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Evaluate the delay in the management of acute
abdomen at the Yaounde central hospital: a

prospective cohort study

Abstract

Background: Early surgical treatment remains the first factor of good prognosis for the
management of acute abdominal diseases. The aim of this study was to evaluate the delay
in the management of these pathologies in our context.

Material and methods: We conducted a prospective cross-sectional study at the Yaoundé
Central Hospital (HCY) over 7 months. All patients over 15 years of age presenting with
an acute non-traumatic digestive surgical abdomen were included. The follow-up was done
during the entire hospital stay of the patients. The dates and times of the different stages of
management were recorded.

Results: We collected 63 patients, 37 men, with a sex ratio M/F of 1.42. The mean age was
41.06+18 years. The mean time between arrival in the emergency room and the indication
for surgery was 16.9 hours. Acute generalized peritonitis (n=26) was the most common
diagnosis with 41.3% of cases. The average time between the indication for surgery and the
availability of the surgical kit was 19 hours. The average time between the availability of
the operating kit and the start of the surgical procedure was 6.2 hours. The complication rate
was 33.3%. The mortality rate was 15.9%.

Conclusion: Our delays in the management of acute abdomens are relatively long. A
better organisation of the system and continuous training of the medical staff of peripheral
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hospitals would improve the prognosis of our patients.
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Introduction

Acute abdomen is an abnormal condition characterised by the
sudden onset of severe and intense pain in the abdominal cavity
requiring immediate medical and surgical consultation, rapid diagnosis
and very often emergency surgery.' These conditions include a range
of conditions that must be managed within hours or even minutes of
the patient’s arrival at the hospital.? They represent an ever-increasing
cause of morbidity and mortality in Africa and the West.> Even
today, early surgical treatment remains the primary factor in good
prognosis.*® In Africa, several authors have reported relatively longer
treatment times than in Western countries.®™® Numerous elements
of delay have been incriminated, in particular the availability of the
surgical kit and the different actors of the operation.®*

It therefore seemed appropriate to evaluate the delays in the
management of these patients in our context in order to identify the
elements that delay them and thus improve the management of these
pathologies.

Material and methods

We conducted a descriptive cohort study with prospective data
collection. The study took place at the Yaoundé¢ Central Hospital
(YCH) over a period of 7 months. All consenting patients over 15
years of age, presenting with an acute surgical abdomen of digestive
and non-traumatic origin were included.

Patients were followed from hospital admission to discharge.
The outcome variable included socio-demographic and clinical data.
The dates and times of the different stages of management were

recorded. These included the date of onset of symptoms, date and
time of consultation, date and time of indication for surgery, date and
time of availability of surgical kit, date and time of commencement
of surgery. The availability of the various resources required for the
operation was assessed. The impact of the delay in the management of
patients on their outcome was assessed by the length of hospital stay,
the occurrence of complications and deaths recorded.

Data were recorded using CS Pro version 7software and analysed
using IBM_ SPSS (Statistical Package of Social Sciences) software,
version 23.0. Qualitative data were expressed as numbers and
percentages; illustrated in tables and figures. Chi-square and Fischer
tests were used to test for association between categorical values;
while the Student’s t test was used to compare means.

Ethical clearance was obtained from the Research and Ethics
Committee of the Faculty of Medicine and Biomedical Sciences,
University of Yaoundé I. Study authorization was obtained from the
administrative services of the YCH.

Results

We collected 63 patients. There were 37 men, with a sex ratio of
1.42. The mean age was 41.06 + 18 years with extremes ranging from
17 to 84 years. The most common age group was between 25 and 35
years, i.e. 38.1% (n=24). The majority of patients (66.7%, n=42) had
a monthly income of less than 100,000 CFA francs, 14.3% (n=9) had
a monthly income of between 100,000 CFA francs and 200,000 CFA
francs, and 19% (n=12) had a monthly income of over 200,000 CFA
francs.
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The majority of patients, 63.5% (n=40) had a previous consultation
before coming to our facility. Among them, 27.5% (n=11) had
consulted a traditional practitioner, the rest, 72.5% (n=29) had
previously consulted a hospital.

