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Abstract 

Background: Symptomatic prolapse impairs quality of life. Health-related quality of life (HRQoL) is considered an 
important outcome of pelvic organ prolapse (POP) surgery. However, it is rarely reported, and measures are inad-
equately used. Thus, studies reporting patient-reported surgical outcomes in low-income contexts are needed. This 
study aims to evaluate the effect of prolapse surgery on patient HRQoL and determine the predictive factors for 
change in HRQoL.

Methods: A total of 215 patients who had prolapse stage III or IV were enrolled. Patients underwent vaginal native 
tissue repair, and their HRQoL was evaluated at baseline, 3 and 6 months postoperatively. Effect of surgery on subjec-
tive outcomes were measured using validated Prolapse Quality of Life (P-QoL-20), Prolapse Symptom Score (POP-SS), 
Body Image in Prolapse (BIPOP), Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9), and Patient Global Index of Improvement 
(PGI-I) tools. A linear mixed-effect model was used to compare pre- and postoperative P-QoL scores and investigate 
potential predictors of the changes in P-QoL scores.

Results: In total, 193 (89.7%) patients were eligible for analysis at 3 months, and 185 (86.0%) at 6 months. Participant’s 
mean age was 49.3 ± 9.4 years. The majority of patients had prolapse stage III (81.9%) and underwent vaginal hys-
terectomy (55.3%). All domains of P-QoL improved significantly after surgery. Altogether more than 72% of patients 
reported clinically meaningful improvement in condition-specific quality of life measured with P-QoL-20 at 6 months. 
An improvement in POP-SS, BIPOP, and the PHQ-9 scores were also observed during both follow-up assessments. At 
6 months after surgery, only 2.7% of patients reported the presence of bulge symptoms. A total of 97.8% of patients 
had reported improvement in comparison to the preoperative state, according to PGI-I. The change in P-QoL score 
after surgery was associated with the change in POP-SS, PHQ, BIPOP scores and marital status (p < 0.001). However, 
age, type of surgery, and prolapse stage were not associated with the improvement of P-QoL scores.

Conclusions: Surgical repair for prolapse effectively improves patient’s HRQoL, and patient satisfaction is high. The 
result could be useful for patient counselling on the expected HRQoL outcomes of surgical treatment. Surgical service 
should be accessible for patients suffering from POP to improve HRQoL.
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Background
Pelvic organ prolapse (POP) occurs when the pelvic floor 
no longer supports the proper positioning of the pelvic 
organs, resulting in the descent of organs through the 
vagina [1]. It is a common gynecologic condition that is 
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strongly associated with childbirth, ageing and the meno-
pause [1]. Women with POP present a variety of symp-
toms (vaginal, bladder, bowel and sexual) that greatly 
affect their daily activities and HRQoL [2, 3]. This results 
in a significant economic burden to the patients and 
healthcare system [4]. Although most cases are asymp-
tomatic and treated conservatively [5], up to 20% require 
surgery during their lifetime [6]. In Ethiopia, unlike with 
Obstetric Fistula, there is no free surgical service for 
prolapse. However, the Ethiopian Ministry of Health, in 
collaboration with the United Nations Population Fund 
and Women and Health Alliance International, regularly 
organises the “POP surgical campaign” in selected gov-
ernment hospitals to treat symptomatic patients [7]. A 
recent study in Ethiopia reported that 17% of women had 
symptomatic POP that require surgical treatment [8].

The primary goal of POP surgery is to provide quality 
care with meaningful patient impact, i.e. reduce symp-
toms and improve HRQoL [9]. Previously, however, 
most studies evaluating surgical success have focused 
exclusively on the change in anatomical prolapse stage. 
Patient-reported outcomes (PRO) such as symptom 
change, satisfaction, and change in the HRQoL are con-
sidered equal or more important when comparing the 
success of various POP surgeries [9, 10]. This is because 
anatomic criterion did not demonstrate the strong-
est relationships with the patients’ assessment of over-
all improvement, treatment success, improvements in 
symptom bother and HRQoL.

Measurement of HRQoL using validated instruments 
is increasingly common in POP surgery [11]. However, 
PRO measures are infrequently used [12], and the instru-
ments are mainly developed for English-speaking popu-
lations [13, 14]. Moreover, while most of the studies with 
patient-reported HRQoL outcome measures compare 
selected surgical methods in one vaginal compartment 
prolapse outcome [15], most of the patients need multi-
ple vaginal compartment prolapse repair [16]. Thus, stud-
ies reporting surgical outcomes of non-selected patients 
are needed.

In low and middle-income countries (LMICs) includ-
ing Ethiopia, the effect of prolapse surgery on HRQoL is 
rarely reported, and the use of PRO measures is inade-
quate. Therefore, evidence concerning the impact of POP 
surgery on HRQoL with validated instruments is needed. 
This study aims to evaluate the effect of prolapse surgery 
on patient symptoms and HRQoL and determine the pre-
dictive factors for change in HRQoL.

Methods
A single-group longitudinal study was conducted on 
those patients admitted to the University of Gondar 
referral hospital (UoGH) from February 2018 to May 

2019. The study period ended in November 2019 with 
the 6  month follow-up of the last study subjects. The 
inclusion criteria were age ≥ 18  years, POP stage III or 
IV based on the Pelvic Organ Prolapse Quantification 
(POP-Q) system [17], and the ability to communicate in 
written and/or oral Amharic language. Patients who had 
underwent abdominal prolapse surgery, had current co-
morbidities, or previously undergone POP surgery or 
hysterectomy were excluded. A total of 224 patients were 
calculated assuming a paired mean difference of 3, the 
standard deviation of the differences of 15 [18], an alpha 
of 0.05, and a 15% possible loss during the follow-up.

Surgical procedures
The surgical treatment consisted of the correction of all 
the defects with a vaginal approach. The surgical method 
was determined by the severity of prolapse with its com-
partment level; the prolapse-specific symptoms bother; 
the patient’s general health, activity level and goals; and 
the surgeon’s preference and capabilities. Anterior and 
posterior vaginal prolapse were treated with conventional 
anterior and posterior colporrhaphy. For apical prolapse, 
either a vaginal hysterectomy (VH) or uterine-preserving 
procedure—specifically sacrospinous ligament fixation—
was performed. All patients underwent a standardised 
procedure performed by one of five surgeons (two urogy-
naecologists and three gynaecologists). All defects were 
treated by native tissue under spinal anaesthesia. At 
discharge, patients were informed to avoid sexual inter-
course and heavy lifting/workload for approximately 
3  months and asked to have a follow-up visit at 3 and 
6 months.

