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ABSTRACT
Objectives The aim of this study was to identify patient, 
hospital and transitional factors associated with unplanned 30- 
day readmissions in patients who had a total hip arthroplasty 
(THA).
Design A cross- sectional survey was performed. All patients 
attending a 6- week follow- up after a THA in the Australian Capital 
Territory (ACT) at four public and private clinics in the ACT from 1 
February 2018 to 31 January 2019, were invited to complete an 
ACT Transition from Hospital to Home Orthopaedic Survey.
Participants Within the ACT, 431 patients over the age 
of 16 attending their 6- week post- surgery consultation 
following a THA entered and completed the survey 
(response rate 77%).
Primary outcome measure The primary outcome 
measure was self- reported readmissions for any reason 
within 30 days of discharge after a THA. Multiple logistic 
regression was used to estimate ORs of factors associated 
with unplanned 30- day readmissions.
Results Of the 431 participants (representing 40% of 
all THAs conducted in the ACT during the study period), 
27 (6%) were readmitted within 30 days of discharge. 
After controlling for age and sex, patients who did not feel 
rested on discharge were more likely to be readmitted 
within 30 days than those who felt rested on discharge 
(OR=5.75, 95% CI: (2.13 to 15.55), p=0.001). There was 
no association between post- hospital syndrome (ie, in- 
hospital experiences of pain, sleep and diet) overall and 
readmission. Patients who suffered peripheral vascular 
disease (PVD) were significantly more likely to have an 
unplanned 30- day readmission (OR=16.9, 95% CI: (3.06 
to 93.53), p=0.001). There was no significant difference 
between private and public patient readmissions
Conclusions Hospitals should develop strategies that 
maximise rest and sleep during patients’ hospital stay. 
Diagnosis and optimum treatment of pre- existing PVD prior 
to THA should also be a priority to minimise the odds of 
subsequent unplanned readmissions.

INTRODUCTION
Under the National Healthcare Agreement 
in Australia, unplanned hospital readmission 

rates are indicators of the quality of care that 
patients receive in hospital.1 Preoperative 
discussion and planning to address signif-
icant risk factors can lead to a reduction in 
readmission.2

The rate of lower limb joint replacement 
in the Australian Capital Territory (ACT) is 
256.3 per 100 000 population3 which is more 
than 55% higher when compared with the 
Australian and Organisation for Economic 
Co- operation and Development (OECD) 
averages of 163.5 and 162.3, respectively.1 
The national Australian rate represents a 
100% increase since 2005 when it was just 81 
per 100 000.4 Unplanned 30- day readmission 
rates following a total hip arthroplasty (THA) 
have also been increasing in Australia.3 With 
the high rates of hip replacements performed 
in the ACT, it is critical to identify risk factors 
that are associated with unplanned 30- day 
readmissions to better predict high- risk indi-
viduals and improve patient outcomes.

STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY
 ⇒ A survey codesigned with patients and clinicians, 
encompassing multiple aspects in the biopsychoso-
cial model of health was distributed to public and 
private hospital patients to examine factors associ-
ated with unplanned 30- day readmission following 
a total hip arthroplasty.

 ⇒ Study design did not enable confirmation of self- 
reported readmission rates, or examination of 
reasons for readmission in relation to unplanned 
30- day readmission.

 ⇒ Classification of the dependent variables may have 
enabled more detailed analyses of factors such as 
pain and sleep, for example, the presence of noise 
and light in and around patients’ beds.
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Patient factors associated with unplanned 30- day read-
missions following a THA include coexisting illness,5–7 
age,5 8–10 body mass index (BMI)5 10–12 and discharge 
location.12 13 A high BMI is associated with deep surgical 
site infections, which is one of the predominant causes 
of readmission. Discharge to an inpatient or residen-
tial aged care facility has resulted in an increased like-
lihood of readmission within 30 days that is believed to 
be due to the increased complex medical conditions and 
frailty of these patients, who often require more care.13 
Hospital- related factors associated with unplanned 30- day 
readmissions include length of stay10 12 13 and procedure 
duration.7 Many of these associations are not modifiable 
and reflect a patient’s underlying condition. However, 
patients’ experiences in hospital and the quality of their 
transition to primary care are potentially modifiable, but 
their relationship with 30- day readmissions has not been 
studied.

Patient enablement—patients’ understanding of and 
confidence to manage their illness—has been positively 
associated with better health outcomes.14 Research using 
the Patient Enablement Instrument indicates that older 
patients and men are more enabled after consulting 
with a general practitioner (GP) compared with younger 
patients and women.15 Longer consultations, continuity 
of care with the same GP or general practice nurse are 
also positively associated with improved patient enable-
ment.15 16 The relationship between readmissions after 
THA and patient enablement has not been examined.

Post- hospital syndrome is a phenomenon that is theo-
rised to exacerbate underlying comorbidities outside of 
the patients’ presenting complaint to hospital.17 Krum-
holz describes the 30 days following discharge as a vulner-
able period during which patients are more susceptible to 
adverse health events.17 He suggests that factors within the 
hospital environment such as a reduction in the quality 
of patients’ diet, sleep and physical activity contribute to 
post- hospital syndrome.17 If this theory is correct, strat-
egies that aim to reduce the likelihood of post- hospital 
syndrome after a THA may reduce unplanned 30- day 
readmissions.

Transitional care, including patient education, 
discharge planning programmes and home visits, is asso-
ciated with a reduction in unplanned readmissions.18 19 
The risk of emergency hospital readmission for cardiovas-
cular disease has been shown to be associated with routine 
and timely contact with a family doctor.20 However, there 
have been no studies examining the relationship between 
post- surgical contact with family doctors or rehabilitation 
after THA and 30- day readmissions.

The aim of this study was to identify patient, hospital 
and transitional factors associated with unplanned 30- day 
readmissions in patients following THA.

METHOD
Participants
The population of ACT is 423 800 and is serviced by three 
public and three private hospitals, with The Canberra 
Hospital being the tertiary referral centre for Canberra 
and surrounding areas.21

Patients over the age of 16 attending their 6- week post- 
surgery consultation following hip joint arthroplasty were 
included in the survey. Patients under the age of 16 and 
those who had their 6- week post- surgery consultations in 
other states or territories were excluded.

Patient and public involvement
Five people who had previously had an arthroplasty with 
a surgeon from one of the participating clinics completed 
the survey and provided feedback regarding its meaning-
fulness in relation to their experiences, and the length 
and readability of the survey.

Study design
A cross- sectional survey was conducted at four different 
public and private clinics in Canberra between 1 February 
2018 and 31 January 2019. The survey was distributed to 
patients who had either a THA or total knee arthroplasty. 
In this article, we report the results for respondents who 
had a THA.

