaches to hysterectomy in Brazil.
Revista de SaudePublica. 2018; 52:http://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.gov

Oma J. Hvilke faktorer avgjer metodevalget ved hysterektomi pa benign indikasjon?
Tidsskr Nor Laegeforen. 2004;124:792-794.

Goderstad JM, Lieng M, Busund B. Kirurgisk behandling av benigne gynekologiske
lidelser. Tidsskr Nor Laegeforen. 2009;129(15):1460-3.

Sheth SS. The scope of vaginal hysterectomy. Eur J ObstetGynecolReprodBiol. 2004;
115(2): 224-230.

Cure N, Robson SJ. Changes in Hysterectomy Route and Adnexal Removal for Benign
Disease in Australia 2001-2015: A National Population-Based Study. Minim Invas Surg.
2018;1D5828071. Doi.org 10.1155/2018/5828071.

Daru PH, Pau IC, Shambe I, Magaji A, Nyango D, Karshima J. Vaginal hysterectomy at
JOS University teaching hospital, JOS, Nigeria. JWACS 2011; 1(3): 26-36.

Istre O, Langebrekke A, Ovigstad E. Changing hysterectomy technique from open
abdominal to laparoscopic: New trend in Oslo, Norway. J Min Invas Gynecol. 2007,
14(1): 74-7.

Wright DJ, Thomas J, Herzog TJ, Hershman DL. Nationwide trends in the performance
of inpatient hysterectomy in the United States. ObstetGynecol. 2013;122(201):233-241.

98


http://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.gov/

55.

56.

S7.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

Chrysostomou A. Implications of performing laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy
versus abdominal hysterectomy. SAfrJObstetGynecol. 2007;13(3):80-86.

Kovac SR, Cruikshand SH, Petto HF. Laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy. J
GynecolSurg. 1990;6:185-93.

Miskry T, Magos A. Randomized, prospective, double-blind comparison of abdominal
and vaginal hysterectomy in women without uterovaginal prolapse.
ActaObstetGynecolScand. 2003;82:351-358.

Sesti F, Ruggeri V, Pietropolli A, Piccione E. Laparoscopically assisted vaginal
hysterectomy versus vaginal hysterectomy for enlarged uterus. JSLS. 2008; 12:246-251.
Walsh CA, Walsh SR, Tang TY, Slack M. Total abdominal hysterectomy versus total
laparoscopic hysterectomy for benign disease: a meta-analysis. Eur J
ObstetGynecolReprodBiol. 2009;144:3-7.

Muzii L, Basile S, Zupi E, Marconi D, Zullo MA. Laparoscopic-assisted vaginal
hysterectomy versus mini laparotomy hysterectomy: a prospective, randomized,

multi- center study. J Minim Invasive Gynecol. 2007;14:610-615.

David-Montefiore E,RouzierR,Chapron C, Darai E. Surgical routes and complications of
hysterectomy for benign disorders: a prospective observation study in French university
hospitals. Human Reprod. 2007;22(1):260-65.

McPherson K, Metcalfe MA, Herbert A,Maresh M, Caspar A, Hargreaves J, Bridgman S,
Clarke A. Severe complications of hysterectomy: the VALUE study. BJOG 2004;
111:688-94

Morelli M, Caruso M, Noia R, CiodoD, Cosco C, Lucia E, Biamonte M, Zullo F. Total
laparoscopic hysterectomy versus vaginal hysterectomy: a prospective randomised trial.
Minerva Ginecol. 2007;59(2):99-105.

Harkki-Sirén P, Sjoberg J, Makinen J, Heinonen P, Kauko M, TomasE,Laatikainen T.
Finnish national register of laparoscopic hysterectomies: a review and complications of
1165 operations. Am J ObstetGynecol. 1997;176(1Pt 1):118-122.

Brummer TH, JalkanenJ, Fraser J, Heikkinen AM, Kauko M, Makinen J, Puistola U,
Sjoberg J, Tomas E, Harkki P. FINHYST 2006: national prospective 1-year survey of
5,279 hysterectomies. Hum Reprod. 2009;24(10): 2515-2522.

Varol N, Healey M, Tang P, Sheehan P, Maher P, Hill D. Ten-year review of
hysterectomy morbidity and mortality: can we change direction?Aust NZJ
ObstetGynecol. 2001;41(3):295-302.

99



67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

Kovac SR. Decision-directed hysterectomy: a possible approach to improve medical and
economic outcomes. Int J GynaecolObstet. 2000;71:159-169.

Richardson RE, Bournas N, Magos AL. Is laparoscopic hysterectomy a waste of time?
Lancet. 1995;345:36-41.

American College of Obstetrics and Gynaecology (ACOG) Committee Opinion number
444: Choosing the route of hysterectomy for benign disease.

ObstetGynecol. 2009;114:1156-58.

AAGL Position statement: Route of hysterectomy to treat benign uterine disease.
2010;www.sciencedirect.com or www.jmig.or

Schorn MN. Measurement of blood loss:Review of the literature.J

Midwifery.Womens Health. 2010;55(1):20-7

Ghomi A, Kramer C, Askari R, Chavan N.R, Einarson J.I. Trendelenburg position in
gynaecologic robotic-assisted surgery. Journal of Minimally Invasive Gynaecology.
2012;19(4):485-489

Riberio SC, Riberio RM, Santos NC, Pinotti JA. A randomized study of total

abdominal, vaginal and laparoscopic hysterectomy. Int J Gynaecol Obstet.2003;
83(1):37-40

Aniuliene R, Varzgaliene L, Varzgalis M.A comparative analysis of hysterectomies.
Medicina [Kaunas] 2007; 43(2):118-124

McCracken G, Hunter D, Morgan D, Price JH. Comparison of laparoscopic-assisted
vaginal hysterectomy, total abdominal hysterectomy, and vaginal hysterectomy. Ulster
Med J. 2006; 75(1): 54-58.

Guo Y, Tian X, Wang L. Laparoscopic-assisted vaginal hysterectomy vs vaginal
hysterectomy: Meta-analysis. J Min Inv Gynecol.2013;1: 15-21

Lee SH, Oh SR, ChoYJ,Han M, Park JW, Kim SJ, Yun JH, Choe SY, Choi JS, Bae JW.
Comparison of vaginal hysterectomy and laparoscopic hysterectomy: a systematic review
and meta-analysis. BMC Women’s health 2019; 83: open access.

Spilsbury K, Semmens JB, Hammond |, Block A. Persistent high rates of hysterectomy in
Western Australia: a population-based study of 83 000 procedures over 23 years. BJOG.
2006; 113: 804-8009.

Pandey D, Sehgal K, Saxena A, Hebbar S, Nambiar J, Bhat R. An Audit of Indications,
Complications, and Justification of Hysterectomies at a Teaching Hospital in

India. International Journal of Reproductive Medicine. 2014; 2014:1-6.

100


http://www.sciencedirect.com/
http://www.jmig.or/

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

Sculpher M, Manga A, Abbott J, Fountain J, Mason S, Garry R.Cost effectiveness of
laparoscopic hysterectomy compared with standard hysterectomy: results of randomized
trial. BMJ. 2004;328:134-40.

Royal College of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists. First annual report. National heavy
menstrual bleeding: a national audit to assess patients’ outcomes and experiences of care
of women with heavy menstrual bleeding in England and Wales: London:
RCOG.https/www.rcog.org. uk

Kovac SR, Crukshank SH, Patwari A, O’Meara P. 28 years of using hysterectomy
guidelines to determine the feasibility of vaginal hysterectomy. Gynecol Obstet. 2016;
6(4): 1-6.

Miskry T, Magos A. A national survey of senior trainees surgical experience in
hysterectomy and attitudes to the place of vaginal hysterectomy. BJOG. 2004; 111: 877-
79.

Einarsson JI, Matteson KA, Schulkin J, Chavan NR, Sangi-Haghpeykar H. Minimally
invasive hysterectomies — a survey on attitudes and barriers among practicing
gynaecologists. JMIG. 2010; 17: 167-75.

Davies A, Vizza E, Bournas N, O’Connor H, Magos A. How to increase the proportion of
hysterectomies performed vaginally. Am J ObstetGynecol. 1998; 179(4):1008-12
Sanei-Moggadham A, Ma A, Tianzhou G, Edwards S, Lounder P, Ismail P, Comerci N,
Mansuria JT,Suketu M, Linkov F. Changes in hysterectomy trends after the
implementation of clinical pathway. Obstet Gynecol. 2016;127:139-147.

Kovac SR, Barhan S, Lister M. Guidelines for the selection of the route of hysterectomy:
application in a resident clinic population. Am J ObstetGynecol. 2002; 187:1521- 27
Kovac SR. Hysterectomy outcomes in patients with similar indications. ObstetGynecol.
2000; 95:787-.93

Occhino JA, Gebhart JB. Difficult vaginal hysterectomy. ClinObstetGynecol. 2010;
53(1):40-50.

Breast Cancer Network Australia (BCNA) Centre Clinical practice guidelines for the
management of women with epithelial ovarian cancer. 2004;
Canberra.https://www.bona.org.au

Australian Institute of Health and Welfare Australian hospital statistics 2002-03;
Canberra. https//www.aihw.org.au

Allison MA, Manson JE, Langer RD, Carr JJ, Rossouw JE, Pettinger MB, Phillips L,
Cochrane BB, Eaton CB, Greenland P, et al. Oophorectomy, hormone therapy, and

101


http://www.rcog.org.uk/
http://www.bona.org.au/
http://www.aihw.org.au/

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.
99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

subclinical coronary artery disease in women with hysterectomy: the Women's Health
Initiative coronary artery calcium study. Menopause. 2008;15: 639-647.

Atsma F, Bartelink ML, Grobbee DE, van der Schouw YT. Postmenopausal status and
early menopause as independent risk factors for cardiovascular disease: a meta-analysis.
Menopause. 2006; 13: 265-279.

Davies A, O'Connor H,Magos AL. A prospective study to evaluate oophorectomy at the
time of vaginal hysterectomy. BJOG. 1996; 103: 915-920.

Bachmann GA. Vasomotor flushes in menopausal women, Am J Obstet Gynecol. 1999;
180: 312-316.

Gallagher JC. Effect of early menopause on bone mineral density and fractures.
Menopause. 2007; 14: 567-571.

Hickey M, Ambekar M, Hammond I. Should the ovaries be removed or retained at the
time of hysterectomy for benign disease? Hum Reprod update. 2010;16(2):131-141.
Lobo RA. Surgical menopause and cardiovascular risks. Menopause. 2007; 14: 562-566.
LokkegaardE, Jovanovic Z, Heitmann BL, Keiding N, Ottesen B, Pedersen AT. The
association between early menopause and risk of ischaemic heart disease: influence of
hormone therapy. Maturitas. 2006;53: 226-233.

Henderson VW, Sherwin BB. Surgical versus natural menopause: cognitive issues.
Menopause. 2007;14:57-61.

Polcer M, Hauptmann S, Fotopoulou C, Schmalfeldt B, Meinhold-Heerlein L, Mustea
A, Runnebaum L, Sehouli J. Should fallopian tubes be removed during
Hysterectomy procedures? — a statement by AGO Ovar. GeburtshilfeFrauenheikd.
2015; 75 (4): 339-341.

Allison MA, Manson JE, Langer RD, Carr JJ, Rossouw JE, PettingerMB, Phillips
L, Cochrane BB, Eaton CB, Greenland P. Oophorectomy, hormone therapy, and
subclinical coronary artery disease in women with hysterectomy: the Women's Health
Initiative coronary artery calcium study. Menopause. 2008; 15: 639-647.

Atsma F, Bartelink ML, Grobbee DE, van der Schouw YT. Postmenopausal status
and early menopause as independent risk factors for cardiovascular disease:a meta-
analysis. Menopause. 2006; 13: 265-279.

Gallagher JC. Effect of early menopause on bone mineral density and fractures.
Menopause. 2007; 14: 567- 71

Bernhardt L, Lawson CA. Early menopause and risk of cardiovascular disease: an
issue for young women. The Lancet Public Health. 2019; DOI: 10.1016/s2 468-

102



2667(19)30184-7
106. Parker WH, Feskanich D, Broder MS, Chang E, Shoupe D, Farquhar CM, Berek
JS,Manson JE. Long term mortality associated with oophorectomy compared with
ovarian conservation in the nurses’ health study.ObstetGynecol 2013; 121:709-16.

107. ACOG Committee Opinion No. 620: Salpingectomy for ovarian cancer prevention.
Obstet Gynecol. 2015; 125(1): 270-81.

108. Cadish LA, Shepherd JP, Barber EL, Ridgeway B. Risks and benefits of opportunistic
salpingectomy during vaginal hysterectomy: a decision analysis. Am J Obstet
Gynecol. 2017;217(5):603,e1-603 e6.

109. Antosh D, High R, Brown, HW, Oliphant SS, Abed H, Philip N, Grimes
CL. Feasibility of prophylactic salpingectomy during vaginal hysterectomy. Am J
Obstet Gynecol. 2017; 217: 605.e1-605.e5.

110. Camanni M, Mistrangelo E, Febo G, Ferrero B, Deltetto F. Prophylactic bilateral
oopherectomy during vaginal hysterectomy for benign pathology. Arch Gynecol
Obstet. 2009; 280(1): 87-90

111. Robert M, Canaico D, Sepanj J, lwanicki S. Success and complications of
salpingectomy at the time of vaginal hysterectomy. J Minim Invas Gynecol. 2015;
22:864-69

112. Falcone T, Walters M.D. Hysterectomy for benign disease. Obstet Gynecol. 2008;
111(3):753-767

113. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D.Preferred and actual methods of hysterectomy: A
survey of current practices among members of the South African Society of
Obstetricians and Gynaecologists. SAfrJObstetGynecol. 2020; 26(1): 29-34

114.  Antosh D, Gutman R, Iglesia C, Sokol A, Park A. A resident’s opinions on vaginal
hysterectomy training. Female Pelvic Med ReconstSurg. 2011; 17(6):314-317

115. Lee T, King RC. Vaginal versus Laparoscopic Hysterectomy. Contemporary Ob/Gyn:
www.aagl.org/cobgyn

116. ACOG Committee Opinion No. 701: Choosing the route of hysterectomy for benign
diseases. Obstet Gynecol. 2017; 129: 155-59.

117. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D, Edridge W, van Herendael BJ. Evidence-based
guidelines for vaginal hysterectomy of the International Society for Gynecologic
endoscopy (ISGE). Eur J ObstetGynecolReprod Biol.2018; 231:262-267

103


http://www.aagl.org/cobgyn

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.

123.

124.

125.

126.

127.

128

129

Schmitt JJ, Carranza Leon DA, Occhino JA, Weaver AL, Dowdy SC, Bakkum-
GamezJN, Pasupathy KS, Gebhart JB. Determining optimal route of hysterectomy
forbenign indications: clinical decision tree algorithm. Obstet Gynecol. 2017;129
(1):130-36
Dorsey JH, Holiz PM, McGrath MM, Steinberg EP. Costs and charges associated
with three alternative techniques of hysterectomy. N Engl J Med. 1996; 335(7):476-
482
Nezhat C, Bess O, Admon D, Nezhat CH, Nezhat F. Hospital cost comparison between
abdominal, vaginal and laparoscopic- assisted vaginal hysterectomies. Obstet Gynecol.
1994; 83(5ptl):713-716
Cohen S.J. Abdominal and vaginal hysterectomy:Published by William Heniman
medical books second edition1997: 81-82
Sheth SS. Super flexion position for difficult speculum examination. Int J Obstet
Gynecol. 2013;121(1): 92-93
Stark M,Gerli S, Di Renzo GC: the ten steps vaginal hysterectomy. Progress in
Obstetrics and Gynaecology. 17: 360-61
Sheth S.S. Vaginal Hysterectomy. Best practice and research. Clinical Obstetrics and
Gynaecology. 2005;19(3):307-35
Heaney N. Vaginal hysterectomy- its indications and technique. Am J Surg. 1940; 48(1):
284-88
Green-Armitage. A plea for vaginal hysterectomy in India: its indications and
technique. A record of150 consecutive cases. Ind Med Gaz. 1928; 63(1):613-17
Shaw HA. Vaginal hysterectomy: overview technique, periprocedural care.2015;
emedicine. medscape.com
.Goolab BD. Vaginal hysterectomy and relative merits over abdominal and
laparoscopically assisted hysterectomy. Best practice& research clinical obstetrics and
Gynaecology. 27(2013) 393-413
. Sheth SS. An approach to vesico-uterine peritoneum through a new
space.JGynecol Surg.1996; 12:135-140.

130.Bina I, Akhter D. The ten- step vaginal hysterectomy- A newer and better technique.

131

Journal of Bangladesh college of physicians and surgeons. 2012; 30(2): 72-77
.Falcone T, Walters MD. Hysterectomy for benign disease. ObstetGynecol.
2008; 11:753-67

104



132.Dargent D.Vaginal and laparoscopic vaginal surgery: Published by Taylor and Francis
group:47-67

133. Lipscomb GH, Ling FW, Stovall TG, Summitt RJr. Peritoneal closure at vaginal
hysterectomy: a reassessment. Obstet Gynecol. 1996;87(1):40-43

134. Gupta J.K, Sengupta-Giridharan R, ClarkTJ.A randomised control trial of open versus
closed vaginal vault after vaginal hysterectomy. ActaObstetGynaecolScand. 2005; 84:
90-91

135. JeppsonPC, BalgobiS, Rahn DD, Matteson K.A, Dieter AA, EllingtonD
Comparison of Vaginal hysterectomy techniques and interventions for benign
indications.Obstet and Gynecol. 2017; 129: 877- 86

136. Cavkaytar S, Kokanali M.K, TopcuH.O,Aksakal OS,Doganay M. Effects of horizontal
vs vertical cuffclosure techniques on vaginal length after vaginal hysterectomy: a
prospective randomised study. J Minim Invasive Gynecol. 2014; 21:884-87

137. Vassallo BJ, Culpepper C, Segal JL, Moen MD, Noone MB. A randomised trial
Comparingmethods of vaginal cuff closure at vaginal hysterectomy and the effect on
vaginal length. Am J ObstetGynecol. 2006; 195:1805-08

138. Westermannl.B, Crisp CC, Oakley SK, Mazloomdoost D, Kleeman SD, Benbouajili
JM.To pack or not to pack? A randomized trial of vaginal packing after
vaginalreconstructive surgery. Female Pelvic ReconstrSurg. 2016; 22:111-17

139. Abstracts of the 38th Annual TUGA (International Urogynaecology Association)
meeting. Dublin, Ireland. May 28- June 1, 2013.IntUrogynaecol J2013;24
(suppll):S1-152

140. Thiagamoorthy G, Khalil A, Cardozo I, Srikrishna S, Leslie G,Robinson D. The
value of vaginal packing in pelvic floor surgery: arandomized double- blind study. Int
Urogynaecol J. 2014; 25(5):585-91

141 .Summit RL, Stovall TG, Bran DF. Prospective comparison of indwelling catheter
drainage versus no catheter after vaginal hysterectomy. Am J Obstet Gynecol.
1994; 170:1815-8

142. Tahmin KBS. Short term versus conventional catheterisation after genital prolapse
surgery. Bangladesh J ObstetGynaecol.2011;26:68-71

143. Chrysostomou A, Djokovic D, Edridge W, van Herendael BJ. Evidence-based
practical guidelines of the International Society for Gynecologicendoscopy (ISGE) for
vaginal hysterectomy. Eur JObstetGynecolReprod Biol.2020; 252:118-26

105



Articles are presented in numerical order 1-7

106



SAJOG

August 2008, Vol. 14, No. 2

~
(@)

RESEARCHARTICLE

Implications of performing laparoscopic
assisted vaginal hysterectomy versus
abdominal hysterectomy on suitable
patients in a South African hospital
setting

Andreas Chrysostomou, MD, FCOG, MMed

Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology, Johannesburg Hospital and University of the

Witwatersrand, Johannesburg

Objectives. To compare short-term clinical results with standard abdominal hysterectomy (AH), to investigate
the feasibility of registrar training in laparoscopic-assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH), and to investigate the
impact of laparoscopy in changing the route of hysterectomy in women assessed as being unsuitable for vaginal
hysterectomy (VH) on clinical examination.

Methods. 104 women scheduled for AH for benign uterine conditions were enrolled in the study. Criteria for
inclusion were uterine size ¢14-week pregnancy, width ¢9 cm and length ¢14 cm. Clinical ovarian pathology and
uterine prolapse were criteria for exclusion. Patients were divided into two groups matched with respect to age,
parity, previous pelvic surgery and indications for hysterectomy. Laparoscopic assessment of the pelvic organs
before VH was performed in 58 of the 104 patients in the study, and 46 patients had AHs without laparoscopic
assessment.

Results. VH facilitated by laparoscopic assessment was successful in all cases, with no need to convert to the
abdominal route. The time required for LAVH compared with AH was longer, but not significantly so (mean 59.3
minutes v. 57.2 minutes). Blood loss was found to be less with LAVH than with AH, and p ostoperative pain and
need for analgesia were significantly less (p<0.001). Postoperative hospital stay was significantly shorter in the
LAVH group (2.4 days) than in the AH group (3.9 days) (p<0.001).

Conclusions. There was shorter hospital stay, less need for analgesia, less intraoperative bleeding and better
patient satisfaction with LAVH. Moreover, LAVH decreased the number of hysterectomies done abdominally.

