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Background: Despite the increasing scrutiny of surgical procedures, outpatient cosmetic surgery has an established record of safety and efficacy. A key
measure in assessing surgical outcomes is the examination of readmission rates. However, there is a paucity of data on unplanned readmission following

cosmetic surgery procedures.

Objectives: The authors studied readmission rates for outpatient cosmetic surgery and compared the data with readmission rates for other surgical

procedures.

Methods: The 2011 National Surgical Quality Improvement Program (NSQIP) data set was queried for all outpatient procedures. Readmission rates
were calculated for the 5 surgical specialties with the greatest number of outpatient procedures and for the overall outpatient cosmetic surgery population.
Subgroup analysis was performed on the 5 most common cosmetic surgery procedures. Multivariate regression models were used to determine predictors

of readmission for cosmetic surgery patients.

Results: The 2879 isolated outpatient cosmetic surgery cases had an associated 0.90% unplanned readmission rate. The 5 specialties with the highest
number of outpatient surgical procedures were general, orthopedic, gynecologic, urologic, and otolaryngologic surgery; their unplanned readmission
rates ranged from 1.21% to 3.73%. The 5 most common outpatient cosmetic surgery procedures and their associated readmission rates were as follows:
reduction mammaplasty, 1.30%; mastopexy, 0.31%; liposuction, 1.13%; abdominoplasty, 1.78%; and breast augmentation, 1.20%. Multivariate regression
analysis demonstrated that operating time (in hours) was an independent predictor of readmission (odds ratio, 1.40; 95% confidence interval, 1.08-1.81;

P=010).

Conclusions: Rates of unplanned readmission with outpatient cosmetic surgery are low and compare favorably to those of other outpatient surgeries.
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Undergoing cosmetic surgery in an outpatient surgical set-
ting continues to be a popular option in the United States."
According to recent data from the American Society for
Aesthetic Plastic Surgery (ASAPS), 1 700 000 cosmetic sur-
gical procedures were performed in 2012.> The morbidity
and mortality associated with these operations have
remained consistently low,” despite the increased scru-
tiny over health care costs and medical outcomes that have
affected all surgical specialties.

Outcomes-based research has attempted to provide
details about specific procedures and specialties in an
effort to define known risks and options for improving
patient care. Hospital readmissions, in particular, have

entered the forefront of health care, serving as a reflection
of the quality of patient care and as a potential focus for
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cost-containment efforts.'®** Unplanned hospital readmis-

sions affect health care participants in various ways, rang-
ing from increased emotional strain to heightened
medical-legal risk to heavier financial burdens. Across the
entire Medicare beneficiary spectrum, 19.6% of patients
are readmitted within 30 days of discharge, with concomi-
tant costs totaling more than $17.5 billion."

For the field of outpatient cosmetic surgery, there is a pau-
city of data on unplanned readmissions. Consequently, we
conducted the first multi-institutional analysis of unplanned
readmission after outpatient cosmetic surgery. Interest in the
American College of Surgeons-National Surgical Quality
Improvement Program (ACS-NSQIP) has surged in recent
years, and the program provides a unique platform for inves-
tigating readmission rates after surgery. Examining these
rates can yield benchmark values and detail the causes and
risk factors associated with unplanned readmission.

METHODS

Data Sources

The NSQIP database is a prospectively maintained surgical
outcomes data set that currently extracts information from
more than 400 participating community and academic hospi-
tals. Preoperative risk factors, intraoperative variables, and
postoperative morbidity outcomes are recorded for each case
by trained surgical clinical reviewers. Data are isolated
through telephone interviews and operative and clinical
notes. Interrater reliability (IRR) audits of selected participat-
ing sites help ensure the collected data are of the highest
quality possible. The combined results of IRR audits com-
pleted to date revealed an overall interrater disagreement rate
of approximately 1.8% for all assessed program variables.'®
(A link to a map and list of participating hospitals can be
found at http://site.acsnsqip.org/participants/.)