Instrument
The ACT Transition from Hospital to Home Orthopaedic Survey 
is a 50- item survey addressing: (1) Post- hospital syndrome 
(patients’ experiences of sleep, pain and diet in hospital); 
(2) Patient enablement; (3) Medication enablement; 
(4) Transition to general practice; (5) Prehospital and 
post- hospital information and pre- surgical/post- surgical 
rehabilitation; (6) Patient demographics and comorbid-
ities; and (7) Readmission to hospital within 30 days of 
discharge. The tool was developed and piloted by a team 
of researchers, clinicians, patients and consumer advo-
cates (online supplemental file 1).22 Further validation of 
the survey was completed using exploratory factor anal-
ysis. Other specific modifications are described below.

Post- hospital syndrome: Fifteen items addressing 
pain, sleep and diet during a patient’s hospital stay were 
included.17 The post- hospital syndrome scale was created 
by combining the total pain, sleep and diet scores. 
This section was tailored so as to quantify post- hospital 
syndrome as an outcome of interest.

Patient enablement was measured using the Patient 
Enablement Instrument.15

Medication enablement: A three- item tool that was 
derived from a previous qualitative study of patient 
enablement in general practice nurse consultations was 
used.23 It examined patient enablement in terms of their 
understanding of the medicines prescribed to them after 
discussions with a healthcare provider, their confidence 
to take the medicines and adherence to medications.

Transition to general practice: Seven items were 
included to examine patients’ relationships with their 
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family doctor, including continuity of care with the same 
doctor, waiting times and knowledge of when to see their 
doctor following surgery.

Interaction with the recommended rehabilitation 
programme: One item examined patients’ referral and 
attendance to physiotherapy rehabilitation following 
discharge from hospital. This item was specifically devel-
oped for this survey as interaction with physiotherapists 
or a rehabilitation programme has a positive impact on 
patient recovery.24

Comorbidity: The functional comorbidity index was 
used.25 It is a scale scoring 0–18 indicating the number 
of comorbid diseases a patient has. Specific comorbid 
diseases such as arthritis, osteoporosis, asthma, diabetes 
mellitus type 1 and 2, anxiety/panic disorder, visual 
impairment, hearing impairment and degenerative disc 
disease (back disease, spinal stenosis or severe chronic 
back pain) were included in this scale that is designed to 
measure physical function as a primary outcome.

Data collection
Surveys were distributed in paper form by reception 
staff at the four survey sites to patients attending their 
6- week post- surgery consultation. Patients were invited to 
complete the survey while they waited for their appoint-
ment. As far as we were aware, no participants requested 
assistance from clinical staff to complete the survey. 
Participants deposited completed surveys into a sealed 
box in the waiting room. The researcher collected the 
completed surveys at regular intervals.

Data analysis
All data analysis was conducted using Stata IC V.15.26

A ‘Total Pain Score’ variable was created to encompass 
‘Worst Pain’, ‘Pain Experienced During the Hospital Stay’ 
and ‘Pain On Discharge’. This allowed for the examina-
tion of the total effect of pain on readmissions as well as 
the total pain score in combination with total sleep and 
total diet scores to examine post- hospital syndrome as a 
combined phenomenon. As experiencing pain and ther-
apies that aim to minimise pain can affect patients’ ability 
to sleep and perform physical activity, the total pain score 
is an important component that enables the analysis of 
its contribution to the postulated post- hospital syndrome.

The primary outcome of interest (dependent variable) 
was a self- reported binary variable of 30- day readmissions 
to hospital regardless of diagnosis, under any setting 
to any hospital within the ACT. Independent variables 
also include age, sex, living situation, country of origin, 
education, self- rated health, comorbidities, post- hospital 
syndrome, general practice experience, medication 
enablement and patient enablement.

To determine the validity of the post- hospital syndrome 
scale, the relationship between the variables of the scale 
was analysed by an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) using 
orthogonal varimax rotation. An eigenvalue of >1 was 
the criterion for retaining modes/themes. The internal 
consistency of the modes was examined using Cronbach’s 
alpha. Kaiser- Meyer- Olkin criteria and Bartlett test were 
performed to confirm suitability of the data for an EFA 

Table 1 Exploratory factor analysis and emerging variables

Factor Variance Difference Proportion Cumulative

Factor 1 2.11 0.24 0.15 0.15

Factor 2 1.87 0.40 0.13 0.28

Factor 3 1.46 0.01 0.10 0.39

Bartlett test of sphericity p=0.000

Kaiser- Meyer- Olkin=0.616

Table 2 Three themes emerging from the exploratory factor analysis

Variable Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3

How would you describe the general level of pain you experienced? 0.79 0.14 0.07

Did you experience pain during your stay in hospital? 0.76 −0.08 0.08

How would you describe the worst level of pain you experienced? 0.69 0.15 −0.00

When you left hospital, how would you rate your pain out of 10? 0.58 −0.13 0.20

Overall, how would you rate the quality of the food in hospital? 0.01 0.89 0.08

Did you feel your dietary requirements were met in hospital? 0.05 0.87 0.13

Overall, how would you rate the quality of sleep in hospital? 0.04 0.06 0.87

Did you feel well rested when you left hospital? 0.16 0.25 0.73

Bolded numbers refer to items with communalities higher than 0.4, indicating that they load onto the same factors. 
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(table 1) as well as the themes that emerged from the EFA 
(table 2).

As the outcome of interest was binary, ORs with a 95% 
CI were determined using logistic regression. Indepen-
dent variables were examined for potential collinearity 
using Spearman’s correlation coefficient (r) for nominal 
variables, and χ2 for categorical variables.27 If two eligible 
variables demonstrated a strong correlation (>0.6) or 
significant correlation (p≤0.2), only one variable was 
included in the final analysis.

Initially, univariate logistic regression was conducted 
for each independent variable, with unplanned 30- day 
readmission as the dependent (outcome) variable (online 
supplemental table 1). Variables which were significant 
(p≤0.25) in the univariate analysis were included in the 
multiple logistic regression analysis. Variables that were 
not significant (p>0.25) were excluded. The internal reli-
ability of each scale was determined using Cronbach’s 
alpha. If a value greater than 0.5 was achieved, this indi-
cated a good internal consistency. The mean and SD were 
calculated for continuous variables and frequencies and 
proportions for categorical variables.

Additionally, two multiple logistic regression models 
were run to reduce confounding of variable dependence, 
one with individual variables within the Functional Comor-
bidity Index, medication enablement and patient enable-
ment instrument and the other using the combined total 
scores. Age and sex were included as ‘a priori’ in the multi-
variate model. Participants were divided into two groups 
based on their response to a question on the survey asking 
whether they had a THA or a total knee arthroplasty. 
Otherwise, only variables for which multicollinearity tests 
were satisfied (r<0.73 and p>0.05) were included in the 
final model. All eligible variables were included in the 
multiple logistic regression model and removed stepwise 
until only significant variables (p<0.05) remained.

