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78 Non-COVID-19 patientsin times of pandemic: decreased Emergency Department visitsand

79 increased out-of-hospital mortality in Northern Italy

80

81

82  Abstract

83  Objective. The aim of this was to assess the short-term impact of the pandemic on non-COVID-19 patients living in a
84  one-million inhabitants area in Northern Italy (Bologna Metropolitan Area-BMA), analyzing time trends of Emergency

85 Department (ED) visits, hospitalizations and mortality.

86 Methods. We conducted a retrospective observational study using data extracted from BMA healthcare informative
87  systems. Weekly trends of ED visits, hospitalizations, in- and out-of-hospital, all-cause and cause-specific mortality
88 between December 1%, 2019 to May 31%, 2020, were compared with those of the same period of the previous year,

89 using Joinpoint regression models and incidence rate ratios.

90 Results. Non-COVID-19 ED visits and hospitalizations showed a stable trend until the first Italian case of COVID-19
91 has been recorded, on February 19", 2020, when they dropped simultaneously. The reduction of ED visits was observed
92 in all age groups and across all severity and diagnoss groups. In the lockdown period a significant increase was found
93 in overall out-of-hospital mortality (43.2%) and cause-specific out-of-hospital mortality related to neoplasms (76.7%),

94  endocrine, nutritional and metabolic (79.5%) as well as cardiovascular (32.7%) diseases.

95  Conclusions. The pandemic caused a sudden drop of ED vidts and hospitalizations of non-COVID-19 patients during
96  the lockdown period, and a concurrent increase in out-of-hospital mortality mainly driven by deaths for neoplasms,
97  cardiovascular and endocrine diseases. The findings of this study might be useful to understand both the population
98 reaction and the healthcare system response at the early phases of the pandemic in terms of reduced demand of care and

99  systemscapability in intercepting it.
100
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102
103 I ntroduction

104 Background

105  Globally, the Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) pandemic represents a dramatic burden for healthcare services. Italy
106  wasthe first Western country affected by the pandemic. The first case of local transmission of Severe Acute Respiratory
107  Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) in Italy was confirmed in a thirty eight-year-old man in the municipality of
108  Codogno (Lombardy region) on February 19", 2020 [1], while on February 21%, a resident of Vo', a small town near
109 Padua (Veneto Region), died of pneumonia due to SARS-CoV-2 infection [2,3]. In the following weeks, an exponentia
110  growth in the number of cases and deaths in the neighboring regions of northern Italy was observed. As a conseguence,
111  the national government enforced as containment measures a complete country lockdown on March 10", 2020: at that
112  stage the confirmed cases in Italy were 10,149 and deaths 631 [4]. Hospitals and Emergency Departments (EDs) were
113  forced to rapidly adjust to this completely new sSituation in order to manage an extraordinarily high number of

114  contagious patients with respiratory symptoms [5]

115 However, something else changed due to the pandemic as rapidly as the spread of SARS-CoV-2. As a matter of fact, the
116 pandemic determined a sudden and significant reduction of non-COVID-19 patients seeking for treatment due to urgent
117  medical conditions [6]. This reduction in ED visits might impact the health status of non-COVID patients with acute

118  and chronic diseases[7].

119 In order to better understand this phenomenon and its possible consequences, we retrospectively analyzed amount and
120  type of ED visits, hospitalizations and mortality during lockdown and the preceding and following periods, in the
121 metropolitan area of Bologna (BMA) (~1,000,000 inhabitants), which is the principal town of one of the first and most

122 affected region of Italy and Europe, Emilia Romagna.

123 We hypothesized that trends of ED visits might have been influenced by age, as school closure and social distancing
124 measures might have differently impacted on young and elderly health needs. Moreover, the reduction of ED accesses
125 due to fear of contagion and favored by the stay-at-home message launched on general and social media might also
126 have differently affected the severity pattern of ED accesses. Indeed, we predicted a significant reduction of less severe
127  conditions referring to EDs, whereas no decrease of emergency conditions was expected, including the need of urgent

128  surgical intervention or ICU treatment. We also expected at least a progressive return of ED accesses and
5
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129 hospitalizations to the pre-COVID-19 era levels during the post lockdown phase. No remarkable changes in all-cause

130  and cause-specific mortality, and in the place of death were hypothesized.

