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Continuity of Care
by Haggerty et al. (2003)
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CONCEPTUAL MODEL
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THE STUDY
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MEASURES

Continuity of Care Index

U AL A5 = WA A (Tonkikh
et al.. 2020; Yao et al., 2018)
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Patient characteristics

Apge at operation (month), mean (5D)

Type of hypospadias
Proximal penile, n (%)
Penoscrotal, n (%)
Scrotal, n (%)

Perineal, n (%)
Combined with

Chordee, n (%)

Penoscrotal transposition, n (%)
Defect length (mm), n (%)

=30

=30
Degree of curvature, n (%)

<20

=20

alHxM EM (N=96)

8.4 (1.50)

20(20.8)

33 (34.4)
39 (40.4]
4 (4.2)

24 (100]

32 (33.3)

35 (39.3)
54 (60.7)

30 (31.3)

= - ™

6é (68.8)
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Hosprtalization experience characteristics

Length of stay (day), median (min, max)

Mumber of nurse shifts, median (min, max)

Ward discontinuation duning hospitalization,® n (9)

Number of nurses assigned to a patient duning
their hospitalization (min, max)

Proportion of shifts in which experienced nurses
were assigned,” median (min, max)

<535%, n (%)
>23%, n (%)
COC." mean (SD)
<007, n (%a)
>»0.07, n (%)
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One or less Two or more
reoperation (n=6%9), reoperation (n=27),
n (%) n (%) p-value
’
Linit environment characteristics 'I Degree of curvature
Ward discontinuation during 18 (66.7%) ?(33.3%) A78 : <20
hospitalization® [ =20
Ward continuation during 51 (73.9%) 18 (26.1%) : Defect length (mm) (n=89
hospitalization I <30
Mursing charactenistics ‘\ =30
Proportion of shifts in which experienced nurses were assigned® Type of proximal hypospadias
<55% 35 (74.5%) 12 (25.5%) 58 Proximal penile (n=20)
»55% 34 (69.4%) 15 (30.6%) Penoscrotal (n=33)

Scrotal (n=39)
Perineal (n=4)
surgical technigues

TIP

TIP combined with
Thiersch-Duplay
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0.229-1.779

0.5638

Proportion of shifts in which expenenced nurses
were assigned” <55%

surgical technigues (reference TIP)

ol
=<0
T
70
dr 3
81 Uk
— =
__O._O
~ T
M
Ol
e
I_ZIF
X
10
@
2B 3
'y
SRR
ey @
SR -
[ Y T e e TR e i |
T B
e M D
[ T 5 o I e
@ oA
e |
o
e,
i
=
&
£
&
¥
—I —
£ K
R
@z =
= o
E = .E
m_n_ll_H_
n < E
L = g
= 2

114 :
~_ 0|0
5 53
ojn WH
100 O
@.O __o.__|
0 O
.L_._._ o0
ol <
oju OF
¢
- O}
<
g| -
g O
o o
a0 <0
< ur
ol
v
Ik
o
=
o o
€ N
=t ~d
[xi)
ol
M
0|
<
]|
I~
(=)
o
00
B0
S
=
5 R
VO
g W
L °



16

DISCUSSION
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CONCLUSION

Hospitalization
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