Evaluation of HRQoL
The following PRO instruments were administered pre-
operatively: Prolapse Quality of Life (P-QoL), Pelvic 
Organ Prolapse Symptom Score (POP-SS), Body Image 
in Pelvic Organ Prolapse (BIPOP), and Patient Health 
Questionnaire (PHQ-9). The P-QoL was used to evalu-
ate women’s HRQoL. The P-QoL included 20-items 
divided into nine domains: general health perception 
(GHP), prolapse impact (PI), role (RL), physical (PL) 
and social limitation (SL), personal relationships (PR), 
emotional disturbances (EMO), sleep/energy distur-
bances (SE), and severity measures (SM). Each domain 
is related to a particular aspect of QoL, and scores 
in each domain range from 0 to 100. A higher score 
indicates poor QoL in each domain [13]. This study 
used a validated Amharic version of P-QoL [19]. The 
Amharic version had three components: physical (PC; 
including GHP, PI, PL, RL SL, and SM), psychologi-
cal (PSC; including EMO and SE), and personal rela-
tionship (PRC; containing PR) [19]. The POP-SS was 
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used to evaluate the severity of prolapse symptoms. 
POP-SS includes seven questions and scored from 0 to 
28. Higher scores are indicative of more bothersome 
symptoms [14]. The present study used the Amharic 
version of POP-SS [20]. A woman’s perception of her 
body including genital body image and sense of attrac-
tiveness was evaluated using BIPOP. BIPOP includes 
10-items, and each item uses a 5-point Likert response 
with lower scores indicating better body image [21]. 
The English version was translated into Amharic and 
then back into English to confirm correctness before 
use. We asked the patients to assess their depressive 
symptoms using the PHQ questionnaire. The question-
naire contains 9-items, with higher scores indicating 
more severe depressive symptoms. It has been vali-
dated for use in primary care and obstetrics/gynaecol-
ogy outpatient clinics to diagnose major depressive 
disorders [22]. The current study utilised the Amharic 
version of PHQ [23]. We also evaluated patient’s post-
surgical goals. Patients were asked to mention the three 
topmost goals for their planned surgery. The goals 
included were dropping prolapse, urinary or bowel 
symptoms, reducing pain, improving body image, activ-
ities and social life, intimate relationships, or general 
health or living happily. The list of goals were adapted 
from previous work [24].

At baseline, besides the abovementioned instruments, 
socio-demographic information (age, residence, mari-
tal, employment, and educational status), stage of POP 
and duration of POP symptoms (the number of years 
from the time POP symptoms first occurred, classified 
as delayed in need of healthcare if persisting more than a 
year) were collected using a standardised form. All base-
line interviews were administered face-to-face at UoGH 
by trained female nurses.

Patient follow‑up
Follow-up data were collected at 3 and 6  months post-
operatively using similar instruments (P-QoL, POP-SS, 
BIPOP, and the PHQ) that were administered preopera-
tively. We also administered a Patient Global Impression 
of Improvement (PGI-I) questionnaire. The PGI-I is a 
single item question that asks patients to rate their sub-
jective improvement after urologic and prolapse treat-
ment on a seven-point Likert scale (1 = very much better, 
2 = much better, 3 = a little better, 4 = no change, 5 = a 
little worse, 6 = much worse, or 7 = very much worse) 
[25]. In this study, patients were classified as improved if 
they scored 1, 2, or 3 on the PGI-I scale. The English ver-
sion was translated into Amharic before administration. 
Patients were also asked whether they would recommend 
the operation to others with prolapse symptoms.

Statistical analyses
Each completed instrument was checked visually for 
completeness before being fed into a computer. Data 
were summarised using a mean with standard devia-
tion (SD) for continuous evaluation and numbered with 
percentages for categorical variables. Patient’s baseline 
characteristics and HRQoL details were analysed by 
comparing between those who responded to the 6 month 
follow-up and those who dropped out. The statistical sig-
nificance was set at p < 0.05. The differences in categorical 
variables between the respondents and drop-outs were 
tested with the independent-sample t test.

The outcome of the prolapse surgery was evaluated 
subjectively. The subjective cure was defined as no vagi-
nal bulge symptom (an affirmative response to the POP-
SS question “Do you have a bulge or something falling 
out that you can see or feel in the vaginal area?” with any 
degree of bother greater than “not at all’’) and improve-
ment in P-QoL score after surgery. The primary out-
come was a change in P-QoL scores. Linear mixed-effect 
models were used to test the statistical significance of 
the difference in the means of outcome variables at dif-
ferent points of time (e.g. 6-month and baseline values). 
First, P-QoL outcome measurements (PC, PSC, and PRC 
subscales) were compared over time using a random 
intercept model assuming time as a fixed effect. Then, 
the models were fitted with PC, PSC, and PRC scores as 
dependent variables and time, age, type of surgery, POP 
duration, marital status, POP-SS, PHQ, and BIPOP scores 
as covariates (fixed effect). For each model, we reported 
the fixed effects coefficients (β value) of the independent 
variable with the associated 95% CI and P-value. A model 
with random intercepts, slopes and an unstructured 
covariance structure was employed after model com-
parison with the Akaike information criterion (AIC). The 
unstructured covariance structure, which accounts for 
the within-subject correlation, was chosen based on the 
model fit using AIC. For all analyses, p < 0.05 was consid-
ered statistically significant, and normality was assessed 
using the Shapiro–Wilk test. Statistical analyses were 
performed by STATA, version 14.0.

Results
Patient characteristics
A total of 249 patients underwent POP surgery dur-
ing the study period, and 23 patients with primary vagi-
nal vault POP after the previous hysterectomy were 
excluded. Of the 226 patients enrolled for primary POP 
surgery, 11 revoked their consent before the operation, 
leaving 215 (97.7%) to take part in the baseline interview. 
The follow-up questionnaires were received from 193 
(89.7%) patients at 3 months and 185 (86.0%) at 6 months 
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after the operation. The primary reasons for leaving the 
follow-up schedule included having declined further par-
ticipation (n = 8), lost to follow-up for unknown reasons 
(n = 8), relocation (n = 10), died for reasons unrelated to 
complication of prolapse treatment (n = 2), or incomplete 
data (n = 2). There was no difference in the symptoms 
(POP-SS and PHQ), body image, POP stage, or P-QoL 
scores between the patients who participated/did not 
participate in the follow-up (p > 0.05, Additional file  1: 
Table S1).