The present study did not undergo institutional review
board approval because it is a retrospective review of data
that were de-identified prior to distribution to participating
institutions. De-identified patient information is freely avail-
able to all institutional members who comply with the ACS-
NSQIP Data Use Agreement. The Data Use Agreement
implements the protections afforded by the Health Insurance
Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 and the ACS-NSQIP
Hospital Participation Agreement. The ACS-NSQIP and the
hospitals participating in this program are the sources of the
data used in the current study; however, these entities have
not verified and are not responsible for the statistical validity
of the data analysis or the conclusions derived by the authors.

Study Population

A review of the 2011 NSQIP data set was performed for all
patients with “Plastics” recorded as their surgical specialty.

Current Procedural Terminology (CPT) codes correlating
with a list of the most common cosmetic procedures pub-
lished by ASAPS were used to isolate cosmetic surgery
cases.'” The specific surgical procedures captured in this
analysis included liposuction, mastopexy, breast augmen-
tation, reduction mammaplasty, abdominoplasty, rhino-
plasty, brachioplasty, buttock lift, upper thigh lift, and
blepharoplasty. All cases with a cosmetic CPT code were
included in the analysis.

Outcome Measures

The primary outcome of interest was unplanned readmis-
sion. The 2011 NSQIP data set includes 2 newly incorpo-
rated variables to track different readmissions: (1) the
variable entitled “readmission” represents all-cause read-
mission, meaning readmission (to the same or another
hospital) for any reason in the 30-day period after the
index surgery, and (2) the variable entitled “unplanned
readmission” is defined as “readmission (to the same or
another hospital) for a postoperative occurrence likely
related to the principal surgical procedure” within 30 days
of the procedure.'® We utilized the unplanned readmission
variable to calculate readmission rates and provide a more
focused investigation of the predictors of readmission.

“Surgical complication” was defined as having >1 of the
following NSQIP postoperative adverse events: superficial
surgical site infection (SSI), deep SSI, organ/space SSI,
wound disruption/dehiscence, or graft/prosthesis failure.
Medical complications included pneumonia, unplanned
intubation, pulmonary embolism, failure to wean from a
ventilator, renal insufficiency, progressive renal failure, uri-
nary tract infection, stroke, coma, peripheral neurologic
deficiency, cardiac arrest, myocardial infarction, bleeding
requiring a transfusion, deep venous thrombosis (DVT),
and sepsis or septic shock.

Risk-Adjustment Factors

Patient demographics and medical comorbidities were tracked
as potential confounders. Demographic data included age
and sex. Medical comorbidities included diabetes, dyspnea,
ascites, renal disease, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease,
current pneumonia, ventilator dependence, chronic steroid
use, bleeding disorders, heart failure, and coronary disease
(myocardial infarction within 6 months of operation, angina,
previous coronary intervention, or surgery), as well as cere-
brovascular disease (previous transient ischemic attack or
stroke), peripheral vascular disease, disseminated cancer,
weight loss of >10% body weight within 6 months of opera-
tion, current chemotherapy or radiotherapy, preoperative
transfusion, and preoperative sepsis. Alcohol use (defined as
> 2 drinks per day) and active smoking status were tracked
as behavioral risk factors.
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Figure 1. Readmission rates for outpatient surgery.

Statistical Analysis

The unplanned readmission rate was calculated for outpa-
tient cosmetic surgery cases, as well as the 5 other surgical
disciplines with the highest number of reported outpatient
procedures (general, orthopedic, gynecologic, urologic,
and otolaryngologic surgery). Subgroup analysis was per-
formed on the 5 most common outpatient cosmetic surgery
procedures captured in the NSQIP database: reduction
mammaplasty, mastopexy, breast augmentation, liposuc-
tion, and abdominoplasty. Patient demographics, risk fac-
tors, and postoperative outcomes were tracked for
readmitted and non-readmitted patients. Chi-square analy-
sis and the Student ¢ test were used to compare categorical
and continuous variables, respectively.