To assess the fit of the final model, likelihood ratio tests 
and Hosmer- Lemeshow goodness of fit test were used 
and the receiver operator curve (figure 1) was plotted for 
specificity and sensitivity of the predicted model. The area 
under the curve of 0.76 indicated a high overall accuracy 
of the logistic model (76%).

Post-hospital syndrome EFA
Three modes/themes with acceptable internal consis-
tency emerged from the EFA. First, the theme diet was 
described by responses to two questions: ‘Did you feel 
your dietary requirements were met in hospital?’ and 
‘Overall, how would you rate the quality of the food in 
hospital?’. The second theme was pain, explained by four 
questions: ‘How would you describe the general level of 
pain you experienced?’, ‘Did you experience pain during 
your stay in hospital?’, ‘Describe the worst level of pain 
you experienced’ and ‘When you left hospital, how would 
you rate your pain out of 10?’. The third theme was sleep, 
explained by two questions: ‘Did you feel well rested 
when you left the hospital?’ and ‘Did you mostly sleep in 
a single or shared room?’.

Missing data
Variables with >10% missing values were not included in 
the regression model.28 When there was <10% missing 
values for the variable ‘patient enablement’, these were 
imputed to equal the average value of non- missing data.

RESULTS
A total of 1069 surveys were distributed and 827 surveys 
were completed, yielding a 77% response rate overall. Of 
the completed surveys, 431 respondents received a THA 
representing 40% (431 of 1086) of all THA performed in 
ACT in 2018.3 In this group, there was a 6% rate (n=27) 
of unplanned readmissions within 30 days following 
discharge. Public patients comprised 27% (n=116) while 
73% (n=315) were private patients. Table 3 presents partic-
ipants’ demographic details. Online supplemental table 2 
compares the number of non- readmitted and readmitted 
patients in relation to the independent variables.

After controlling for age and sex, patients with periph-
eral vascular disease (PVD) were significantly more likely 
to have an unplanned 30- day readmission to hospital than 
those without PVD (OR: 16.91; p=0.001; 95% CI: (3.06 to 
93.53)). Patients who did not feel well rested on discharge 
(OR: 5.75; p=0.001; 95% CI: (2.13 to 15.55)) were signifi-
cantly more likely to have an unplanned 30- day readmis-
sion than those who reported that they felt well rested 
on discharge (table 4). No independent variables were 
removed due to collinearity.

Wound problems and/or pain were the reasons 
provided by 26% (7 of 27) of participants for presenting 
to an emergency department (ED) in the ACT within 
30 days of discharge. Forty- one per cent (11 of 27) of 
patients offered other reasons for presentation, including 
cellulitis, dislocation of the hip, infection and/or urinary 

Figure 1 Receiver operator curve (ROC) showing 
sensitivity and specificity of significant variables obtained 
from univariate analysis and multiple logistical regressions 
(table 4). The calculated area under the curve is 0.76, 
indicating a high overall accuracy of the predicted model.
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retention. Nine patients (33%) did not identify any 
reason for presenting to the ED.

Being a public patient, measurements of enablement, GP 
follow- up and engagement with rehabilitation bore no rela-
tionship to unplanned 30- day readmissions following THA.

DISCUSSION
The objective of this study was to identify risk factors asso-
ciated with unplanned 30- day readmissions that can be 
modified to improve patient outcomes following THA. 
Having PVD and feeling rested on discharge were signifi-
cantly associated with unplanned 30- day readmissions.

Higher risk of perioperative morbidity and mortality 
from secondary cardiovascular complications have been 
associated with pre- existing PVD in previous research.29 
Vascular changes may affect vascularisation, tissue regen-
eration and removal of toxic waste from the surgical 
area.30 These processes are necessary for effective wound 
healing and therefore, comorbid PVD may result in inhi-
bition of healing after a THA. Patients suffering from 
PVD are also more likely to have comorbid congestive 
heart failure.29 In this study, 20% of patients with PVD 
reported concomitant congestive heart failure. While the 
survey did not specify the extent of PVD, it is often unde-
tected, hence the diagnosis may not be made until there 
is advanced blockage of the vascular architecture.31

The signs of PVD may be masked by the decrease in 
mobility seen in people with severe osteoarthritis of the 
hip prior to a THA. Furthermore, patients with PVD are 
at risk of experiencing nocturnal pain and leg cramping 
that negatively affect sleep. However, we did not find any 
correlation between the presence of PVD and feeling 
rested on discharge and were unable to explore the 
effects of pain and its interference with sleep.32 The loss 
of mobility resulting from hip pain may also contribute 
to the development of PVD,33 which has implications for 
imposing long waiting times on this vulnerable popu-
lation. Perioperative evaluation and treatment of PVD 
should be included for patients needing a THA. We 
recommend that prior to a THA, a thorough history and 
clinical examination for PVD should be conducted. If 
peripheral vascular pulses (eg, dorsalis pedis, posterior 
tibialis and popliteal pulses) are absent, the patient should 
be referred to a vascular surgeon for review and consid-
eration of an angioplasty. The efficacy of PVD manage-
ment would be guided by the treating vascular surgery 

Table 3 Characteristics of all patients and those with an 
unplanned 30- day readmission

Total observations 
(N=431)

Unplanned 30- day 
readmission (N=27)

No.
% (of the 
total) No.

% (of the 
variable)

Demographic

Age (years) 364 – 27 –

  25–44 10 3 2 7

  45–64 125 34 7 26

  65–84 208 57 16 59

  85–104 21 6 2 7

Sex 372 – 26 –

  Male 151 41 13 50

  Female 221 59 13 50

Living situation 380 27

  Living alone 87 23 9 33

  Not living alone 293 77 18 67

Indigenous status 337 – 25 –

  Aboriginal or 
Torres Strait 
Islander Origin 
(Indigenous)

7 2 1 4

  Non- 
Indigenous

330 98 24 96

Education 371 – 27 –

  No school 
certificate/other 
qualifications

27 7 1 4

  School/
intermediate 
certificate

60 16 2 7

  Year 12/leaving 
certificate

53 14 5 19

  Trade/
apprenticeship

32 9 5 19

  Certificate/
diploma

70 19 3 11

  University 
degree/higher

130 35 11 41

Language other 
than English

371 – 24 –

  No 339 91 21 88

  Yes 32 9 3 11

Body mass index 348 – 27 –

  <21 20 6 1 4

  21–25 88 25 3 11

  26–40 226 65 21 78

  41–60 14 4 2 7

Comorbidities 382 – 27 –

  None 43 11 3 11

Continued

Total observations 
(N=431)

Unplanned 30- day 
readmission (N=27)

No.
% (of the 
total) No.