A large number had had POP for a long time before 
seeking treatment (median = 5.2; range 1–26  years). 
Reasons reported as the main barriers to seeking early 
treatment were lack of money (21.2%), fear of disclosure 
(15.9%), the perception that POP is incurable (13.6%), 
fear of treatment outcome (12.1%), lack of accompanying 
support (8.6%), distance from a health facility (requiring 
2 days or more to reach health facility; 6.2%), and lack of 
transportation (5.0%). Three out of five patients (59.5%) 
had the decision making power to visit a health care facil-
ity when getting sick.

Patients’ characteristics are shown in Table  1. The 
mean age at the time of surgery was 49.3 ± 9.4 (range 
35–70) years. Preoperatively, 148 (68.8%), 134 (62.3%), 
and 72 (33.5%) patients had anterior, central, and poste-
rior descent ≥ III stages, respectively. These defects were 
associated with variable degrees of loss of support at the 
other vaginal sites considered, thus 131 patients (60.9%) 
showed descent in all three compartments, 50 (23.3%) in 
two compartments, and 34 (15.8%) in only one compart-
ment (18 anterior descent and 16 apical descent).

Intraoperative and postoperative results were col-
lected. The median operative time for all the surgical 
interventions was 65 (47–127) minutes, and the median 
postoperative hospital stay was 2 days (range, 2–4 days). 
No intraoperative complications such as severe haemor-
rhaging or rectal, bladder, or ureteric injuries occurred. 
However, some women developed mild to moderate 
postoperative complications: seven cases (3.2%) of fever 
and 11 (5.1%) of urinary tract infection. Late complica-
tions were also reported and included two cases (1.1%) of 
gluteal pain, four cases (2.5%) of dyspareunia, five cases 
(2.7%) of stress urinary incontinence, six cases (3.2%) of 
recurrent urinary tract infections, and five cases (2.7%) of 
constipation.

Effect of prolapse surgery on patient’s subjective outcomes
A significant improvement in quality of life was reported 
throughout the study (Fig. 1 and Table 2). In Fig. 1, the 
bar chart shows the figures (Mean ± SD) for P-QoL, 
POP-SS, BIPOP, and PHQ at 3 and 6  months after sur-
gery compared to patients’ scores before surgery. The 
internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha) of the P-QoL, 

POP-SS, BIPOP, and PHQ instrument in this study was 
0.92, 0.75, 0.81, and 0.71, respectively.

Prolapse quality of life
Preoperatively, the negative effects on personal relation-
ships (76.7/100 points) and negative impact on physical 
impairment and roles (75.5 and 74.5/100 points) were 
those areas of patients’ HRQoL most affected. A sig-
nificant improvement was reported after the 3  month 

Table 1 Participant’s baseline characteristics 
at the University of Gondar Hospital, (N = 215)

POP pelvic organ prolapse, SD standard deviation
a Unless specifically stated otherwise
b Not married: single or divorced or widowed
c Other: student, merchant, and jobless
d Several patients had prolapse in more than one compartment, and the sum of 
the percentages may be greater than 100%

Characteristic N (%)a

Age (years), mean (SD) 49.3 (9.4)

Pregnancy, mean (SD) 6.5 ± 2.5

Parity, mean (SD) 5.9 (2.6)

Marital status

 Married/cohabiting 188 (87.4)

 Not  marriedb 27 (12.6)

Educational status

 Illiterate 204 (94.9)

 Literate 11 (5.1)

Occupational status

 Farmer 94 (43.7)

 Housewife 84 (39.1)

 Otherc 37 (17.2)

Child < 5 years

 Yes 47 (21.9)

 No 168 (78.1)

Duration of POP

 ≤ 1 year 59 (27.4)

 ≥ 2 year 156 (72.6)

Prefer uterine preservation if,

 Preservation > hysterectomy 82 (38.1)

 Hysterectomy > preservation 116 (54.0)

 Hysterectomy = preservation 85 (39.5)

Category of POP stage III and  higherd

 Cystocele (anterior compartment) 148 (68.8)

 Apical prolapse (middle compartment) 134 (62.3)

 Rectocele (posterior compartment) 72 (33.5)

Surgical procedures

 Vaginal hysterectomy 119 (55.3)

 Sacrospinous fixation 46 (21.4)

 Anterior colporrhaphy 154 (71.6)

 Posterior colporrhaphy 87 (40.5)
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follow-up for the above-listed domains. However, this 
improvement was not reproduced in the personal rela-
tionship domain score during this follow-up period, as 
the patient had a worse score (15.0 ± 12.6 to 20.0 ± 18.3, 
p = 0.005, paired t test). The 6-month follow-up demon-
strated a further significant improvement as compared to 
the baseline. Similar improvement was also reported in 
the other P-QoL areas (GHP, SE, and SM) in both follow-
ups (baseline vs. 6-month follow-up, out of 100 points in 
each case: 60.5 vs. 21.8; 46.7 vs. 14.4; 46.2 vs. 8.5; Addi-
tional file 1: Table S2).

P-QoL was also higher as measured by PRC, PC, and 
PSC at baseline. Nevertheless, a marked improvement 
was observed at a 6  month follow-up (mean change at 
baseline and 6 months with a 95% CI in each case: − 58.1 
(− 61.8, − 54.4), − 49.4 (− 51.5, − 47.2) and − 40.1 
(− 43.6, − 36.4), Table 2).

Prolapse symptoms score
A significant reduction in POP symptoms was detected 
(Table 2). The POP-SS score decreased at the 3 month 
follow-up, and the decrease was sustained at the 
6-month follow-up (the mean decreased 5.2 and 2.1 

points, respectively). At baseline, discomfort/pain that 
worsens when standing (85.1%), feeling something 
coming down (82.7%), and feeling heaviness around the 
lower abdomen (81.4%) were reported. These symp-
toms were reduced significantly after surgery. A total 
of 14.0% (n = 166) of patients reported a bothersome 
bulge symptom at 3  months after surgery, and 97.3% 
(n = 180) did not report this symptom at 6  months 
postoperatively (Additional file 1: Table S2).