Multivariate logistic regression models were used to
determine predictors of unplanned readmission. Individual
variables with >10 event occurrences showing prediction
of readmission at a significance level of <0.20 in bivariate
analysis were included in the multivariable models.

RESULTS

A total of 2879 outpatient cosmetic surgery cases were iso-
lated from the NSQIP database. Twenty-six patients had an
unplanned readmission, correlating with an overall read-
mission rate of 0.90% (Figure 1). The 5 disciplines with
the highest number of outpatient procedures were general,
orthopedic, gynecologic, urologic, and otolaryngologic sur-
gery. Outpatient orthopedic surgery displayed the lowest
readmission rate of the 5 tracked specialties (1.21%), and
urologic surgery displayed the highest rate (3.73 %; Figure 1).
Subgroup analysis of the data showed that the 5 most
common outpatient cosmetic surgery procedures in the
NSQIP were reduction mammaplasty, mastopexy, breast
augmentation, liposuction, and abdominoplasty. Among
these procedures, abdominoplasty had the highest rate of
readmission (1.78%), and mastopexy had the lowest rate
(0.31%; Figure 2). Reduction mammaplasty, the most com-
mon procedure overall, had a readmission rate of 1.30%.
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Figure 2. Subgroup analysis of readmission rates for the 5
most common outpatient cosmetic surgery procedures.

Demographic and other characteristics of readmitted
patients were similar to those of patients not readmitted
(Table 1). There were no significant differences in age, smok-
ing status, alcohol use, or the presence of diabetes, hyperten-
sion, coronary disease, or cerebrovascular disease. Readmitted
patients were heavier (body mass index [BMI] of 31.98 vs
28.52; P = .007), on average, and had higher rates of dyspnea
(11.54% vs 2.07%; P = .017).

Nearly 65% of readmitted patients had a recorded compli-
cation, compared with 3.22% of non-readmitted patients
(P < .001; Table 2). Specifically, 42.31% of readmitted
patients experienced a surgical complication, and 26.92% had
a medical complication. This is in contrast to only 2.80% and
0.53% of patients not readmitted, respectively. Furthermore,
more than half (61.54%) of the readmitted patients under-
went a reoperation.

Obesity (BMI >30) and operating time (in hours) were
found to be significant in the initial bivariate screening and
therefore were included in the final multivariate regression
model. Logistic regression analysis showed that operating
time (odds ratio, 1.40; 95% confidence interval, 1.08-1.81;

= .010) was a significant independent predictor of read-
mission following cosmetic surgery.

DISCUSSION

Outpatient day surgery has gained popularity in the United
States in recent decades.”? Its excellent safety record—docu-
mented by several national and international publications,
including the American Association for Accreditation of
Ambulatory Surgery Facilities—has earned it universal accep-
tance.*”'** However, these studies were published mainly in
the anesthesia literature and reported on surgical procedures
with subgroup analysis that did not include cosmetic surgery
as a distinct entity; rather, cosmetic procedures were often
“diluted” under other categories such as breast, skin, or per-
haps miscellaneous.” As a result, although cosmetic surgery
is believed to be safe, very little is known about readmission
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Table 1. Characteristics of the Study Population: Readmitted Patients vs Those Not Readmitted

Characteristic Readmitted (n = 26) Not Readmitted (n = 2853)

Age, mean = SD, y 48.58 + 13.88 4522 + 13.94 221
BMI, mean = SD 31.98 + 8.93 28.52 = 6.44 .007*
Diabetes 7.69 4.77 .336
Hypertension 34.62 22.36 136
Smoking 7.69 11.78 761
Alcohol use 6.67 1.18 AN
Dyspnea 11.54 2.07 0172
Coronary disease 0 0.63 1.00
Cerebrovascular disease 0 0.28 1.00
ASA class 3 or 4 19.23 14.27 410

Values are presented as percentages unless otherwise indicated. Abbreviations: ASA, American Society of Anesthesiologists; BMI, body mass index.