Since the first case report of laparoscopic hysterectomy
(LH) by Reich et al.,* this minimally invasive technique
is being increasingly utilised. The advantages of LH are
similar to those of vaginal hysterectomy (VH), including
minimal postoperative discomfort and less need for
analgesics, a shorter stay in hospital and quicker return to
normal daily activities. There are also fewer postoperative
complications, and hospital costs are reduced.>*

Hysterectomy is one of the most commonly performed
operations in developed countries. It is estimated
that approximately 20% of women living in England
and Wales will have undergone a hysterectomy before
the age of 555 Most surgeons perform up to 80% of
procedures by the abdominal route.® This can in part
be explained by personal preference, but is mainly due
to lack of training and experience leading to reluctance
to perform VH in nulliparous women in the presence of
uterine enlargement or in women with previous pelvic

surgery or previous caesarean section. The above factors
should not be considered contraindications to VH, and
there are publications that support this view.”® The
rationale for LH is to convert an abdominal hysterectomy
(AH) into a laparoscopic/vaginal procedure and thereby
reduce trauma and morbidity. In the USA before the
introduction of LH, only 23% of women under the age of
60 underwent VH. The introduction of LH increased the
proportion of VHs to 33%.°

In South Africa there is a lack of nationwide statistics.
The year before the initiation of this study, VHs comprised
only 9.8% of all hysterectomies at Johannesburg Hospital
(Fig. 1). This situation was attributed to inadequate
training, patient ethnic group, previous surgery,
nulliparity and absence of uterine prolapse. Ethnicity
may explain the relatively low rate of VH in our country.
In an epidemiological study performed in the USA the
authors found that 75% of hysterectomies performed in



African-Americans were for uterine fibroids, which are
a contraindication to VH. Inadequate training may have
produced a generation of gynaecologists who are not
happy to perform VH in the absence of prolapse in spite
of the well-documented advantages of VH in comparison
with AH.

Patients and methods

This comparative study investigated LAVH (study group)
against AH (control group). It was approved by the Ethics
Committee of the University of the Witwatersrand.

Study group

The study group comprised women admitted for AH for
benign uterine conditions who were selected to undergo
LAVH, provided they met the following criteria:

« Uterine size not exceeding a 14 weeks pregnant uterus
on clinical examination.

« Uterine size not to exceed 14 cm length and 9 cm
width on ultrasound examination.

* No evidence of ovarian enlargement or any indication
for oophorectomy.

* Nulliparous women without uterine prolapse, women
with previous pelvic surgery and women with previous
caesarean section were included in the study group.

Any patient who was considered to be suitable for VH on
routine standard clinical assessment by a consultant was
excluded. All patients booked into the author’s unit for
AH were entered into the study group provided they met
the inclusion criteria described above. The laparoscopic
assessment was carried out by the author in all cases,
and all the VHs were performed by registrars in training
under the supervision and with the assistance of the
author.

Control group

Controls were selected from gynaecological units
not participating in the study. They  were matched
with respect to age, parity, previous pelvic surgery
and indications. All the AHs were carried out by the
registrars in training at Johannesburg Hospital under the
supervision and with the assistance of the consultants.
Unfortunately it was not practically possible for the same
surgeon to operate on all the control patients. However,
this limitation was noted when comparing the outcomes
in the two groups.

LAVH

Before proceeding to VH a laparoscopic assessment
of the pelvis and pelvic organs was performed. The
laparoscopic component of VH includes assessment of
the pelvic organs, release of adhesions and treatment of
endometriosis where necessary (up to stage | of LAVH).
Provided the entry conditions were confirmed and any
adhesions could be released laparoscopically, VH was

performed. The laparoscope was left in position to assess
the progress and any complications of the procedure.
Following VH and the closure of the peritoneum and
vaginal vault, laparoscopy was performed in all cases to
assess haemostasis and flush out blood and debris.

All patients received prophylactic antibiotics during
surgery.

Data analysis

Comparative parameters were tested for significant
differences using Student’s t-test for normally distributed
continuous data and the Mann-Whitney test for non-
parametric data. A p-value of <0.5 was considered to be
statistically significant.

Outcome measures

VHs facilitated by prior laparoscopic assessment and
AHs were compared as follows:

1. Operative parameters and complications

« Operation time (minutes).

- Specimen weight, to demonstrate any difference in
uterine size between groups.

« Blood loss intraoperatively (estimated) and need
for intraoperative blood transfusion. Blood loss was
assessed by best estimated volume loss.

» Necessity of converting the VH to an abdominal
approach.

« Operative complications.

2. Short-term clinical outcome
= Hospital stay (days).
» Postoperative need for blood transfusion. If blood

transfusion was required, the volume of blood given
was recorded.

= Postoperative pain — the pain scale is a simple 10 cm
visual analogue scale, which has been used previously
and is easily comprehended by patients.

= Amount, frequency and type of analgesia required.
< Febrile morbidity and the need for antibiotics.

The laparoscopic part of the study did not require
additional funding. The gynaecological theatre was
equipped with the necessary laparoscopic instruments
to perform laparoscopic surgery.

Results

There were 58 cases in the study group (LAVH) and
46 in the control group (AH). All VHs facilitated by
laparoscopic assessment were successful, with no need
to convert to the abdominal route. Patient characteristics
at inclusion, the indications for hysterectomy and the
weights of the uteri were similar in the two groups
of patients (Tables I and Il). No cases from the study
group were excluded. Seven patients in the LAVH group
required adhesiolysis and 2 were found to have minimal
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Table |I. Characteristics of the study and

control groups (means (ranges))
LAVH AH
(N=58) (N=46)

Age (yrs) 44.3 (28 - 56) 42.7 (28 - 60)

Weight of

uterus (g) 151.4 (86-286)  135.2 (65- 280)

Parity 2.4(0-5) 2.6 (0-5)

Table Il. | Indications for hysterectomy in the
study and control groups (patients
could have more than one indication)

LAVH AH
(N=58) (N=46)

Multifibroid uterus 36 30

Chronic pelvic pain 31 23

Menorrhagia 27 22

Polyp protruding through cervix 4 1

Cervical intra-epithelial neoplasia 111 4 8

Severe dysmenorrhoea 7 3

Deep dyspareunia 5 2

Endometrial hyperplasia 0 1

Mentally retarded 0 1

endometriosis necessitating ablation. No gross ovarian
abnormality was found.

The time required for surgery was not significantly longer
for LAVH than for AH (59.3 minutes v. 57.2 minutes).
Postoperative hospital stay and convalescence were
significantly shorter in the LAVH group, with a hospital
stays of 2.4 days for LAVH and 3.9 days for AH. There
was significantly less postoperative pain and less need
for analgesia in the LAVH group. Blood loss during the
procedure was significantly less in the LAVH group than
inthe AH group (Table IIl), although no patient received
a blood transfusion. One major complication occurred in
the AH group and none in LAVH group (Table 1V). This
was deep-vein thrombosis presenting with pyrexia and
resolving with antibiotics and enoxaparin. A temperature
above 38°C more than 24 hours after the operation and
necessitating intravenous administration of antibiotics

was recorded in 7 patients in the AH group but none in
the study group. Of women who underwent LAVH, 74%
(43 of 58) had at least one of the five conditions (a large
uterus, nulliparity, previous caesarean section, previous
laparotomy and fibroids protruding through the cervix)
that are generally considered relative contraindications
to VH.

The number of VHs performed at Johannesburg Hospital
since 1995 and the impact of the study on VH numbers
is shown in Fig. 1. The proportion of VHs increased from
9.8% of all hysterectomies at the beginning of the study
period (July 2001) to 19.2% at completion of the study
(December 2004).

Discussion

This study demonstrated that all patients admitted for
AH who met the inclusion criteria set up for the study
could be operated on vaginally after being assessed
laparoscopically. The benefit of laparoscopic assessment
is that, where necessary, adhesions can be released, the
ovary visualised and endometriosis treated. Although
LAVH necessitated slightly longer theatre time than
AH, this was more than compensated for by the well-
documented postoperative benefits of shorter recovery
time and hospital stay and less pain.z*

Hysterectomy is the most common gynaecological
operation, and the vaginal route is preferable. However,

20+ 1947 19.2

Fig. 1. Vaginal hysterectomies performed at
Johannesburg General Hospital (as a percentage of
all hysterectomies), 1995 - 2004. The study period
was July 2001 - December 2004.

Table Il Operation time and postoperative course in the study and control groups (mean (range))
LAVH AH
N=58 N =46 p-value

Operation time (min) 59.3 (40 - 90) 57.2 (40 - 90) 0.60*

Hospital stay (days) 2.4(2-5) 3.9 (3-5) <0.001"

Median postoperative pain as assessed by VAS Day 1:3 (2 -5) 6(4-7) <0.001°
Day2:1(0-3) 4(2-5) <0.001"

Number of opiate injections required 24(2-4) 4.2(3-5) <0.001"

Estimated blood loss (ml) 152 (50 - 300) 254 (75 - 750) <0.001°

*Student’s t-test.

tMann-Whitney test.
VAS = visual analogue scale.



Table IV. Complications in the immediate postoperative period in the study and control groups

Major Haemorrhage necessitating blood transfusion

Urinary tract damage

Pulmonary embolism

Bowel damage

Deep-vein thrombosis
Minor Pyrexia requiring antibiotics

Wound sepsis

Wound erythema

the vaginal procedure seems to be ignored by most
surgeons, resulting in an extremely high rate of AH.® The
main indication for LH is to convert AH into a vaginal
operation, or a difficult VH into an easy one.

The presence of adhesions and endometriosis, locations
of fibroids and the feasibility of VH in the absence of
uterine prolapse can in my view best be assessed by
laparoscopy. The results of this study are in agreement
with those of Kovac et al.,'° who demonstrated that
laparoscopy before AH made it possible for 91.3% of
women to undergo an uncomplicated VH. In our study
all cases in which AH was planned went on to VH and in
no case was it necessary to convert from VH to AH.

Our results are not in agreement with some studies, which
showed that LH significantly increase theatre time,'*'2 as
it is not so much the laparoscopy itself that increases the
operating time but the amount of hysterectomy performed
laparoscopically as opposed to vaginally. Laparoscopic
surgery should be converted to a vaginal procedure as
early as possible (e.g. after adhesiolysis, assessment of
the ovaries and location of fibroids, as in our study).
Nothing is gained by continuing dissection, since this
not only considerably and unnecessarily prolongs the
surgery but also increases the risk of visceral damage
and haemorrhage. In agreement with the above studies,
we found length of hospital stay to be significantly
shorter and the need of analgesia to be significantly less
for LAVH than for AH. Postoperative pain as assessed by
the VAS was less after LAVH than after AH, explaining
the lesser need for analgesia in LAVH group.

There is no specific cut-off age for removal of the ovaries
in our institution. In this study removal of the ovaries
was common among women over 45 having an AH and
almost universal among those over 47. In the LAVH
group we managed to remove the ovaries vaginally in
only 3 out of 10 women over the age of 45. This may be
considered as a limitation of this study. The 7 women
whose ovaries we failed to remove were not at high risk
for ovarian malignancy, and laparoscopic assessment
showed their ovaries to be macroscopically normal.
Removal of the ovaries in order to prevent ovarian cancer
remains controversial for women not at high risk. It is
estimated that about 200 oophorectomies will be needed
to avoid 1 case of ovarian cancer.’®

The results of this case control study, with relatively
small numbers of patients who were not randomised,

LAVH (N=58)  AH (N=46)
0 0
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demonstrated that LAVH can be performed safely on
selected patients who would otherwise be scheduled for
AH. The finding of less operative bleeding in the LAVH
group is in agreement with another study.* We did
not perform routine postoperative measurement of the
haemoglohin (Hb) concentration to document the above
statement, but none of the patients received a blood
transfusion. However, the fact that we did not routinely
measure the postoperative Hb may be considered a
weakness of the study, as objective proof of different
amounts of blood loss could not be documented.

Although cost analysis and patient satisfaction are out
of the scope of this study, shorter hospital stay is likely
to save costs. Patients who had had LAVH reported
returning to their normal daily activities sooner and
having a better quality of life than patients who had
had AH.

There were no major complications in the two groups,
other than one deep-vein thrombosis in a woman who
underwent AH. Seven patients had pyrexia at 24 hours
after AH necessitating antibiotic treatment, which is
regarded as a minor complication. The fact that we
found no case of pyrexia in the postoperative period in
the LAVH group is in agreement with another study®®
that found less postoperative febrile morbidity after VH
compared with AH.

There are reports that uteri up to a 14-week size can
be removed vaginally, with the proviso that it may be
necessary to convert to AH,'® or at least that a VH can
be attempted while the patient is under anaesthetic.'’
In my view this may lead to unacceptable complications
such as haemorrhage necessitating blood transfusion,
pose a risk of bladder and bowel damage, increase
theatre time and mean disappointment for the patient.
If there is doubt about the likelihood of successful VH
it may be wiser to proceed directly to AH. A skilful
vaginal surgeon can remove large uteri; one surgeon
has reported removing uteri of 1 kg and larger.*® Such
cases are not appropriate for the training of registrars
in vaginal surgery or VH. Also, we should not abandon
the laparoscope and schedule the next woman with a 14-
week uterus for a VH if there is any doubt that this
procedure will be successful. LAVH may offer a transition
into more aggressive vaginal surgery.

In this study laparoscopic assessment after performing
VH may have improved haemostasis, with flushing out
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of clots and blood preventing vault haematoma and
febrile morbidity in the immediate postoperative period.
According to Marshall and Smith,° the amount of blood
clots that remain in the pelvis after VH which has seemed
to be dry and haemostatic is surprising. Flushing out the
clots may have been beneficial for the patients in our
study.

One of the limitations of the study was that the same
surgeon was not able to do all the control procedures. The
outcome of the study was influenced by the experience of
the registrars in both groups and also by the experience
of the consultants in the control group. A major difficulty,
not only for this study but for any randomised trial in
surgery, is the uncontrollable effect the surgeon has on
the outcome.

The American College of Obstetricians and
Gynecologists® guidelines recommend that choice
of the route of hysterectomy should depend on the
patient’s anatomy and the surgeon’s experience. If the
gynaecologist did not perform enough VHs duringtraining,
he or she may be inclined to perform hysterectomy by
the abdominal route when it could safely be performed
vaginally. Fear of litigation should complications arise is
another factor affecting choice of procedure.

In 1998 the Royal College of Obstetricians and
Gynaecologists® recognised that the route of hysterec-
tomy should be audited to determine the optimal rate
of VH. The audit should include surgeon preference,
degree of descent of the uterus and need and opportu-
nity for more training in vaginal surgery. In South Africa
there is a lack of national statistics, but at Johannesburg
Hospital the rate of VH was 9.8% a year before the begin-
ning of the study and reached 19.2% by the end (Fig. 1),
which is significant if one takes into consideration that
the vast majority of our patients are black Africans with
benign conditions such as uterine fibroids.

The fact that all the VHs in this study were done by
registrars under the author’s supervision and with his
assistance highlights the important issue of training
and teaching. There is a need nationally for more
training in VH as well as other vaginal procedures to
produce a new generation of vaginal surgeons capable
of performing VHs in the absence of uterine prolapse
for selected benign conditions, as there are too few
opportunities to encounter uterovaginal prolapse to
allow adequate training in vaginal surgery. This study
provides evidence of the feasibility of registrar training
in VH using laparoscopic assistance.

Registrars in teaching hospitals must receive more
training in VH. The present number of VHs that a
registrar is required to perform before he or she can
attempt the College of Medicine examinations is not
sufficient to ensure competency in this procedure in
specialist practice. All possible efforts must therefore
be employed for registrars to get more exposure and
training in VH.

Conclusion

Challenging the routine contraindications to VH by the
use of laparoscopic assessment can lead to an increased
number of VHs. Deficient registrar training in VH is a
major problem in our postgraduate programme, and this
study provides evidence of an additional opportunity to
allow registrars to safely perform more VHs.
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ABSTR ACT

ObjectiveT his projectwas establishedby the International Societyfor GynecologicE ndoscopy (IS GE)to
provide evidence-basedrecommendationsonthe selectionofwomeninwhom vaginal hysterectomy can
be safely performed.
Studydesign:The ISGETask Forcefor vaginal hysterectomy for non-prolapsed uterus defined key clinical
questions that led the literature search and formulation of recommendations. The search included
Medline/PubMed and Cochrane Database. English language articles were reviewed from January 2003 to
January 2018, in conjunction with reviews published by the American College o®bstetricians and
Gynecologists (ACOG) and the American Association of Gynecologic Laparoscopists (AAGL). The
bibliographies of selected works were also checked to acquire additional data where relevant. The
available information was graded by the level ofvidence using the approach developed by the Grading of
RecommendationsAssessmentDevelopmentandEvaluation(GRADE)Working Group.Foreachclinical
question, the ISGErecommendations were defined in accordance with the evidence quality.
Results Sixrecommendationson patientselectionfor vaginal hysterectomy,including two grade 1B and
four grade 2B recommendations were established.
Conclusion:Vaginal hysterectomy for non-prolapsed uterus is the treatment of choice for many
gynaecological patientsin whom hysterectomy is indicated. It may be safely executed, and thus, should
be offered to alarge group of appropriately selected women, who today are operated in the main by the
abdominal or laparoscopic approach. All efforts should be directed towardseaching the technique of
vaginal hysterectomy during residency.

© 2018 Elsevier B.V.All rights reserved.

Contents

Introduction 263
Materials and methods 263
Literature review andrecommendations 263
Comparison of different approachesto hysterectomy 264
Factorsinfluencing the route of hysterectomy 265
Vaginal accessibility 265
Pathology not confined to the uterus 265
Reflection 266
Conclusion 266
Conflict of interest 267

* Corresponding author at: Department ofObstetrics andGynecology, Hospital S.
FranciscoXavier— CHLO Estr. Forte do Alto Duque, 1449-005, Lisbon, Portugal.

Email address: dusan.djokovic@nms.unl.pt (D. Djokovic).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2018.10.058
0301-2115/© 2018 Elsevier B.V.All rights reserved.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2018.10.058
mailto:dusan.djokovic@nms.unl.pt
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2018.10.058
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/03012115
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/ejogrb

A.Chrysostomouet al./ EuropeanJournal of Obstetrics& Gynecologyand Reproductive Biology 231 (2018) 262-267 263

Acknowledgments

267

References.

Introduction

Hysterectomy isone of the most common operative procedures
for benign uterine diseases[1]. It can be performed abdominally,
vaginally, or laparoscopically, with or without robotic assistance.
The advantagesprovided by vaginal hysterectomy (VH), laparo-

scopic-assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH), and laparoscopic
hysterectomy (LH) over abdominal hysterectomy (AH) include less
postoperative pain, less need of analgesia,shorter hospital stay,

and more rapid recovery and return to daily activities [2-6].

Additionally, there are fewer intra -operative and postoperative

complications reported with vaginal hysterectomy ascompared
with abdominal hysterectomy (AH) or laparoscopic hysterectomy
(LH) [7-9]. AH for benign uterine conditions remains the chosen

route worldwide. This preference is largely due to a lack of
experience in VH, resulting in the surgeoris reluctance to perform
VH, especially in patients without uterine prolapse, with uterine
fibroids, previous caesarean sectionqrevious laparotomies, as
well asin nulliparous women. Correctly challenging these
contraindications may lay the foundation for implementing
different approachestowards anincreasednumber of VHs[10-13].
Globally, the rate of LH has been shown to be increasing,
without a significant reduction in AHs. Seventyto 80% of
hysterectomies havebeenshown to be carried out via the
abdominal approach, according to all large-scalesurveys, except
when treating uterovaginal prolapse, for which the vaginal route is
generally preferred. This latter indication accountsfor about 10% of
all hysterectomies conducted worldwide [14]. This increasein LH
hasthus beenincurred at the expense of VH while, ideally, it is the
VH rate that should increase at the expense of the AH rate. This
decreasein the rate of VH is demonstrated clearly in Australia,
where the rates of VH have dropped between 2001 and 2015 by
53% in younger patients and 29% in the older age group [15].
Nigeria demonstrated a further decreasein VH, where the vaginal
route was utilised in approximately 12% of hysterectomies
performed in a teaching university hospital. In Norway, the
preferred route of hysterectomy haschangedin favour of LH,
where the number of VHs have decreasedto below 10%, mainly
performed for utero-vaginal prolapse [16]. It is a common
perception that the decreasing VH rate, which came about as a
consequence of the dependence on LH, may be at least partially
attributed to the impact of the industry that manufactures and
promotes the laparoscopic equipment.

Alack of adequatetraining offered in VH is also of relevancein
new generations of gynaecologists performing total laparoscopic
hysterectomy (TLH) in patients who may have otherwise under-
gone an uncomplicated VH. In a study performed in the USAin
2011, by Antosh et al., only 41.7% of residents reported VH astheir
preferred route of hysterectomy, ascompared to 47.1% who
preferred laparoscopic approaches[17]. Leeand King, considering
the difficulties in teaching both LH and VH during residency, have
suggestedthat TLH represent the new gold standard in minimally
invasive approaches for hysterectomy, while the professional
societies, such as the American College of Obstetricians and
Gynaecologists(ACOG) and the American Association of Gynece
logic Laparoscopists (AAGL), have been encouragedto direct more
resources to promote education in and practice of LH if a
substantial decreasein AH is truly our primary goal(http://
www.contemporaryobgyn.net/modern-medicine-feature-
articles/vaginal -versus-laparoscopic-hysterectomy). However, this
highlights a fundamental problem currently facing clinical

gynaecology, namely insuicient VH training/practice due to the
inadequate experience of junior trainers in VH, and theonse quent
lack of appreciation of the benefits afforded by VH.

VH for the nonprolapsed uterus is an appropriate alternative
for a large group of women who are predominantly operated upon
via LH or AH today. The International Society for Gynaecologic
Endoscopy (ISGE) was motivated to carry out this endeavour to
establish evidence-based recommendations on the selection of
women for VH.

Materials and methods

The ISGE Task Force for vaginal hysterectomy for the non-
prolapsed uterus deined key clinical questions (Panel 1), which
led to the literature search from Medline/PubMed and the
Cochrane Database. English language articles, both original works
and previous reviews (published from January2003 to January
2018, with the bibliographies of selected works checked to identify
additional references and relevant data), were analysed in
conjunction with reviews/guidelines published by the ACOG and
AAGL. The available information was graded by the level of
evidence, using theGRADE approach, proposed and developed by
the Grading of Recommendations, Assessment, Development and
Evaluation (GRADE) Working Group (http://www.gradewor -
kinggroup.org) (Table 1). In accordance with the evidence quality,
the recommendations were established for each clinical question.
No Ethical Committee approval was required for this work.