The most frequent diagnosis was acute generalised peritonitis with
41.2% of cases (n=26). Table 1 shows the different diagnoses found.

Table | Main diagnoses found

Diagnosis N Percent %
Acute generalized peritonitis 26 41,2
Intestinal obstruction 21 33,3

Acute appendicitis Il 17,5
Strangulated hernia 2 3,2

Acute cholecystitis 3 4,8

Total 63 100,0

The average time to consultation was 69.6 hours with extremes
ranging from 0.2 hours to 152.2 hours. The majority of patients,
30.2% (n=19) consulted between 24 and 72 hours after the onset of
symptoms. Table 2 shows the time between the onset of symptoms
and consultation (consultation time).

Table 2 Delay between onset of symptoms and consultation

Delay of consultation N  Percent %

Less than 6h 13 20,6
[6h; 24h] 15 238
[24h; 72h] 19 30,2
More than 72h 16 25,4
Total 63 100,0

The average time to diagnosis and delivery of surgical orders was
16.9 hours, with extremes ranging from 0.4 to 169 hours after patient
arrival. The majority of patients, 60.3% (n=38), had a diagnostic delay
of less than 6 hours. Table 3 shows the different diagnostic times.

Table 3 Diagnostic delay with delivery of surgical orders

Delay betwen diagnosis and

surgical orders Effectifs Pourcentage %
Less than 6h 38 60,3

[6h; 24h] 9 14,3

More than 24h 16 25,4

Total 63 100,0

After the surgical orders were given, the average time for the
availability of the surgical kit was 19 hours, with extremes ranging
from 0.1 to 71 hours. The majority of patients, 42.9% (n=27), had
completed their surgical kits between 6 and 24 hours after the orders
were issued. Table 4 shows the delay between the delivery of the
surgical orders and the availability of the surgical kit.

The majority of patients (61.9%, n=39) had used loans to finance
the purchase of their surgical kits. 27% (n=17) used their personal
funds, 5 patients (7.9%) had used indigent vouchers and 2 patients
(3.2%) had used vouchers.

Copyright:

©2021 Motto etal. 156

Table 4 Delay between prescription submission and availability of surgical kit

Availability time of the surgical kit N  Percent %

Less than |h 3 48
[Ih-3h] 2 32
[3h;6h] 13 206
[6h; 24h] 27 429
More than 24h 18 286
Total 63 100,0

The average time between the availability of the surgical kit and
the start of the operation was 6.2 hours, with extremes ranging from
0.3 to 13 hours. The majority of surgeries, 46% (n=29), started more
than 2 hours after the availability of the surgical kit. Table 5 shows the
delay between the availability of the operating kit and the start of the
surgical procedure.

Table 5 Time between availability of the operating kit and the start of the
operation

Delay N Percent %
Lessthan|/2h 12190

[172h; 1 h] I 17,5

[1 h;2h] I 17,5

More than 2h 29 46,0

Total 63 100,0

The average time from arrival in the emergency department to the
start of surgery was 42.3 hours, with extremes ranging from 0.83 to 174
hours. Within 30 minutes of the availability of the operating kit, the
surgeon was available in 93.6% of cases, the anaesthetist in 20.5% of
cases, the operating theatre in 40% of cases and the nurses circulating
from the theatre in 96.8% of cases. The majority of patients, 66.7%
(n=42), were operated on more than 24 hours after their arrival at the
hospital. 26.5% (n=16) were operated on between 6 and 24 hours after
arrival, and 7.9% (n=5) less than 6 hours after arrival.

The average length of hospitalisation was 9.33+4.84days, with
extremes ranging from 1 day to 26 days.

The average total cost of care was 255,000 FCFA+185,000 FCFA.

The complication rate was 33.3%. We counted 10 deaths, a
mortality rate of 15.9%. The patients who died had an average
consultation time of 86.4 hours, with extremes ranging from 3 to 211
hours, and an average time between the onset of symptoms and the
start of the operation of 143.1 hours, with extremes ranging from 3
to 384 hours.

Discussion

The results obtained in this study concerned 63 patients, 37
of whom were men, i.e. a sex ratio of 1.42. The age group most
represented was between 25 and 35 years. These results found in most
African authors®!> make acute abdomen the prerogative of the young
adult male.