Depressive symptoms
A total of PHQ-9 scores > 10 occurred in 42.8% 
(92/215) of the patients at baseline. After 6  months, 
the PHQ-9 scores significantly decreased. The mean 
change PHQ from baseline to 6 months was − 8.8 (95% 
CI: − 9.9, − 7.7 points, Table  2). The postoperative 
prevalence of depressive symptoms was 7.0% (13/185), 
which was six-fold lower compared to baseline. Items 
representing alterations in doing things, energy, and 
hope were the most commonly reported items at base-
line (Additional file 1: Table S2).
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Fig. 1 Scores of patient-reported outcome instruments before and after surgical repair of prolapse (Mean ± SD). GHP general health perception, 
PI prolapse impact, RL role limitation, PL physical limitation, SL social limitation, PR personal relationships, EMO emotional disturbances, SE sleep/
energy, SM severity measures, PC physical component, PSC psychological component, PRC personal relationship component, POP-SS pelvic organ 
prolapse symptom score, BIPOP body image in pelvic organ prolapse, PHQ patient health questionnaire, PRO patient-reported outcome
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Body image
Improvement in the BIPOP score was observed, indicat-
ing a better BI perception after surgery. Before surgery, 
115 patients (53.8%) reported having regular sexual inter-
course, while 18 (15.6%) had dyspareunia. Conversely, 
6  months after surgery, 159 (85.9%) reported having 
regular sexual intercourse and 4 (2.5%) had dyspareu-
nia (Additional file 1: Table S2). The BIPOP score (mean 
of 95%CI) was 33.9 (33.0, 35.2) versus 17.4 (16.6, 18.2) 
preoperative and at the 6 month follow-up, respectively 
(p < 0.001, Table 2).

Patient global impression of improvement
Response to the surgical treatment measured by the 
PGI-I is shown in Fig.  2. Altogether, 97.8% of the 
patients considered their condition to be better, and 1.1% 

considered it to be worse compared to the preoperative 
situation at the 6-month follow-up (PGI-I scales 1–3, 
Fig.  2). At the 6-month follow-up, 171 (92.4%) patients 
recommended the operation to a close friend suffering 
from POP.

Goal attainment
Two hundred and ten women completed the preopera-
tive goal assessment (97.6%). The most common patient 
goal was to reduce condition-specific symptoms, namely 
prolapse (186, 88.5%), urinary (174, 82.5%), and bowel 
symptoms (96, 45.7%), followed by improving intimate 
relationships (74, 35.2%), activities and social life (66, 
31.4%), as well as body image/physical appearance (60, 
28.5%) and general health (47, 22.3%). Living happily (74, 
35.2%), reduced discomfort/pain (14, 6.7%) and other 
concerns (22, 10.5%) were also reported. One hundred 
sixty-six (89.7%) of 185 women achieved their goal of 
reducing prolapse symptoms (defined as score ≥ 6/10) at 
6 month follow-up.

Predictors of quality of life change during follow‑up
Linear Mixed Model (LMM) analysis was performed to 
examine the longitudinal effects of sociodemograph-
ics, POP-SS, BIPOP, and PHQ on P-QoL domains and/
or components (Table 3). The change in P-QoL after sur-
gery was associated with the change in POP-SS, PHQ, 
and BIPOP scores (p < 0.001). There was a change in 
PC and PRC scores overtime for a point change in the 
POP-SS, PHQ, and BIPOP scores (p < 0.001). Being mar-
ried resulted in a 5.7 point increase in the PRC score 
(p < 0.01). However, age, parity, type of surgery, and pro-
lapse stage were not associated with the improvement of 
P-QoL scores (Table 3).

Discussion
This follow-up study revealed an improvement in 
patients’ prolapse symptoms, body image and HRQoL 
after repair of POP. Postoperatively, at 6  months after 
surgery, the majority of patients perceived that their con-
dition was improved (97.8%) and reported significant 
improvement in QoL (72%) compared with the preopera-
tive situation. Accordingly, patient satisfaction was high.

This adds to the growing body of literature that POP 
surgery is associated with an improvement in HRQoL. 
To ensure the quality of surgical outcomes, reliable, valid, 
and easy-to-use measures of surgical quality and patient 
impact are needed. The P-QoL is a PRO tool that can 
measure the impact of surgical interventions on patient’s 
HRQoL. This study uses locally validated P-QoL to dem-
onstrate an improvement in patient-reported HRQoL 
after native tissue repair of prolapse in Ethiopia [19]. 
Thus, our study adds to the evidence that P-QoL can be 

Table 2 Change of  health-related quality of  life 
as  measured with  patient-reported outcome instruments 
during  the  6  months follow-up period at  the  University 
of Gondar Hospital, 2019

BIPOP body image in pelvic organ prolapse, HRQoL health-related quality of 
life, POP-SS pelvic organ prolapse symptom score, PC physical component, PRC 
personal relationship component, PSC psychological component, PHQ patient 
health questionnaire, PRO patient-reported outcome, UoGH University of 
Gondar Hospital

Score Change of score from baseline

Mean (95% CI) Mean (95% CI) %

P-QoL

 PC

  Baseline 65.3 (63.5, 67.6)

  3 months 26.6 (24.8, 28.3) − 38.9 (− 41.5, − 36.2) − 59.6

  6 months 16.2 (15.1, 17.3) − 49.4 (− 51.5, − 47.2) − 75.2

 PSC

  Baseline 55.5 (51.9, 58.7)

  3 months 28.8 (26.1, 31.4) − 26.8 (− 31.2, − 22.4) − 48.3

  6 months 15.3 (13.8, 16.7) − 40.1 (− 43.6, − 36.4) − 72.3

 PRC

  Baseline 76.7 (75.9, 80.2)

  3 months 15.0 (13.2, 16.8) − 54.3 (− 65.0, − 60.1) − 70.8

  6 months 20.0 (17.3, 22.6) − 58.1 (− 61.8, − 54.3) − 75.7

POP-SS

  Baseline 16.6 (15.8, 17.0)

  3 months 5.2 (4.9, 5.4) − 11.1 (− 11.8, − 10.5) − 66.8

  6 months 2.1 (1.9, 2.2) − 14.3 (− 14.9, − 13.7) − 86.1

BIPOP

  Baseline 33.9 (33.0, 35.2)

  3 months 21.1 (20.3, 21.8) − 12.9 (− 13.8, − 12.1) − 38.1

  6 months 17.4 (16.6, 18.2) − 16.6 (− 17.9, − 15.4) − 48.9

PHQ

  Baseline 16.4 (15.3, 17.3)

  3 months 9.1 (8.7, 9.5) − 7.4 (− 8.3, − 6.6) − 45.1

  6 months 7.8 (7.1, 8.4) − 8.8 (− 9.9, − 7.7) − 53.6
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used as a PRO tool to demonstrate patient impact after 
surgery in LMIC, specifically in Ethiopia.

