Service evaluation project in Urodynamics service delivery

Miss Shiny Prem!, Miss Jemilat Gbadamosi', Mr Adeboye Jolaoso

Department of Urogynaecology, University Hospital Lewisham, London

Background and Hypothesis of the study Methodology

* The benefits of urodynamics include being able to make objective assessment of patients, to differentiate the different types of urinary incontinence
symptoms and to aid further management, following conservative management, physiotherapy and medical management

* We are doing this service evaluation projects to assess the existing service delivery, how it 1s delivered, how efficiently it 1s done, how we can improve
the existing patient care when performing urodynamics and how we can improve the income for the trust

* Retrospective data collection from July 2023-July 2024

* Clinical audit committee approval taken

* All patients who underwent urodynamics between July 2023 and July 2024 included
* Data collection tool- Excel spread sheet questionnaire

Results
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