Peritonitis was the most common pathology, 41.3%. This result
differs from that of some European and African authors'*-'* who find
appendicitis as the first etiology and can be explained by the fact that
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the majority of patients with acute appendicitis arrived at the hospital
with complications such as appendicular peritonitis in our series.

The average time between the onset of symptoms and consultation
in the emergency department for the majority of our patients was 2.9
days, thus improving on that of Mando et al. who found 4.8 days in
similar conditions.” This average is nevertheless high for so-called
developed countries because health is covered by social security,
whereas in our country patients think first of collecting the costs
of their treatment or seek help from a relative to go to the hospital.
Sometimes they make previous consultations with traditional
practitioners, hoping to reduce the cost of treatment.

On average it took 16 hours to get a diagnosis and prescriptions
for surgery and anaesthesia. This high delay can be explained in our
context by the low availability of imaging tests for positive diagnosis,
as well as their relatively high cost, which sometimes forces the
patient to wait for the necessary means.

The delay between the delivery of the prescriptions and the
availability of the operating kit remains very long, i.e. 19 hours, due to
the fact that each individual patient pays for the care. In most advanced
countries there is a social care system that facilitates early admission
to care for patients. In the UK, for example, studies by Wyatt MG et
al. and Magee TR et al. found that many emergency operations were
performed within an hour of admission.!®!” In these countries, social
security has helped to solve the problem of lack of financial means, in
contrast to our patients for whom the most common means of payment
for care was money lent by families for their relatives’ operations.

It is true that 8% of patients benefited from the indigence voucher
covering the cost of the operation, but all the medicines needed for
the operation still have to be bought. Apart from the late acquisition
of the operating kit, other factors could explain the delay in surgery:
the frequent unavailability of the anaesthetist team, which is more
often shared between gynaecological, obstetric, traumatological,
urological, paediatric surgery and resuscitation emergencies. Jawaid
et al in Pakistan found that the delay in management in 36.3% of cases
was due to the inefficiency of the surgical team."® Windokun et al in
2002 on 498 patients found that 38% of operations were cancelled due
to the unavailability of the surgeon.!” Hospital staff and particularly
anaesthetists would increase the delay of the surgical procedure in
our study. In addition, the surgical emergency department of our
hospital, which has only one operating theatre, is shared between
trauma, digestive, urological and neurosurgical emergencies, with a
consequent increase in waiting times.

Many authors have shown that a long delay before the start of the
surgical procedure increases the incidence of complications and the
postoperative stay.?*?'?2 We had an average delay of 42 hours from
patient arrival to the start of surgery, with a complication rate of 33.3%
and an average hospital stay of almost 10 days. In Europe, Stefano
Patelli et al in 2009 went further and found 5.97% of complications
distributed as follows 4.48% in patients operated on less than 10 hours
after admission, compared to 1.49% in patients operated on after more
than 18 hours.?

The mortality rate in our study was 15.9%, close to that of some
African authors.!® This rate is correlated with the relatively high
delay in management in our series. Indeed, the patients who died
had an average delay between the onset of symptoms and surgical
management of 143 hours, thus contributing to a poor prognosis.**

Conclusion

Acute abdomen is a medical and surgical emergency and remains
predominantly in young adult males. Peritonitis, appendicitis and
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intestinal obstruction are the conditions most often responsible
for acute abdominal pain. Early management of this condition is
associated with a better prognosis. In our environment, care is often
delayed by late consultation, lack of financial resources, unavailability
of the medical team and sometimes even the operating theatre due to
multiple requests. We therefore found delays that were higher than
in the majority of European studies. These delays contributed to an
increase in the morbidity and mortality of our patients. In a country
where universal health coverage is only in its embryonic stage and
where most patients pay for their care from their own funds, all
measures should be taken to improve the time taken to treat patients.
A better organisation of our potential and continuous training of
medical staff in peripheral hospitals would improve the prognosis of
our patients.

Conflicts of interest

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Funding

None.