Surgical intervention of prolapse can improve HRQoL 
in women with POP [2]. Our study shows that repair 
of POP improves prolapse-specific HRQoL at 3 and 
6 months after the procedure.

The P-QoL of the study participants had improved 
even more, and the difference between the preopera-
tive figures remained significant. The improved P-QoL 
scores compared to baseline were also observed in 
the PC, PSC, and PRC of the P-QoL instrument after 
6  months. One explanation for these findings is the 
improvement of symptoms, which leads to improve-
ment of the different aspects of the HRQoL. Patients 
with stage III-IV often report multiple and bothersome 
symptoms that warranted the risk of POP repairs for 
those symptoms [26]. In our study, all of the patients 
were above stage II and had undergone multiple sur-
gical procedures. In reality, prolapse often involves 

multiple vaginal compartments, and the surgical 
method is chosen based on clinical judgment as there 
is no single procedure that improves all prolapse symp-
toms. Therefore, surgical correction of the underly-
ing problem addresses these concerns, and negative 
perceptions might be reduced when prolapse symp-
toms are eliminated. Furthermore, symptom relief and 
improved QoL are recognised as the determining fac-
tors for surgical success. Our findings are in line with 
previous studies in Western countries showing that 
surgical treatment improves HRQoL among women 
suffering from POP [27–29]. Qualitative findings from 
Ethiopia also reported great benefits in many aspects of 
life after POP surgery [30]. The average scores for pro-
lapse effects on physical and role activities and personal 
relationships were quite high at baseline. A previous 
study carried out in European women also showed sim-
ilar scores for the same domains [18, 27, 31]. However, 
daily life for Ethiopian rural women (e.g. the burden of 
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physical activities or work, gender inequality affecting 
PR, shame, lack of education/knowledge, etc.) is hardly 
comparable to women living in Europe. The remarkable 
improvement found in P-QoL domain scores (PC and 
PRC) after surgery could have a positive influence on 
formerly impaired HRQoL among those affected. This 
is similar to a study from Nepal [32], reporting a sig-
nificant improvement in every aspect of the QoL meas-
ured. Our results imply that, in rural settings where 
nearly all the housework was performed by women 
alone or with the help of their children, and where 
women often help out with heavy farming activities 
[33], accessing surgical services improves overall QoL 
and enables them to perform daily household and/or 
outdoor roles like fetching water from distant sources, 

participating in farming activities and helping care 
for children under the age of five (21.9% had children 
under five at the time of surgery).

In the current study, more than nine out of ten patients 
experienced a symptom-free life 6  months after the 
surgery. Furthermore, total score of POP-SS was sig-
nificantly reduced after surgery. Similar results of symp-
tom improvement have been reported elsewhere [34], 
although the mean decrease of POP-SS scores were 
higher (3.2) than our study (2.1) after the surgery. This 
difference might be due to the inclusion of a specific vagi-
nal compartment prolapse. Patients with specific vaginal 
compartment prolapse may have a greater potential for 
symptom improvement than those with multicompart-
ment prolapse. Our study result may be helpful for cli-
nicians when they counsel patients about the outcomes 
of surgical treatment for POP. Furthermore, our obser-
vation of improvement may motivate women suffering 
from POP to seek help.

In our study, a worse body image score was reported 
preoperatively. However, surgical intervention was effec-
tive in improving body image score and reducing dyspare-
unia 6 months after surgery. Before surgery, 115 patients 
(53.8%) reported having regular sexual intercourse, and 
this number increased to 159 (85.9%) at the 6  month 
follow-up. Only four patients (2.5%) reported dyspareu-
nia. Since the sexual function is strongly correlated with 
self-perceived BI, the result might indicate indirectly the 
improvement of sexual function. Similarly, studies also 
found better BI and sexual satisfaction after surgical inter-
vention [35, 36]. The patient may consider that the geni-
tal anatomy altered due to the surgery has a significant 
impact on their general sense of attractiveness. Moreover, 
the improvement of BI may be due to the reduction of 
prolapse symptoms. Evidence shows a strong association 
between POP symptoms and BI scores [37].

Patients with POP reported worse self-perceived BI, 
and poor BI is associated with depression and poor psy-
chosocial functioning. Depression is also associated with 
developing severe POP symptoms, functional impair-
ment, and impaired HRQoL [38]. Thus, depression has a 
bidirectional relation with QoL in that depression leads 
to poor QoL and vice versa. We found that surgery leads 
to a dramatic improvement not only in condition-spe-
cific QoL, prolapse symptoms, and body image but also 
in depressive symptoms 6  months after surgery. This is 
in line with previous studies showing that surgical treat-
ment improves depressive symptoms among patients suf-
fering from POP [22, 32].

Our study also showed a higher patient satisfaction 
at the 6  month follow-up. When patient were evalu-
ated using goal attainment and PGI-I score, 98% were 
satisfied. Moreover, 92% would recommend the surgery 

Table 3 Predictors of  change in  Prolapse-Quality of  Life 
score using a  linear mixed effect model, University 
of Gondar Hospital, Ethiopia, 2019

SE standard error, BIPOP body image in pelvic organ prolapse, P-QoL prolapse-
quality of life, GHP general health perception, PI prolapse impact, RL role 
limitation, PL physical limitation, SL social limitation, PR personal relationships, 
EMO emotional disturbances, SE sleep/energy, SM severity measures, PC 
physical component, PSC psychological component, PRC personal relationship 
component, POP-SS pelvic organ prolapse symptom score, PHQ patient health 
questionnaire, PRO patient-reported outcome

Parameter Estimate SE p value 95% confidence intervals

Lower 
bound

Upper bound

Results for physical component (PC) of P-QoL

 Intercept − 66.62 17.34 < 0.001 − 100.63 − 32.62

 Marital 
status

2.55 1.58 0.10 − 0.55 5.65

 POP-SS 6.95 1.36 < 0.001 4.28 9.62

 PHQ 4.70 1.20 < 0.001 2.33 7.07

 BIPOP 3.89 0.60 < 0.001 2.70 5.08

 Time 23.06 5.28 < 0.001 12.70 33.41

Results for psychological component (PSC) of P-QoL

 Intercept − 50.35 26.89 0.06 − 103.07 2.36

 Marital 
status

2.56 2.32 0.27 − 1.99 7.13

 POP-SS 5.54 2.11 < 0.01 1.39 9.68

 PHQ 4.42 1.86 0.01 0.77 8.07

 BIPOP 3.51 0.93 < 0.001 1.69 5.34

 Time 14.55 8.06 0.07 − 1.28 30.34

Results for personnel component (PRC) of P-QoL

 Intercept − 159.38 22.09 < 0.001 − 202.69 − 116.07

 Marital 
status

5.80 1.97 < 0.01 1.93 9.66

 POP-SS 12.94 1.70 < 0.001 9.60 16.28

 PHQ 5.95 1.53 < 0.01 2.94 8.96

 BIPOP 5.69 0.76 < 0.001 4.18 7.19

 Time 60.70 6.83 < 0.001 47.29 74.10
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to a close friend. This result was better than previous 
follow-up study of women undergoing either vaginal or 
abdominal prolapse surgery (72.5% were satisfied with 
the surgery and 89.7% would recommend the treatment 
to a friend) [39].

