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Table 7. Contrasts Between Hospital Type and Service Types
| Ratio of cancellation rates [ C195% Pvalue

Hospital types

Mid- or salksize community 0.448 0.299-0.673 0.0001
hospital versus university hospital

Large community hospital versus 0.741 0.514-1.068 01031
university hospital

Large versus mick or small-sze 1.653 1.095-2.494 0.0190
comimunity hospital
Service types

Gynecology versus general surgery 0.563 0.395-0.803 0.0020

Urology versus general surgery 0.678 0.465-0.988 0.0434

Gynecology versus traumal 0.716 0.501-1.023 0.0734
orthopedics

Traumalorthopedics versus general 0.787 0.594-1.042 01013
surgery

Gynecology versus urology 0.830 0.536-1.286 0.3976

Traumalorthopedics versus urology 1.161 0.794-1.695 0.4395
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