% (of the 
variable)

  One 197 52 9 33

  Two 99 26 11 41

  Three or more 43 11 4 15

Table 3 Continued
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team. Current Australian guidelines in the management 
of PVD include prescribing pharmacotherapy such as 
lipid lowering agents (eg, simvastatin), phosphodies-
terase II inhibitors or angiotensin I inhibitor.34 Non- 
pharmacotherapy management includes exercise and 

life- style management such as smoking cessation and 
a low- salt and low- fat diet.34 Meta- analyses indicate that 
exercise therapy significantly increases walking distance35 
with a sustained benefit exceeding 7 years after a 28- week 
programme.36

Table 4 Results of multiple logistic regression analysis examining the association between patient, hospital and transition to 
general practice factors associated with unplanned 30- day readmission to hospital

Variables

Full model Reduced model

OR P value 95% CI OR P value 95% CI

Patient demographics

  Lives with others 1.00

  Lives alone 0.38 0.139 (0.12 to 1.26) – – –

  Female 1.00

  Male 1.27 0.684 (0.54 to 4.52) 1.28 0.615 (0.49 to 3.30)

Age categories

  0–44 1.00

  45–64 0.32 0.343 (0.05 to 4.50) 0.24 0.137 (0.04 to 1.58)

  65–84 0.30 0.340 (0.03 to 3.75) 0.25 0.137 (0.39 to 1.57)

  85–104 0.50 0.678 (0.04 to 9.89) 0.59 0.656 (0.06 to 5.95)

Comorbidities

  Congestive heart failure 1.11 0.929 (0.72 to 25.63) – – –

  Peripheral vascular disease 34.58 0.004 (1.34 to 77.72) 16.91 0.001 (3.06 to 93.53)

  Anxiety 1.68 0.516 (0.34 to 6.52) – – –

  Visual impairment 1.52 0.508 (0.48 to 4.84) – – –

  Osteoporosis 1.38 0.625 (0.47 to 5.56) – – –

Self- rated health

  Poor – fair 1.00

  Good 0.86 0.829 (0.22 to 2.78) – – –

  Very good – excellent 1.08 0.929 (0.18 to 3.17) – – –

Body mass index (kg/m2)

  <21 1.00

  21–25 4.51 0.363 (0.18 to 115.72) – – –

  26–40 10.23 0.133 (0.49 to 213.13) – – –

  41–60 22.11 0.087 (0.64 to 764.10) – – –

Hospital factors

  No pain medication 1.00

  Pain medication 0.21 0.164 (0.03 to 1.47) – – –

  Felt well rested on discharge 1.00

  Not well rested on discharge 9.96 0.001 (2.02 to 23.56) 5.75 0.001 (2.13 to 15.55)

  Average or good sleep 1.00

  Poor sleep 1.09 0.881 (0.34 to 3.46) – – –

  Being a private patient 1.00

  Being a public patient 1.61 0.436 (0.41 to 3.84) – – –

General practice factors

  No regular GP 1.00

  Regular GP 1.00 – – – – –

GP, general practitioner.
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People who did not feel rested on discharge were 5.75 
times more likely to have an unplanned 30- day read-
mission than those who did feel rested. Sleep duration 
and quality have been found to be significantly affected 
during hospitalisation with the duration of sleep reduced, 
number of awakenings during the night increased and 
earlier wakening compared with habitual sleep at home.37 
Similarly, a patient interviewed for a recent Australian 
study said she went home too early because she wanted 
some rest and could not get it in hospital.38 This has also 
been demonstrated in Canada where patient- reported 
quietness in their hospital environment was associated 
with a decrease in 30- day and 90- day readmission rates.39 
Our research adds to this evidence in quantifying an 
association between patients’ perceptions of rest and 
unplanned readmissions. This finding provides a ratio-
nale for hospitals to ensure that patients receive adequate 
rest and sleep throughout their hospital stay. Hospitals 
are busy places that operate 24 hours a day. The sharing 
of a room, sounds of machines, temperature of the room 
and nursing activity may negatively affect patients’ rest.40 
This can lead to disturbances in patients’ sleep patterns 
and a reduced amount of sleep at a time when the body is 
working to recover from the assault of surgery, pain and 
medication.17 The combined effect of sleep, pain and diet 
manifesting as post- hospital syndrome was not significant 
in this cross- section of patients. This may be because pain 
and diet are not as significant as sleep in this context.

In this study, patient and medication enablement were 
not associated with 30- day readmissions. Patient enable-
ment has primarily been studied in primary care settings, 
where continuity of care is a known contributor to high- 
quality outcomes.15 41 Care in hospitals is provided round 
the clock, with different nurses and doctors taking over 
every 8 or 12 hours. This has the potential to reduce conti-
nuity of the care provider and might explain why enable-
ment was not found to be associated with readmissions. It 
is possible that enablement factors were more important 
after the acute post- surgical period where many supports 
are put in place to protect THA patients.

Several limitations may have influenced the results 
of this study. First, the study included only 40% of all 
patients who underwent a THA in the ACT during the 
survey period. It is also important to note that there were 
patients who travelled from regional areas outside of the 
ACT, especially New South Wales, to receive a THA in 
the ACT. Consequently, some readmissions might have 
occurred at regional hospitals and post- surgery check- ups 
with local GPs outside of the ACT. It is therefore unlikely 
that all readmissions were reported in this sample, and 
the readmission rates may be underestimated. However, 
this study had a large and diverse sample drawn from the 
two ACT public hospitals and two large private practices 
that encompassed a large proportion of THA patients in 
the ACT and thus should be representative of the popu-
lation. Second, our study may be underpowered, as the 
number of patients with our outcome of interest was 
small (n=27) relative to the patients that did not have an 

unplanned 30- day readmission. Due to the cross- sectional 
nature of this study, only associations may be identified; 
no causation may be implied. Third, as with many surveys, 
information was self- reported. Due to the anonymous 
nature of the survey, it was impossible to confirm the 
validity of these responses, in particular, readmissions. 
Interrogation of hospital records would have enabled 
confirmation of readmissions, including time to read-
mission. Fourth, while we have attempted to account for 
as many confounding factors as possible, there may have 
been other unaccounted factors that led to and exacer-
bated PVD or being poorly rested on discharge. Never-
theless, both the crude and adjusted OR for the two 
significant variables remained significant throughout our 
analysis. Furthermore, while length of stay10–12 has previ-
ously been identified as a risk factor for readmission and 
we know that the Australian average length of stay after a 
THA is 5 days,1 we did not include this independent vari-
able due to the self- reporting nature of the survey. Finally, 
although surgeon volume42 and duration of surgical 
procedure7 have been previously identified as risk factors 
for readmissions, such information was inaccessible with 
this study design and was therefore not included in our 
models. Reasons for readmissions were also not accessible 
due to the nature of the study.