In the present study, the change in the POP-SS, PHQ, 
and BIPOP score was found to be associated with a 
change in P-QoL score after POP surgery. However, this 
follow-up study did not show a significant difference 
in the P-QoL score among the age group, parity, and 
stage of POP. A similar result in the age group was also 
reported elsewhere [40].

Marital status had a significant association with the 
change in PRC domain score. Those who were married 
had a greater improvement in HRQoL score than coun-
terparts. This finding is supported by a qualitative study 
in Ethiopia, which reported that women who lived alone 
experienced poor improvement in their lives after sur-
gery. For these women, life continued to be a struggle 
[30]. They also found that avoidance of returning to heavy 
chores shortly after surgery depended substantially on 
the support from their family and community members, 
and proved difficult for those living alone [30]. This might 
be because the probability of receiving social or relative 
support is better for those who live in marital bonds.

Strengths and limitations
To our knowledge, this is the first follow-up study of pro-
lapse surgery and HRQoL that has been published so far 
in Ethiopia. The major strength of this study is that we 
evaluated the outcome of surgery using several validated 
PRO instruments. The use of multiple outcome measures 
increases the reliability of the study results and allows for 
comparison with other studies. Furthermore, the avail-
ability of these instruments enabled us to evaluate wom-
en’s symptoms, HRQoL, and BI in a local context.

There are, however, also some limitations to our work. 
We have not seen the long-term effect of POP surgery on 
HRQoL outcomes. Although we reported the 6  month 
follow-up data, in POP surgery, this is considered rela-
tively short. A long-term follow-up is needed to draw 
firm conclusions regarding HRQoL. Furthermore, ana-
tomical success rates were not assessed. We do not con-
sider this a major limitation because the post-operative 
absence of vaginal bulge symptoms significantly corre-
lates with the patient’s assessment of overall improve-
ment, while anatomical success alone does not [9]. To 
improve the generalisability of our results, we included 
all surgical pelvic reconstructive surgery methods in 
all vaginal compartments, and there were large differ-
ences in the surgical approaches. This may be considered 
another limitation, but on the other hand, it does reflect 
the real-life clinical setting. It is not possible to evaluate 

if the anterior, posterior, or apical reconstruction surger-
ies cause a significant improvement in patients’ symp-
toms and QoL since concomitant or later surgeries in the 
pelvic area were performed. Furthermore, the study was 
limited to a single-centre, which might not represent the 
HRQoL of the patient with POP in Ethiopia. This limits 
the broader applications of the findings or external valid-
ity of the study. However, the involvement of several 
independent surgeons, the use of standardised opera-
tive techniques, and validated outcome measures make 
our findings generalisable. The single-centre also means 
that the applied surgical technique was nearly identi-
cal for every patient, thus the outcome could be com-
pared. Another limitation is that although we have no 
reason to doubt the truthfulness of the responses given 
from respondents, it is conceivable that patients may 
have withheld less socially desirable responses. The free 
surgical services received may also affect a patient’s will-
ingness to report a negative outcome. Furthermore, the 
patient survey based on questions about their QoL, body 
image, and depressive symptoms are limited as the state-
ments were obtained from the PRO instrument assess-
ment. The final limitation concerns losses to follow-up. 
Given that subjects who were followed-up were not sta-
tistically different from those lost to follow-up, the results 
were not substantially affected and may be generalisable 
to the entire surgical population in the Dabat district. A 
significant bias may occur even with a small proportion 
of patients lost to follow-up, and more than 20% poses a 
serious threat to validity in general [41].

Conclusions
In conclusion, our results show that native tissue repair of 
POP effectively improves patient’s symptoms, body image 
and HRQoL, and patient satisfaction is high. More than 
nine out of ten patients reported better conditions com-
pared to the preoperative situation, and approximately 
seven out of ten patients achieved significantly better 
P-QoL over a 6  month follow-up. These results could 
be used in patient counselling to determine whether to 
undergo surgical treatment for POP and monitor the 
patient-centred effect of POP surgery. Access to surgical 
services for disadvantaged patients may be important to 
improve HRQoL, and long-term studies evaluating ana-
tomical and functional outcomes of prolapse surgery are 
also recommended.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https ://doi.
org/10.1186/s1290 5-020-01146 -8.

Additional file 1. Health Related Quality of Life scores among follow-up 
and lost to follow-up participants.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-020-01146-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-020-01146-8


Page 10 of 11Belayneh et al. BMC Women’s Health            (2021) 21:4 

Abbreviations
BIPOP: Body image in pelvic organ prolapse; HIC: High-income countries; 
HRQoL: Health-related quality of life; LMICs: Low and middle-income coun-
tries; POP: Pelvic organ prolapse; POP-SS: Pelvic organ prolapse symptom 
score; POP-Q: Pelvic organ prolapse quantification; PHQ: Patient Health Ques-
tionnaire; P-QoL: Prolapse quality of life; PROMs: Patient-reported outcome 
measures.

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank the women for participating in this study. We gratefully 
acknowledge all data collectors, supervisors, and data clerks for their contribu-
tion. We would also acknowledge Women and Health Alliance International 
for covering the treatment cost of cases, and the staff of the Department of 
Obstetrics and Gynecology for treating the cases at the University of Gondar 
hospital.