AStatistically significant difference (P < .05).

Table 2. Outcomes After Outpatient Cosmetic Surgery

Outcome Readmitted (n = 26), % Not Readmitted (n = 2853), % PValue
Total complications 61.54 3.22 <.001?
Surgical complications 42.31 2.80 <.001?
Wound infection
Superficial SSI 19.23 1.93 <.001°
Deep SSI 15.38 0.49 <.001?
Organ/space SSI 3.85 0.07 .027°
Wound dehiscence 15.38 0.39 <.001*
Medical complications 26.92 0.53 <.001?
Reoperation 61.54 0.60 <.001?

Abbreviation: SSI, surgical site infection.
“Statistically significant difference (P < .05).

after hospital outpatient cosmetic surgery. Therefore, the aim
of our study was to benchmark readmission rates for outpa-
tient cosmetic surgery, utilizing a prospectively maintained,
multi-institutional database.

It is estimated that more than 80% of cosmetic surgery
operations are performed in outpatient facilities.?* The out-
patient setting offers significant advantages, including cost
reduction, convenience, and elimination of unnecessary
hospitalizations.”* On the other hand, potential disad-
vantages also exist, such as the lack of optimal manage-
ment of immediate postoperative pain, nausea, vomiting,
dizziness, and delayed treatment of acute bleeding.*****
Readmission and unanticipated admission following a sur-
gical procedure are considered gold standard criteria to
measure the safety and cost-effectiveness of ambulatory

surgery. Readmission after cosmetic surgery has financial
and emotional burdens for patients and their families and
can cause unnecessary use of resources such as emergency
room care.

Employing methods similar to those used by national
organizations and in other studies,'®* the present study
examined readmission rates up to 30 days following the
index surgery. Our analysis showed that, among the 2879
tracked cases, only 26 patients had an unplanned readmis-
sion—translating to a readmission rate of 0.90%. This rate
compared favorably with readmission rates for the 5 surgi-
cal specialties with the highest volume of outpatient sur-
gery (range, 1.21%-3.73%). Further examination of
cosmetic surgery readmissions in the context of postopera-
tive complications showed that more than half of the
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readmitted patients had a recorded complication (61.54 %)
and/or underwent a reoperation (61.54%). This correlated
with a complication-specific readmission rate of 0.56%,
which was slightly higher than the 0.15% rate demon-
strated in a study of ambulatory surgery by Mezei and
Chung®; however, scheduled readmissions were included
in their analysis, which reduced the rate of complication-
related readmission. Resident involvement (in less than
40% of tracked cases) did not influence the unplanned
readmission rates in a significant manner.

The safety of outpatient plastic surgery was bolstered
by our analysis of readmission rates for the 5 most com-
mon cosmetic surgery procedures in the NSQIP database.
The readmission rates for these 5 operations (reduction
mammaplasty, mastopexy, breast augmentation, liposuc-
tion, and abdominoplasty) were consistently low, ranging
from 0.31% to 1.78%.

Additional evidence of the general safety of ambulatory
surgery was provided by our analysis of the 5 most popular
outpatient surgical procedures in the NSQIP (general,
orthopedic, urologic, gynecologic, and otolaryngologic), all
of which were associated with low rates of readmission
(ranging from 1.21%-3.73%). These rates were similar to
those reported in other studies and demonstrate the rela-
tively low risk associated with such procedures.*