The survey was distributed at the 6- week post- THA 
consultation and although some questions were subjec-
tively based on the patients’ hospital experience, the 
primary outcome of interest of 30- day unplanned read-
mission rates could only be measured post- discharge. 
Furthermore, patients have differing lengths of stay 
and the 6- week consultation provided a consistent 
and standardised time frame in which patients had to 
recover post- surgery. Future studies may include a post- 
discharge survey and a 6- week consultation survey to 
better analyse both time points in patients’ experiences 
post- THA, especially with regards to how well rested 
patients felt during their hospital stay and in the period 
post- discharge.

While post- hospital syndrome did not emerge as a 
significant variable in this study, we were able to validate 
and confirm the reliability of three scales measuring 
some aspects of the syndrome, namely sleep, pain and 
diet. These validated scales will be of use in future studies. 
Future studies may also classify the dependent variables 
to allow for more detailed analysis, and investigate other 
factors contributing to sleep and rest in hospital, for 
example, the presence of noise and light in and around 
patients’ beds.

All three scales included in the post- hospital syndrome 
variable were equally weighted. Investigations into 
the weighting of pain, diet and rest may be warranted. 
While Krumholz described post- hospital syndrome as the 
30- day vulnerable period following discharge,17 future 
studies could investigate shorter and/or longer times 
to readmission, for example, 5–7 days post- discharge or 
60- day and 90- day unplanned readmission rate. Such 
information may enable researchers to understand the 
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potential short- term and long- term impacts of post- 
hospital syndrome on patients.

CONCLUSION
These results have implications for policy and practice 
prior to surgery and during patients’ hospital stay that can 
be implemented to reduce readmission rates and improve 
patient outcomes. We recommend that PVD be consid-
ered as part of the preoperative work- up for patients, and 
that hospitals consider optimising strategies for sleep and 
rest after surgery. This may be achieved by minimising 
interruptions during the night such as by dispensing 
medications earlier in the evening, use of quieter equip-
ment, dimming lights in the evening and placing imme-
diately postoperative patients in semi- private or private 
rooms. Further studies may examine the subgroups for 
whom rest and sleep should be prioritised, and strategies 
to maximise sleep in hospitals.
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 1 

Supplementary table 1 Results of logistic univariate regression analysis examining the 1 

association between patient, hospital and general practice factors associated with unplanned 2 

30-day readmission to hospital (all variables) 3 

  4 

Variables 

Crude 

OR 

95% CI p value aOR 95% CI p value 

Comorbidities       

Arthritis 0.754 [0.291, 1.953] 0.561 0.755 [0.291, 1.962] 0.564 

Osteoporosis 2.108 [0.787, 5.645] 0.138 2.04 [0.744, 5.592] 0.166 

Asthma 0.762 [0.218, 2.669] 0.671 0.792 [0.225, 2.783] 0.716 

COPD, ARDS, 

emphysema 

1.188 [0.148, 9.544] 0.871 1.112 [0.138, 8.947] 0.921 

Angina 1.000 - - 1 - - 

Congestive heart 

failure (or heart 

disease) 

6.540 [1.884, 22.698] 0.003 6.0339 [1.708, 21.312] 0.005 

Heart attack 1.000 - - 1 - - 

Neurological 

disease 

1.367 [0.168, 11.127] 0.770 1.413 [0.171, 11.683] 0.748 

Stroke/ TIA 1.536 [0.336, 7.020] 0.580 1.428 [0.301, 6.764] 0.654 

Peripheral 

vascular disease 

9.542 [2.134, 42.671] 0.003 8.772 [1.901, 40.481] 0.005 

Diabetes 1.638 [0.531, 5.052] 0.391 1.595 [0.516, 4.931] 0.418 

Upper GI disease 1.451 [0.620, 3.395] 0.391 1.482 [0.628, 3.499] 0.369 

Depression  1.259 [0.484, 3.271] 0.637 1.326 [0.504, 3.491] 0.567 

BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) disclaims all liability and responsibility arising from any reliance
Supplemental material placed on this supplemental material which has been supplied by the author(s) BMJ Open

 doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2021-055576:e055576. 12 2022;BMJ Open, et al. Yeung S



 2 

Anxiety or panic 

disorders 

1.855 [0.658, 5.230] 0.243 2.187 [0.746, 6.406] 0.154 

Visual 

impairment 

2.348 [1.004, 5.490] 0.049 2.503 [0.984, 6.364] 0.054 

Hearing 

impairment  

1.276 [0.458, 3.553] 0.641 1.126 [0.381, 3.324] 0.83 

Degenerative disc 

disease 

0.824 [0.274, 2.485] 0.732 0.791 [0.261, 2.397] 0.679 

       

Comorbidity 

scale  

1.163 [0.858, 1.576] 0.332 1.148 [0.841, 1.566] 0.384 

       

Self-rated health  0.603 [0.371, 0.977] 0.040 0.608 [0.376, 0.984] 0.043 

       

Before you went 

to hospital  
      

Invited to attend 

session by 

surgeon  

0.875 [0.358, 2.142] 0.770 0.921 [0.370, 2.293] 0.859 

Attended 

information 

session  

0.690 [0.310, 1.538] 0.365 0.647 [0.288, 1.453] 0.292 

Usefulness of the 

information 

session 

0.620 [0.248, 1.550] 0.307 0.618 [0.248, 1.543] 0.303 
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 3 

Given 

information 

package or 

checklist 

0.926 [0.116, 7.401] 0.942 1.048 [0.129, 8.528] 0.965 

Use of 

information or 

checklist 

1.000 - - 1 - - 

       