131  Ouwr first @im was to compare time trends of ED visits, hospitalizations, in- and out-of-hospital all-cause and cause-
132  gpecific mortality of non-COVID-19 patients during the first months of the pandemic with the same period of 2019, as

133 possible indicators of unmet healthcare needs.

134 The secondary aim was to subdivide ED patients by age, diagnosis and illness severity, compare their trends, and
135  analyze hospitalizations trends, focusing on the receiving hospital department (surgical department, medical

136  department, intensive care unit (ICU)).
137

138 M ethods

139  Sudy design, population and setting

140  We conducted a retrospective observational study using anonymous data extracted from the healthcare administrative

141 databases and informative systems of BMA, Northern Italy.

142  The study population consisted of all age residents in BMA, which encompasses the city of Bologna and the
143 neighboring municipalities, for atotal of 1,019,875 citizens as of January 1%, 2020 [8]. The demographic characteristics

144  of the population are reported in Table 1 [Suppl mat].

145  In the BMA, the first patient reported with SARS-CoV-2 infection was recorded on February 28". On May 31%, the

146 number of infected patients was 5,021 with 684 deaths [4].

147  The BMA healthcare system consists of twelve hospitals equipped with EDs. Among these, four are located in the urban
148  area and two of these are large university hospitals, four are suburban whereas the last four are rural hospitals. The

149  volume of patients annually assessed in the different EDs ranges from ~3,000 up to ~150,000 in 2019.
150  Thisstudy followsthe STROBE reporting guidelines for observational studies.
151

152  Sudy data
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153  We examined the weekly trends of ED visits, hospitalizations of patients admitted from ED and in- and out-of-hospital
154 all-cause and cause-specific mortality between December 1%, 2019 to May 31%, 2020, and compared them with the

155  trends of the same period of the previous year.

156  The study period was subdivided into four periods, starting from the beginning of the flu peak up to four weeks after the

157  end of the national lockdown. Namely, the following are the four subgroups of the study period:

158  « flu period (from December 1%, 2019 to February 23", 2020the outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic to the first

159  containment measures, i.e. from the beginning of the flu period to week 49™ 2019 to week 8" 2020);

160  « pre-lockdown period (from the initial alarm period in the absence of containment ingtitutional measures until the

161  lockdown ingtitution, i.e. February 24™, 2020 to March 9", 2020, weeks 9" to 10™ 2020);
162 < lockdown period (March 10", 2020 to May 3, 2020, weeks 11" to 18" 2020);
163« post-lockdown period (i.e. the reapening period, from the May 4™, 2020 to May 31%, 2020, week 19" to 22™ 2020).

164  Thedata sources include the Emergency Department Database, the mortality registry updated to June 2020 and the Civil
165 Protection Database [4]. For the purpose of the present study, the data extracted from the diverse databases were the
166 following: weekly number of ED visits, type of ED visits (main diagnos's, severity code), patients characteristics (age,
167 gender), weekly number of hospitalizations, department of hospitalization (medical, surgical, ICU), weekly number of

168  deaths, cause of death (main diagnosis) and place of death (in-hospital, out-of-hospital).

169  The main diagnosis of ED visits and deaths was coded through the International Classification of Diseases Clinical

170 Modification Ninth (ICD-9-CM) and Tenth (ICD-10-CM) versions, respectively.

171 Non-COVID-19 cases were identified by excluding the COVID-19 cases diagnosed by the emergency physician as
172 suspected or confirmed (ICD-9-CM codes 480,480.3,079.82,V01.82,V01.79), in primary or secondary diagnosis of
173  discharged and hospitalized patients. For al mortality data, the specific codes related to COVID-19 and SARS-CoV-2

174 infection (U00-U85) were ruled out.
175

176  Satidtical analyss
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177  The demographic and clinical characteristics of the population were summarized using mean and standard deviation or

178  absolute and percentage frequencies.

179  We analyzed and displayed trends of ED visits, hospital admissions, and mortality, divided into the four time periods

180  and compared them with those of the same periods of the previous year.

181  The trends of ED visits, hospitalizations and all-cause mortality were analyzed using the Joinpoint Trend Analysis
182  Software 4.6.0.0 (Statistical Research and Applications Branch, National Cancer Institute, USA) [9]. Joinpoint models

183  allowed toidentify changesin the slopes of ED visits and hospitalizations during the periods of interest.

184  Wecarried out apreliminary analysis comparing the time trend of ED visits, hospitalizations and mortality ratesin 2019
185  with those of the years 2014-2018. This analysis showed no significant changes in ED visits, hospitalizations and

186 mortality overtime. Therefore, we considered 2019 as the reference year.