Author’s contributions
All authors contributed to the study conception and design. Material prepara-
tion, data collection, and analysis were performed by TB, AG, MA, and TA. The 
first draft of the manuscript was written by TB, and all authors commented on 
the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
The study was supported by a grant from the University of Gondar, Ethiopia 
(No.: O/VP/RCS/05/216/2017). The funding institution had no role in the 
study design, data collection, analysis, interpretation, or writing up of the 
manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study protocol was approved by the University of Gondar Institutional 
Health Research Ethics Review Committee (UoG (O/V/P/RCS/05/216/2017)). 
Written informed consent was obtained from all individual participants 
included in the study.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
All authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

Author details
1 Institute of Public Health, College of Medicine and Health Sciences, Univer-
sity of Gondar, Gondar, Ethiopia. 2 Department of Gynecology and Obstetrics, 
School of Medicine, University of Gondar, Gondar, Ethiopia. 3 Section for Gen-
eral Practice, Department of Global Public Health and Primary Care, University 
of Bergen, Bergen, Norway. 4 Research Unit for General Practice, NORCE 
Norwegian Research Center, Bergen, Norway. 5 Faculty of Health and Social 
Sciences, Western Norway University of Applied Sciences, Bergen, Norway. 

Received: 18 May 2020   Accepted: 8 December 2020

References
 1. Maher C, Feiner B, Baessler K, Christmann-Schmid C, Haya N, Brown J. 

Surgery for women with anterior compartment prolapse. Cochrane 
Database Syst Rev. 2016;11:4014.

 2. Doaee M, Moradi-Lakeh M, Nourmohammadi A, Razavi-Ratki SK, Nojomi 
M. Management of pelvic organ prolapse and quality of life: a systematic 
review and meta-analysis. Int Urogynecol J. 2014;25:153–63.

 3. Laganà AS, La Rosa VL, Rapisarda AMC, Vitale SG. Pelvic organ prolapse: 
the impact on quality of life and psychological well-being. J Psychosom 
Obstet Gynecol. 2018;39(2):164–6.

 4. Diwadkar GB, Barber MD, Feiner B, Maher C, Jelovsek JE. Complication 
and reoperation rates after apical vaginal prolapse surgical repair: a 
systematic review. Obstet Gynecol. 2009;113(2):367–73.

 5. Bo K, Frawley HC, Haylen BT, Abramov Y, Almeida FG, Berghmans B, 
Bortolini M, Dumoulin C, Gomes M, McClurg D. An International Urogy-
necological Association (IUGA)/International Continence Society (ICS) 
joint report on the terminology for the conservative and nonpharmaco-
logical management of female pelvic floor dysfunction. Int Urogynecol J. 
2017;28(2):191–213.

 6. Smith FJ, Holman CAJ, Moorin RE, Tsokos N. Lifetime risk of undergoing 
surgery for pelvic organ prolapse. Obstet Gynecol. 2010;116(5):1096–100.

 7. Gjerde JL, Rortveit G, Adefris M, Mekonnen H, Belayneh T, Blystad 
A. The lucky ones get cured: health care seeking among women 
with pelvic organ prolapse in Amhara Region, Ethiopia. PLoS ONE. 
2018;13(11):e0207651.

 8. Belayneh T, Gebeyehu A, Adefris M, Rortveit G, Awoke T. Pelvic organ pro-
lapse in Northwest Ethiopia: a population-based study. Int Urogynecol J 
2019;31:1–9.

 9. Barber MD, Brubaker L, Nygaard I, Wheeler TL. Defining success after 
surgery for pelvic organ prolapse. Obstet Gynecol. 2009;114(3):600.

 10. Toozs-Hobson P, Freeman R, Barber M, Maher C, Haylen B, Athanasiou S, 
Swift S, Whitmore K, Ghoniem G, De Ridder D. An International Urogy-
necological Association (IUGA)/International Continence Society (ICS) 
joint report on the terminology for reporting outcomes of surgical proce-
dures for pelvic organ prolapse. Neurourol Urodyn. 2012;31(4):415–21.

 11. Al-Badr A. Quality of life questionnaires for the assessment of pelvic 
organ prolapse: use in clinical practice. Lower Urinary Tract Symptoms. 
2013;5(3):121–8.

 12. Durnea CM, Pergialiotis V, Duffy JM, Bergstrom L, Elfituri A, Doumouchtsis 
SK. A systematic review of outcome and outcome-measure reporting in 
randomised trials evaluating surgical interventions for anterior-compart-
ment vaginal prolapse: a call to action to develop a core outcome set. Int 
Urogynecol J. 2018;29(12):1727–45.

 13. Digesu GA, Khullar V, Cardozo L, Robinson D, Salvatore S. P-QOL: a vali-
dated questionnaire to assess the symptoms and quality of life of women 
with urogenital prolapse. Int Urogynecol J. 2005;16:176–81.

 14. Hagen S, Glazener C, Sinclair L, Stark D, Bugge C. Psychometric properties 
of the pelvic organ prolapse symptom score. BJOG Int J Obstet Gynaecol. 
2009;116:25–31.

 15. Mowat A, Maher D, Baessler K, Christmann-Schmid C, Haya N, Maher C. 
Surgery for women with posterior compartment prolapse. Cochrane 
Database Syst Rev. 2018;3:CD012975.

 16. Dallas K, Elliott CS, Syan R, Sohlberg E, Enemchukwu E, Rogo-Gupta L. 
Association between concomitant hysterectomy and repeat surgery for 
pelvic organ prolapse repair in a cohort of nearly 100,000 women. Obstet 
Gynecol. 2018;132(6):1328–36.

 17. Manonai J, Mouritsen L, Palma P, Contreras-Ortiz O, Korte JE, Swift S. The 
inter-system association between the simplified pelvic organ prolapse 
quantification system (S-POP) and the standard pelvic organ prolapse 
quantification system (POPQ) in describing pelvic organ prolapse. Int 
Urogynecol J. 2011;22:347–52.

 18. Fünfgeld C, Stehle M, Henne B, Kaufhold J, Watermann D, Grebe M, 
Mengel M. Quality of life, sexuality, anatomical results and side-effects of 
implantation of an alloplastic mesh for cystocele correction at follow-up 
after 36 months. Geburtshilfe Frauenheilkd. 2017;77(09):993–1001.

 19. Belayneh T, Gebeyehu A, Adefris M, Rortveit G, Genet T. Translation, 
transcultural adaptation, reliability and validation of the pelvic organ 
prolapse quality of life (P-QoL) in Amharic. Health Quality Life Outcomes. 
2019a;17(1):12.

 20. Belayneh T, Gebeyehu A, Adefris M, Rortveit G, Genet T. Validation of the 
Amharic version of the pelvic organ prolapse symptom score (POP-SS). 
Int Urogynecol J. 2019b;30(1):149–56.

 21. Lowder JL, Ghetti C, Oliphant SS, Skoczylas LC, Swift S, Switzer GE. Body 
image in the pelvic organ prolapse questionnaire: development and 
validation. Am J Obstet Gynecol 2014;211(2):174. e171–174. e179.