In the hospital        

Pain        

Experienced pain 

during hospital 

stay 

1.131 [0.414, 3.091] 0.810 1.136 [0.415, 3.111] 0.804 

Worst Pain  1.383 [0.616, 3.106] 0.432 1.39 [0.618, 3.127] 0.426 

General level of 

pain in hospital 

1.098 [0.488, 2.473] 0.821 1.109 [0.492, 2.503] 0.803 

Pain on discharge  0.513 [0.150, 1.752] 0.287 0.522 [0.152, 1.788] 0.301 

Medication for 

pain control 

helped 

0.293 [0.059, 1.455] 0.133 0.271 [0.053, 1.377] 0.115 

Ice to manage 

pain 

0.844 [0.357, 1.995] 0.700 0.918 [0.379, 2.224] 0.849 

Breathing 

exercise 

0.635 [0.286, 1.406] 0.263 0.634 [0.286, 1.408] 0.263 

Rest/ sleep       
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Single/ shared 

room  

1.099 [0.449, 2.690] 0.836 1.028 [0.417, 2.532] 0.952 

Quality of sleep  2.400 [1.082, 5.323] 0.031 2.431 [1.094, 5.405] 0.029 

Medication for 

sleep  

0.794 [0.312, 2.032] 0.633 0.794 [0.310, 2.033] 0.631 

Feel rested when 

leaving hospital  

3.105 [1.353, 7.127] 0.008 3.354 [1.454, 7.733] 0.005 

Total sleep score 1.484 [1.016, 2.165] 0.041 1.487 [1.020, 2.167] 0.039 

Diet        

Dietary 

requirement met 

1.246 [0.411, 3.775] 0.698 1.221 [0.400, 3.728] 0.725 

Water in reach  0.915 [0.116, 7.233] 0.933 1.026 [0.128, 8.215] 0.981 

Quality of food in 

hospital  

0.618 [0.141, 2.708] 0.523 0.605 [0.137, 2.664] 0.506 

Total diet score  0.964 [0.525, 1.771] 0.906 0.966 [0.527, 1.772] 0.911 

       

Public vs 

Private Hospital 

1.651 [0.730, 3.734] 0.229 1.653 [0.729, 3.748] 0.229 

       

Post-hospital 

syndrome  

0.962 [0.751, 1.232] 0.760 0.973 [0.759, 1.246] 0.826 

       

Discussions of 

medications 

with health care 

provider 

0.952 [0.347, 2.612] 0.924 0.989 [0.351, 2.788] 0.983 
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 5 

       

Patient 

medication 

enablement  

      

Better understand 

use of medication  

0.569 [0.156, 2.072] 0.393 0.562 [0.154, 2.052] 0.383 

Feel more 

confident about 

taking 

medications 

0.422 [0.132, 1.351] 0.146 0.416 [0.129, 1.342] 0.142 

Take your 

medications 

0.374 [0.128, 1.097] 0.073 0.372 [0.127, 1.092] 0.072 

Total medication 

enablement  

0.794 [0.509, 1.236] 0.306 0.789 [0.504, 1.233] 0.298 

       

Patient 

enablement  
      

Able to cope with 

life 

0.737 [0.454, 1.199] 0.219 0.748 [0.460, 1.218] 0.243 

Able to 

understand your 

condition  

0.806 [0.491, 1.322] 0.393 0.812 [0.493, 1.338] 0.415 

Able to cope with 

your condition  

0.837 [0.498, 1.406] 0.501 0.84 [0.499, 1.413] 0.51 

Able to keep 

yourself healthy 

0.957 [0.577, 1.587] 0.865 0.962 [0.578, 1.602] 0.882 
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Confident about 

your health  

0.797 [0.487, 1.303] 0.365 0.808 [0.493, 1.323] 0.397 

Able to help 

yourself 

0.685 [0.420, 1.117] 0.129 0.691 [0.422, 1.130] 0.141 

       

Total 

enablement  

0.741 [0.337, 1.630] 0.456 0.742 [0.335, 1.641] 0.461 

       

When you got 

home from 

hospital  

      

Recall being 

given information 

about who to 

contact 

0.920 [0.303, 2.792] 0.883 0.986 [0.321, 3.030] 0.98 

Who you were 

instructed to 

contact 

0.938 [0.852, 1.033] 0.193 0.936 [0.849, 1.031] 0.18 

Go to ED within 

30 days of 

discharge 

50.171 

[19.089, 

131.868] 

0.000 47.948 

[18.230, 

126.113] 

0 

       

General Practice 

Questions  
      

Regular GP 

practice 

0.253 [0.050, 1.281] 0.097 0.246 [0.048, 1.265] 0.093 
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Sees the same 

doctor 

1.000   1 - - 

Regular 

appointments 

with GP  

1.067 [0.485, 2.344] 0.872 0.947 [0.419, 2.139] 0.896 

Discussion of 

plan with GP  

1.436 [0.582, 3.539] 0.432 1.38 [0.558, 3.412] 0.486 

When were you 

advised to see GP 

next 

0.626 [0.252, 1.553] 0.312 0.651 [0.262, 1.619] 0.356 

Usual waiting 

time to see GP  

0.995 [0.644, 1.539] 0.983 0.991 [0.642, 1.531] 0.969 

How soon after 

surgery did you 

see GP 

0.738 [0.560, 1.508] 0.738 0.912 [0.557, 1.493] 0.715 

Did GP know 

you were in 

hospital  

1.550 [0.198, 12.102] 0.676 1.465 [0.185, 11.608] 0.718 

Attendance to 

rehab program  

1.458 [0.569, 3.736] 0.432 1.53 [0.596, 3.927] 0.377 

Attendance to 

rehab within 5 

days 

1.241 [0.729, 2.110] 0.426 0.874 [0.446, 1.71] 0.693 
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Length of 

attendance to 

rehab 

0.894 [0.457, 1.749] 0.744 0.716 [0.529, 0.971] 0.031 

       

BMI 1.527 [0.893, 2.611] 0.122 1.052 [1.002, 1.104] 0.042 

Height 0.503 [0.018, 13.852] 0.685 0.476 [0.014, 16.283] 0.681 

Weight 1.019 [0.999, 1.039] 0.059 1.022 [1.001, 1.043] 0.037 

       

Living situation 0.805 [0.611, 1.062] 0.125 0.803 [0.602, 1.070] 0.134 

Living alone 0.567 [0.245, 1.312] 0.185 0.561 [0.234, 1.346] 0.196 

  5 
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 9 

Supplementary table 2 Patients with the listed variable that were readmitted compared to 6 

those that were not readmitted  7 

 8 

  Yes but not readmitted Readmitted 

  n=355 % n=27 % 

Variables 

    
Comorbidities 

    
Arthritis 283 93.40 20 6.60 

Osteoporosis 50 89.29 6 10.71 

Asthma 61 95.31 3 4.69 

COPD, ARDS, emphysema 12 92.31 1 7.69 

Angina 9 100.00 0 0.00 

Congestive heart failure (or heart 

disease) 10 71.43 4 28.57 

Heart attack 9 100.00 0 0.00 

Neurological disease 10 90.91 1 9.09 

Stroke/ TIA 19 90.48 2 9.52 

Peripheral vascular disease 5 62.50 3 37.50 

Diabetes 37 90.24 4 9.76 

Upper GI disease 95 91.35 9 8.65 

Depression  69 92.00 6 8.00 

Anxiety or panic disorders 42 89.36 5 10.64 

Visual impairment 80 88.89 10 11.11 

Hearing impairment  59 92.19 5 7.81 

Degenerative disc disease 64 94.12 4 5.88 
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 10 