References

1. Mosby’s dictionary of Medicine, Nursing and Health Professionals. 7th
edn. Missouri: Mosby Elsevier Inc, 2006. p. 30.Back to cited text no. 1

2. Maa J, Carter JT, Gosnell JE, et al. The surgical hospitalist: a new model
for emergency surgical care. J Am Coll Surg. 2007;205(5):704-711.

3. Lankester BJ, Le Néel JC, Barth X, et al. Traumatisme de ’abdomen. In
: Monographies de 1’ Association frangaise de chirurgie, Rapport présenté
au 103 iemecongres frangais de chirurgie. Paris : Arnette Blackwell.
2001/220.

4. CamaraM,Kone AC, Camara T, et al. Aspects Epidémiologiques,
Cliniques et Thérapeutiques des Urgences Abdominales Chirurgicales a
I'Hopital Préfectoral de Siguiri (Guinée). Health Sciences and Disease.
2021;22:6.

5. Harouna Y, Abdou D, Saidou B, et al. Etude sur les péritonitesen milieu
tropical, Particularités éthologiques et facteurs pronostiques actuels, A
propos de 140 cas. Médecined’ Afrique noire.2001;48(3);104—106.

6. Magagi IA, Adamou H, Habou O, et al. Urgences chirurgicales digestives
en Afrique subsaharienne : étude prospective d’unesérie de 622 patients
a ’Hopital national de Zinder, Niger. Bull Société Pathol Exot 1 aotit.
2017;110(3):191-197.

7. Gaye I, Leye PA, Traoré¢ MM, et al. Prise en charge périopératoire des
urgences chirurgicales abdominales chez ’adulte au CHU Aristide Le
Dantec. Pan Afr Med J. 2016;24:190.

8. SA S, Ba P, FK D-O, et al. Les abdomens aiguschirurgicauxen milieu
africain: étude d’uneséric de 88 cas a I’hdpital Saint Jean de Dieu de
Thies. Sénégal Surgical acute abdominal emergencies in an African area:
study of 88 cases at Saint Jean de Dieu hospital in Thi¢s. Senegal. Bull
Med Owendo. 2011;13:13-6.

9. Frangois GF, Gyuli G. Cinq milletrente—quatre appendicectomies,
résultats. E-mémoires de 1’académienationale de chirurgie. 2006;5(1):61—
70.

10. Harouna Y, Amadou S, Gazi M, et al. Les appendicites au Niger:
pronosticactuel. Bull Soc pathol Exot. 2000;95(5):314-316.

11. Allode SA, Mensah AE, Hodonou MA, et al. Résultat de I’appendicectomie
au Centre Hospitalier Départemental du Borgou—Aliboria Parakou aunord—
est du Bénin: étude de 164 cas. Médecined' Afrique Noire.2013;60(1):5-9.

12. Adamu A, Maigatari M, Lawal A, Iliyasu M. Waiting time for
emergency abdominal surgery in Zaria, Nigeria. Afiica healthSciences.
2010;10(1):46-53.

Citation: Bwelle GR, Chopkeng JC, Boukar YM, et al. Evaluate the delay in the management of acute abdomen at the Yaounde central hospital: a prospective
cohort study. MOJ Clin Med Case Rep. 2021;11(6):155—158. DOI: 10.15406/mojcr.2021.11.00404