Analyzing the underlying cause of unplanned readmis-
sion after outpatient surgery is critical to improving out-
comes and preventive measures. In a large prospective
study of ambulatory surgical patients published in 1998,
Fortier et al* showed that 36% of unplanned postoperative
admissions were attributable to 4 aforementioned compli-
cations: pain, nausea and vomiting, dizziness, and acute
bleeding. Several other studies have shown that pain is the
most common symptom and reported reason for readmis-
sion.**** As such, the American Society of Anesthesiologists
has recognized pain and nausea in postanesthesia care
unit management and discharge criteria since the publica-
tion by Fortier et al.” Although pain is not one of the vari-
ables included in the NSQIP database, we noted a trend
toward higher readmission rates for presumably more
painful procedures (eg, 0.31 % for mastopexy vs 1.78% for
abdominoplasty), which may be concordant with this find-
ing. Our findings are distinct from those of Fortier et al’
because we examined causes of readmission to the hospi-
tal rather than causes of unanticipated hospital admission
after surgery in an ambulatory facility.

We also found, via multivariate logistic regression anal-
ysis, that operating time was an independent predictor of
readmission. There is an established correlation between
longer operations and a higher risk for complications,
including pulmonary compromise, wound infection, and
deep venous thrombosis and, consequently, a possible
increase in pain and nausea. All of these factors likely con-
tributed to the increased likelihood of hospital readmission

in our study.*** Longer operating times also can result
from combination procedures, which remain a popular
choice for cosmetic surgery patients. In our study, more
than 50% of the unplanned readmissions were associated
with combination cases; the most common of these was
abdominoplasty and augmentation mammaplasty. Despite
these inherent risks, the overall complication and readmis-
sion rates were low in this study.

Certain risk factors have specific influences on our spe-
cialty and may play a role in determining the safety of out-
patient cosmetic surgery. Poorly controlled systemic
hypertension is anecdotally associated with increased risk
of postoperative bleeding in facial cosmetic surgery.*®*’
Although the incidence of hypertension was higher for
readmitted patients than for patients not readmitted, the
difference was not statistically significant. Additionally,
poorly controlled hyperglycemia, active smoking, and high
BMI may interfere with wound healing and skin-flap via-
bility.>* Only BMI was significantly higher for readmitted
(vs non-readmitted) patients; however, in multivariate
analysis, there was no significant difference in BMI.

This is the first study to document the 30-day readmis-
sion rate for outpatient cosmetic surgery and compare this
rate with other surgical specialties. The data were extracted
from a prospectively maintained, multi-institutional
national database. However, the study does have several
limitations. Because the database tracks postoperative out-
comes for only 30 days, it was not possible to determine
longer-term readmission rates. Moreover, certain variables
germane to the field of plastic surgery, such as seroma and
hematoma development, are not currently tracked in the
database. The NSQIP database is revised annually, and it is
our hope that it will soon include a broader range of post-
operative complications.

Additionally, certain complications can be managed
without hospital admission, and therefore “unplanned
readmission” may not capture visits to a surgeon’s office
or an emergency room. This is especially true for plastic
surgery; treatments for complications such as seroma aspi-
ration and wound revisions are often provided in the sur-
geon’s office and therefore may not be included in a
multinational database.

Some patients in the current study had comorbidities not
common to patients undergoing cosmetic surgery, such as
dyspnea and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD).
Therefore, we acknowledge that our study analyzes only a
subgroup of cosmetic surgery patients. Moreover, the study
population comprised “hospital outpatient” cases, and there-
fore the analysis does not include data for office-based proce-
dures or certain ambulatory surgery centers. However, by
benchmarking readmission rates for nearly 2900 cosmetic
surgery patients drawn from hundreds of hospitals, we can
provide accurate, independent, and multi-institutional data,
which otherwise had not existed in the literature.