Literature review and recommendations

Most hysterectomies are performed for benign indications such
as symptomatic uterine fibroids, abnormal uterine bleeding,
endometriosis, and prolapse. The hysterectomy rates differ
considerably among countries 18]. Almost 30% of women in the
USA are submitted to the procedure by the age of 60 years, while
the hysterectomy rates in developing countries are lowerl{ttps://
www.medscape.com/viewarticle/712569). In the USA,almost
600.000 hysterectomies are performed yearly for benign disease.
In 2007, Wu etal. reported on hysterectomy rates in the USAfor the
year 2003, and found that the abdominal route was the most
common (66.1%), followed by vaginal (21.8%) and laparoscopic
(11.8%) routes [19].

Question 1: Which route of hysterectomy should be considered as
the first choice in women undergoing hysterectomy for benign
indications?

Question 2: Should nulliparity, absence of utero-vaginal prolapse,
uterine fibroid/(s), previous caesarean section, premalignant
cervical and/or premalignant endometrial disease be considered as
contraindications to vaginal hysterectomy?

Question 3: Which factors should be considered prerequisites for a
successful vaginal hysterectomy?

Question 4: In women without adnexal disease and who are not at
an increased risk for cancer, should routine removal of the ovaries
and fallopian tubes be recommended during vaginal hysterectomy?

Panel 1. Vaginalhysterectomy- key clinical questions.


http://www.contemporaryobgyn.net/modern-medicine-feature-articles/vaginal-versus-laparoscopic-hysterectomy
http://www.contemporaryobgyn.net/modern-medicine-feature-articles/vaginal-versus-laparoscopic-hysterectomy
http://www.contemporaryobgyn.net/modern-medicine-feature-articles/vaginal-versus-laparoscopic-hysterectomy
http://www.gradeworkinggroup.org/
http://www.gradeworkinggroup.org/
https://www.medscape.com/viewarticle/712569
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Table 1
Gradingof recommendations and quality of supporting evidence.
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Gradeof
recommendation

Risk/benefit

Quality of supporting evidence

1A.
Strong
recommendation,
high quality
evidence

1B.
Strong
recommendation,
moderate quality
evidence

1C.
Strong
recommendation,
low quality
evidence

2A.
Weak
recommendation,
high quality
evidence

2B.
Weak
recommendation,
moderate quality
evidence

2C.
Weak
recommendation,
low quality
evidence

Benefits clearly outweigh risk andburdens, or vice versa.

or vice versa.

Benefits clearly outweigh risk and burdens,

Benefits appearto outweigh risk and burdens, or viceversa.

Bensfits closely balancedwith risks and burdens.

Benefits closely balancedwith risks and burdens, some

uncertainly in the estimatesof benefits, risksand burdens.

Uncertainty in the estimatesof benefits, risks, and burdens;
benefits may be closelybalancedwith risks and burdens.

Consistent evidencefrom well performed randomized, controlled trials or
overwhelming evidence of some other form. Further research is unlikely to change
our confidence in the estimate of benefit and risk.

Evidence from randomized, controlled trials with important limitations (inconsistent
results, methodologicflaws, indirect or imprecise), or very strong evidence of some
other researchdesign.Further research(if performed) is likely to haveanimpacton
our confidence in the estimate of benefit and risk and may changethe estimate.

Evidencefrom observational studies,unsystematicclinical experience,or from
randomized, controlled trials with seriousflaws. Anyestimate of effectis uncertain.

Consistent evidencefrom well performed randomized, controlled trials or
overwhelming evidence of some other form. Further research is unlikely to change
our confidence in the estimate of benefit and risk.

Evidence from randomized, controlled trials with important limitations (inconsistent
results, methodologicflaws, indirect or imprecise), or very strong evidence of some
other researchdesign.Further research(if performed) is likely to haveanimpact on
our confidence in the estimate of benefit and risk and may changethe estimate.

Evidence from observational studies, unsystematic clinical experience, or from
randomized, controlled trials with serious flaws. Anyestimate of effectis uncertain.

The introduction of robotics has changed the rates in favour of

robotic hysterectomy (RH) with a further decline not only in VH but
also in conventional LH [15,20]. Recent findings in the USA
hospitals, where robotics have been introduced, have indicated
that the use ofabdominal hysterectomy has declined from 66,1% in

hysterectomy to all other routes. In 2015, a further Cochrane
review by Aarts et al. confirmed the findings of Nieboer et al.
regarding the advantages of VH over the other routes of
hysterectomy, including RH [2,22]. He found that RH presented
no difference in outcomes when compared to conventional LH,

2003 to 54,2% by 2010. The use of VH declined throughout, from
24.8% in 1998 to 16,7% in 2010. Use of LH increased to a peak of
15.5% of cases in 2006, and then declined to 8.6% of procedures in
2010, whereas use of RH increased from 0,9% in 2008 to 8,2% in
2010 [20]. Roboticsdo not truly make a difference in increasing the
ratio of VH and conventional LH in favour of AH, as evidenced by
the fact that the latter remained at a constant 64% nationwide in
the USAin 2009 [21].

Comparisonof different approachesto hysterectomy

Currently available evidence indicates that minimally invasive
procedures, including VH and LAVH/LH/RH, should be the
preferred route of hysterectomy, as they offer thesame bendits,
and avoid large and painful abdominal incisions that are neededfor
AH. Additionally, longer hospital stay and a delay in returning to
daily activities are also avoided P,5,22,23]. Specfically, the 2009
Cochrane review found that VH, as compared to AH, is associated
with a shorter hospital stay, the ability of the patient to resume
normal daily activities more quickly, and fewer infections and
episodes of raised temperature after surgeryZ]. LH, as compared

beneficial or otherwise. Thus, both Cochrane reviews concluded
that VH should be considered thefirst choice for hysterectomy in
the treatment of benign conditions (Grade: 1B).

The 2009 ACOG guidelines on choosirtfpe route of hysterec
tomy for benign disease state that, when feasible, VH is the safest
and most costeffective route by which to remove the uterus 23].
LH is an alternative to AH for those women in whom a VH is not
indicated or possible [23]. The AAGL adopted the statement
advising that surgeons without requisite training and skills
required for the safe performanceof VH or LH should enlist the
aid of colleagues who do, or should refer patients requiring
hysterectomy to such individuals for their surgical care [24].

In June 2017, the ACOG confirmed their 2009 statement
defending VH as the route of choice wherever feasible. This
statement was based upon dataollected over the course of almost
a decade,which indicated that VH was associatedwith better
postoperative outcomes when compared with other approachesto
hysterectomy (https://www.acog.org/ -/media/Committee -Opin-
ions/Committee-on-GynecologicPractice/co701.pdf?
dmc=1&ts=20170702T0930167819). It was concluded that LH
servesasapreferable alternative to open AH for patients in whom

to AH, has the same advantages as VH. While there was less blood VH is contraindicated or not feasible (Grade2B). Through their

loss and fewer wound infections in LH, as compared to AH, LH
took longer andwas associatedwith a greaterrisk of damagingthe
ureter or the bladder [2]. No differences were found between LH
and VH with regards to their bendits. However, when compared to
VH,LH takes 39.3 min longer than VH,on average,and is associated
with a higher rate of complications P]. Fewer complications have
been associatedwith VH,when comparing this method of

analysis of the data captured, the ACOG found that tirgroduction
of RHleadto a decreasein both LH and a VH.VH in particular had
decreasedfrom 25% in 1998 to 17% in 2010.

The evidence-basedformal guidelines for the preferred route of
hysterectomy have been largely neglected by surgeons, and as
such, the choice for hysterectomy is usually based on subjective
preferences rather than standardised selection criteria for the


https://www.acog.org/-/media/Committee-Opinions/Committee-on-Gynecologic-Practice/co701.pdf?dmc=1%26ts%3D20170702T0930167819
https://www.acog.org/-/media/Committee-Opinions/Committee-on-Gynecologic-Practice/co701.pdf?dmc=1%26ts%3D20170702T0930167819
https://www.acog.org/-/media/Committee-Opinions/Committee-on-Gynecologic-Practice/co701.pdf?dmc=1%26ts%3D20170702T0930167819
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route of hysterectomy. When formal guidelines were used to
determine the route of hysterectomy, VH was performed in 90% of
the patients treated, and in 100% of the patients in whom the
pathology was corfined to the uterus [25]. In comparison, when
formal guidelines were not incorporated in the decisioamaking
process, VH was reported in 42% of the patients treated, and in 64%
of the patients in whom the pathology was cofined to the uterus.
Should guidelines be used to assist clinical decision-making,
potential savings of $1.2 million (USA) could be attained for every
1000 hysterectomies performed vaginally, as well as a reduction of
20% in complications associated with the procedure[25]. A cost
effectiveness analysis undertaken with the eVALuate study
revealed that the vaginal approach was more cost-effective
compared to the laparoscopic route, primarily due to the use of
disposable instruments inlaparoscopy [3]. Sculpher et al. found

that LH cost an average of $780 (USA) more than VH, per patient.

With more than 500.000 hysterectomies performed annually in
the United States, and more than 100.000 in the United Kingan,
the vaginal approach seems even more relevant in this timeof

economic strain [26].
Tosum up, it is evident from the literature that the vaginalroute

should be considered the preferred choice. VH skill should not be
sacrificed in favour of LH. Academic institutionsworldwide are
urged to review a strategy in order to retain the skill of VH, via
appropriate training programs.

Factorsinfluencing the route of hysterectomy

Surgeon training and experience have often been deemed
particularly influential leading factors for the selection of the most
appropriate approach to hysterectomy. The lack of training in VH
has been raised by several authors as being an important factor,
with lack of experience in vaginal surgery leadig to gynaecole
gists having a dependence on the abdominal and/or laparoscopic
routes when contemplating hysterectomy [27—-29]. Training in
vaginal surgery during residency is important in order to challenge
supposedcontraindications to VH. It has been shown that VH can
be safely performed in women without uterine prolapse, in those
with an enlarged fibroid uterus up to 12 weeks gestation, in
patients with a history of one or more previous caesarean sections,
previous laparotomies, premalignant cervical or endometrial
pathology, as well as in nulliparous women. Correctly challe nging
these contraindications may lead to an increased number of VHs
[10-13] (Grade:2B).

Aside from personal training, factors that are considered
prerequisites for asuccessful VH are vaginal accessibility,
together with the size and mobility of the uterus. The confirma-
tion of pathology confined or not confined to the uterus also
influences the route of hysterectomy selected[25]. The use of a
setof guidelines on the route of hysterectomy — incorporating
vaginal accessibility, uterine size and mobility, and pathology
confined to the uterus — hasbeen proposed [25]. In a randomised
trial where residents followed these guidelines for selection of
hysterectomy, the percentageof VHs performed for benign
conditions was found to be more than 90% (https://www.
omicsonline.org/open-access/28years-of-using-hysterectomy-
guidelines-to-determine-the-feasibility -of-vaginal-hysterecto- my-
2161-0932-1000375.php?aid=72317%. When pathology is not
confined to the uterus (adnexal pathology, known or suspected,
adhesions, and endometriosis), thereby precluding VH,it is
advisable to perform LAVH to restore anatomy or to free the
adnexal before proceeding to VH [5] (Grade: 2B). LAVH has its
place where there is uncertainty of a successfulVH, or in order to
perform adhesiolysis, treat endometriosis, and restore pelvic
anatomy. LAVH is especially neededwhen prophylactic oopho-
rectomy is required, as it is not always possible for the ovaries to
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be removed vaginally. In a study by Chrysostomou, it was
demonstrated that by performing laparoscopies in patients who
were considered unsuitable for VH, all the subjects were able to
proceed to an uncomplicated VH (www.sajog.org.za/inde x.php/
SAJOG/article/download/18/93). The author reached the conclu
sion that the laparoscopic approach should be converted to a
vaginal procedure as soon as possible (e.g. after adhesiolysis,
treatment of endometriosis, adnexectomy, location of the
fibroids). Nothing is gained by continuing laparoscopic dissection,
as this unnecessarily prolongs the surgery and increasesthe risk
of visceral damage. As the surgeons confidence increases,
ultimately more caseswill be achieved by VH alone, and the
overall operative risks may thus be decreased.

Vaginal accessibility

Vaginal accessibility is determined by assessing 3 key
components: the angle of the pubic arch, the shape of the vagina,
and the uterine descent. Apubic arch that is wide, or more than
90 °, allows for easier accessto the uterus and placement of
instruments, facilitating the vaginal approach. However, with a
small 1-2 cm posterior midline episiotomy, vaginal accessibility
may be obtained even when the pubic arch is less than 90 °
[13,23,30].

The shapeof the vagina, especially the breadth of the vaginal
apex, is best assessed during vaginaikamination. A vaginal apex
of 3 cm wide facilitates a vaginal approach, as it provides ample
space for anterior and posterior entry, and improves lateral
visualization of the vasculature [13,30].

The ACOG has stated that VH is indicated for patients with a
mobile uterus of less than 12 weeks gestational size (Grade: 1B)
[23]. It is a common belief that uteri up to 12 weeks gestation can
be delivered vaginally without any additional reduction proce-
dures.

Pathology not coryined to the uterus

When pathology is not confined to the uterus, and if the surgeon
is uncertain of successful vaginal removal of the uterus, then it is
advisable to perform laparoscopy to restore anatomy before
undertaking VH. The decision to perform elective salpingoophor-
ectomy is not dependent onthe route of hysterectomy, andis not a
contraindication to the performance of VH[31]. This removal of the
ovaries and Fallopian tubes during VH is recommended in women
who are at high risk of developing ovarian cancer.Mandatory
salpingectomy is recommended in those who are carriers of the
germ line mutation BRCA1 and BRCA2 genes,in which the
occurrence of seroustubal intraepithelial carcinoma (STIC)has
been established (Grade: 2B) [31]. However, removing the
fallopian tubes and ovaries in women with nomproven genetic
or familial risk of ovarian cancer cannot be justified in 40-80% of
case[31]. It is important to consider that prophylactic salpingo-
oophorectomy in premenopausal women at low risk for ovarian
canceris associatedwith a higher risk of developing osteoporosis
and cardiovascular disease,and has thus beenlinked to reduced
survival rates[32—35]. Bearing this in mind, in the absenceof
ovarian diseaseand personal/family history of breast/ovarian
carcinoma, routine removal of the ovaries during VH for benign
uterine diseaseis not recommended, asthe risks outweigh the
benefits (Grade:2B). The performance of prophylactic bilateral
salpingectomy with ovarian conservation during vaginal hysterec-
tomy, as suggested by the ACOG in 2015ttps://www.acog.org/ -/
media/Committee-Opinions/Committee-on-Gy necologiePrac
tice/c0620.pdf?dmc=1), has beenfound to prevent a diagnosis of
ovarian cancerin 1 of every 225 patients undergoing surgery.
Furthermore, the implementation of salpingectomy helps prevent
death from ovarian cancerin 1 in every 450 women having surgery
[36]. Prophylactic bilateral salpingectomy with  ovarian
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conservation during VH should therefore be undertaken routinely
(Grade 2B) [36].

The success of removing ovaries and Fallopian tubes vaginally
varies greatly, andis reported to range between 77% and 915%
[36—=39]. Once VH is performed, a moistened pack is gently placed
in the pelvis to prevent bowel from obscuring visualization. The
transected tube and utercovarian ligament are pulled medially
into the field until the round ligament is visualised. The round
ligament is then clamped, cut and ligated. This allows further
descent of the tubeovarian pedicle into the field, which can be
clamped just above the superior tip of the ovary andhen ligated
[40]. If there is initial uncertainty surrounding the successin
removing the ovaries vaginally, laparoscopicassisted vaginal
hysterectomy (LAVH) should be employed first. Similarly, if a
problem arises inremoving the ovaries and the tubes during a VH,
then laparoscopic assistance should be used to complete the
surgery (Grade: 2B).In certain circumstance, such laparoscopic
skills may not be easily obtained.

An algorithm for women undergoing hysterectomy for benign
indications is shown in Fig. 1 A summary of ISGE recommenda
tions for VH are presented below, in Panel 2 .

Uterus accessible vaginally?

l }

Yes No
Uterine size <12 — 14 weeks? L TAH
OR
Uterine Weight < 280 — 360g?
OR
Uterine length < 12cm, width>9cm?

Yes

Pathology confinedto the uterus? |

l }

Yes

No / Uncertain

!

Laparoscopic evaluation

|

Pathology appropriate for
laparoscopic
correction orresection?

/\\

LAVH/LH TLH

lConvening

| VAGINAL HYSTERECTOMY

Fig. 1. Determining the route of hysterectomy for benign disease (clinical
examination and pelvic ultrasonographybased approach).Abbreviations:LAVH,
laparoscopicassisted vaginal hysterectomy; LH, laparoscopic hysterectomy;
TAH, total abdominal hysterectomy; TLH, total laparoscopichysterectomy.
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ISGE Recommendation 1: The vaginal hysterectomy should be considered as the first
choice for benign indications (Grade 1B).

ISGE Recommendation 2: The laparoscopic approach should be considered when vaginal
hysterectomy is contraindicated or not technically possible (Grade 2B).

ISGE Recommendation 3: Nulliparity, absence of utero-vaginal prolapse, uterine fibroid,
previous caesarean sechions, as well as premalignant cervical and endometrial disease
should not be considered as contraindications to vaginal hysterectomy (Grade 2B).

ISGE Recommendation 4: The surgeons should pay attention ta the clinical factors which
facilitate vaginal hysterectomy and optimise patient outcome (Grade 2B).

ISGE Recommendation 5: Hysterectomy for benign causes is best performed vaginally if
the uterus is less than 12 weeks of gestation or < 280 g (preoperative clinical and
ultrasound estimation, respectively), if accessible vaginally and the pathology is confined to
the uterus (Grade 1B).

ISGE Recommendation 6: In the absence of ovarian disease and personal/family history of
breast/ovarian carcinoma, routine removal of the avaries during vaginal hysterectomy for
benign uterine diseases is not recommended as the benefits outweigh the risks (Grade 2B);
while in women at increased risk of ovarian, breast and bowel cancer, genetic counselling
and routine salpingo-cophorectomy during vaginal hysterectomy should be undertaken.
LAVH should also be employed in these circumstances (Grade 2B).

Panel 2. ISGErecommendationsfor vaginal hysterectomy.

Reflection

Minimally invasive approaches to hysterectomy are preferable
options, based on their well-documented advantages over AH.
When VH, thefirst line approach, is not indicated or feasible, the
surgeon should choose between LH or open AH. LH is a preferable
alternative in these settings. The 2015 Cochrane review conclude d
that RH demonstrates no sigrficant advantage over conentional
LH [7]. However, in cases where the uterine pathology precludes
minimally invasive approaches,the importance of AH becomes
apparent. AH also serves as an important alternative if LH or VH
fail intra-operatively. Thus, while these guidelines strongly
motivate for the increase in VH training, it does not aim to
dismiss the importance of LH and AH, where their use is
appropriate.

The clinician should assessasesby a focussedhistory, physical
examination, andpelvic ultrasound with transvaginal probe before
deciding which route of hysterectomy will most safely facilitate
removal of the uterus and optimize patient outcomes, taking into
account also the clinical situation Fig. 1), and surgeon training and
experience. As the most highly recommended route of hysterecto
my, VH should be considered a priority among procedures to be
learned by residents. Trainee gynaecologists need to be helped by
Program Directors to navigate between 8nior Gynaecologists with
different skill mix, in learning the performance of VH.

It is essential to revive the use of VH as it is safer, more
economical, and has rapid recovery rates and fewer complications
among all the routes of hysterectomy. It can be expected that
reducing the prevalence of LAVH will prompt the surgeon to
become more prdicient in VH, and to recognise that laparoscopic
assistanceis only necessaryin speciic cases.

Conclusion

VH should be considered the ideal surgical approach when
hysterectomy for benign uterine disease is undertaken. The
guidelines proposed here provide suggestions that the majority
of patients and clinicians would consider following. Their
implementation can lead to a decrease of hysterectomies
performed abdominally and a signficant increase in hysterecte
mies performed vaginally, which may be achieved without an
inappropriate increase in laparoscopic hysterectomy. Clinical
judgement is needed for these suggestions,as physicians must
evaluate the particular needs and expectations of each patient to
arrive at the best management decision for eachindividual case.
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Article  history: Objective:The study was established by the International Society for GynecologiEndoscopy (ISGE) to
Received 11 February 2020 provide evidence-based recommendations in the steps that should be undertaken in successfully
Received in revised form 10 June 2020 performing a vaginal hysterectomy for a non-prolapsed uterus.