https://doi.org/10.15406/mojcr.2021.11.00404
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17964447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17964447/
https://www.hsd-fmsb.org/index.php/hsd/article/view/2779
https://www.hsd-fmsb.org/index.php/hsd/article/view/2779
https://www.hsd-fmsb.org/index.php/hsd/article/view/2779
https://www.hsd-fmsb.org/index.php/hsd/article/view/2779
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Urgences-chirurgicales-digestives-en-Afrique-%3A-de-%C3%A0-Magagi-Adamou/8fc985732ba5a48e5aea668470e75fb46b2ede71
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Urgences-chirurgicales-digestives-en-Afrique-%3A-de-%C3%A0-Magagi-Adamou/8fc985732ba5a48e5aea668470e75fb46b2ede71
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Urgences-chirurgicales-digestives-en-Afrique-%3A-de-%C3%A0-Magagi-Adamou/8fc985732ba5a48e5aea668470e75fb46b2ede71
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Urgences-chirurgicales-digestives-en-Afrique-%3A-de-%C3%A0-Magagi-Adamou/8fc985732ba5a48e5aea668470e75fb46b2ede71
https://www.panafrican-med-journal.com/content/article/24/190/full/
https://www.panafrican-med-journal.com/content/article/24/190/full/
https://www.panafrican-med-journal.com/content/article/24/190/full/
https://pathexo.societe-mtsi.fr/documents/articles-bull/T93-5-2161.pdf
https://pathexo.societe-mtsi.fr/documents/articles-bull/T93-5-2161.pdf
https://www.bec.uac.bj/uploads/publication/43114f8b0c5824df9a99ea0a63c977f4.pdf
https://www.bec.uac.bj/uploads/publication/43114f8b0c5824df9a99ea0a63c977f4.pdf
https://www.bec.uac.bj/uploads/publication/43114f8b0c5824df9a99ea0a63c977f4.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20811524/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20811524/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20811524/

Evaluate the delay in the management of acute abdomen at the Yaounde central hospital: a prospective

cohort study

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Mando E. Délai de prise en charge des urgences abdominals chirurgicales
non traumatiques a I’Hopital Central de Yaoundé¢ et au C.H.U de Yaoundg¢,
Yaound¢. 2006.

Minkoa. Les péritonites aigues au centre hospitalier et universitaire
(CHU) de Yaoundé: Aspects étiologiques, complications et pronostic.
These de médecine (Université des Montagnes) 2008.

Jones PE. Suspected acute appendicitis: trends in management over 30
years. BrJ Surg. 2001;88(12):1570-1577.

Wyatt MG, Houghton PW, Brodribb AJ. Theatre delay for emergency
general surgical patients: a cause for concern? Ann R Coll Surg Engl.
1990;72(4):236-238.

Magee TR, Galland RB, Ramesh S, Dehn TC. Theatre delay for general
surgical emergencies: a prospective audit. Ann R Coll Surg Engl
Mai.1995;77:121-14.

Jawaid M, Amin MF, Khan RA, et al. Waiting time for emergency surgeries
in a tertiary care public hospital — a performance audit. 2005;133-137.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Copyright:

©2021 Motto etal. 158

Windokun A, Obideyi A: Audit of emergency theatre utilization. Afi J
Med Med Sci.2002;31(1):59-62.

Ditillo MF, Dziura JD, Rabinovici R: Is it safe to delay appendectomy in
adults with acute appendicitis? Ann Surg. 2006;244(5):656—660.

Omundsen M, Dennett E. Delay to appendectomy and associated
morbidity: a retrospective review. ANZ J Surg. 2006;76(3):153-155.

Von Titte SN, McCabe CJ, Ottinger LW. Delayed appendectomy for
appendicitis: causes and consequences. Am J Emerg Med.1996;14(7):620—
622.

Stefano Partelli, Sabina Beg, Juliette Brown, et al. Alteration in
emergency theatre prioritization does not alter outcome for acute
appendicitis: comparative cohort study. World Journal of Emergency
Surgery. 2009;4:22. Siri2011.

Bradley NL, Garraway N. Evaluation and management of the surgical
abdomen.Curr Opin Crit Care. 2020;26(6):648-657.

Citation: Bwelle GR, Chopkeng JC, Boukar YM, et al. Evaluate the delay in the management of acute abdomen at the Yaounde central hospital: a prospective
cohort study. MOJ Clin Med Case Rep. 2021;11(6):155—158. DOI: 10.15406/mojcr.2021.11.00404


https://doi.org/10.15406/mojcr.2021.11.00404
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11736966/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11736966/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/2382945/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/2382945/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/2382945/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/7574304/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/7574304/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/7574304/
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/pt/emr-74180
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/pt/emr-74180
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15027785/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15027785/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17060754/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17060754/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16626357/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16626357/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8906756/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8906756/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8906756/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19505298/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19505298/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19505298/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19505298/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33060375/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33060375/

	Title
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Material and methods 
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Conflicts of interest  
	Funding
	References
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	Table 5