322 Aesthetic Surgery Journal 34(2)
CONCLUSIONS 11. Jencks SF, Williams MV, Coleman EA. Rehospitalizations
among patients in the Medicare fee-for-service program.
Outpatient cosmetic surgery has a low 30-day hospital N Engl J Med. 2009;360:1418-1428.
readmission rate in comparison to other surgical special- 12. Orszag PR, Emanuel EJ. Health care reform and cost con-
ties. Benchmark data such as these will serve to improve trol. N Engl J Med. 2010;363:601-603.
patient education efforts and confirm the safety of outpa-  13. Medicare Payment Advisory Commission. A Path to
tient surgery. Bundled Payment Around a Rehospitalization. Report to the
Congress: Reforming the Delivery System. Washington, DC:
. Medicare Payment Advisory Commission; 2005:83-103.
Disclosures 14. Application of incentives to reduce avoidable readmis-
The authors declared no potential conflicts of interest with sions to hospitals. Fed Regist. 2008;73:23673-23675.
respect to the research, authorship, and publication of this 15. Office of Information Products and Data Analytics, Centers
article. for Medicare and Medicaid. National Medicare readmis-
sion findings: recent data and trends. http://www.acad-
Funding emyhealth.org/files/2012/sunday/brennan.pdf. Accessed
May 13, 2013.
Ms.Miotlon received a resear.cl‘l scholarship through Vanderbilt 16. Am};rican College of Surgeons-National Surgical Quality
University School of Medicine (NIH CTSA Grant ULIRR- Improvement Program. User guide for the 2011 partici-
024975). The authors .recelved no 'oth!ar flnanglal sgpport for pant use data file. http://site.acsnsqip.org/wp-content/
the research, authorship, and publication of this article. uploads/2012/03/2011-User-Guide_Final.pdf.  Accessed
May 15, 2013.
REFERENCES 17. American Society for Aesthetic Plastic Surgery. 15th

1. Nassab R, Harris P. Cosmetic surgery growth and cor- Annual Cosmetic Surgery National Data Bank statistics.
relations with financial indices: a comparative study of 2012. http://www.surgery.org/sites/default/files/ ASAPS-
the United Kingdom and United States from 2002-2011. 2011-Stats.pdf. Accessed May 10, 2013.

Aesthetic Surg J. 2013;4(33):604-608. 18. Haeck PC, Swanson JA, Iverson RE, et al. Evidence-based

2. American Society of Aesthetic Plastic Surgery. Quick patient safety advisory: patient selection and procedures in
facts: highlights of the ASAPS 2012 Statistics on ambulatory surgery. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2009;124:6S-27S.
Cosmetic Surgery. http://www.surgery.org/sites/default/ 19. Failey C, Aburto J, de la Portilla HG, Romero JF, Lapuerta
files/2012-quickfacts.pdf. Accessed May 13, 2013. L, Barrera A. Office-based outpatient plastic surgery

3. Hanemann MS, Grotting JC. Evaluation of preoperative utilizing total intravenous anesthesia. Aesthetic Surg J.
risk factors and complication rates in cosmetic breast sur- 2013;2(33):270-274.
gery. Ann Plast Surg. 2010;5(64):537-540. 20. Starling J III, Thosani MK, Coldiron BM. Determining the

4. Hester TR, Baird W, Bostwick J, et al. Abdominoplasty safety of office-based surgery: what 10 years of Florida
combined with other major surgical procedures: safe or data and 6 years of Alabama data reveal. Dermatol Surg.
sorry? Plast Reconstr Surg. 1989;83:997-1004. 2012;2(38):171-177.

S. Hensel JM, Lehman JA Jr, Tantri MP, et al. An outcomes 21. Majholm B, Engbeek J, Bartholdy J, et al. Is day sur-
analysis and satisfaction survey of 199 consecutive gery safe? A Danish multicentre study of morbidity after
abdominoplasties. Ann Plast Surg. 2001;46:357-363. 57,709 day surgery procedures. Acta Anaesthesiol Scand.