187 For what concerns age of non-COVID-19 ED patients during pandemic, it was classified into three groups: pediatric
188 patients (0-14 years), adults (15-64 year) and elderly (> 65 years). We also classified ED visits according to the triage

189  code (red, yellow, green and white) and by ICD-9-CM disease category and specific cause.

190  Then, we compared the trends of admissions to hospital departments between 2019 and 2020.

191  We aso analyzed the trends of al-cause, cause-specific and in-hospital (public or private) and out-of-hospital (home,
192  socia welfare structure, other) mortality between 2019 and 2020. The latter was also split into cause-specific out-of-

193 hospital mortality.

194 Incidence rate ratios (IRRs) of hospitalizations and mortality in 2020 vs. 2019 were estimated using Poisson regression

195  models.
196

197

198  Results

199  Theempirical trends of ED visits, hospitalizations and mortality in 2019 and 2020 are reported in Figure 1.

200

201


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.10.20229237
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.10.20229237; this version posted November 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

202 Figure 1. Trend of ED visdits (a), hospitalizations (b) and mortality (c) during the study periodsfor years2019 and
203  2020. For a better comprehension of the burden of the pandemic on health care services, we displayed the trend
204  of thethreeindicatorsincluding and excluding SARS-CoV-2 related data®
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206 *Note: SARS-CoV-2 cases weekly incidence is reported on the right y-axis.

X
207 Using Joinpoint analysis, a significant change of trend (p<0-05) was identified between week 8-9 and then week 12-13 2020 for ED
208 visits and between week 8-9 and then 13-14 for hospitalizations. The analysis of mortality data showed a dlight significant change
209 during week 15 2020.
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210 ED visits

211 Figure 1a shows that the number of ED visits was almost stable in the year 2019 until the end of 2020 flu period, when
212 it dropped smultaneously with the exponential growth of the local SARS-CoV-2 case curve. Then, during the lockdown

213 period the number of ED visits started to rise, but with a slower pace when compared to the previous decrease.

214 Joinpoint analysis showed a significant (p<0.05) reduction in ED visits gtarting from week nine (pre-lockdown period),
215 leading to the lowest numbers at the thirteenth week during lockdown, then followed again by a significant increase
216 (p<0.05) at the fourteenth week. During the lockdown period the overal reduction in ED visits compared to same
217 period of the previous year was -66.2% (Table 2 [Suppl mat]). ED accesses' decrease occurred during the steep climb of
218  COVID-19 spread until the peak. The subseguent slow increase in ED visits never returned to the previous year levels,

219 not even at the end of the study period, four weeks after the end of the national lockdown.

220  Theimpressive reduction in the number of ED visits was found in all age groups, throughout all study periods (except
221  for the flu period) (Table 3 [Suppl mat]). The highest decrease was observed in pediatric patients during lockdown (-
222 83.2%), although even adults and elderly patients ED accesses declined by 62.9% and 64.0%, respectively (Table 3

223 [Suppl mat]).

224 For what concerns triage severity codes of non-COVID-19 patients, the 4 codes were affected by the pandemic
225  similarly; as a matters of fact, a reduction regarded similarly the four triage codes (Figure 2) during the study periods
226 (except for the flu period) if compared to the previous year, with the most important decrease (between 60% and 70%)

227  observed during lockdown.

228

10
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229 Figure 2. Percentage changein ED visits by severity code compared to the previous year.

230
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233 Note: ED visits are categorized by severity codes according to the triage protocols in four levels of urgency: white code (not-urgent
234 condition), green code (postponable conditions); yellow code (medical condition requiring urgent care with no vital signs
235 impairment but at-risk for deterioration); red code (medical condition with acute impairment of vital signs requiring emergency care).