     
Comorbidity scale  

    
0 40 93.02 3 6.98 

1 188 95.43 9 4.57 

2 88 88.89 11 11.11 

3 25 89.29 3 10.71 

4 11 91.67 1 8.33 

5 1 100.00 0 0.00 

6 1 100.00 0 0.00 

11 1 100.00 0 0.00 

     
Self rated health  

    
Poor 3 0.85 0 0.00 

Fair 48 13.56 7 25.93 

Good 152 42.94 13 48.15 

Very Good 128 36.16 7 25.93 

Excellent 23 6.50 0 0.00 

     
Before you went to hospital  

    
Invited to attend session by surgeon  271 93.13 20 6.87 

Attended information session  184 93.40 13 6.60 

     
Usefulness of session for surgery 

prep 

    
Not very useful  6 100.00 0 0.00 

Moderately useful  42 87.50 6 12.50 
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Very useful  144 94.74 8 5.26 

     
Given information package or 

checklist 337 92.84 26 7.16 

Use of information or checklist 334 92.78 26 7.22 

     
Pain  

    
Worst Pain (less than 6) 157 94.01 10 5.99 

Worst Pain (6 or more) 193 91.90 17 8.10 

General pain (less than 6) 224 92.95 17 7.05 

General pain (6 or more) 120 92.31 10 7.69 

Pain on discharge (less than 6) 283 92.18 24 7.82 

Pain on discharge (6 or more) 69 95.83 3 4.17 

Total pain score  

    

     
Medication for pain control helped 341 93.17 25 6.83 

Ice to manage pain 256 93.09 19 6.91 

Breathing exercise 182 94.30 11 5.70 

     
Single room  267 93.03 20 6.97 

Shared room 85 92.39 7 7.61 

Quality of sleep (average or good) 264 94.62 15 5.38 

Quality of sleep (poor) 88 88.00 12 12.00 

Medication for sleep  93 93.94 6 6.06 

Feel rested when leaving hospital  236 95.93 10 4.07 

Total sleep score 
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Dietary requirement met 308 93.05 23 6.95 

Water in reach  333 92.76 26 7.24 

Quality of food in hospital (average 

or good) 309 92.51 25 7.49 

Quality of food in hospital (poor) 40 95.24 2 4.76 

Total diet score  

    

     
Post-hospital syndrome  

    
0 2 100.00 0 0.00 

1 25 89.29 3 10.71 

2 30 93.75 2 6.25 

3 64 91.43 6 8.57 

4 95 95.96 4 4.04 

5 64 90.14 64 9.86 

6 61 93.85 61 6.15 

7 14 93.33 14 6.67 

     
Discussions of medications with 

health care provider 282 92.76 22 7.24 

Doctor 43 93.48 3 6.52 

Nurse 108 93.10 8 6.90 

Pharmacist 9 90.00 1 10.00 

Physiotherapist 1 100.00 0 0.00 

More than one  114 92.68 9 7.32 

     
Patient medication enablement  
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Better understand use of medication  253 91.34 18 85.71 

Feel more confident about taking 

medications 252 90.97 17 80.95 

Take your medications 248 89.53 16 76.19 

Total medication enablement  

    

     
Patient enablement  

    
Less enabled 163 91.57 15 8.43 

More enabled 176 93.62 12 6.38 

     
When you get home from hospital  

    
Recall being given information 

about who to contact 291 93.27 21 6.73 

     
Who were you instructed to 

contact 291 93.27 21 6.73 

ED 52 17.93 5 21.74 

ED, other 2 0.69 0 0.00 

GP 93 32.07 9 39.13 

GP, ED 22 7.59 4 17.39 

GP, other 1 0.34 0 0.00 

Nurse at hospital  26 8.97 0 0.00 

Nurse at hospital, ED 3 1.03 0 0.00 

Nurse at hospital, GP  2 0.69 0 0.00 

Nurse at hospital, GP, ED 3 1.03 0 0.00 

Nurse at hospital, GP, ED, Other 1 0.34 0 0.00 
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Other 6 2.07 0 0.00 

Surgeon 40 13.79 3 13.04 

Surgeon, ED 3 1.03 1 4.35 

Surgeon, GP  8 2.76 1 4.35 

Surgeon, GP, ED 9 3.10 0 0.00 

Surgeon, GP, Other 1 0.34 0 0.00 

Surgeon, Nurse at hospital  8 2.76 0 0.00 

Surgeon, Nurse at hospital, ED 3 1.03 0 0.00 

Surgeon, Nurse at hospital, GP 6 2.07 0 0.00 

Surgeon, Nurse at hospital, GP, ED 1 0.34 0 0.00 

     
Went to ED within 30 days of 

discharge 16 45.71 19 54.29 

     
Reasons for going to the ED 37  

  
Wound problems 2 5.41 2 50.00 

Pain 5 13.51 5 50.00 

Other 11 29.73 12 52.17 

     
General Practice Questions  

    
Regular GP practice 346 93.26 25 6.74 

Sees the same doctor 338 92.60 27 7.40 

Regular appointments with GP  191 92.72 15 7.28 

Discussio of plan with GP  206 91.96 18 8.04 
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When were you advised to see GP 

next 

    
1-6 weeks 269 93.40 19 6.60 

Don't know 62 89.96 7 10.14 

     
Usual waiting time to see GP  

    
Same day  40 90.91 4 9.09 

Within a couple of days 189 93.56 13 6.44 

Within one week  75 94.94 4 5.06 

1-2 weeks 37 88.10 5 11.90 

>2 weeks 9 100.00 0 0.00 

     
How soon after surgery did you 

see GP? 

    
Within 1 week 134 91.78 12 8.22 

2-3 weeks 130 94.89 7 5.11 

4-6 weeks 34 89.47 4 10.53 

Don't know 20 95.24 1 4.76 

     
Did the GP know you were in 

hospital  282 92.46 23 7.54 

     
Attendance to rehab program  

    
within 5 days 125 91.91 11 8.09 

within 2 weeks 116 93.55 8 6.45 

within 4 weeks 16 88.89 2 11.11 
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don't know 5 100.00 0 0.00 

     
Lenth of attendance to rehab 

    
One week  20 80.00 5 20.00 

2 weeks  20 95.24 1 4.76 

3 weeks 17 89.47 2 10.53 

4 weeks 50 90.91 5 9.09 

>4 weeks  128 95.52 6 4.48 

     
BMI 

    
<21 19 95.00 1 5.00 

21-25 85 96.59 3 3.41 

26-40 205 90.71 21 9.29 

41-60 12 85.71 2 14.29 

     
Public vs Private Hospital 

    
Public  93 90.29 10 9.71 

Private 261 93.88 17 6.12 

     
Living situation 

    
Alone 78 89.66 9 10.34 

Not alone 275 93.86 18 6.14 

 9 

 10 

 11 
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2 

 