6. Van Uchelen JH, Werker PMN, Kon M. Complications 2012;56(3):323-331.
of abdominoplasty in 86 patients. Plast Reconstr Surg. 22. Chung F, Mezei G, Tong D. Adverse events in ambula-
2001;107:1869-1873. tory surgery: a comparison between elderly and younger

7. The American Society of Plastic Surgeons. Pathways to patients. Can J Anaesth. 1999;4(46):309-321.
preventing adverse outcomes in ambulatory surgery. plas 23. Coley KC, Williams BA, DaPos SV, Chen C, Smith RB.
ticsurgery.org/pathwaystoprevention. Accessed January Retrospective evaluation of unanticipatied admissions
21, 2012. and readmissions after same day surgery and associated

8. Iverson RE; ASPS Task Force on Patient Safety in Office- costs. J Clin Anesth. 2002;14(5):349-353.

Based Surgery Facilities. Patient safety in office-based 24. Cullen KA, Hall MJ, Golosinskiy A. Ambulatory sur-
surgery facilities, I: procedures in the office-based sur- gery in the United States, 2006. Natl Health Stat Report.
gery setting. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2002;110(5):1337- 2009;(11):1-25.

1342. 25. Blaine CM, Subbio CR, Eid SM, Murphy RX Jr. Reduction

9. Iverson RE, Lynch DJ; ASPS Task Force on Patient Safety mammaplasty trends: a quality and fiscal analysis update.
in Office-Based Surgery Facilities. Patient safety in office- Ann Plast Surg. 2012;69(4):344-346.
based surgery facilities, II: patient selection. Plast Reconstr 26. Henderson J, Goldacre MJ, Griffith M, Simmons HM. Day
Surg. 2002;110(7):1785-1790. case surgery: geographical variation, trends and readmission

10. Hockenberry JM, Burgess JF Jr, Glasgow J, Vaughan- rates. J Epidemiol Community Health. 1989;43:301-305.
Sarrazin M, Kaboli PJ. Cost of readmission: can the 27. Peng L, Norris EJ. Outpatient surgery. http://www.emed

Veterans Health Administration (VHA) experience inform
national payment policy? Med Care. 2013;51(1):13-19.

icinehealth.com/outpatient_surgery/article_em.html.
Accessed February 13, 2013.


http://www.surgery.org/sites/default/files/2012-quickfacts.pdf
http://www.emedicinehealth.com/outpatient_surgery/article_em.html
http://site.acsnsqip.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/03/2011-User-Guide_Final.pdf

Mioton et al

323

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Natof HE. Complications associated with ambulatory sur-
gery. JAMA. 1980;244:1116-1118.

Warner MA, Shields SE, Chute CG. Major morbidity and
mortality within 1 month of ambulatory surgery and anes-
thesia. JAMA. 1993;270:1437-1441.

Mezei G, Chung F. Return hospital visits and hospi-
tal readmissions after ambulatory surgery. Ann Surg.
1999;230(5):721.

Fortier J, Chung F, Su J. Unanticipated admission after
ambulatory surgery—a prospective study. Can J Anaesth.
1998;45(7):612-619.

Kinnard P, Lirette R. Outpatient orthopedic surgery: a retro-
spective study of 1996 patients. Can J Surg. 1991;34:363-366.
Clement RC, Derman PB, Graham DS, Speck RM, Flynn
DN, Levin LS, Fleisher LA. Risk factors, causes, and the

34.

35.

36.

37.

economic implications of unplanned readmissions follow-
ing total hip arthroplasty. J Arthroplasty. 2013 Sep;28(8
Suppl):7-10.

Dexter SP, Martin IG, Marton J, McMahon MJ. Long oper-
ation and the risk of complications from laparoscopic cho-
lecystectomy. Br J Surg. 1997;84(4):464-466.

Liverani A, Chiarot M, Bezzi M, Angelini L. Is surgery
duration really a complication factor? Minerva Chir.
1994;49(9):747-750.

Moyer JS, Baker SR. Complications of rhytidectomy.
Facial Plast Surg Clin North Am. 2005;13:469-478.
Niamtu J III. Expanding hematoma in face-lift surgery: lit-
erature review, case presentations, and caveats. Dermatol
Surg. 2005;31(9, pt 1):1134-1144.