236

237

238  Asfor non-COVID ED visits for specific conditions, our analysi's demonstrated a reduction which broadly affected all
239  disease categories, ranging from 41% to 83% in the lockdown period (Figure 3). The decrease of ED visits was more
240 pronounced for infectious and parasitic diseases (-83%), skin and subcutaneous tissue pathogenic conditions (-80%),
241  and congenital anomalies (-78%) (Figure 3). A remarkable decrease in ED visits was aso observed for conditions
242 usually significantly impacting on BMA's EDs (data not shown), such as diseases of the cardiovascular system (-58%)
243 as well as endocrine, nutritional and metabolic diseases (-63%). Specificaly, the remarkable reduction in ED visits
244 interested life-threatening illnesses, such as ischemic heart disease (-49.7%), intracranid hemorrhages (-33.3%) and
245 ischemic cerebrovascular disorders (-45.8 %) (Table 4 [Suppl mat]). Lower reductions or a modest increase were
246 recorded in complications of pregnancy, childbirth and the puerperium and some morbid conditions of perinatal origin

247 (+8% during pre-lockdown, -36% during lockdown, and -30% during post-lockdown period) (Figure 3).
11
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252 Hospitalizations

253 Figure 1b shows hospitalizations trends in the study periods, which appears to be quite stable during year 2019 until the
254  end of 2020 flu period. Similarly to ED visits trends, hospital admissions started to drop smultaneously with the
255  exponential growth of the local SARS-CoV-2 case curve. The number of hospitalizations started to rise again during the

256 lockdown period, but with a slower pace.

257 Joinpoint analysis showed that non-COVID hospitalizations significantly (p<0.05) declined between weeks eight and

258  fourteen before the pesk of incidence of COVID-19 cases, and moderately increased afterwards (Figure 1).

259  The overall reduction of hospitalizations was -46_1% during the lockdown period compared to previous year (Table 2
260 [Suppl mat]). Admissions to all hospital departments declined during and after lockdown (Table 1). During lockdown,
261  admissionsreduction was significant and interested likewise surgical and medical departments (-36.0%) as well as ICUs

262 (-36.4%).
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264
265

Table 1. Number and per centage change of hospitalizationsin Medicine, Surgery and | CU departments, year 2020 compared to 2019.

Incidence Rate Ratio

i 0,
2020 (n) Change from previous year (%) [95% CI]
Flu- Pre- Post- Flu- Pre- Post- .
period  lockdown L ockdown lockdown  period  lockdown L ockdown lockdown Flu-period Pre-lockdown L ockdown Post-lockdown
. 0.986 0.883* 0.654° 0.7822
Medicine 993 1493 4072 2441 -15%  -1L9%  -36.0%  -223%  5961.1013) [0.824-0.946] [0.629-0.679] [0.742-0.824]
0.9432 0.927 0.6472 0.8082
o - 0, - 0, - 0,
Surgery 412 647 s 112 S¥b 7 -360%  -194% 169050984 [0.834-1.032] [0.610-0.686] [0.747-0874]
Intensive Care 0 0 0 0 1.023 0.788 0.6372 0.816%
Unit 709 100 286 186 2.3% -21.3% ~36.4% -18.4% [0.922-1.135] [0.606-1.023] [0.549-0.738] [0.673-0.990]
2p<0.05
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266 Mortality

267  The trend of non-COVID-19 mortality was similar in 2019 and 2020, with a slight decline after the winter season

268 (Figure 1c).

269 A small increase in all-cause overall mortality (7.5%) was observed only during lockdown (IRR 1.074, p<0.05, 95%CI
270 [1.007-1.145]) (table 2), whereas in both pre- and post-lockdown periods no significant change in mortality was
271 detectable. Lockdown was associated with a significantly higher cause-specific mortality related to endocrine,
272 nutritional and metabolic diseases (47.9%, IRR 1.478, p<0.05, 95%CI [1.094-1.998]) and diseases of the circulatory
273 system (15.5%, IRR 1.154, p<0.05, 95%CI [1.031-1.291]). Conversely, mortality reduced only for infectious and
274 parasitic diseases (-36.2%, IRR 0.638, p<0.05, 95%CI [0.437-0.931]). As for mental, behavioral and neuro-
275 developmental disorders, a significant increase in mortality during the pre-lockdown period was observed, while deaths

276  for neoplasms decreased during the post-lockdown weeks (Table 2).

277  Wefound asignificant increase in out-of-hospital mortality, particularly during the lockdown weeks (43.2%, IRR 1.428,
278  p<0.05, 95%CI [1.295-1.574]), wheress in the pre-lockdown period and in the post-lockdown period no remarkable
279  changes were identified. A concurrent reduction of in-hospital mortality was observed (-15.0%, IRR 0.759, p<0.05,

280  95%CI [0.694-0.831].