 22. Ghetti C, Lowder JL, Ellison R, Krohn MA, Moalli P. Depressive symptoms 
in women seeking surgery for pelvic organ prolapse. Int Urogynecol J. 
2010;21(7):855–60.

 23. Gelaye B, Williams MA, Lemma S, Deyessa N, Bahretibeb Y, Shibre T, Won-
dimagegn D, Lemenhe A, Fann JR, Vander Stoep A. Validity of the patient 
health questionnaire-9 for depression screening and diagnosis in East 
Africa. Psychiatry Res. 2013;210(2):653–61.



Page 11 of 11Belayneh et al. BMC Women’s Health            (2021) 21:4  

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 24. Mamik MM, Rogers RG, Qualls CR, Komesu YM. Goal attainment after 
treatment in patients with symptomatic pelvic organ prolapse. Am J 
Obstet Gynecol 2013;209(5):488 e481–485.

 25. Srikrishna S, Robinson D, Cardozo L. Validation of the Patient Global 
Impression of Improvement (PGI-I) for urogenital prolapse. Int Urogy-
necol J. 2010;21(5):523–8.

 26. Swift SE, Tate SB, Nicholas J. Correlation of symptoms with degree of 
pelvic organ support in a general population of women: what is pelvic 
organ prolapse? Am J Obstet Gynecol. 2003;189(2):372–7 discussion 
377–379.

 27. Cadenbach-Blome T, Grebe M, Mengel M, Pauli F, Greser A, Fünfgeld C. 
Significant improvement in quality of life, positive effect on sexuality, 
lasting reconstructive result and low rate of complications following cys-
tocele correction using a lightweight, large-pore. Titanised Polypropylene 
Mesh Geburtshilfe und Frauenheilkunde. 2019;79(09):959–68.

 28. Rahkola-Soisalo P, Altman D, Falconer C, Morcos E, Rudnicki M, Mikkola TS. 
Quality of life after  UpholdTM Vaginal Support System surgery for apical 
pelvic organ prolapse—a prospective multicenter study. Eur J Obstet 
Gynecol Reprod Biol. 2017;208:86–90.

 29. Buca DIP, Liberati M, Falò E, Leombroni M, Di Giminiani M, Di Nicola M, 
Santarelli A, Frondaroli F, Fanfani F. Long-term outcome after surgical 
repair of pelvic organ prolapse with Elevate Prolapse Repair System. J 
Obstet Gynaecol. 2018;38(6):854–9.

 30. Gjerde JL, Rortveit G, Adefris M, Belayneh T, Blystad A. Life after pelvic 
organ prolapse surgery: a qualitative study in Amhara region, Ethiopia. 
BMC Women’s Health. 2018;18(1):74.

 31. Farthmann J, Mengel M, Henne B, Grebe M, Watermann D, Kaufhold J, 
Stehle M, Fuenfgeld C. Improvement of pelvic floor-related quality of 
life and sexual function after vaginal mesh implantation for cystocele: 
primary endpoint of a prospective multicentre trial. Arch Gynecol Obstet. 
2016;294(1):115–21.

 32. Dhital R, Otsuka K, Poudel KC, Yasuoka J, Dangal G, Jimba M. Improved 
quality of life after surgery for pelvic organ prolapse in Nepalese women. 
BMC Women’s Health. 2013;13:22.

 33. Assefa Y, Van Damme W, Williams OD, Hill PS. Successes and challenges 
of the millennium development goals in Ethiopia: lessons for the sustain-
able development goals. BMJ Global Health. 2017;2(2):e000318.

 34. Glazener CM, Breeman S, Elders A, Hemming C, Cooper KG, Freeman RM, 
Smith AR, Reid F, Hagen S, Montgomery I. Mesh, graft, or standard repair 
for women having primary transvaginal anterior or posterior compart-
ment prolapse surgery: two parallel-group, multicentre, randomised, 
controlled trials (PROSPECT). Lancet. 2017;389(10067):381–92.

 35. Goodman MP, Placik OJ, Matlock DL, Simopoulos AF, Dalton TA, Veale D, 
Hardwick-Smith S. Evaluation of body image and sexual satisfaction in 
women undergoing female genital plastic/cosmetic surgery. Aesthet 
Surg J. 2016;36(9):1048–57.

 36. Jha S, Gray T. A systematic review and meta-analysis of the impact of 
native tissue repair for pelvic organ prolapse on sexual function. Int 
Urogynecol J. 2015;26(3):321–7.

 37. Handelzalts JE, Yaakobi T, Levy S, Peled Y, Wiznitzer A, Krissi H. The impact 
of genital self-image on sexual function in women with pelvic floor 
disorders. Eur J Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol. 2017;211:164–8.

 38. Pizarro-Berdichevsky J, Hitschfeld MJ, Pattillo A, Blumel B, Gonzalez S, 
Arellano M, Cuevas R, Alvo J, Gorodischer A, Flores-Espinoza C. Associa-
tion between pelvic floor disorder symptoms and QoL scores with 
depressive symptoms among pelvic organ prolapse patients. Aust N Z J 
Obstet Gynaecol. 2016;56(4):391–7.

 39. Nguyen LN, Gruner M, Killinger KA, Peters KM, Boura JA, Jankowski M, Sirls 
LT. Additional treatments, satisfaction, symptoms and quality of life in 
women 1 year after vaginal and abdominal pelvic organ prolapse repair. 
Int Urol Nephrol. 2018;50(6):1031–7.

 40. Richter HE, Goode PS, Kenton K, Brown MB, Burgio KL, Kreder K, Moalli 
P, Wright EJ, Weber AM, Network PFD. The effect of age on short-term 
outcomes after abdominal surgery for pelvic organ prolapse. J Am Geriatr 
Soc. 2007;55(6):857–63.

 41. Haynes RB, Sackett DL, Richardson WS, Rosenberg W, Langley GR. 
Evidence-based medicine: how to practice and teach EBM. Can Med 
Assoc J. 1997;157(6):788.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Pelvic organ prolapse surgery and health-related quality of life: a follow-up study
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Surgical procedures
	Evaluation of HRQoL
	Patient follow-up
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Patient characteristics
	Effect of prolapse surgery on patient’s subjective outcomes
	Prolapse quality of life
	Prolapse symptoms score
	Depressive symptoms
	Body image
	Patient global impression of improvement
	Goal attainment
	Predictors of quality of life change during follow-up

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