 

A. About your health (Please tick one box for each question) 
 

1. Has a doctor EVER told you that you have one of these conditions?   

 

  1. Arthritis        1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  2. Osteoporosis  1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  3. Asthma          1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  4. Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), acquired  

      respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS, or emphysema) 

1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  5. Angina       1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  6. Congestive heart failure (or heart disease)        1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  7. Heart attack   1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  8. Neurological disease (e.g. Multiple Sclerosis or Parkinson’s) 1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

  9. Stroke or transient ischaemic attack (TIA) 1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

10. Peripheral vascular disease 1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

11. Diabetes types I and II 1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

12. Upper gastrointestinal disease (ulcer, hernia, reflux)  1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

13 Depression 1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

14 Anxiety or panic disorders 1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

15. Visual impairment  

      (e.g. cataracts, glaucoma, macular degeneration) 

1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

16. Hearing impairment  

      (very hard of hearing, even with hearing aids) 

1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 

17. Degenerative disc disease (back disease, spinal  

      stenosis or severe chronic back pain) 

 

1 Yes     2 No     3 Unsure 
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4. How would you describe the general level of pain you experienced?  

Please circle your response  (0 = no pain and 10 = worst pain ever) 

0   1   2   3   4   5   6   7   8   9   10 

 

5. Overall, did the medication you received in hospital help to control your pain? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

 

6. Were you shown how to use ice to help manage your pain? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

 

7. Were you shown breathing exercises to help you manage your pain? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

   

8. When you left hospital, how would you rate your pain out of 10?  

  Please circle your response  (0 = no pain and 10 = worst pain ever) 

0   1   2   3   4   5   6   7   8   9   10 

 

9. Did you mostly sleep in a single or shared room? 

1 Single   2 Shared   3 Don’t know 

10. Overall, how would you rate the quality of your sleep in hospital? 

1 Poor   2 Average   3 Good   4 Don’t know 

11. Were you given medication to help you sleep in hospital? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

12. Did you feel well rested when you left hospital? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

13. Did you feel your dietary requirements were met in hospital? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

 

 If no, please specify ___________________________________________________________ 
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14. Was there water always in your reach?      1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

15. Overall, how would you rate the quality of the food in hospital? 

1 Poor  2 Average  3 Good 

 

16. During your stay in hospital did you discuss your medications with a health care provider? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

 If yes, was this person a (tick all that apply): 

 Pharmacist     Doctor     Nurse     Physiotherapist     Other (specify) __________ 

 I don’t know 

 

17. If you answered yes to the previous question, did discussing your medications help you to: 

 Yes No Don’t know 

a.  Better understand what your medications are for? 1 2     3 

b.  Feel more confident about taking you medications? 1 2     3 

c.  Take your medications? 

 

1 2     3 

 

 

18. As a result of your stay in the hospital did you feel you were: 

 Same or less Better Much better Not applicable 

a. Able to cope with life   0 1 2 0 

b. Able to understand your condition   0 1 2 0 

c. Able to cope with your condition   0 1 2 0 

d. Able to keep yourself healthy   0 1 2 0 

e. Confident about your health   0 1 2 0 

f. Able to help yourself   0 1 2 0 
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D. When you got home from hospital 
 

 

1.  Do you recall being given information about who to contact if you became unwell after discharge? 

          

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

2.  If yes, who were you instructed to contact? 

1 Surgeon   2 Nurse at hospital   3 GP    4 Emergency Department 

   5 Other (specify) ________________ 

 

3. Did you go to the Emergency Department within 30 days of your discharge following surgery? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

 

4. If yes to the above, why did you seek help   (choose one or more of the following)    

1 Pain   2 Wound problems  3 Fall   4 Other (specify)   ___________________ 

 

5. Were you readmitted to hospital within 30 days of your discharge following surgery? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 

E. General Practice questions  
 

 

1. Do you have a GP Practice that you consider your regular general practice? 

1 Yes      2 No      3 Don’t know 

 If yes, do you usually see the same doctor at that practice? 

1  Yes always  2  Usually but it is not always possible   3  It depends on the problem I have 

4  I see anyone - it doesn’t make a difference to me 

2. Do you make regular appointments to see your GP?   

1 Yes, I make regular appointments       2 No, I only see the GP if I feel unwell 

3 Both, regular appointments and when I am unwell       4 Neither, I avoid the GP 

3. Have you and your GP discussed a plan of how you will manage your health conditions? 

1 Yes   2 No   3 Don’t know 
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4. When you were being discharged from the hospital when were you advised to see a GP next?      

 

1 Within 1 week      2 2-3 weeks    3 4-6 weeks   4 Don’t know 

 

5.  What is the usual waiting time for you to see your GP when you ring for an appointment? 

    

1 Same day    2 Within a couple of days    3 Within a week    4 1-2 weeks    5 >2 weeks 

 

6.  How soon after surgery did you actually see your GP? 
  

1 Within 1 week    2 2-3 weeks    3 4-6 weeks    4 Don’t know 

 

7. When you saw your GP, did he/she know that you had been in hospital? 

1 Yes      2 No      3 Don’t know 

8. After you were discharged from the hospital did you attend the rehabilitation programme or  

    physiotherapist recommended by your surgeon?  

 

1 Yes    2 No    3 Don’t know    4 I don’t recall being advised to attend either of these 

 If yes, did you first attend within 5 days of discharge? 

1 Yes        2 No - within 2 weeks  3 No - within 4 weeks     4  Don’t know 

 If yes, for how long did you attend? 

1 One week   2 2 weeks   3 3 weeks    4 4 weeks    5 More than 4 weeks 

F. About you (Please tick one box for each question) 

1. What is your date of birth? __________________ (DD/MM/YYYY) 

2. What is your gender? 1 Male   2 Female   3 Other 

3. What is your:         Height _______ cm or inches         Weight __________ kg or lbs 

4. Are you of Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander origin? 

1 Aboriginal     2 Torres Strait Islander    3 Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 

4 Neither Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander 
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If you would like to make any comments please provide them in the space below 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Thank you for completing this survey! 

5. Do you speak a language other than English at home? 

1  Yes   (specify) ______________________       2  No 

6. What is your current living situation?       1  I live alone 

      2  I live with my partner, husband/ wife 

      3  I live with a friend 

      4  I live with my children 

      5  Other (please describe)  ________________ 

7. What is the highest qualification you have completed? 

 

1 No school certificate or other qualifications 

2 School or intermediate certificate (or equivalent)  

3 Year 12 or leaving certificate (or equivalent) 

4 Trade/apprenticeship (e.g. hairdresser, chef) 

5 Certificate/diploma (e.g. child care, technician) 

6 University degree or higher 

8. What is your country of birth? ______________________________________ 
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