Accepted 15 June 2020 Material and methodsThe ISGE Task Force for vaginal hysterectomy for theon-prolapsed uterus defined
key clinical questions regarding the surgical technique, which led the Medline/PubMed and the Cochrane

;eyw_ordS: logical pathol Database literature search. Identfied pertinent articles, published in English from 1997 to 2019, were
Gi:;g;:wig:gecooglca pathology analysed. The available information was graded by the level of evidence using the Grading of
Non-prolapseduterus Recommendations, Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE) Working Group approach. The
Surgicaltechnique recommendations were developed through multiple cycles of literature analysis and expemiscussion.
Vaginal hysterectomy Results: Six recommendations were established:

1 A circular incision at the level of cervico-vaginal junction is recommended (grade IC).
2. The posterior peritoneum should be opened first (grade IC).
3. Clamping and cutting the uterosacral and cardinal ligaments before or after getting accessinto anterior
peritoneum is recommended (grade IC).
4. Routine closure of the peritoneum during vaginal hysterectomy is not recommended (grade IB).
5. Vertical or horizontal closure of the vaginal vault following vaginal hysterectomy is recommended
(grade IC).
6. To insert avaginal plug following vaginal hysterectomy is not recommended (grade IB).
Conclusion:Vaginal hysterectomy for a non-prolapsed uterus should be the preferential route for
removing the uterus when hysterectomy is indicated. The ISGE provides evidence-based practical
guidelines on how vaginal hysterectomy for nonmprolapsed uterus should be undertaken. All efforts
should be directed in teaching the surgical technique of vaginal hysterectomy during residency.
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Introduction

Hysterectomy isone of the most common operative procedures
for benign gynecological diseases[1,2]. It can be performed
abdominally, vaginally or laparoscopically, with or without robotic
assistance.The benefits of vaginal hysterectomy (VH) and
laparoscopic hysterectomy (LH) over abdominal hysterectomy
(AH) havebeenwidely reported [3—-7]. The advantagesprovided by
VH,with or without laparoscopic assistance,include lesspost-
operative pain, less analgesianeeded, shorter hospital stay, and a
more rapid recovery and return to daily activities [7-9]. Further-
more, following all the parameters of the least invasive non-scar
hysterectomy, VH is associatedwith fewer intra-operative and
post-operative complications ascompared with AH or LH [10-14].
In spite of these benefits, all large-scale surveys of hysterectomy
practice show that 70-80 % of hysterectomies are performed via
the abdominal approach [11]. This preferenceis largely attributed
to a lack of experience in VH, resulting in the surgeon's reluctance
to perform VH,especially in patients without uterine prolapse,
with uterine fibroids, previous caesareansections, previous
laparotomies, as well as in nulliparous women. The vaginal route
has beenfound to be a safe option for theseindications for
hysterectomy,and mayleadto anincreasednumber of VH[15-23].
Globally, the focus on performing LH appearsto result in
significant reductions in ratesof VH,without perceptible impact on
the AH rates [14,24-30]. In Belgium, for example, the focus on LH
resultedin VHratesdropping from 34 % in the early 1990s to only 8
% in 2006, and in Norway from 9 % in 2001 to only 3 % in 2005,
mainly performed for utero-vaginal prolapse. In some regions (e.g.
certain hospitals in India, Belgium, Norway and the US), the
percentage of VH has remained stable, with 2@ carried out this
way [13,25-27]. The decrease inVH may well reflect a lack of
scientific approach in choosing the route of hysterectomy.
Unfortunately, surgeons all too often choose a route based on
their own personal preference, rather than appealing to the
evidence contained within the Cochrane databaseof systematic
reviews on surgical approach to hysterectomy for benign
gynaecological disease 1,7]. It is a common perception that the
decreasing VH rate, sacficed in favour inof LH, may be at least
partially attributed to the impact of the industry that manufactures
the laparoscopic equipment.

The trend in reduced rates of VH is concerning, in parallel with
the fact that many residents leave residency programs without
adequate prdiciency in performing VH. Recent literaturesuggests
that proficiency is achieved after 21-27 cases of VH during
residency [25,28]. However, the current minimum requireme nt for
VH in the USA residency programs is 15 cases, and onlyc&ses
during a four-year residency program in South Africa. This number
of cases may provide exposure but is certainly not sfi€ient to
ensure proficiency in performing VH.

Adequate training during residency and suficient exposure to

VH are vital components of the strategyto increasethe prevalence

of VH. Other factors that are considered prerequisites for a
successful VH include vaginal accessibility, together with the size
and shape of the uterus. The cdirmation of pathology confined or
not to the uterus may also influence the choice in route of
hysterectomy. The International Society for Gynecologic Endoseo
py (ISGE) recently established evidenc®ased recommendations
on the selection of woman with benign uterine pathology who can
undergosafe VH [29]. In Fig.1, an algorithm is reproduce d from this
ISGEpublication, guiding the selection [29].

With the adoption of evidencebased practical guidelines and
adequate surgical education, the proportion of hysterectomies
performed vaginally can be increasedand would lower the cost
and complication rate [30-35]. For this reason, ISGE decided to
introduce evidence-based practical guidelines on how VH for a
non-prolapsed uterus should be undertaken.

Material and methods

The ISGETaskForcefor VHfor the non-prolapsed uterus defined
key clinical questions (Table 1) regarding the surgical technique,
which led the search of Medline/PubMed and the Cochrane
Database. EnglisHanguage articles, published from 1997 to 2019,
including original works and previous reviews, were analysed.
Using the GRADE approachh(tp://www.gradewor -kinggroup.org;
Table 2), for each clinical question, we graded the available
information by the level of evidence. The recommendations were
developed through multiple cycles of literature analysis and expert
discussion. The ISGE Ethical Committee ruled that approval was
not required for this study.

Results

An inade quate number of randomised controlled trials (RCTs),
systematic reviews, and metaanalysesare currently available to
guide surgeons with respect to the VH procedure. Expert opinion
has to be taken into account. The experience of surgeons with high
case volumes serve as an important point of reference. The
procedure presentedbelow is a 10-step approachthat is applicable
in most cases of VH for benign conditions and a neprolapsed
uterus. Six recommendations on surgical steps for VH, including
two grade IB and four grade IC were established (Table 3).

Preoperative considerations

The preoperative discussion should include an informed
consent specfically documenting the risks and benéts of planned
hysterectomy and the removal/conservation of the ovaries,
expected outcomes and alternatives. Documentation that future
fertility is not desired and pregnancy test are required in
premenopausal women.

Preoperative evaluation of of the patient's general health status
is fundamental in order to obtain a satisfactory outcome after
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Fig. 1. Determining the route of hysterectomy for benign disease (reproduced with
permission from [29]). Abbreviations, LAVH, laparoscopicassisted vaginal
hyster- ectomy; TAH, total abdominal hysterectomy; TLH, total laparoscopic
hysterectomy.

surgery. Cervical cancer screening should be up to date. It is
important to evaluate the patient for anemia and correct it when
existent. The risk factors associated with venous thromboe mbolic
events should be assessed, allowing appropriate prophylaxis to be
chosen.

Antibiotic prophylaxis

As indicated by other speciic guidelines, all women
undergoing vaginal hysterectomy should receive antibiotic
prophylaxis (grade IC); cephalosporins (2nd or 3rd generation)
and metronidazole are of proven value for vaginal hysterectomy

Table 1
Vaginal hysterectomy — key clinical questions.

A. Chrysostomou et al. / European Journal of Obstetrics & Gynecology and Reproductive Biology 252 (2020) 118-126

(https://elearning.rcog.org.uk//preparation -patient-theatre/
practical-points/antibiotic -prophylaxis/antibiotic ).

Positioning the patient

After appropriate general or regional (spinal) anaesthesiais
completed, the patient is placed in the dorsal lithotomyposition
with buttocks protruding slightly beyond the edge of the table with
her feet in stirrups The lateral aspects of the legs should be clear of
the stirrups to avoid pressure on the peroneal nerve.

Obesity should not be considered as aontraindication to VH.
Obese and morbidly obese (BMI > 35) patients who undergo

hysterectomy are at an increased risk of suffering complications
such as pulmonary compromise, venous thrombosis, wound
infection, and wound dehiscence. In practice, irrespete of the
BMI, abdominal hysterectomy should be taken as an undesirable
route for obese patients. Vaginal hysterectomy, where feasible,
may be considered the primary route for hysterectomy in even

morbidly obese woman [13]. However, in obese and morbidly
obese XBMI> 35) women, it is advisable to apply a supeflexion

position (Fig. 2A). Anatomically, this position makes the uterus
descend downward and fall backward, bringing the cervixloser to
introitus. This may also facilitate bilateral salpingeoophorectomy
or an ovarian cystectomy, where this is needed[36].

After the skin and vaginal areaare prepped in a habitual fashion,
the urinary bladder is emptied with a metallic urinary catheter.
Alternative indwelling Foley catheter canbe inserted. A careful and
completed bimanual examination must then be performed to
confirm the degree of physiological or normal uterine descent, and
the width of the vaginal outlet.The cervix is exposed by placing a
weighted posterior retractor or the blade of the Auvard speculum.
A small right angle retractor (Wertheim angle retractor) may be
used to elevate the anterior vaginal wall. Two vulsellums are then
utilized to grasp the anterior and posterior lips of the cervix and
pulled into the vaginal introitus (Fig. B). The vulsellum is placed
on the anterior lip of the cervix, upside down, so that instead of the
instrument being concave upwvards, it is concave downwards. The
second vulsellum is placed on the posterior lip of the cervix with
the instrument being concave upwards. While traction on the
cervix downward is applied, massaging the uterosacral and
cardinal ligaments bilaterally, espeially on the left, may facilitate
further descent [37].

Incision of the vaginal wall

While downward traction is applied with the vulsellum, a
circular incision around the cervicovaginal junction is performed
(recommendation grade IC). The level of the incision is critical to
find the correct plane of dissection between the bladder and lower
uterine segment. The point of attachment of the vaginal mucosa to
the cervix can be demonstrated by moving the cervix up ahdown.
The incision should be made at the border between the smooth
cervical mucosa and the vaginal rugae~g. Z2C). An incision above
the border of the cervix and vaginal rugae can lead to bladder
injury and unnecessarybleeding, whereas if the incision is below
the border, incision of the cervix may cause bleeding. It is

Question 1:
Question 2:

Circular or V incision of the vaginal wall when performing VH for non-prolapsed uterus?
Clampingand cutting the uterosacral and cardinal ligamentsbefore or after getting accessinto

anterior and posterior peritoneum?

Question 3:
Question 4:
Question 5:
Question 6:

Detaching the bladder before or after opening the posterior peritoneum?
Closure or not of the peritoneum following VH?

Vertical or horizontal closure of the vaginal vault following VH?

To insert or not vaginal plug following VH?

Abbreviation: VH, vaginal hysterectomy.
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GRADEapproach - grading of recommendations,risk/bene fit and quality of supporting evidence.

Gradeof recommendation Risk/benefit

Quality of supporting evidence

1A. Strong recommendation, high quality

evidence versa.

1B. Strong recommendation, moderate

quality evidence versa.

1C. Strong recommendation,low quality
evidence versa.

2A. Weakrecommendation, high quality
evidence

2B. Weak recommendation, moderateuality
evidence
burdens.

2C.Weakrecommendation, low quality
evidence
and burdens.

Bengfits clearly outweigh risk and burdens, or vice

Bensfits clearly outweigh risk and burdens, or vice

Benefits appearto outweigh risk andburdens, or vice

Bensfits closelybalancedwith risks and burdens.

Bensfits closely balancedwith risks and burdens,some
uncertainly in the estimatesof benefits, risks and

Uncertainty in the estimates ofbenefits, risks, and
burdens; benefits may be closely balancedwith risks

Consistent evidencefrom well performed randomized,
controlled trials or overwhelming evidenceofsomeother form.
Further researchis unlikely to changeour confidence in the
estimate of benefit and risk.

Evidencefrom randomized, controlled trials with important
limitations (inconsistent results, methodologicflaws, indirect
or imprecise), or very strong evidenceof someother research
design.Further research(if performed) islikely to havean
impacton our confidence in the estimate of benefit andrisk and
may changethe estimate.

Evidencefrom observational studies, unsystematic clinical
experience, or from randomized, controlled trials with serious
flaws.Any estimate of effectis uncertain.

Consistent evidencefrom well performed randomized,
controlled trials or overwhelming evidenceof someother form.
Further researchis unlikely to changeour confidence in the
estimate of benefit and risk.

Evidencefrom randomized, controlled trials with important
limitations (inconsistent results, methodologicflaws, indirect
or imprecise), or very strong evidenceof someother research
design.Further research(if performed) islikely to havean
impacton our confidence in the estimate of benefit andrisk and
may changethe estimate.

Evidencefrom observational studies, unsystematic clinical
experience, or from randomizedcontrolled trials with serious
flaws.Any estimate of effectis uncertain.

Table 3
The ISGErecommendationsfor vaginal hysterectomy technique.

Recommendation

Gradeof recommendation

A circular incision at the level of cervico-vaginajunction is recommended
The posterior peritoneum should be openedfirst

Clampingand cutting the uterosacral and cardinal ligamentsbefore or after getting access

into anterior peritoneum is recommended
Routine closure of the peritoneum during VH is not recommended
Vertical or horizontal closure of the vaginal vault following VH is recommended
Toinsert avaginal plug following VH is not recommended

GradelC
Grade IC
Grade IC

Grade 1B
GradelC
Grade 1B

important for the incision to be deep enough reaching the pubo
cervical fascia which appears at this level as a white or pale grey
area. The vaginal mucosa is circumferentially pushed up, away
from the incision, with the use of a swakcovered indexfinger. This

is done all the way up to the peritoneal vesico-uterine fold,
anteriorly and posteriorly, far away up to the insertion of utero
sacralligament to the cervix.

The blade of the Wertheim angle retractor is placed under the
vaginal mucosa and the bladder. Then, with strong traction on the
cervical vulsellums downward, and counter traction with the
retractor lifting up the anterior vaginal wall, the proper plane of
dissection between the bladder and the cervix is found. This
manoeuvre aids to identify the peritoneal vesiceuterine fold or
anterior peritoneum, which appears as a pearlywhite transverse
line across the lower uterine segment ling on the wide \¢shaped,
shiny serosal surface of the uterus. Circular incision around the
cervico-vaginal junction had been proposed by Sheth and others
[38-47].

The anterior and posterior peritoneum are preferentially
opened before the clamping and the cutting of the uterosacral
and cardinal ligaments. This optional opening of the anterior or
vesico-uterine peritoneum after clamping and cutting the utero
sacral and cardinal ligaments or the uterine vessels has been
proposed by J. Cohen and others37—42]. In some circumstances,
when it is not feasible to enter the anterior peritoneum, before
clamping and cutting the uterosacral/cardinal ligaments, it is
worthwhile to detachthe uterosacraland cardinal ligaments from

their attachment, once the vaginal mucosa and the bladder have
beenmobilised. This canfacilitate further descentof the uterus and
assist with the identification and opening of the bladder
peritoneum.

Opening the posterior peritoneum

Onceacircular incision around thecervico-vaginal junction is
made and the vaginal mucosais pushed away, the posterior
peritoneum is opened first (recommendation grade IC).The
vulsellums holding the cervix are pulledupwards by the assistant.
The peritoneum between the two uteresacral ligaments (USLs) is
grasped with artery forceps and opened with curved Mayo scissors
(Fig. D). The scissors are then introduced into the pouch of
Douglas With the bladesinside the peritoneal cavity, thescissors
are opened and the blades withdrawn in the opened position so
that the peritoneum is being cut by the back of the blades of the
open pair of scissors, as they are being withdrawn. With the index
finger into the pouch of Douglas, the posterior aspect of the uterus
is palpated.Fibroids or adhesionsmay beidenti fied at this point,
togetherwith thesizeand mobility of the uterus.Thebladeof the
Auvard forceps or Sims speculum is introduced intehe peritoneal
space (pouch of Douglas). A large swab can be inserted into the
posterior pouch, preventing small bowel and omentum entering
the operating field. This swab keeps the rectum away. Since one
third of the inserted swab is left hanging outside tle vulva, this will
not haveanyrisk of leavingit behind. Whenthe upper halfof the



122

A. Chrysostomou et al. / European Journal of Obstetrics & Gynecology and Reproductive Biology 252 (2020) 118-126

Fig. 2. Vaginal hysterectomy step 1- 4. A, Positioning the patient(dorsal lithotomy super flexion position of a obese patient).B, Grasping the anterior and posterior lips of the

cervix. C, Incision of the vaginal wall. D, Opening posterior

swab, which is in POD, is bloody it can be replaced with another
swab.

It is necessary to open the posterior peritoneumfirst in some
cases,such as previous caesareansections or casesof anterior
fibroids, asthe anterior peritoneum may be dificult to be opened
[37—45]-. In such circumstances, the index finger is introduced
behind the uterus over the fundus of the uterus and the vesieo
uterine peritoneum is identified and opened.

Bladderdetachmentfrom the uterus and anterior peritoneumopening

With the blade of the Wertheim angle retractor under the
vaginal mucosa and bladder, the bladder is pushed up, with
pressure, close to the uterus. As downward traction is applied with
the vulsellums and counter traction upwards with the blade of the
Wertheim angle retractor, the bladder will be separated from the
uterus until the utero-vesical fold is exposed and the anterior
peritoneum is identified. Exposure of the anterior peritoneal
(utero-vesical) pouch is the most crucial step during VH. This is
recognised as a white or pale area, owing to the double layer of
peritoneum. The peritoneum is grasped with artery forceps or
toothed dissecting force ps and opened with curved Mayo scissors
(Fig. ZE&). The scissor points must be angled towards the uterus to
prevent accidental opening of the bladder. The blade of the
Wertheim angle retractor is placed into the peritoneal cavity,
separating the bladder from the uterus. Mild traction of this
retractor not only holds the bladder out of the operatingfield, but
also increases the distance of the ureters from the uterus. In our
technique, entrance into the anterior and posterior cude-sac is
established before clampng and cutting the uterosacral/cardinal
ligaments, and definitely before clamping and cutting the uterine

peritoneum. E, Opening anterior peritoneum.

vessels. This facilitates the successful vaginal removal of the non
prolapsed uterus, and is associated with less bleeding and the
prevention of potential injury to the bladder and/or ureters
anteriorly, as well as to the rectum and small bowel posteriorly. In
extremely rare situations where, access into the vaginal is limited
(i.e. nulliparous women), VH can be done well without clamps by
using pedicle sealing devices or without using clamps- so-called
clamplessly — by using the ligature technique [13,38]

Dissection of the utero-sacral ligaments and cardinal ligaments

It is believedthat the utero-sacral ligaments (USLs) and the
cardinal ligaments (CLs) may provide apical support of the upper
vaginaandthe uterine cervix. Their dissectioncan be performed
before or after getting accessinto the anterior peritoneum
(recommendation grade IC). Although both ligaments are located
in different anatomical planes and directions, they are clamped
together. This is done in a spedic way: the cervix is pulled toward
the operator and in the contralateral direction with the vulsellums.
A curved Maingot clamp or similar clamp is placed in the posterior
cul-de-saavith one blade underneath the USL/CL complex and the
opposite blade over the USL/CL complex. The clamp is placed
perpendicular to the long axis of the uterus, next to the uterine
cervix, so that some tissue of the cervix is included in the clamp. It
is important that the clamp is not placed laterally to the cervix
because the cardinal and uterosacral ligaments lie at the lower end
of the broad ligament, below the uterine artery, and are iprced by
the ureter, which lies in the ureteric canallateral to the artery. Both
anatomical structures (USLs/CLs) are cut and ligated with 0 or 2.0

delayed absorbable suture, using a fulength suture with the
needle attached (Fig. 3A-C). Thesesutures are not cut but clipped
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Fig. 3. Vaginal hysterectomy step 5 and 6. A — C. Dissectionof the utero-sacral and cardinal ligaments.D and E. Clamping,cutting and ligating the uterine arteries.

to the covering drapes. The procedure is repeated on the
contralateral side. Thetaking of these pedicles facilitates further
descent of the uterus. The two sutures, with the needles attached
will be used for closure of the vault to support the vault and avoid
vault prolapse.

In patients with previous caesarean sections, or who present
with previous inflammatory disease,endometriosis or anterior
uterine wall fibroids, the anterior pouch, may be dificult to define.
In such circumstances the index finger can be passed over the
uterine fundus or broad ligament to ddine the anterior pouch. As
described above, exposure of the anterior peritoneal (utero-
vesical) pouch can be performed after the USLs/CLs are detached
from their attachment, facilitating further descent of the uterus
that makes the entry into the anterior peritoneal cavity easierlf it
is still not possible to enter the space, we advise to make use of the
uterocervical broad ligament space, described by Sheth4B]. In
patient's with previous caesarean section the central 3/5 of the
uterocervical surface is likely to be adherent to the bladder
anteriorly and usually the bladder, the lateral 1/5 on both sides,lies
freely on the cervicouterine surface.The surgical technique had
been described as follows: during VH, after the vaginal mucosa is
incised push away the bladder with the assistance of the Wertheim
angle retractor, the dissection is made laterallyfirst by scissors
between the cervix and the bladder to enter the uterocervical
space making room for the finger to follow, then insinuating
upward and laterally beyond the lateral uterocervical border to
enter into the continuing space between the two leaves of the
broad ligament. The space is thus entered by sharp and blunt
dissection and is gradually enlarged by thefinger. After reaching
the areabetweenthe uterocervical surface posteriorly and the

bladder anteriorly and using gentle traction medially with Babcock
forceps on the free bladder, assisted by sharp and blunt dissection,
the bladder is separatedfrom the uterocervical surface.

Clamping, cutting, and ligating the uterine arteries

Both uterine arteries are clamped, cut, and ligated. The uterine
vesselpedicle, which contains the uterine artery and vein, and the
broad ligament peritoneum anterior and posterior to these vessels,
is clamped, cut, and ligated with a 0 or 2.0 delayed absorbable
suture (Fig. 3D and E). Opening of the vesico-uterine
peritoneum after clamping the uterine vessels,asrecommended -
by Stark [45] and others[38,41,42], may lead tothe injury of the
bladder and theureters if an inexperienced surgeon has not
taken great care tomobilise the bladder well and to retract it
well with the ureters.This emphasisesthe needfor good early
identification andmobilisation of the bladder. Routine opening of
the vesico-uterine peritoneum after clamping the uterine vessels
should be avoided.However,in rare circumstances,when the
anterior peritoneal site cannot be reachedearlier, careful bilateral
severanceof the USLs/CLs, vesico-uterine ligaments, and uterine
vesselswill allow theanterior peritoneal reflection provided the
bladder is retractedlaterally and superiorly away from the uterus,
with the Wertheim angle retractor placed between the
uterocervical surface and thebladder [43-47].