281  Analysisof cause-specific out-of-hospital mortality (Table 2) confirmed an increase in deaths for neoplasms, endocrine,
282 nutritional and metabolic diseases, and diseases of the circulatory systems during lockdown. Conversely, we found a

283  significant reduction only in genitourinary disorders.

284

285
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286
287

Table 2. Number and per centage change of all-cause mortality (overall and cause-specific), in-hospital and out-of-hospital mortality (overall and cause-specific),
year 2020 compar ed to 2019.

Incidence Rate Ratio

2020 (n) Change from previous year (%) [95% Cl]

Pgrlili)d Ioch)Eieczwn bgi(n IocT(%S(;Nn P(Ie:rlili)d Ioch);&own Ic_icc))\(/:vkn IocFI)(czisct)\_Nn Flu Period Pre-lockdown L ock-down Post-lockdown
pcjaerrgtr:clrguggg and 90 5 a4 32 126%  -250%  -36.2%  -30% [0.6(51'5-71‘.1159] [0.331?9465] [0.4%;3?(?.;31] [0.586?1%77]
Neoplasms 22 137 489 23 2% 142%  21%  -220% [0.835%?1?084] [o.s;iﬁss] [0.9(])-(.)(??}158] [0.6%;%].-9334]
e e 2 138 18 105 2 00%  200%  47.9%  -94% [0.7;6?(1)?266] [o.eééf(zpssl] [1.019.21-718.96198] [0.5259-2(.34198]
meﬂt:cli';eegmﬁalaﬁ?sordas EE €9 e 3 g Gerds S0 e [o.egffm] [1.0%2433 ':19] [0.724??5305] [o.7i£??676]
Diseases of the nervous system 118 23 72 24 BO% BO% 5% A0 0.9321%81?540] : o 0 0.723-69?475] o 523???681]
3?3? of thedireuatory 2 — s e Sz kA BSE S [0.7%5-68;39] [0.725??182] [1.013'11?f;91] [o.e%gfggs]
gfff ol theresiratory 325 49 218 60 AL2% - -290%  198%  -268% [0.72'5???031] [0.43'37-1(.3024] [0.9%211-37458] [0.5257-2.2021]
Diseases of the digestive system 100 14 64 28 -115%  00%  123%  0.0% [0_6%??.5158] - 4%'7‘?29098] : o.7éél-fso4] [0.5;;2?688]
3?35:5 of thegenitourinary 62 19 36 24 -88%  883%  -250%  0.0% [0.62'6%.2286] [0.7252.3261] [0.42%7-i9155] [o.5éé?(1)9761]
gﬁi‘gﬂ;ﬂgﬂggf (;irtt;:a‘ 120 24 " % B4% 91% 25% -16T% [0.72'5?1(.5173] [o.ei'zc-)?.lms] [0.72'2?1?334] [o.sg';f’sos]
Other * 103 16 %5 2 22 5% 6% -344% [0.9352-1.2614] [0.496?11863] [0.626??..2346] [o.s%fi?lss]
All-cause overall mortality 2,824 511 1,893 740 -7.7% 1.8% 7.5% -16.6% [0.8%8—20?;73] [0_9(1)6?1?151] [ 10%);)714 la 45] [0_7%3_:?;21]
In-hospital overall mortality 1648 289 018 26 656 A% -150%  -193% s 000l [0_81%%51 17 [0_6&7_5%;31] [0_7?1'8_08_217]
ﬁlétn(;f.?yo pitel overal oA e 2 i e L2 Gzl [0.84(1)i9-()g.;83] [0.92%5{211.357] [1.235??2574] [0.7538173018]

o 1.000
‘p:;’r’;g‘ tr:c”;flggés and 15 1 7 3 667%  00%  1333%  -25.0% [0.723‘?337. 808] [1(359;3;8]— [0.602'33; 023] [0,16?3'7_53 351)
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288
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290