Dissection of the upper part of the uterine support

The remaining portion of the broad ligaments attached to the
uterus (containing the round and ovarian ligaments, the proximal
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Fig. 4. Vaginal hysterectomy step 7 - 10.A — C. Dissection of the upper part of the uterine
insertion.

part of the fallopian tube and the blood vessels) is then clamped,
cut, and ligated bilaterally. The Maingot clamp or equivalent should

be placed as close to the uterine fundus as possible. The uterus is
then detached using curved scissors, such as Mayo scissors or a
scalpelif preferred (Fig.4A-C). The pediclesare tied separatelyand
should not be tied together. As such, we disagree with Starkf]
and Bina [44], who advisedto ligate these pediclesto each another,

as we have found that tying the pedicles together can bring the
ovaries into the pouch of Douglas and thereby lead to severe deep
dyspareunia post-operatively.

Whether to remove the adnexa with or after removal ofthe
uterus is a decision made as the most superior pedicles are
approached. We prefer to remove the uterus, and then to attend to
the adnexa. It is mandatory that the decision for the removal of the
adnexa, particularly ovaries, be always taken well before sgery
and performed only after required counselling and consent for the
oophorectomy.

Once VH is performed, a moistened pack is gently placed in the
pelvis to prevent bowel obscuring visualisation. When elongation
of the Infundibulo-pelvic ligament permits, traction is placed on
the ovary by grasping it with a Babcock clamp. A Maingot clamp is
then placed across the Infundibulo-pelvic ligaments, and the
ovaries and tubes are excised. Both a suture tie and a trafixsion
suture ligature can be placed on thesgedicles to ensure they are
secure. If this is not possible, then the transected tube and utero
ovarian ligament are pulled en bloc medially into the operating
field until the round ligament is visualised. The round ligament is
then clamped, cut and liga¢d. This allows further descent of the
tubo-ovarian pedicle into the field, which can be clamped just
above the tip of the ovary, and then ligated [46]. Sheth
recommends, clamping the round ligament and tube separately,
then dividing the tube and utero ovarian ligament on one side.
After the round ligament has been divided on the opposite side the
tube and ovary can be visualised and a curved clamp is used to
clamp the infundibulopelvic ligament and mesosalpinx. A specially
devisedclamp by the author with acurve of 2 cm beginning at1 cm

support.D. Closure of the peritoneum. E. Closure of the vaginal vault.F. Vaginal plug

from the tip fascilitates and accommodatesthe infundibular pelvic
ligament efficiently [38]

Closure of the peritoneum

Closure of the peritoneum isrecommended by some, as this can
prevent prolapse of the fallopian tubes, which may be a cause of
severe pain postoperatively and may also prevent bowel eviscera
tion and posterior enterocoele formation postoperatively, after the
VH [41,47]. Routine re-peritonisation is not supported [45,44,48].
Leaving the peritoneum open was recommended by the Royal
Collegeof Obstetrics and Gy naecolog(RCOG)n its guideline No.15
in July 2002 withevidencelevel IB[49]. The advantageofleaving the
peritoneum openis the prevention of vault haematomaby allowing
free drainage ofblood. If an enterocoele has to be prevented or
repaired, it should be done at this stage.

Closure of the vaginal vault

Eachangleis closedseparatelywith the stitch and needle held at
the USL/CLcomplexoneachside .Plicating the pediclesto the vaginal
mucosa laterally offers additional support to the vaginal vault,
preventingvaultprolapse. Oncetheanglesare secured,the closureof
the vault is carried out with continuous interlocking sutures,using
the same stitch bilaterally in a horizontal manmer, such that the
sutures meet in the middle ig. 4). There is not suficient data to
support vertical or horizontal closure of the vaginalcuff[49]. Closure
technique did not demonstrate any difference in operative time,
blood transfusion, or cuff cellulitis [49—-52]. Thus, the surgeon can
choose vertical or horizontal suturing to close the vaginal cuff
following VH (recommendation grade IC).

Urine catheter placement and vaginal plug insertion

There is insufficient evidence to support routine vaginal
packing following vaginal hysterectomy. Three RCTsfound no
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apparent net benefits to vaginal packing for postoperative pain,
satisfaction, bleeding, or infections. In addition, vaginal packing

did not have an effect on the presence of a cuffaematoma six
weeks after the surgery [53-55]. The recommendation against
routine postoperative packing reachesgrade IB, indicating that the
risks of postoperative vaginal packing generally outweigh the
benefits for most patients. For cases in which vaginal packing is
chosen ig. &), an indwelling catheter must be inserted in order
to allow urine drainage,and to avoid postoperative urine retention.
Concurrent removal of the vaginal swab ad catheter after 24 h is
advisable. We recommend early removal of the bladder catheter to
avoid febrile morbidity, facilitate faster mobilisation, and decrease
length of hospital stay. However, there is not sfitient evidence
supporting prolonged catheterisation [56,57].

Discussion

The gynaecologiditerature for the last30-40 yearshighlights the
low percentagesof hysterectomiesperformedvaginally,where there
are not obvious contraindications. A lack of surgical experience and
inadequate VH training during residency, due in part to a lack of
standardisedsurgicaltechnique,are major causesofthis low VHrate
among qualified gynaecologists. Additionally, a preference for LH
over VH has emerged, driven perhaps by trade and the ever-
increasing fascination with technology. Consequently, a generation
of gynaecologistswithout the basicpro ficiencyin VH hasdeveloped.
Many patients who may have undergone an uncomplicated VH are
thereby forcedtoundergoTAHor LH p8-60], andthusaredeniedthe
well-known patient benefits associated with VH (i.e. cost effective
nessrapid recovery,etc.).It is evident from the literature review that
this ratio canbe changedin favour of VH,if focusis shifted from LH to

VH. Brown, Kovac, Querleu and Sheth have reversed the ratio and

performed hysterectomy vaginally for the nonprolapsed uterus in
79%,90 %, 77 %,and 84 % of casesrespectively, by using guidelines
basedon uterine size and formal decisionalgorithms [34,38,61,62].
Oncequalifiedasagynaecologistsurgeonsshould attend surgery at
institutions where VHsare liberally or freely performed. The AAGL,
recognisingthe inadequatetraining during reside ncyandthe lack of
proficiency, recommends that surgeons without requisite training
and skills required for the safe performance of VH should enlist the
aid of colleagues who do, or should refer patients requiring

hysterectomy to such individuals for their surgical care[11].
To combat the subjectivity involved in surgical decision-making

regarding the method of hysterectomy clinical judgement is
needed, particularly when decisions about the route of hysterec
tomy are to be made for benign uterine conditions. The physicians
must evaluate the spedic needs andexpectations of eachpatient
in order to arrive at the best management decision for each
individual case. The International Society for Gynecologic Endes
copy (ISGE) has published evide ncedased recommendations on
the selection of women for VH, to ensure that the most appropriate
route of hysterectomy is undertaken [29]. Here, the ISGE
introduces a follow-up set of guidelines, designedto provide a
safe, standardised surgical algorithm for VH that can be easily
taught in well-organised units. With clearguidelines in place, we
hope to observe improved proficiency in VH and an increased
preference for VH over more invasive routes of hysterectomy.

Conclusion

The vaginal route should be preferential for hysterectomy for
the non-prolapsed uterus. In order to ensure that this is recognised
and implemented, evidence-based guidelines for selecting the
patient for VH, an algorithm tree and a standardised surgical
technique are fundame ntally important. Although further research
in the field is absolutely needed, the ISGE provides
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recommendations basedon published data and expert opinions
for eachstep of the VH which should be performed in the sameway
and in the same order, aiming to train more residents to achieve
proficiency in vaginal surgery.
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Background. Hysterectomy remains one of the most common operative proceduresfor benign uterine diseases.Total abdominal
hysterectomy (TAH) constitutes the most common approachdespitethe advantagesof minimally invasive hysterectomy (MIH).
Objectives. To explore the current opinion on hysterectomy choices amongst members of the South African Society
Obstetricians and Gynaecologists(SASOG)as well as the perceptions and potential barriers that may inhibit gynaecologistsfrom
offering MIH to their patients. Methodology. An anonymous survey designed to explore the preferences of practising obstetricia
gynaecologists regarding the optimahysterectomy procedure, andperceived barriers towards MIH.

Reallts. The average age of the respondentsM¢s 1 52) was 45.7 years, with 88.2% hav
When asked about the preferred route of hysterectomy for themselves or their relatives, 46.2% chose vaginal hysterectomy (Vt
25.4% chosetotal laparoscopic hysterectomy (TLH), 15% chose laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH) and 8.5%
chose TAH.However,the most commonly performed hysterectomy procedure undertaken by the respondentsin the last yearwas
TAH. Only half of the respondentswished to increase their rate of VH and a lessernumber to extend their laparoscopic
hysterectomy rates.

Conclusion. Although the majority of the respondents preferred the minimally -invasive VH or TLH for themselvesor their
relatives, TAH remains the most common hysterectomy method among SA gynaecologists.This difference could present an
ethical dilemma for the gynaecologist. The desire of a minority to change their approach to VH indicates the difficulty in changi
attitudes and theneed topromote VH as a technique within SASOG.

SAfr JObstetGynaecol2020;26(1):29-34. https://doi.org/10.7196/SAJOG.2020.v26i1.1558

Hysterectomy is one of the most common operative procedures
for benign gynaecological disease€d.lt can be performed
abdominally, vaginally or laparoscopically, with or without
robotic assistance.At present, total abdominal hysterectomy
(TAH) constitutes the most common approach, despite the fact
that vaginal hysterectomy (VH) or laparoscopic hysterectomy
(LH) should be the preferred route based on their well-
documentedbenefits®?

It is estimated that ~20% of women living in England and
Waleswill have undergone a hysterectomy before the age of 55
years. Mossurgeons perform up to 80% of thee procedures via
the abdominal route.*4 The reason for this can be explained, in
part, by personal preference, but is mainly due to a lack of
training and experience, t hu s resulting i
reluctance to perform VH. This is thecase particulatly in
nulliparous woman in the presence of uterineenlargement, in
women with previous gynaecological surgery or women who
have undergone a previous caesarean section (CS).The above
factors should not be considered as contraindications to
performing VH®?In the USA, one in three women undergoes
hysterectomy by the age of 60 years. Of these women, 22% have
undergone VH. The introduction of LH increased the number of
VH (if the uterus is removed by that route) to 33%; however,
the additonal 11% were  exclusively performed
laparoscopically and not without that assistance® Despite the
introduction of LH, 66.1%

of the hysterectomies performed in the USA are open abdominal
hysterectomies!® The benefits of VH are similar to those of LH,
with minimal postoperative discomfort, less need for analgesics,
shorter hospital stay and quicker return to normal daily activity
compared with AH. There are also fewer postoperative
complications and reducedhospital costs in VH than AH and
evenLH®M

Objectives

To explore the potential provider-related obstacles to offering
less invasive hysterectomies, evaluate provider attitudes
toward mode of access and inquire about provideiperceived
contratlndlcatlonssto performlng VH or LH.

rgeo
Methods

The study was based upon a two-page, anonymous, electronic
surveythat was designed to explore
preferencesregarding the optimal hysterectomy procedure for
benign uterine conditions and the perceived barriers towards
MIH. The survey included questions on demographic
characteristics, preferred approach to hysterectomy, the
approximate number of surgical cases per yeaand potential
barriers or contraindications for performing VHor LH.A question
enquiring whether surgeonshave any intention of changingtheir
approachto hysterectomyin the future wasalsoincluded.
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The survey was created on Survey Monkey (Wufoo, USA). The
guestionnaire was designed to be brief and easy to read, so that
practising gy naecologists need not spend an excessive amount of
time completing it. The questionnaire was validated by 12 local
practising gynaecologistswho assessed the clarity and confirmed
the relevance of the quesons. Thereafter, the survey was amended
to its present form. The study was approved by the Ethics
Committee of the University of Witwatersrand (ref. no. M150462).

A link to the survey was emailed to all practising

gynaecologists

who are members of SASOG. A second email was sent out 2

weeks after the initial email to those who had failed to complete
the questionnaire. To complete the survey, participants were
asked to click on the link and thereby be directed to the
survey. Sincethe completion of the survey was done online
and the results were stored in bulk on the Survey Monkey
server, anonymity was preserved. Moreover, no personal
information was requestedby the survey itself, so the identity
of the participants was not revealed.

Results

Atotal of 152 responseswere received from SASOGnembers,
corresponding to a 29.5% response rate. The majority of the
respondents were male (56.7%). The average age of

respondentswas 45.7 years (Fig. 1), and 81.2% had >5 y e ar 4

experience in private practice (Fig. 2). More than half (51.2%)
of the respondentspractised in Gauteng Province, 27% in the
Western Cape and lesgshan 10% elsewhere in South Africa
(SA). The most commonly performed hysterectomy procedure
that had been undertakenby the respondents in the last year
was TAH, followed by VH andlLH (Table 1). However, when
asked about the preferred route ofhysterectomy for themselves
or their relatives, 25.5% chose TLH15.1% chose LAVH, 46.2%
chose VH and 8.5% chose TAH (Fig. 3)herefore, almost all of
the respondentswere more likely to chooseaminimally invasive
approach to hysterectomy, including VH, for theatient benefits
offered, as opposed to TAH (Fig. 4). Despite this, peference
for TAH in the daily practice of respondentsvas evident(Table
1).

The most significant reported barrier to performing VH was
the lack of training during registrar time (31.0%), followed
by a lackof surgical experience (15.9%), and then malpractice
concerns andength of operatingtime (Table 2).

The most significant reported barriers to performing LH
were lack of registrar training (29.3%) and inadequate surgical
experience (21.4%), followed by hospital/patient cost, potential
for complications and malpractice concerns(Table 3).

When asked about their ideal mode of access when
performing hysterectomy, 23.8% of respondents answered
TLH, 42.4% VH, 17.9% LAVH and 21.7% TAH (Table 4). The
most significant contraindications for performing VH were
adnexal mass, a history of endometriosis, lack of uterine
descent, followed by previous pelvic inflammatory disease,
narrow introitus, uterus larger than
12 weeks, and previous CS.When asked about their intention
regarding changing the mode of access through which they
perform hysterectomy, the majority of the respondents (66%)
indicated that they would like their TAH rates to remain the
same.Only 29.1% of respondents stated that they would like to
decrease their rates ofTAH; 52.4 and 41.6% indicated that they
intended to increase theirVH and TLH ratesrespectively, while
keeping the same number oEAVHs (Table 5).
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Fig.2. Yearsin practice sincecompletion of registration training.

Discussion
The majority of the respondents were between 30 and 69
years of age,with more than 5 years in practice since the
completion of registrar training. All were members of SASOG.
The survey was performed among practising gynaecologists
with surgicalexperience in performing hysterectomy, with focus
placed on their preferences between open and MIHincluding
VH. To the best ofour knowledge, this was the first survey to
evaluate barriers to performing less invasive hysterectomy in
SA. The explicit aim of this study was to identify perceived
barriers that deter practising gynaecologistsfrom performing
lessinvasive hysterectomy.

In our survey, we found discrepancies between practice
patterns and physician preference. When practising
gynaecologistswere
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asked to rank which hysterectomy approach they would prefer
for themselves or their relatives, 86.8% wouldprefer a MIH,
including TLH, LAVH and VH, compared with a TAH (8.5%).
When askedwhich route of hysterectomy they considered the
most ideal, 42.4%of survey participants chose VH, followed by
TLH, TAH and LAVH.However, the reality of their practice is
different, as TAH still makesup a large majority of
hysterectomies performed by respondentsover the course ofa
1-year period. Our results are in agreement wittEinarsson et
al*whose survey was performed in the USA amongractising
gynaecologists While 8% of their respondents choseTAHasthe
preferred form of hysterectomy for themselvesor their relatives,
TAH remained the most commonly performed method * This
difference between preference and practice could present an
ethical dilemma for gynaecologists if they are not able to offer
potentially appropriate candidates the hysterectomy they
would recommend for themselves or their relatives. This
demonstrates that in spite of the well-documented patient
benefits of MIH, including VH, LAVIdnd TLH, recognised by the
respondents, the route of hysterectomyemployed was still
based on surgeon preference rather than patienbenefits or
condition. This seemed consistent with the findings ofour
study, as the participants expresseda desire to increase MIHs
in their practice. They expressed a similar desire to increase
their rates of LH (referring, in the context of this work, to both
TLH andLAVH), as well asvH.

In the present study, the majority of the respondents

indicated a
reluctance to decrease the frequency of TAH and subtotal
abdominalhysterectomy (S-TAB). Theseresults areproblematic in
light of the fact that, although the majority of respondents
recognised the benefits ofMIH and, in particular, VH, they
remained unwilling to changetheir approach. We explored the
perceived barriers to performing VH inorder to understand the
discrepancy between attitude and practice.Lack of surgical
experience and training during registrar time, followed by
malpractice concerns and length of operating time, were the
main perceived barriers. When practising gynaecologistswere
asked to rank the contraindications to performing VH, they
prioritised adnexal mass, patients with endometriosis, patients
with uterine fibroids, patients with previous CS,nulliparous
patients, patients with previous laparotomies and lack of uterine
descent.

Failure to achieve proficiency during training as a registrar
was demonstrated in this survey as a severe obstacle to
performing VH:lackof training and inadequatesurgicalexperience
featured in the majority of responses. Recent literature suggests
that proficiency is achieved after 21 - 27 casesof VH are
performed during residency®* However,the current minimum
requirement for VH in USAresidency programmesis 15 cases,
and in SA, only 5 VH cases are requirdzefore sitting the final
Fellow of the College of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists
(FCOG)examination. This number of cases

Table 1. Frequency ofarious modes of hysterectomy access used by thespondents per year

H ysterectomy Number of procedures per year /1(%)

access 0-10 10- 20 20-30 30-40 40 - 50 50- 60 Total
TAH 42.3(44) 25.0(26) 11.5(12) 5.8 (6) 5.8 (6) 9.6 (10) 104
STAB 94.4(84) 3.37(3) 2.3(2) 0 0 0 89
VH 60.0(60) 20.0(20) 8.0 (8) 6.0 (6) 3.0(3) 3.0(3) 100
LAVH 91.9(60) 5.8(5) 2.3(2) 0 0 0 86
TLH 79.5(79) 8.4(7) 6.0(5) 3.6(3) 0 2.4(2) 83
STLH 95.0(75) 25(2) 1.3(1) 0 0 1.3(1) 80

TAH = total abdominal hysterectomy; S TAB = subtotal abdominal hysterectomy; VH =vaginal hysterectomy; LAVH = laparoscopically assistedvaginal hysterectomy; TLH = total laparoscopic

hysterectomy; S TLH = subtotal laparoscopic hysterectomy.
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Table 2. The most significant barriers to performing VH, as perceivelsy respondents
Point scale,*n(%)

Obstacle 1 2 3 4 5 Total

Registrar training time 10 10(13.5) 14 (18.9) 17 (23.0) 23 74
(13.5) (31.1)

Operating time 26 24(31.2) 15(19.5) 6(7.8) 6(7.8) 77
(33.8)

Surgical experience 17 13(15.9) 17 (20.7) 22(26.8) 22 82
(20.7) (15.9)

Malpracticeconcerns 25 19(20.7) 23(25.0) 17 (18.5) 8(8.7) 92
(27.2)

Other 16 9(12.2) 6(8.1) 12(16.2) 31 74
(21.6) (41.9)

*Scalel - 5, where 1 represents the least significant barrier and 5 represents the most significant barrier.

Table 3. The mostsignificant barriers to performing laparoscopichysterectomy,asperceived by respondents
Point scale *11(%)

Obstacle 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Total (1)

Registrar training time 9(120) 4(53) 4(53) 5(67) 5(6.7) 4(53) 6(8.0) 16(21.3) 22(29.3) 75

Operating time 10(12.5) 12 11(13.8) 9(11.3) 7(8.8) 8(10.0) 6(7.5) 10(125) 7(88) 80
(15.0)

Surgical experience 7(8.3) 10 9(10.7) 4(4.8) 6(7.1) 6(7.1) 9(10.7) 15(17.9) 18(21.4) 84
(11.9)

Technicaldifficulties 2(24) 2(24) 13(157) 15(18.1) 12(145) 15(18.1) 14(16.9) 7(8.4) 3(3.6) 83

Hospital/patient costs 9(114) 9(11.4) 8(10.1) 12(15.2) 12(15.2) 8(10.1) 9(114) 6(76) 6(7.6) 79

Potential complications 1(1.3) 7(88) 6(7.5) 15(18.8) 21(26.3) 12(15.0) 10(125) 4(5.0) 4(5.0) 80

Equipment availability 9(10.1) 10 16(18.0) 7(7.9) 13(14.6) 12(135) 13(14.6) 2(23) 7(7.9) 89
(11.2)

Malpracticeconcerns 4(4.7) 18 6(7.0) 7(8.1) 8(9.3) 10(11.6) 13(15.1) 13(15.1) 7(8.1) 86
(20.9)

Other 19(31.7) 3(5.0) 5(83) 1(1.7) 1(17) 2(33) 2(33) 9(150) 18(30.0) 60

*Scalel - 9, where 1 represents the least significant barrier and 9 represents the most significant barrier.

Hysterectomyaccess 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total (n)
TAH 20(21.7) 16 (17.4) 23(25.0) 9(9.8) 12 (13.0) 12 (13.0) 92
STAB 5(5.9) 9(10.6) 16 (18.8) 14 (16.5) 15 (17.7) 26 (30.6) 85
VH 39 (42.4) 26(28.3) 14 (15.2) 5(5.4) 4(4.4) 4(4.4) 92
LAVH 15(17.9) 16(19.1) 13 (15.5) 30(35.7) 4(4.8) 6(7.1) 84
TLH 20(23.8) 10(11.9) 14(16.7) 8(9.5) 17(20.2) 15(17.9) 84
STLH 3(3.5) 7(8.1) 6(7.0) 12 (14.0) 30(34.9) 28(32.6) 86

Table5.Re s p o n idtended shangesregarding the mode

of acces®xploitation when pursuing hysterectomy during residency and the benefits offered by VH as compared
Changen(%) with other

Hysterectomy T o remain

access Toincrease Todecrease unchanged Total

TAH 5(4.9) 30(29.1) 68 (66.0) 103

STAB 4(4.1) 33(34.4) 59 (61.5) 96

VH 54(52.4)  3(2.9) 46(44.7) 103

LAVH 40(42.5)  9(9.6) 45(47.9) 94

TLH 40(41.6)  9(9.4) 47(49.0) 96

STLH 13(14.0) 22(23.7) 58(62.3) 93

TAH = total abdominal hysterectomy; STAB = subtotal abdominal
hysterectomy; VH =vaginal hysterectomy; LAVH = laparoscopically assisted
vaginal hysterectomy;TLH = total laparoscopic hysterectomy; S TLH = subtotal
lanarnsrnnic hvaterectomv

provides exposure,but definitely cannot ensure proficiency in
performing VH. The American Association of Gynecologic
Laparoscopists (AAGL), recognising the insufficient training
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TAH = total abdominal hysterectomy; STAB = subtotal abdominal hysterectomy; VH = vaginal hysterectomy; LAVH= laparoscopically assistedvaginal hysterectomy; TLH = total
laparoscopic hysterectomy; S TLH = subtotal laparoscopic hysterectomy.*Scalel - 6, where 1 represents the most ideal option and 6 represents the last choice.

minimally invasive techniquesto hysterectomy,hasstated that
‘surgeons without the requisite training and skills required
the safe performance of VH or LH should enlist the aid of
colleagues who do or should refer patients requiring
hysterectomy to suchindividuals for their surgicalc a r*le ’
The insufficient training in VH during residency results in a
generation of gynaecologists unwiling to change their
approachto hysterectomy. The reluctance among consultants
to adapt to lessinvasive hysterectomy may have already
affected the more recent generation of registrars, as oe
respondent in this study claimed that many consul tants can’t
perform VH so can’ t Consideiing the egi strars in VH’
contraindications to performing VH mentioned by the
respondents, one can draw the conclusion that in the
absenceof uterine descentor prolapse, all hysterectomies are
done either laparoscopically or abdominally in patients who
may have otherwisaindergonean uncomplicatedVH.
The contraindications to VH mentioned above should not be
an obstacle to removing the uterus vaginally, proded the
uterine size does not exceed 12 weeks, the pathology is
confined to the uterus
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and there is adequate vaginal access. Many studies have shown Despite these possible limitations, we consider our hypothesis

that challenging these contraindications can lead to an increase
in the numbers of VH performed*9Recently, the International
Society for Gynecologic Endoscopy (ISGE) released evidence
based guidelines, which include recommendations on the
selection of women in whom VH can be safely performed?

The most significant reported barriers to performing LH were
chiefly a lack of surgical experiencedue to inadequate training,
followed by the risk of complications resulting in malpractice
concerns. The operating time was also a source of unease
among respondents. Regarding LH, the results of this survey
were in agreement with those found among senior
obstetrics and gynaecology residents by Einarsson et a/*!
which showed that residents are unable to attain proficiency
in  most advanced laparoscopic procedures, including LH,
during their residency. In a survey performed in Canada93%
of respondents selected the endoscopic approach as their
preferred approach/*but, 38.7% of the respondents felt that
they had not received adequate trainingduring their residency
to perform endoscopyin general.

A preference for minimally invasive techniques was also
evidentin the present study, where respondents considered VH,
followed by LH, as the most ideal mode of access when
performing hysterectomy.These results were in agreement with
other large surveys amongpractising gynaecologistg?:*® As
such, a global trend can be seerdemonstrated in both the
literature and by our own study, in which the attitude towards
minimally invasive techniquesto hysterectomy is positive, but a
lack of proficiency due to inadequate training duringregistrar
time detersgynaecologistsrom actingon their preferences.

While lowered VH rates may well reflect a switch to
laparoscopic proceduresi“®our data indicate that the major
cause of the declinein VH rates is a lack of training during
registrar time, and experience.

Respondents favoured LAVH as their ideal mode of access
when performing ahysterectomy,whereasthe vaginalroute was
consideredthe most ideal for hysterectomy. This preference
for LAVH wasalso observed in a survey conducted to assess
modes of access inperformed hysterectomies in Germany
These results may suggesthat the laparoscopictechnique was
considered an aid to VH rathethan a replacement for it. This is
in agreement with a 2001 postalsurvey conducted in England
among consultant gynaecologists that demonstrated that
gynaecologistswho performed many LHs had the highest VH
rates,andpredicted that VHwould be further emphasisedn years
to comeP? It may be that LAVH could serve asthe vehicle for
performing more VHsin the future.

It must be stated that our study had limitations as well as
strengths. The first of its strengths lay in the fact that our
surveytook place among general gynaecologists, in the style of
the majority of surveys published in the literature.®>-2)
Secondly,to the bestof our knowledge, it is the first national
survey conducted amongSASOGnembers to evaluate barriers
to performing MIH. However,our study was limited by its low
response rate, as only 29.5% opotentially eligible doctors
opted to complete the survey. This levebf response is not
unusual for electronic surveys, and in partialar for surveys of
doctors/® for whom a lack of time and survey burdenare welk
documented impediments to participation Furthermore, we
acknowledge the potential for bias: it is possible that the
respondents may not be representative of the overél
population of minimally invasive gynaecological surgeons in
practice in SA, whiclmay haveadversely affectedour results.

supported by the data collected through our survey. Insufficient

training during registrar time and limited surgical experience
were perceived as severe barriers when considering less
invasive approaches to hysterectomy, thereby demonstrating

that registrar training and experienceindeed affectas ur geon’ s

approach to hysterectomy. Furthermore, our data revealed that

a positive attitude toward less invasive techniques does not
necessarily reflectt he surgeon’s reality.
were considered idealapproaches to hysterectomy; however,
TAH remained the surge n ’pseferred practice. This, in
conjunction with the sustained high number of TAH still
performed worldwide, servesasa major indication that barriers

to performing less invasive hysterectomies need to be
addressed. Additional training opportunities to increase the
numbers of VHand LH (namely TLH and LAVH) were suggested
by the surgeons who answered the survey, and may be
necessary to ensure that surgeons are capable of operating in
accordancewith their ideal method.

Conclusion

For the SASOGmembers who participated in our survey,
preferencesfor the routes of hysterectomy compared with their
actual practice appear inconsistent. The large discrepancy
between practice and preference indicates that the route of
surgery is more dependent on the clinical preference of the
gynaecologist than the medical condition. Strategiesshould be
initiated to increase training opportunities during registrar
years in MIH, especially VHGuidelines for performing MIH
should be put in place to help ourcolleagues performmore MIH,
including VH, in accordance withtheir ideal preferences.
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Abstract

Background: Many hysterectomies are now performed by laparoscopic assisted vaginal
hysterectomy (LAVH)technique.To establish LAVH as a routine procedure remains controversial,
partly because of concerns about the cost. We studied hospital charges and costof LAVH as
compared to vaginal hysterectomy (VH) for non-prolapse uterus in clinically similar groups of

patients

Study design: This was a cross-sectional analytic study, covering a period of two years. This
study was undertaken atthe Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology of the Charlotte Maxeke
Johannesburg Academic Hospital (CMJAH), to determinethe direct hospital costs between the
two surgical techniques VH and LAVH respectively. Women admitted for hysterectomy for
bengn uterire conditions, were enrolled n the stdy. Criteria  for nclusio n were uerine  size  less
than 12 weeksgestation,width< 9 cm and length < 14 cmon ultrasound examination. Clinical
ovarian pathology and uterine prolapse were criteria for exclusion. Patients were recruited from
the unit records and divided into two groups matched with respect to age, parity, and indications
for hysterectomy. Vaginal hysterectomy was performed in 60 patients out of the 100 patients
included in the study, and 40 patients underwent LAVH.

Results: All cases were successfully performed with no need to convert tothe abdominal route.
The time required for LAVH was significantly longer as compared to VH: 64,0 v 31,3 minutes
respectively (p<0.001). The postoperative hospital stay days and opiate injections required were
both not significantly different between the VH and LAVH groups.Longer operating time and ,as
well as the expenses of the equipment to perform LAVH, were the main sources of additional cost
in LAVH. The average hospital charges were significantly higher in LAVH as compared to VH
(p< 0.001).

Conclusion: Both techniques offer the same benefits of shorter hospital stay, less analgesia
needed, rapid mobilisation, and early discharge. However,VH wasfound to be least costly, mainly
due to significant less operative time. LAVH is significantly costlier, mainly due to expensive

laparoscopic devices and afore-mentioned long operation time.



Keywords: Benign gynaecological pathology, vaginal hysterectomy, Laparoscopic assisted vaginal

hysterectomy, non-prolapse uterus, hysterectomycost.

Introduction

Hysterectomy is currently one of the most common operative procedures for benign uterine
diseases performed in the world [1,2]. Ina large scale surveys, 70- 80% of hysterectomies have
been shown to be carried out via the abdominal approach, except when treating utero-vaginal
prolapse, for which the vaginal route is generally preferred[3-12]. This latter indication accounts
for about 10% of all hysterectomies conducted worldwide [12,13], The advantages provided by
vaginal hysterectomy (VH)or laparoscopic hysterectomy (LH), either total laparoscopic
hysterectomy (TLH) or laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy(LAVH)over abdominal
hysterectomy (AH) include less postoperative pain, less need of analgesia, shorter hospital stay,
more rapid recovery and return to daily activities, and reduced hospital charges [14-18]
Additionally, intra-operative and post-operative complications reported with VH as compared
with AH or LHare much less [19-21]. Despite the benefits offered by VH, the advent of
laparoscopic approaches had little effect in reducing the rate of AHs. Burkett D et al. — assessing
current trends in resident hysterectomy training —concluded that with the initiation of endoscopic
approaches(LH) and robotic hysterectomy (RH), the VHs are underutilised [22]. Two studies
based on data from the US in the mid-90s analysed the costs andcharges associated with VH and
LAVH, and determined that VVH appeared to be much cheaper than LAVH [23, 24]. This study
intends to perform an evaluation of these costs and charges associated with VH and LAVH, in a
tertiary institution in South Africa. This is in our understanding the first study of its kind to be

performedin South Africa or even in the African Continent.



Materials and Methods

This is a cross-sectional analytic studythat took place at Charlotte Maxeke Johannesburg
Academic Hospital (CMJAH). The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the University
of Witwatersrand(ref. Nr:M150462). CMJAH is a tertiary-level academic hospital, and a referral
centre for the eastern and western areas of greater Johannesburg.  The department of obstetrics
and gynaecology is attached to the University of the Witwatersrand.All patients admitted between
January 2015 and December 2016 for hysterectomy due to benign conditions, meeting the
guidelines criteria (vaginally accessible uterus, uterine size < 12 weeks of gestation or <280 g on
ultrasound examination, pathology confined to the uterus) were included. According to the
guidelines  set by the unit, nulliparous women, women without uterine descent, women with
fibroid uterus, women with previous pelvic surgery or caesarean section, and women with cervical
dysplasia or pre-malignant conditions were also included. Women with utero-vaginal prolapse and

adnexal pathology who underwent VH were excluded from the study.

Clinical baseline data that were evaluated included the patient’s age, parity, the type of the
procedure, the length of hospital stay, uterine weight, and the incidence of intra- and immediate post-
operative complications. The costing was done from the provider’s perspective (the hospital), and
focussed on direct costs. Indirect costs included costs for laboratory investigations, medications
not related to the procedure, drugs used after the operation for either analgesia or paincontrol and
management of complications if any. These indirect costs or “ward charges” were not included in
the costing. Only variable direct costs were included because fixed direct costs (e.g. capital costs,
overheads) were assumed constant regardless of the type of procedure. The direct costs were
defined as charges for operating time per minute ona subset of patients who had VH and LAVH
and consumables used for the procedures, LAVH and VH only. The operative time was measure
for each procedure, calculated as the time that elapse from the first cut to the closure of the

abdominal incisions in cases of LAVH or to the closure ofthe vaginal vault in cases of VH.

The medical aid scheme rate corroborated with the private sector was used to determine the cost
of operation time per minute. In this setting it was calculated as (R187.00 + R200.00 +2) hence
giving a rand value of R193.50 or 15,3 USD. The price of disposable instruments used for the
procedures were obtained from three different companies ((Johnson& Johnson Medical SA,

Covidien-Medtronic SAand LigaSure TM) which supplied the hospital during the study period.



However, the costs that were discussed were estimates rather than exact figure and include only

the differences in theatre time amongst the two procedures and the consumables used.

Professional fees, which included the amount paid to the surgeon, the assistant, the anaesthetist
and the theatre staff during the procedure, were not included in the analysis, as this is a state-run
facility with salaried employees. The hospital charges for VH and LAVH performed during the
study period which include ward fees - from admission to discharge were not included in the
analysis as there was not a significant differences in hospital stay and analgesia needed between
the two procedures. The direct cost of the procedures VH and LAVH, which included operation
time and consumables, will be shown in South Africa rand (ZAR) and US dollars (USD), based
on the mean exchange rates during the study period, which was 1USD= 11,6 ZAR in January
2015and 13,6 ZAR in December 2016,bythe end of the study The mean exchange rates used to
calculate the cost of disposables and extra operating time for LAVH was 1USD= 12, 6 ZAR
.Consumables used to perform the two procedures namely, LAVH and VH will be discussed in
the results. The vessel sealing device, Liga-Sure ™ was used for all the LAVH. All the patients

received prophylactic antibiotics.

Statistical analysis. Data were analysed with STATA V 14.1. Mean and standard deviation,
median and IQR, and proportions were used to describe the socio-demographic characteristics and
outcomes of the study participants. Continuous data, if normally distributed, were compared
between LAVH and VH groups using the student t-test, otherwise a Mann-Whitney test was
applied. For categorical dataa Chi-square test was used to compare categorical variables between
LAVH and VH groups. The results were considered to be statistical significant for a p-value
<0.05.

Results

During the study period, four hundred seventy hysterectomies were performed in our department.
Out of these 222 (47, 2%) underwent VH. 43 (9, 1%) of the VH have been accomplished with
the aid of LAVH (Fig 1).Out of these, 100 patientsmeeting the inclusion criteria set by the unit
and matching in respect to the age, indication, parity and uterine weight as reported by the
department of histopathology were selected and analysed.It was imperative that the patients

selected possessed sufficiently similar characteristics, in orderto allow for sensible and reliable



comparisons to be made.There were no significant differences in age, uterus weight and parity
between VH and LAVH patients. However, the indications were significantly associated with the
type of hysterectomy performed (Tablel). All cases included in the study were successfully
performed (no intra- or immediate post-operative complications) and there was no need for

conversion to open AH.

Average number of hospital stay days and opiate injections required were both not significantly
different between the VH and LAVH groups. However, there was a significant difference between
VH and LAVH operation time (minutes) with those who underwent LAVH hysterectomy needing
more time 64 min v 31.3 minutes for VH, p-value<0.001 (Table2).

A summary of the key measures of resources used in the study can be found in Table 3. The mean
cost of operation time was equivalent t0193,50 ZAR or 15,3 USD per minute.The LAVH in our
study took 32,7 minutes longer than VH; the total cost of extra theatre time needed to perform
LAVH as compared to VH wasestimated to be 6327.45 ZAR. Themean cost of consumables
regularly used by the unitwas estimated to be 12 046.09 ZAR. Considering the extra theatre time
and the consumables used during LAVH, an amount 0f18373.54 ZAR or 1458.28 USD more was

needed to perform LAVH asopposed to VH for the same indication and uterine weigh.
Discussion

The results of this study are in agreement with those of other studies [14-18] which,clearly
demonstrate that VH is lesscostly , andprovides the same advantages as LAVH, namely less
postoperative pain, less need of analgesia, shorter hospital stay,and a more rapid recovery and
return to daily activities.Key measures used in this study to assess cost difference amongst the two
procedures were related to operating time in theatre per minute, and the use ofconsumables
during LAVH. Dorseyet al., comparing costs and charges with three alternative techniques of
hysterectomy --LAVH, AH and VVH -- found that the mean total charges (facility charges plus
professional fees) for the hospitalisation were much higher for LAVH as compared to VH
(p<0.001) with the same clinical outcome [23]. Nehtat et al. --comparing also the costs and
charges of LAVH, AH, and VH --found that the mean cost of performing LAVHas compared to
VH was significantly higher (p< 0.05) [24]. A cost effectiveness analysis undertaken with the

eVALuate study revealed that the vaginal approach was more cost-effective compared to the



laparoscopic route, primarily due to the use of disposable instruments in laparoscopy [15].
Furthermore, Sculpher et al. found that LH cost an average of $708 more than VVH, per patient.

With more than 500000 hysterectomies performed annually in the United States, and more than
100000in the United Kingdom, the vaginal approachseems even more relevant in this time of
economic strain [25]. Kovac et al. found that by using guidelines to assist clinical decision-
making for hysterectomy, VH found to be feasible in 98.9% of the cases, with potential savings of

1.2 million USD could be obtained for every 1000 hysterectomies performed vaginally, aswell as
a reduction of 20% in complications associated with the procedure [26].

Our results are in agreement with the above mentioned studies demonstrating that VH is the less
costly route for hysterectomy [4,23-26]. The main sources of the cost difference between LAVH
and VH in our study were related to the differences in operation time and the cost of consumables
used during LAVH compared to VHwhich requires no additional specific materials. In our study,
LAVH took 32,7 minutes longer than VH (p<0.001).Considering the extra theatre time and the
consumables used during LAVH, an estimated amount of 18373.54 ZAR or 1458.22 USD more
was needed to perform LAVH as opposed to VH for the same indication and uterine weigh

(excluding the aforementioned professional fees).

We estimated that by opting to perform VH instead of LAVH in patients presenting with the
sameindications and uterine weight, as much as 18.4 million ZARor 1.45 million USD, could be
saved for every 1000 hysterectomies performed vaginally in South Africa. Choosing VH over
LAVH has not been reported to affect hospital stay (ward fees) or drugs used during the
immediate postoperative period and drugs given on discharge.When cost analysis wasundertaken
for this study, VH found to be much cheaper than LAVH. Longer operating time, as well as the

expenses of the equipment to perform LAVH, were the main sources of additional costin LAVH.
Conclusion

LAVH is unlikely to be considered cost effectivewhen comparedto VVH for women undergoing
hysterectomy for the same indication and uterine weigh. All efforts should be directed to increase
the numbers of VH among appropriately selected women, who today are operated in the main by

the abdominal or laparoscopic approach despite VH serving as aviable alternative.
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Tablel. Patient characteristics, indications for hysterectomy and the weight of the uteri measured

after the operation. Values are means (SD).

VH = Vaginal Hysterectomy

LAVH = Laparoscopic hysterectomy

VH LAVH P-value
N 60 40
Age, Median (IQR) 42.5 (37-46.5) 43 (36-46) 0.7480"
Uterus Weight {g}, 65 (52-74) 57.5 (45.5-70) 0.2067*
Median (IQR)
Parity {n}, Mean (SD) 2.1(0.9) 1.9 (1.1) 0.3541%
Indications, n (%)
Adenomyosis 1(2.5) 1(1.7)
HGSIL 27 (45) 15 (37.5)
HGSIL/CPP 0 (0) 4 (10)
HGSIL/MEN 2(3.3) 0 (0)
HGSIL/MFU 9 (15) 2 (5)
HGSIL/MFU/PMB | 0 (0) 1(2.5)
MEN 1(1.7) 0 (0)
MEN/MFU 3(5) 7 (17.5)
MFU 17 (28.3) 10 (25) 0.022*

“Mann-Whitney U Test; #Independent-T Test; *Fishers’ Exact Test




Table2. Comparison of operation time, not including anaesthetic time between VH and LAVH

post-operative course

VH LAVH P-Value
N 60 40
Operation time {min}, Mean (SD) 31.3(4.6) 64 (10.1) <0.001
Hospital Stay {days}, Mean (SD) 2.1 (0.32) 2.2 (0.46) 0.2925
Opiate injections required {n}, Mean | 2.9 (0.28) 3(0.64) 0.3752

(SD)




Table 3. Estimated variable

direct cost per LAVH vs. VH. Consumables price in ZAR

Resource items

Estimated costper procedure (ZAR)

VH Cost

LAVH difference
Surgical cost per mean 12384,00 | 6056,55ZAR| 6327,45ZAR
operating time ZAR
Consumables used during 12046.09 No| 12046,09 ZAR
procedures ZAR consumables
Suture material used* 258.10 ZAR| 260.55ZAR 2.45 ZAR
Pharmaceuiticals used N/A
during surgery, during post-
operative period and
discharge * N/A
Ward charges* N/A N/A
Scrap sister and theatre N/A
staff + N/A
Specialist Surgeon, N/A
assistant Surgeon,
anaesthetist + N/A
Total 18373,54 ZAR

X Costof suture materials used during the two procedures, LAVH and VH not included

cost calculation as there were no significant differences

*Disposables used during the procedure are not included in the cost calculation

+ Professional fees were not included in the analysis, asthis is a state-run facility with salaried

employees.




Figure 1
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ObjectivesThis study was undertaken at the Department of Obstetricsand Gynaecologyof the Charlotte
Maxe ke JohannesburgAcade micHospital to determine if the use of formal guidelinesanda standardised
surgical technique wouldincrease the rate of vaginal hysterectomy (VH) and result in an overall decline in
open abdominal hysterectomy (AH).
Study DesignAll women admitted between July 2001 and December 2014 for hysterectomy due to benign
conditions, meeting the guidelines criteria (vaginally acce ssible uterus, uterus 12 weeks size or 280 gn
ultrasound examinationand pathology confined to the uterus) were included. The surgical route was
determined using the Unit surgical decisiontree algorithm. In cases where the pathology was not
confined to the uterus or success in VH was uncertain, laparoscopic assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH)
was performed. The VH procedures were performed by the residents in training, under the supervisioof
specialistswith large experienceinvaginalsurgery.Inaddition to the patient characteristicsand surgical
approach to hysterectomy, length of hospital stay, intra-operative and immediate post-operative
complications were also recorded and analysed.
Results:Ayear before the initiation of the study, the percentageofall VHsundertakenin the Department
was 9.8 % (mainly performed for utero-vaginal prolapse). During the study period, 1143 vaginal
procedures (1017 VHs and 126 LAVHs) were performedlhe most common indications were cervical
dysplasia, uterine fibroids, dysmenorrhoea or abnormal uterine bleeding, adenomyosis, endometrial
hyperplasia and chronic pelvic pain. Introducing a formal clinical decision tree algorithm and a
standardisedsurgical technique resulted inanincreasein the rate of VHto 48.4 % and overall declinein
open AH from 91.2%-51.6%. Thus, the VH/AH ratio increased from 1/9 at the beginning of the study (July
2001)to 1/1 byitsend(December2014).Inall casesVHwas performedwithout the needto convert the
vaginal to the abdominal route.
ConclusionThe use of institutional guidelines for determining the hysterectomy route and a standardised
VHtechnique resultedinanincreasednumber of performed VHs.This provided an essentialopportunity
for residents to acquire, improve and maintain the skills required to safely perform VH.