291

e 2 = 2 e RV O S [0.813'273173] [0.93%)5103.419] [1.42%5?6;191] [o.es%glf.zze]
Fnr:tj;gg: Pce'd?sl;tarsi;mal e ” 9 61 15 25%  125%  94%  -63% [0.71%?715.334] [0.43%1']-225.916] [1.1%57?‘21;28] [0.46(31'?317.896]
Nrcddeomera @ w w  m maw o mow oo maw o 2% (4P 0B, 20
339;1% of thenervous & 14 2 12 404%  167%  368%  -14.3% [0.98]4-1{0;.003] [0.54%){627.522] [0.9011'3-628.079] [0.39%8-;5]?853]
gi:n% of the areulatery (D = oL e L [0.7268-45;49] [0.76%(-)1%344] [1.1163-2 (13;34] [0.61%7-85.006]
sDyisSte;waas of theresplratory 8 9 9 v 133%  -438%  4rS%  -150% [0.64%8—;6:?160] [0.24%563273] [0.9817{727.203] [0.44%§52I?623]
3;?? of thedigestive 14 8 14 s r1% - -250%  400%  250% [0.5016(3727.291] [0.16%7—53?.351] [0.62]£i012152] [0.3316'2-52655]
gD;nS??;ﬁizfatrcewstan 16 4 4 5 200%  333%  -714%  -37.5% [0.41%8—;03544] [0.29%3'3;353.957] [o.os(a)z'lz-8 (6);68] [0.20%(?215.911]
Injury, poisoning and

gfe'éftigrﬁt;‘faﬁc;:‘eq“m% 52 & &) & U OO [0.50%3212.032] [0.72%'?059525] [0.70%%11%759] [0.44?519623]
Other ® 58 u 4 u 55% 8% ST.7%  -47.6% [0.72%3'2515.525] [0.40%3127.077] [0.96155-727.577] [0.2503'5-214?087]

8p<0.05

P Causes of desths that accounted for <0.5% of the total (ICD-10-CM categories D50-89, H00-95, L00-99, M00-99, O00-9A, P00-96, Q00-99, R00-99, V00-Y 99, Z00-99) were included in Other.
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292 Discussion

293  Globally, Italy has been the first Western country to experience the disruptive effect of the pandemic in terms of cases,
294  deaths and the related burden on healthcare services [1-3, 10]. Since the beginning of the pandemic, a reduction of ED

295  vidtsand hospitalizations overall [6] and for pecific diseases [11-15] have been reported worldwide.

296  In this paper we studied the pandemic conseguences on non-COVID-19 patients in an area accounting for over one
297 million inhabitants. We highlighted how ED visits and hospitalizations reduced overall, and particularly during the
298 lockdown period. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to analyze aso the trends of in- and out-of-
299 hospital, all-cause and cause-specific mortality, providing a comprehensive picture of the short-term conseguences of

300 thepandemic on non-COVID-19 patients in Italy, the first hit European country.

301  Our findings indicate that the reduction of ED visits and hospitalizations started two weeks before the beginning of the
302 national lockdown, after school closures and the first Italian case hospitalized for COVID-19 in Codogno [1], when no
303  casesof local transmission had been till recorded in BMA. As already reported [2, 6, 18-20], a possible explanation is
304  that the population response is likely to be more affected by the national level authority risk message than the real local
305  situation [21]. Several possible reasons have been put forward to explain, at least partially, a reduction in ED visits and
306 hospitalizations [6, 7]. In addition to pathologies likely reduced by the lockdown and lifestyle changes, this may have
307 been caused by fear of the contagion, as well as by media campaigns encouraging to stay-at-home, together with the
308 increasingly stringent lockdown measures and postponement of elective procedures, or the sense of civic responsibility

309  of thepopulation [7].

310 It should be highlighted that not all ED visits represent real emergencies, and inappropriate accesses to ED are a well-
311 known issue related to several reasons [7, 20, 22, 23]. That being said, the observed reduction of the less severe triage
312  codes wasto somewhat expected, although not to this large extent. What we were not prepared for was the concurrent
313  decrease of the most serious cases. Furthermore, we showed how ED visits' reduction encompassed all pathological
314  conditions, thus including also acute and time-dependent diseases, similarly to what already reported in literature [24-
315  26]. The overal reduction of ED visits, regardless of age, severity, and causes, suggests the system'’s inability to guide
316 the patient in discriminating the real need for urgent care. Therefore, public awareness should be taken into due

317  consideration to be prepared for a recrudescence of the pandemic.
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318 A clear reduction of non-COVID-19 patients hospitalization has also been recorded, both for medical and surgical
319  diseases and for conditions requiring intensive care support. Data on hospital admissions reported in previous studies
320 [6,12] appear to be not comparable, as obtained from selected populations [12] or different healthcare systems, such as
321 U.S. care system or other insurance-based systems [6]. In fact, unlike the U.S,, the Italian National Healthcare Service
322 is a single-payer system funded by general taxation, similarly to the UK national health service [27]. This could have

323  animpact on asystem’s hospitalization rate [28].