© 2021 Elsevier B.V.All rights reserved.
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Introduction

Globally, hysterectomy serves as the most common treatment
for benign uterine conditions [1,2]. Hysterectomy can be
performed via the abdominal, vaginal, or laparoscopic route, with
or without robotic assistance. The advantages provided by both
vaginal and laparoscopic hysterectomy (VH and LH, respectively)
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over abdominal hysterectomy (AH) include less postoperative pain to perform VH, especially in patients without uterine prolapse,
and need of analgesia, shorter hospital stay, more rapid recovery ignoring the fact that avastworldwide literature hasdemonstrated
and return to daily activities, and reduced hospital charges and its applicability in be nign diseasessuchasuterine fibroids, in those
therefore cost [3-7]. However, VH is associated with fewer intra

operative and postoperative complications as compared

with AH

or laparoscopic hysterectomy (LH), either total laparoscopic
hysterectomy (TLH) or laparoscopyassisted vaginal hysterectomy

(LAVH) [8-10]. Despite this, AH remains the chosenr
benign uterine conditions, worldwide. This preference

oute for
is largely

due to alack of experience in VH,resulting in surgeons reluctance

with previous laparotomies, caesarean sections, as well as in
nulliparous women [11-16].

In spite of the bendits offered by VH, globally still 76-80% of
hysterectomies have been shown to be carried out via the
abdominal approach, according to all largescale surveys, except
when treating utero-vaginal prolapse [17-27]. This latter indica-
tion accounts for about 10 % of all hysterectomies conducted

Uterus accessible vaginally?
Yes No
} \
Uterine size < 12 — 14 weeks? N—°> TAH | N ,,2782
OR ~ ; o
Uterine Welght <280 — 36097 !pefrom:‘od dfu/r:.vg 1/)/‘:'_‘
study period at the
OR Departmen by the host
Uterine length < 12cm, width < 9cm? & other units)
\LYes
| Pathology confined to the uterus? |
\L N 1ora. Mmeeting inclusion \L
criteria 1143
Yes No / Uncertain
N YES 1017 \l/N NO/Uncertain 126
Laparoscopic evaluation
Pathology appropriate for
laparoscopic
correction or resection?
Yes No N 1an O
N Lavu 126 N x40
LAVH TLH
Converting N Conversion 0
\%
VAGINAL HYSTERECTOMY N VH 1017 (123 prolap cases)

Fig. 1. Formal Unit decision algorithm used for determining the route of hysterectomy for benign disease (approach based on clinical examination and pelvic
ultrasonography). N indicatesthe number of cases includedduring the study in eachcategory.Abbreviations: LAVH, laparoscopicallyassistedvaginal hysterectomy; TAH,
total abdominal hysterectomy; TLH,total laparoscopichysterectomy; VH, vaginal hysterectomy.
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worldwide [27,28]. The rate of LH has been increasing, without a
significant reduction in AHs. This increase inLH hasthus been
incurred at the expense of VH. Assessing current trends in resident
hysterectomy training, Burkett et al. concluded that there is an
increase in endoscopic approach, including robotic hysterectomy
(RH), while VH is becoming inappropriately replaced and
underutilised [29]. However, this highlights a fundamental
problem currently facing clinical gynaecology, namely insufcient
VH training/practice due to the inadequate experience of junior
trainers in VH, and the consequent lack of appreciation of the
benefits afforded by VH.

In this study, we investigated the possibility of increasing the
number of VHs performed by residents—and thus the improve
ment of their proficiency in the procedure — through the
incorporation of formal hysterectomy guidelines (a surgical
decision tree algorithm) and standardised VH technique into the
resident training programme.

Materials and methods

The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the
University of Witwatersrand (ref. Nr: M150462) and realized at
Charlotte Maxeke Johannesburg Academic Hospital (CMJAH).
CMJAH is a tertiarylevel academic hospital and a referral centre
for the eastern and western areas of greater Johannbsrg. The
Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology is associated with the
University of the Witwatersrand, and is thus a provider of training
to undergraduate and postgraduate students. GuidelinesF{g. 1)
were introduced as part of academic programme to improve
teaching among the residents.

All patients admitted between July 2001 and December 2014
(the period covered by the study) due to benign conditions,
meeting the inclusion criteria (i.e. vaginally accessible uterus,
uterine size equivalent to 12 weeks of gestation or 280 g on
ultrasound examination, pathology cofined to the uterus;Fig. 1)
were included. According to the guidelines set by the Unit,
nulliparous women, women without uterine descent, women with
previous pelvic surgery or caesareansection, women requiring
salpingo-oophorectomy, and women with persistent cervical
dysplasia after previous large loop excision of the transformation
zone (LLETZ) or endometrial hyperplasia without atypia on
endometrial sample were also included.

Women with utero-vaginal prolapse who underwent VH were
also included in the study but analysed separately. The surgical
route was determined using the study surgical decision tree
algorithm (Fig. 1). In cases where the pathology was suspected not
to be corfined to the uterus or success of the vaginal route was
uncertain, LAVH was performed.

Panel 1
VH and LAVHtechniques used in the study.
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All the VH procedures were performed by the residents in
training, under the supervision of the head of the Unit (A.C.) or
specialists within the Unit with thorough experience in vaginal
surgery.During the study period, a standardised surgical technique
[30] was used, for both VH and LAVH. A brief description of the VH
and LAVH used in the study is shown in Panel 1. All patients
received prophylactic antibiotics intra-operatively.

The patient characteristics at inclusion, the indications for
hysterectomy, the weights of the uteri, the length ohospital stay,
and intra-operative and immediate postoperative complications,
among those who underwent VH and LAVH were recorded and
analysed. The operative time was calculated as the time that
elapsed from thefirst cut to the closure of the abdominal igisions
in cases of LAVH, or of the vaginal vault in cases of VH. Descriptive
statistics were engaged for sociale mographic characterisation of
the study population. All continuous data were compared using the
Student t-test. The Chisquare test and Krusk&Wallis test were
used to compare the difference between LAVH and VH groups.
Pearsoris correlation coefficient was calculated to assessthe
relationship between the clinic and/ or demographic factors of the
patients. The results were considered to be statistically significant

if a p-value <0.05 was obtained (Cl 95 %).

Results

A total of 3925 women underwent hysterectomy during the
study period in our department: 2782 (70,8%) had AH, 1017 (26%)
VH,and 126 (3,2%) LAVH .Ayear before the beginning of the study,
the percentage of VH in our Institution was 9.8 % of all
hysterectomies. The procedure was mainly performed for utere
vaginal prolapse. Introducing formal guidelines, a surgical decision
tree algorithm, and a standardised surgical techniqueresulted in
an increase in the rate of VH to 48.46,and an overall decline in
openAH from 91.2%-51,6% (Fig.2). Thus,VHto AHratio increased
from 1:9 at the beginning of the study (July 2001) to 1:1 by its end
(December2014).A sharpincreasein LAVHwasobservedfrom July
2001 to December 2004, reaching a maximum of 10.8 %, and
dropping to 1,25 % by the end of the period studied (December
2014). As experience was gained with VH, the total number of VH
increasedwith a decreasein the need for LAVH (Fig. 2).

After following the surgical decision tree algorithm, 1017 VHs
and 126 LAVHs were performed in the department during the
study period. Thus, a total of 1143 patients submitted taninimally
invasive procedures (VH or LAVH) were included in the study. The
cases who underwent AH (2782 patients) mainly included women
with cervical and endometrial malignancies, and patie nts with
abnormal uterine bleeding not responding to medicaltreatment
and the uterine size exceeding 12 weeks of gestation on clinical

VH:

General or regional (spinal) anaesthesia

Patientplacementin dorsal lithotomy position with her feetin stirrups
Exposureof the cervix, circular incision around the cervico-vaginal junction

[N

vesselswith a 0 or 2.0 delayedabsorbablesuture

o

the fallopian tube and blood vessels)with O or 2.0 delayedabsorbablesuture

7. Closingthe peritoneum and the vaginal
8. Insertion of the urine catheter and vaginal plug

LAVH:

Opening of the anterior and posterior peritoneum, preferentially before the clamping,cutting and ligating of the utero-sacral and cardinal ligaments
Clamping,cutting and ligating of the uterine vesselpedicle,containing the uterine artery andvein, andthe broad ligament peritoneum anterior and posterior tothese

Clamping,cutting andligating of the remaining portion of the broad ligament attachedto the uterus (containing the round and ovarian ligaments,the proximal part of

1. Laparoscopicassessmenif the pelvic organs,releaseof adhesionstreatment of endometriosis where necessary and freeing the adnexa
2. VH asdescribed above,with laparoscopeleftin situ to assessthe progressand any complication of the procedure

3. Laparoscopicassessmentof haemostasisand removal of the blood clots and debris

Abbreviations: LAVH laparoscopicassistedvaginal hysterectomy; VH,vaginal hysterectomy.
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22 23 28 32 398 382 389 484
3 3 3 2 3 2 52 | 12
78 77 72 68 60.2 618 61.1 51.6

hysterectomies performed at the Department of Obstetrics and Gy naecology of the Charlotte Maxeke Johannesbuwagé@mic Hospital during the period July 1999~

December2014.

Table 1
Patientcharacteristics.

Hysterectomy approach (number of the patients) VH (n =1017) LAVH (n = 126)
Meanage(SD),years 50.1 (11.9) 439 (9.3) *
Parity (SD),number of children 2.7 (1.3) 19 (10 *

Medianuterus weight measuredafter the surgery (range), g

70.020  380) 1004 (25 420) *

* VHvs. LAVHQgroup p-value<0.0001; Abbreviations: LAVH,laparoscopicassistedvaginal hysterectomy; SD,standard deviation; VH,vaginal hysterectomy.

Table 2
Indications for hysterectomy.

Indication VH group, n(%) LAVH group, n(%) p-value
Cervicaldysplasia 541 (53.1) 49 (38.8) 0.0026
Multi fibroid uterus 397 (39.0) 43 (34.1) 0.29
Heavymenstrual bleeding 30 (2.9) 16 (12.6) <0.0001
Postmenopausalbleeding 18 (1.8) 2 (15) 1.00
Adenomyosis 17 (1,7) 6 (4.8) 0.033
Dysfunctional uterine bleeding 9 (0.9) 1 (0.8 1.00
Endometrial polyp, hyperplasia 8 (0.8) 1(0.8) 1.00
Chronic pelvic pain 6 (0.6) 1(0.8) 0.56

Abbreviations: LAVH ,laparoscopicassistedvaginal hysterectomy; n, number; VH,vaginal hysterectomy.Note:Patientscould have more than one indication each.

Table 3

Comparisonof operation time (not including anaesthetictime) post-operative course betweenVH for prolapse,VH for non-prolapse indications and LAVH.

Hysterectomy approach VH (n =1017) VH prolapse (n = 123) VH non-prolapse (n = 894) LAVH (n = 126)
Medianoperation time (IQR), minutes 30.1 (20 90) 29.4 (20 50) 30.9 (20 45) 67.2 (50 90) *
Median hospital stay (IQR), days 21 (2 4 21 (2 4 21 (2 4 21 (249
Median number of opiate injections required (IQR) 30 (2 49 30 (2 4 30 (2 4 30 (2 9

* p-value < 0.001 when compared with LAVHgroup; Abbreviations: IQR, interquartile range; LAVH, laparoscopieassisted vaginalhysterectomy; n, number; VH, vaginal

hysterectomy.

evaluation or 280 g on ultrasound examination. The patient
characteristics, including the uterine weight, for all the VHs and
LAVHs are presented inTable 1 The most common indications
were cervical dysplasia, uterine fibroids and heavy menstrual
bleeding, followed by post-menopausal bleeding, adenomyosis,
dysfunctional uterine bleeding, endometrial hyperplasia and
chronic pelvic pain (Table 2). In all cases,the procedure was
successfully performed in terms that there was no need for
conversion to open abdominal hysterectomy. The mean time
required for LAVH was 67.2 min, sigrficantly longer compared to
VH for prolapse, 29,4 min, or VH for non-prolapse indication, 30,9
min aswell (p < 0.001; Table 3). The postoperative hospital stay
and the convalescencetime were similar for VH (prolapsed uterus),
VH (non-prolapsed uterus) and LAVH procedures — 2.1 days(range
2 4 days), respectively. There was no statistically significant
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difference regarding the postoperative pain and the need of
analgesia between the patients submitted to VHind those from
the LAVH group (Table3).

Vaginal hysterectomy for utero-vaginal prolapse was per-
formed in 123 (10,7%) of the 1143 patients. The patients with
prolapse were older than their non-prolapsed counterparts, had an
increased parity and had signficantly lower uterine weights with a
median of 42,5 g (range 20 103) compared to 90,4 g (range

20 380) for those without prolapse and 100,4 g for those who
underwent LAVH (25420), p < 0.001 (Table 4). When patients

with non-prolapsed uterus submitted to VH were compared with
the women who underwent LAVH, there was no significant
difference in uterine weight (Table 4).

Intra-operative and immediate post-operative complications
are presented in Table 5. Five bladder perforations (0.43 %)
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Table 4

PatientcharacteristicsbetweenVH for prolapse,VH for non-prolapse and LAVHgroups.

Hysterectomy approach VH prolapse VH non-prolapse LAVH
(n =123 (n = 894) (n = 126)
Meanage(SD),years 63.1 (9.4) 49.2 (11.2) 439 (9.3)*
Medianparity (range), number of children 4017 20 5 2 (0 4*
Median uterus weightmeasured after the operation (range), g 42.5 90.4 (20 380) 100.4 (25 420)*
(20 103)

* p-value < 0.001 when comparedwith VH prolapse group; Abbreviations: LAVH laparoscopicassistedvaginal hysterectomy; n, number; SD,standard deviation; VH,

vaginal hysterectomy.

Table 5

Complications occurring intra -operatively andin the immediate postoperative period in VH and LAVHgroup.

Complications VH (n =1017) LAVH (n = 126) p-value
Major Urinary tract damage
Bladderinjury 3(0.3 %) 2 (1.6 %) 0.10
Ureteric injury 0 0
Haemorrhage necessitatingplood transfusion andrelook laparotomy 4 (0.4 %) 1(0.8 %) 0.44
Bowel damage 0 0 -
Deepvein thrombosis 0 0 _
Minor Pyrexiarequiring antibiotics 0 0
Wound sepsis 0 0
Wound dehiscence 0 0 —
Conversionto openabdominal hysterectomy 0 0 -

Abbreviations: LAVH laparoscopicassistedvaginal hysterectomy; n, number; VH,vaginal hysterectomy.

occurred during the study period, 3 in the VHgroup and 2 in LAVH

group. Five patients (0.43 %) had a relook laparotomy due to a
bleeding in the immediate postoperative period, 4 in VH and 1 in
LAVH group respectively. There were not bowel injuries or other
complications (Table 5).

Discussion

This study demonstrates that the use of formal guidelines, a

clinical decision tree algorithm, and a standardised surgical
technique, as well as the incorporation of these guidelines into
the residents training programme, can increase the rate of VH and

result in an overall decline in open AH and LAVH. This study is in

agreement with other large studies, which indicate that, the
impleme ntation of a clinical pathway and hysterectomy guidelines
can be assoiated with a decrease in the proportion of hysterecte
mies performed abdominally [31-34]. In our Institution, the
proportion of hysterectomies performed abdominally decreased
from 91.2%—-51.6% and those performed vaginallyincreased from
9.8%-48.4% from the beginning of the study in July 2001 its endin
December 2014 (Fig. 2). The VH to AH ratio, therefore, was
increasedfrom 1:9 to 1:1. Basedon this, it seemsthat asmuch as40
% of feasible vaginal procedureswere replacedby a more invasive
approach, AH, when the surgical decision algorithm was not used.

Between2014 and 2019 the rate of VH hasbeensustained and
remains the same (unpublished data). We agreewith Moen et al.
that, improving the use of VH among our residents can only be
achieved by addressing the key issues of training and maintaining
skills in the technique and by increasing awarenessof the scientific
evidence supporting its use [15].

AH rates worldwide remain very high [28], despite well-
documented evidence that VH has distinct benefits over other
routes [3—7,31-36]. However, some surgeons remaimeluctant to
change their practice patterns, and continue to select the
abdominal route for most operations without documenting that
the vaginal route is contraindicated The surgical decision tree
algorithm in Fig. 1 offers gynaecologic surgeons a structured
approach for selecting the appropriate surgical technique.
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Another reason for the extremely high rates of AH seen today is
that well-established evidencebased guidelines for hysterectomy
are ignored by practising gynaecologists P1,31-34] which results
in the abdominal route being chosen based on the surgeon’s
personal preference, in many circumstances without patient being
informed about the VH option[37]. This arbitrary approach is not
justifiable: there are signficant differences in the medical outcome
of VH as compared with TAH and LH3[6-8,46,49]. The American
Association of Gynaecologic Laparoscopists (AAGL) recommends
that surgeons without the requisite training and skills required for
the safe performance of VH or LH should enlist the aid of colleagues
who do, or should refer patients requiring hysterectomy to such
individuals for their surgical care [38].

Aspresented in Fig.1, if there is suspicion of pathology outside
of the uterus, or the physicianis not sure about the likely successof
VH, LAVH can and should be performed. The laparoscopic
component of VH aims to restore pelvic anatomy and free the
adnexa. Nothing is gained by continuing the dissection laparo-
scopically, since not only does this considerably and unnecessarily
prolong the surgery but it may also increase the risk of visceral
damage and haemorrhage [48,49].

An interesting observation during the study period was that as
VHincreased,the need of LAVH decreasedWith initially increasing

use of LAVH the surgeon becomesmore confident in the pre-
operative assessmentof operability by a history, bimanual
examination and pelvic sonar and more confident to operate
“blind” (VH), discovering that the laparoscopic component is most
often superfluous. Whenfocus is directed towardsVH, the need for
laparoscopic assistance decreasesas experienced with VH is
gained (Fig. 2). This finding is opposedto other studies, which have
shown that if the focus is directed to LH, there is a resulting
significant reduction in rates of VH to below 10 %, without
perceptible impact on AH rates [21,3940]. The advent of robotic
hysterectomy (RH) may alsocontribute to declinesin VHrates[41].
Our results are alsoin agreementwith other studies, which
demonstrated that VH required significantly shorter operating
time compareto LH [3-8]. The postoperative hospital stay andthe
convalescencetime were identical for LAVH and VH. The
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postoperative pain and the need of analgesia did not differ
between the two groups (Table 3).

Our results of 0.3% and 1.6 % bladder injuries during VH and
LAVH, respectively, are comparable to previously reported

[1

2]
incidences of 0.6-2.5% [35,42—-44]. There were no injuries to the {3}
bowel recorded. Conversion to laparotomy has been found by
others to be higher during LH as opposed to VH [45/46]. The 4
absence of conversion in our series may be due to the fact that all
the cases were performed in one centre under the supervision of
experienced vaginal surgeons in which a residency programme 5]
actively sought to teachVH.

In the immediate postoperative period, our 5 patientsrequired a
relook laparotomy for bleeding.Thesefive patients (0.4 %) received 4l
blood transfusions, 4in VH and1 in LAVH groups respectively
(Table 5) which is much lesscomparedto other large studies,which iyl
reported postoperative haemorrhage of 0,9 — 2,5% [33,/42,43/46].

In a survey performed among South African practising 8
gynaecologists about preferred and implemented methods of
hysterectomy, 46 % of the responders indicated lack of training and
experience as the main reason of not performing VH4[/]. Less
emphasis on vaginal surgery in resident training programmes, the
absence of clear guidelines for selecting appropriate candidates for [0
VH as shown inFig. 1, and the lack of patient knowledge about
surgical options results in the low rates of VH seen today. Several
studies have shown that VH can be successfully performed in 90 11
100% patients with benign disease by use of dormal decision-
making processto determine the correct route [31-34,4849]. [12]

Regarding training of VH during residency, it is important to
distinguish between proficiency and exposure. In a survey about 13
resident opinions on VH training performed in United States of
America, 75% of the responders indicated that, in order to achieve
proficiencyduring residency,more than 20 casesof VHare necessary [14]
[50]. The American College of Obstetrics and Gynaecology (ACOG)
requeststhe number of 15 casesto be performed before completing (15]
the residency programme. In Nigeria, VH is underutilised as most [16]
centres hardly conduct more than five VHs in a year [51]. The
situation in SouthAfrica is similarly proble matic becausethe South (17
African College of Medicine (CMSA) requires onlfive VHs to be
performed during a residency programme of four years.With these (18]
numbers, exposure is achieved but not proficiency. The future
gynaecologist, not prdicient to perform VH, may be inclinedto (29
perform hysterectomy by the abdominal route when it could be (g
safelyperformed vaginally. This lack of proficiencyalsoincreasesthe
likelihood of litigation should complications arise. 21

The programme introduced by our unit has been tested
extensively, as more than 1000 hysterectomies have been safely o
performed vaginally during the period studied. By increasingthe
rate of VH in our institution, we achieved greater exposure and
training at resident level, providing the possibility of true 23
proficiency that could be passedto others.

[24]
Conclusion
[25]

This study provides proof of the concept that introducing
formal institutional guidelines and using a standardised surgical 28
technique can signficantly increase the number of VHs in patients
with benign gynaecological conditions and without uterine [27]
prolapse. In addition to the benefits that patients have, this
strategy enables an increasing number of residents to perform VH 54
and obtain the necessaryproficiency.

[29]
Declaration of Competing Interest
[30]
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abstract

Objectives: The primanfjectves of tis study were to estimate blood loss, operatiorertices ang atwstt ifi nd ergoing vaginal hystersatslayydid s op ically

assisted vaginalthgstomy (LAVH). The secondary objectives were tocete tor riosp daffestay, neambtéperative analpasiand immediate gpartative
complications, &l rate of convefsitaparoomy. VH was hypotesized to be the preferred route for hysterectditjoris. benign uterine con
StudyDesign:ArandomizedntrdtudasindertakattheDepartmeofiObstetriaa dGynaecology of the Charlotte Maxeke Johannesburg Academic Hospital and
the women adtedt between January 2017 and December 2019 for hys tecanthitiyndy ente taigedmsion criteria (vaginally accessible uterus, estimal®l uterine size
weeks of gestation 280 gn ultrasound examination and pathology confined to the uterus). Surgical p bycekleres idendspiaifoy medler the supervision of
specialists with large experience. The pratjghiccharacteristics, uterine weight, operative ime, estimated blood losstexpeess pdeap ¢ atdiéfaremgos perative
day one serum haemjdjicduit surgesyociated cindts,and immediate-pmstative complicatons and the length of hospital stay cmnepacartiedighgsed
amongatientandonmpyaceidVHand_AVigroup.

Results :Atotal @2 Womeweréncludefil5datientsnderweviHand7 6LAV HjporR2: 1and omizatige rfor medth iswayor e fledh g re viowstte rofop erating
oftheunif) Thep atiengere matched with respect to age, parity and body mass index. No signfficgm dpffenerredoitedvirenean uterine weight and also in mean ser
haemoglohin shift; antiaimmeiate p esperative complications, and convalescence period duration. Therecaret d iffaterticeslyirs ogefiating ime et éeoost

the twoprocedures. On average|drgéth emddHtobeperforme62.89.3/s 29.96 .6minp <0.0004)ditwasnoreostynainigue to the longer operating time

and required disposables. An amount of 15698.20 S¢d &hRbild 45 Bfritk GtateBollafUS DinoreverseedeperformAV Hncomparis eol HAIl VHs

and LAVHs were successfully accomplished without major complicaldpasotomopnversation to

Conclusion:Oudatandicate th\Hisafeasiblandsafe altermnafovalarggroupfwomen winigpathologndnorprolapsederipein@fasteandlessostly

procedurénhan LAVH.
© 2021ElsevieB.VAll rights reserved.
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Introduction Variables

Hysterectomy remains one of the most commwenuce fativagpigrecological disgasveri The patient age, parity, body mass index, ittdireatimantbultnaso-determined weight of the
though vagal hyste rectofviyH)or laparoscopiste rectofioif) shoulte the prefemed, based on theirugalls wereorded at inclusion. Outcome variables amudgystevibsanchbAVH were recorded and
documented befefitshe practicalmfominal hystere ctomy (AH) prédbinaates fplaingd,  analysed, inclueggh of jgserative hospital stayeiatize and imae dhasperate complications
partbypersonahoicbytalacioftrainN @71 E @E 1 & 01 RNT GEI  Opedomt\(H U(blagide raperirationd], grvitedrd need farisakdgyiirotémies) | afpeplisi (deer forz alge sia).
This is the pastcularly in thepralapsetgrus, in nulliparouswoman, inthe prese ncenw nigrine effegepe rative time was messhrepibimdure, calculated as the time that etayitettdooa e first
womewithpreviogy nae colo gieegenrinwomen who have undergone a previous caeshoyen sebtmidoThéaialcisions casesfLAV Iéito thelosure of theginal vaultasesf V HTheco stingasione
factors should not be cassideteaindicationsftrme H [l Since the introduction of LH by RergheUR U spéirépbcuriospitalindocussed on direct costs. Indirect costs induekedycosts for lak
in19891] the mode of hysterectomy became an issue of daksetf eegmdlalhsdaderus.  investigatiomsgicatiowdrelatetb the procedureigs used after the operation for either analgesia or pain
Laparosco piaatiistedH LAV H) has a place if the surgeonis unce rtai bbb thibestesiess and manage ment of complications if any. These ingie @ Eost€PERT 1 & &1 BRI @U
pathology i s suspecte d. Thesd redevpaiing the outcome vefswsVHY 7,13 § Thigudy  varableirect costs were included, since fixe @.d regpitsttsierheadsassumesnstant
compares VH and LAVH in terms of ope rativexttieé ratpstatvelmmedigpestoperative  regardestthetypef proce dure. The direct costs included charge famopateimyittoasumables used
complicdionsaveragengtiofhospitatayandcosts. for the procedures, LAVHantg. The medical aid scheme rate corrobofattedastioh thes prsed to

determine the cost of operationiite géme price of disposable instruments usdutdsrvtas proce
Material and methods obtained from three differe nt companiehghkiesh o8ACovi dievie dtronBotand.i gaS f,
which supplied the hospital during the study pdees!. vhiafe sisawaéd the amount paidto the surgeor

This singlinded randomized toattralas perfotmédeen January 2017 and Dece mbe r 2Q49846% naesthetist, and the theatre staff during thet peiwdentbeaveryssthi Ssastateun
Urogy naecobongy Endoscopy UniCokttette Maxeke JohannesbumibiéspitdC MIAMbichsa  facilityit sada ried mploydkreho spitahargésiy Fand AV e formdring the study period whichindude
tertiabpveeferralospitir the greater Easte m and WestegrvagiumNsiagnitted for hy sterectomy {04 fees, from adioiskoharge, were not indluded i nitterewnal psguficatitfe reniceho spital
benign uterine conditionsheéethgsion criteria set by ithevdgitdlly acceshlesiterinsize  stayandinal gesiae ddmtween the two procedures. The direct cost qirtheetittes)dnAbtH ncluded
equivaletnt 12weeks gé statia280 g on ultrasounde xamination acahfiaehdimgyte rus) were gperation time and consunséioles, iar AR and USD, based on the meadekithangéudste

incl L.J.(.jEd in the skighy I(Patients withinkeprolapse were exclude d. Women were rantiomly allgeatsd, i0idi ch WASD = 13, 7UAARBO17Z:U SD= 13, ZARDe ce mb201 2 US B
interve ntion groups (the VH and LAY MTte rpo mization procedure was sy stematic and b_@@mnﬁ

gene ratiad that makes use of serially numbered, opa gadi eviesoioes t@atidynum bendhe

co e spo na ngelope s suetdt henbyabli ndephysi cidrhenvelopas opened inthe ward the day %efore

tatistical analysis
surgery. The patiextungzsiend consefor thedesignatprbceduaggiven.

Data were analysed with 8ZAl4an and standavihtion, median and IQR, and proportions
Samplesize calculation were usediéscrittee sodemographic characteristics and outcorpesi ofpetst @yntinuous data, if

normally distributed, warareahbetween LAVH and VH groups usitdg stethetudadita nn
Sample size cal aulation was based onthe pimagopbjedimetndiootbsdetermirie Whitnetestva s ppliettocategoricilta Chisquatestwa sisetb compaetegoricaliablestween
decredseserum haemoglobin) for VH and LAVH, batseplosh peeativpréiae moglobin differe nﬁ-\\?lf-l and VH groups. The results were siaisiieatgignifibentora pvalue<0. 05,
1.41-4/ g/dLin\dHd 1.8 #/g/dL in LAVH with an 80 % power. Statadftivh eeetist dal
detemi néhemi ni muisamplsizeequired to find significant tiffd@ncd E sk sQuiniBgubeljill 4
variances between the VH and taAidH2wit fuse d to more normally reflect the giepéoati mnerﬁ%esults

of theunit. Seven hundre d andltieentyo men unde wert dyrstededitie study period in our institution: 381

(51,7%) WAt while349, 2%inderwent[286 (39, b andb(9,5%) LAVIHpE. 1 anhd 2
Surgicaltechniquesusedin the study According to the study protoedl2 atopattie nts were included ifidhé Histdred diftgone

) o ) _ patients underwent VH and 76 unde wepdtiesw/dénTdera phi c chaattedstision, as well as the
All the proce dures were performed by the resitiientshe sapéngision of the study primary investigator

o . = ) Weilghts of the uteri among those who underwarepélsemteil AV Thenea agef hepatients
(AC) other specialist with large experience. Standa ritpesiésPigecal tesdd, for both VH and LAV
whounder
(Fig. )3 All patientzeiveubphylactintibiotimtraoperatively.
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Total number of hysterectomies performed during the study period N = 723

l

Uterus accessible vaginally?

(o]

INCLUSION CRITERIA:

Uterine size < 12-14 weeks? Criteria__ | raH N =381
OR not met (51.7%)
Uterine weight <280-360g?
OR

Uterine length, 12cm, width <9cm?

Excluded: n =115 (15.9%)
* Prolapse uterus (n=73)

Total number of cases meeting inclusion criteria e VHnotincluded in
N=342 randomized process (n=42)
(48.2%)

Randomized N = 227

N=151 | VH | |LAVH| N=76
(20.9%) (10.5%)

l VAGINAL HYSTERECTOMY |

Fig. 1. Enrolmenfthepatientandteirallocatorio hysterectorgyoups.

54,8

60

51,5
51,7

The most common indications for VH and LAyplese, ceteiica fitxomissive menstrual
bleeding, folldwe doste nopausal bleeding and adéammyddisedimere quiretbr LAVHwvas
40
. significantlyngeascomparddVH62.89.3/529.96.6minp <0.01The average postoperative

29,5
48,2

45

50

~ ® hospitallength of stay and e convalesceniiae weresimilar for
S = -
20
2017 2018 2019

10

EVH ©LAVH mTAH

Fig. 2. Percentagahysterectomipsriormegeryearoverthestudyperiod.

wenVHandLAVHvagt7.3 9.9and45.6 8.0,respectivel§.22). The mean uterine weight of the
patients wingerwariH and LAVH was 91,59 G4gé¢ 20d 88, 4 (rar2§ég® Sespe ctively
(p = 0,26).No statistically significant pdiffeigorayena sside XB Miandute ri neveightia® bse ve d

among ghetwoprocedu regHandLAVH(Tablé).
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bottproce durd £ day stokVHI QR 4daysind2.2ay foivH (IQR4). Postoperative painand the
need of analgesiadipetladministration) were similar for both thegitit EEgbBAXsishown
inTable the re werstaiisti cadig nificaditfere néabloo b sbetwediand AV ldsde termined by a
median decrease inserum haeméeetisradéonepodty stere ctomy .

The mean time of the LAVH in our study toatha# \@HnifHe tajefexish theatre time needed to
perfomhAVH as compared to VH was estimated to be4 63 &8 15SDARfer resources used
during the surgery contiihthingriable direct costs and the estimatve of foe streiehistetrectomy
proce dure (YSHAVH) are pre sefited@he cost of suture materials use d duringuifes wergroce
similar. The mean cost of consumable-aifzrtyl #8éld, bpghe Unit, asTstiow s estimated to
bed332.05 ZAR or 681,17 USD. Considering theandrtheheansuthable s used during LAVH,
an amount of 15688R0or 1145.85 USD more was needed to perforftoWAlH as opposed

Regamitheintrao peratisdmmediaf® sb perative mpli cations, three bladder perforations (1,3%)
occurre@during VH (1,3%) and 1 during LAVH (1;8pé)rahieei nrai@itoo per H ccurred
foreitheV Hor LAV Hndnopatierbads =~ &4 0DBUGE OEUERUAUOe UtRer OEUERUAEUUE Eal aU EOITEN@GI URB
reasonsitheimmediafmsbperativperiod.
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Vaginal hysterectomy (VH):

After appropriate general or regional (spinal) anaesthesia administration, the patient was
placed in dorsal lithotomy position with her feet in stirrups.

2. The cervix was exposed and a circular incision around the cervico-vaginal junction was
performed.

3. The anterior and posterior peritoneum was preferentially opened before the clamping and the
cutting of the utero-sacral and cardinal ligaments.

4. Both uterine vessel pedicle, containing the uterine artery and vein, and the broad ligament
peritoneum anterior and posterior to these vessels, were clamped, cut, and ligated with a 0 or
2.0 delayed absorbable suture. In cases of enlarged multifibroid uteri, the morcellation method
used in this study was by means of vaginal myomectomy after securing the uterine vessels.

5. The remaining portion of the broad ligament attached to the uterus (containing the round and
ovarian ligaments, the proximal part of the fallopian tube and blood vessels) was then clamped,
cut, and ligated with 0 or 2.0 delayed absorbable suture.

6. Once VH were performed, the peritoneum and the vaginal vault were closed. Urine catheter

and vaginal plug were inserted and removed the following day.

Laparoscopically-assisted vaginal hysterectomy (LAVH):

The laparoscopic component of the LAVH includes the assessment of the pelvic organs, release
of adhesions, treatment of endometriosis where necessary, and freeing the adnexa.

2. The rest of the operation was then undertaken vaginally. The laparoscope was left in situ to
assess the progress and any complication of the procedure.

3. Following VH and the closure of the vaginal vault, laparoscopy was performed to assess

haemostasis and to flush out blood clots and debris.

Fig. 3. Surgicalechniquessedntestudy.
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Table 1 Table 2

Paﬁendemographmharacterisn‘asduterinev&gh(VHvs LAVHgroup). Indicationfer hysterectomy.
Hysterectomapproach VH LAVH pvalue Indication VHyroup LAVigroup pvalue
(numbeof patients) (n=151) (n=76) Numbégpo) Numbégfo)
Agejearnea(SD)] 47.09.9) 45.68.0) 0.22 Cervicatlysplasia 86(57.3) 46(61.3) 0.61
Paritjme diaiQR)] 2(0 6) 2(1.:) 0.05 Multfibroid uterus 8254.6) 4256.0) 0.89
Bodynassidexkg/r [meakSD)] 29.06.8) 27.46.3) 0.03 Heavymenstrudleeding 1912,6) 1621.3) 0.10
UterureiglgiMea(SD) 91,60,1) 88,450.2) 0.26 Adenomyosis 9(6.0) 6(8.0) 0.77

Poshenopausdleeding 4(2.6) 2(2.7) 1.00

Abbreviation )R, interquartilerange; g, gram; Kg, kilogram; LAVH, - laparoscopic

assistevaginalhysterectomgrt, squarenetern, numberSD, standarddeviati on\ Hy aginhlsterectomy . Abbreviations: LAVH, lapassiopit vaginal hysterectomy; n, nagibehystérectoniote Patientsoulchavemorehanone

indicafioreach.

Discussion LAVH and total laparoscopic hystere ctomy (TMEY; rvalefmiifid/by his study is in support of re cent
) ) ) ) ) syste mateiew amdta-analysis indicating that there are mbffsigamiieanin blood loss between VH and
VH s a feasible and safe option for patients-wiil lsend gyopédiule d uterus. Inour study, tﬂ_elre ther TLH or [AYHO
, either or Ay
were no sigeéit differe noblo@d loss between VH and LAV Hedésgitatiedhlood transfusion, either ) o ) ) )
] ) ) o Regarding the cost implications of perfoming- ¥4 demmdsetizied control trials (RCTs) foundthat
thossubmittedvitl ot AVH. Some previous studies showed that a $itpaifiossthashigdene d

VHwas lesstly, primarily due to operating time and thei nserorhé speshbiing [AZIE2 R
during VHascompare tb LAVH[14 1§ Reducedtopin haemoglobivelsfVH,ascomparetd
Kovaet al.found that ugingguidelinete assistlinicablecistamekingfor hysterec
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Table 3
Comparisf operatiofime bloodossandhosiperativ eourseetweell HandLAVH.

Hysterectompproach VH LAVH p-value

Operationime* minutegmean(SD)] 29.96.6) 62.89.3) <0.01

HospitaiaylayfsnediaihQRJbiateinjections 2(22) 2(23) 0.06

requiredn (%)] <0.01

2injections 1§12) 0 (0)

3injections 7348) 3951)

4 injections 60(40) 37(49)

PreperativeHb, g/dL{median(IQR)] 13.12.23.6) 13.011.23.9) 0.42

PostperativeHb, g/dL[median(IQR)] 11.@0.62.2) 11.@0.a2.1) 0.76

Differencéetweenprandposipera tiveHb, g/dL[mediar(IQR)] 1.612.2) 1.4@®.92.35) 0.89
*Anaesthetime notincluded.

AbbreviationgiL, deciliter|QR, interquartlerange;g, gram; Hb, hemoglobin;AVH,laparoscagsis tedvaginalhysterectomyH, vaginahysterectomy.

Table 4
Estmatedariabledirectostper AVHvs VH.

The results of this study are in support of oshewBkETsamkichenefits bbspial stay, rapid
recoveayd need of analgesia between VH@[AdVbAYi Fofwsethe operation time, LAVH took 32, 9

Resource fems EZS“;“:‘E""S“’SP""’S"“E min longer than V/ Hofene d for patient with similar indi cation angp tedio@ iyEghistudy thus
e confirms that VH requires sigtibicentipperating time compafe8ta 483 [This is also
L H agreement with the findings of the 2009 Coctuenel ueleiéwhahicAVH Bkesn3ddnger than VH
Surgedospemeamperaingne 12151.80 578565 [3.Extra tirteke n with LAVH does affect what can be achieveal opegatingnidividNo significant
Suturesised 258.10 26055
Oherconsumatesed 9332.50% 0.00 differences in complicatis@reatisind in this study between LAVH anddi b udhiswer
Total 21742 40 6046.20 complications with VH, when comparigeihjsterattomyte3 6,7,32, 3R CTonductey
*Consumablesdisrad g LAV H ( Liga8himlar vess el sealing devicdowall trseedAV Hs, whereas for rocars, sleeves and graspe%iﬁgq\qgﬁml' dearly condudedthatif LHis doneinhdeltt bea vpgicatlure as early as possible
price of thdtiéferestipplieveassedntahecostalculation). to re dutdee overall complications and o ifaliflogeifmeqie mplications of LH or TLH as compared to V
Abbreviation BAVH laparoscopisis te draginahysterecto myH,vaginahy sterecto @RS outhfriceand. include bladamter and bowel i 26§sThe absence of conlepaiototoy inour series may be due to the

fact that all the wasesperformed in one centre under the supervisid vajieapstrgeons in which a
tomy, a potential savings of 1.2 million (US) coaldrgeldi@dnbybtere ctomies perfordied vagi,ggl&g,{,Cy programmesadiieljo teacBithg the study period, the leariaépctaieshort as
Our resute in agreemetheséhstudies demonstrating thgethespieal charges are significantly hyghe tife peere guidéxbugh thiéd ste ps by an expert assisting team. It can beered sansligfonsid
LAVH as comfmkéld}[2023. The main sources of the cost diffdrAvié¢ diedwedwere related toe‘JEEen gui dance through practical traifiiog the guemits of this study. Teache r expedeabey, teaching
differe nces imatips timend the cost of consumables used during LAV Hvbiompergiés m‘\eaming cuve, and successiul - outcomemsit eefgesyelate dariables.
additional specific materials. The timrsttofnepger minute in our s, BOZ&R4,1 USD, Thepostope ratiospitatayand heco nvalescimee réde it cdbrL AV HandV H(2. 2ay s)The
exduaing consumables used, and didsnegicall tzimhineatre support staff to perform the pmceﬁUE%’pQ%a&and the need of analgesia were the same fostbdih Gooypsrefanito laparotomy rate was
minute ofe rating time cost vary from country to courtrgrarslatemetstets. Accordinglyeto Ch”ﬂﬁ[ﬁd by otherstigicuring LH asoppose th VH[32, 33,3}, 37
al.(2018), the westrof operating time was 36 toiBie SiDtpe e was performed in California in
the United State s of @d®Afad. A2008tudyncl udingOWS Ao spital s foundotbeeration time

The use of speaiitines to select the route@hinystesdeen praidsg dif 2020, the International
Socieftyr Gyne cologic Endoscopy (ISGE) publi she d-gicdeqaidiagesdopromote the safe performan
charges averaged 62 USD per minutel §@i8jepe 23i nute]l heo perati mg omexpe nsee of VH for npmlapsed utelfisThis study showed that if forma rgnptieti@edtandardizadgical

expected to increase more rapidly than the cofB{uRerdyd cg ittdeope ration time by increa%%rﬁ%pe fformingHs in use, all the hysterecto ietaiasaterus nbetictysion criteria can be

number of &b pposed to open AHor LH, would haysa et rapekitadeiction prog ramsfesthe:iallyperfomed by the vagi nal cegséuyanithout major complications or contersatioketcdkapaTnstrate d
low resources ctikeBiesthAfrica.

We estimate that by opting to perform VHinsteacicd BAiHica® AR r1, 1illiorUSD

previously by othe8s)[ LAVH hitsplacerhetherésuncertai mtia successftiprinorddo perform
adhesiolyisiat e ndometriosis and restmmtqreluidll the LAVHs were successfully performed durir
coul thesavefdevery 1.000 hy ste rpetbaniae d v aginally in So \Whéfricast analysisdeataken study and no complications encountere d. Despitti egitenterefii of V Hstatisées indicated
forthis study, VH founietanuch cheaper than LAVH. With more tharS@0u@gerossteec . VHuisderutlisg]L Thede cre aseutilisaticof ViHareconsidered
annuallyntheUnitebtateandmorehan
100.00 inthe United Kingdom, theppaaithl seemsneveelevaintt hi i meofe cononsicain
(2}

[twould aso be interesting to quantfy and compeseiegessisgical techniques. However, this was not possible
in ouclinical settingjsre academic programs are at fiessiopattaifie employees are paid without
additional fleeeaching a particular seidinajue .
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