324 Looking at the post-lockdown period, when the spread of COVID-19 was contained, we expected to see a progressive
325 increase in ED vists and a consequent increase in hospitalizations, as a consequence of the delay in obtaining medical
326  attention and care access due to lockdown. However, even if these indicators started to rise during the lockdown weeks

327  and throughout the post-lockdown period, they did not reach the pre-pandemic levels.

328  The all-cause mortality among non-COVID-19 patients showed only a minimal increase (+7.5%) during the lockdown
329 period. The significant increase in mortality for cardiovascular and endocrine systems’ diseases that we have registered

330  during lockdown isin line with other studies [24-26, 29].

331  The key finding of our study is that, with the sudden drop of ED visits and hospitalizations, we found a dtatistically
332 significant increase of out-of-hospital all-cause mortality, mainly driven by an increase in deaths for neoplasms,
333  cardiovascular diseases and endocrine, nutritional and metabolic diseases. In-hospital mortality instead showed an
334  opposite and decreasing trend, due to the reduction of non-COVID-19 patients in healthcare facilities. We assume that
335 these data are attributable to a delay in seeking hospital care and to system’s inability in providing the same standards
336  of care during a public health emergency, both in terms of quality and quantity. Our findings confirm those reported by
337  Walker, L.E et a [30]. related to a multi-hospital system, in which an increase of non-COVID-related overall mortality

338  wasfound to be mainly driven by out-of-hospital deaths, due to patients deferring care.

339 During the pre-lockdown weeks, we observed a significant increase in mortality for mental diseases. This might be due
340  to the sense of fear and anxiety which reigned during the pre-lockdown period, with a consequent exacerbation of
341 mental disorders [31, 32]. The reduction in overall mortality for neoplasms during the post-lockdown weeks, when
342  considered together with the increased out-of-hospital mortality for the same cause recorded in the lockdown period,

343 likely needs to be analyzed when medium- and long-term data will be available.
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344  These data suggest that all-cause and cause-specific out-of-hospital mortality might be considered a useful indicator for

345  targeting the consequences of the pandemic on non-COVID-19 patients.

346

347 Limitations

348  This study has some limitations. First, mortality data might include under-diagnosed COVID-19 cases. In fact the type
349  of access and causes of death could have been coded incorrectly. However this is unavoidable due to the case definition
350  and the context of that time-period, when the pandemic disruptively changed routine practice. Furthermore, considering
351  the delayed onset of the pandemic in BMA and the preparedness efforts of local healthcare authorities, compared to
352  other Italian areas earlier affected, we assume that no significant underestimation of COVID-19 deaths occurred, and
353  that just a minority of COVID-19 deaths occurred out of the hospital, given that the vast majority of severely

354  symptomatic COVID-19 patients had been hospitalized.

355 Furthermore, we had access to cause-specific mortality data, but only aggregated into broad categories (e.g. death for
356 cardiovascular diseases, death for injury or poisoning, etc.). Data on more specific causes of death are till not available

357  and therefore no conclusions can be drawn on more specific causes of death.

358 Finally, the short time window of the post-lockdown period considered in this study does not allow us to generalize our
359  findings regarding possible medium and long term effects of the pandemic. Additional data are necessary to understand
360 the effects of diagnostic and therapeutic delays that the pandemic has inevitably entailed, both for chronic and for acute

361 patients.

362

363 Conclusions

364 In summary, our analysis showed a clear reduction of ED visits and hospitalizations for non-COVID-19 patients during
365  the firg months of the pandemic in a wide and populated area, and a significant increase in non-COVID-19 out-of-
366 hospital deaths. Out-of-hospital mortality due to neoplasms, cardiovascular and endocrine systems' diseases showed a
367  significant increase during the lockdown weeks, while for other conditions the consequences of the pandemic on non-
368  COVID-19 patients are still unknown.

369 During the first COVID-19 wave, the reduction in ED visits and hospitalization probably eased the hedthcare systemin
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370  facing an unprecedented emergency. In view of the recurrence of the crisis, the scenario described by our study
371 represents a teachable moment about population and healthcare systems' response at the early stages of the pandemic in
372 terms of reduced demand of care and systems' capability in intercepting it. According to our findings, we also advocate
373  the need for further investigations into the medium and long term effects of the pandemic on non-COVID-19 patients,

374 in order to strengthen population awareness and systems’ preparedness.

375

376
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