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Abstract
Objectives: To confirm the incidence of perioperative SARS-CoV-2 infection and associated
mortality after surgery.

Design and setting: Analysis of routine electronic health record data from National Health
Service (NHS) hospitals in England.

Methods: We extracted data from Hospital Episode Statistics in England describing adult
patients undergoing surgery between 1

st

January 2020 and 31

st

October 2020. The

exposure was SARS-CoV-2 infection defined by ICD-10 codes. The primary outcome
measure was 90-day in-hospital mortality. Data were analysed using multivariable logistic
regression adjusted for age, sex, Charlson co-morbidity index, index of multiple
deprivation, presence of cancer, surgical procedure type and admission acuity. Results are
presented as n (%) and odds ratios (OR) with 95% confidence intervals.

Results: We identified 1,972,153 patients undergoing surgery of whom 11,940 (0.6%) had
SARS-CoV-2. In total, 19,100 (1.0%) patients died in hospital. SARS-CoV-2 infection was
associated with a much greater risk of death (SARS-CoV-2: 2,618/11,940 [21.9%] vs No
SARS-CoV-2: 16,482/1,960,213 [0.8%]; OR: 5.8 [5.5 – 6.1]; p<0.001). Amongst patients
undergoing elective surgery 1,030/1,374,985 (0.1%) had SARS-CoV-2 of whom 83/1,030
(8.1%) died, compared with 1,092/1,373,955 (0.1%) patients without SARS-CoV-2 (OR: 29.0
[22.5 - 37.3]; p<0.001). Amongst patients undergoing emergency surgery 9,742/437,891
(2.2%) patients had SARS-CoV-2, of whom 2,466/9,742 (25.3%) died compared with
14,817/428,149 (3.5%) patients without SARS-CoV-2 (OR: 5.7 [5.4 – 6.0]; p<0.001).

Conclusions: The low incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection in NHS surgical pathways suggests
current infection prevention and control policies are highly effective. However, the high
mortality amongst patients with SARS-CoV-2 suggests these precautions cannot be safely
relaxed.
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Summary boxes
What is already known on this topic:
•

High mortality rates have been reported amongst surgical patients who develop
COVID-19 but we don’t know how this compares to the concurrent surgical population
unaffected by COVID-19.

•

Strict infection prevention and control procedures have substantially reduced the
capacity of surgical treatment pathways in many hospitals.

•

The very large backlog in delayed and cancelled surgical procedures is a growing public
health concern.

What this study adds:
•

Fewer than 1 in 100 surgical patients are affected by COVID-19 in the English National
Health Service.

•

Elective surgical patients who do develop COVID-19 are 30 times more likely to die
while in hospital.

•

Infection prevention and control procedures in NHS surgical pathways are highly
effective but cannot be safely relaxed.
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Introduction
Surgery is an essential treatment modality with more than 330 million surgical procedures
performed worldwide every year.

1-3

However, the COVID-19 pandemic has led to substantial

reductions in the volume of surgery performed.

4, 5

Recent estimates suggest that half of the

4.5 million expected surgical procedures in the English National Health Service (NHS) were
cancelled or postponed in 2020. This is partly driven by reallocation of resources to care for
4

patients with COVID-19, but also by strict infection prevention and control procedures
implemented to prevent patients becoming infected with SARS-CoV-2 whilst in hospital.

6

Patient self-isolation before surgery, pre-operative testing for SARS-CoV-2, creation of
separate ‘green zones’ in hospitals to isolate non-infected patients, and personal protective
equipment procedures all contribute to reductions in the efficiency of surgical care
pathways, and substantial reductions in the volume of patients treated.

7

Early reports have suggested that patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection who undergo surgery
are at much greater risk of postoperative pulmonary complications and death.

8,9

The

COVIDSurg collaborative undertook a large international study of outcomes for surgical
patients infected with SARS-CoV-2 and reported mortality rates as high as 24% at the peak
of the pandemic. However, more recent data suggest the mortality risk for surgical patients
8

with SARS-CoV-2 may be lower than originally thought, especially for minor surgery in
9

younger patients.

10

It remains unclear how SARS-CoV-2 infection affects outcomes after

surgery, and whether high mortality rates reported in some studies relate to a change in
surgical casemix during the pandemic, or to SARS-CoV-2 infection itself. At present there are
no large studies describing surgical outcomes for contemporaneous patient groups with and
without SARS-CoV-2 infection. Given the extensive disruption to surgical services and the
likely excess mortality due to untreated cancer and other surgical diseases, the NHS is under
significant pressure to relax infection prevention and control procedures to increase the
volume of patients who can undergo surgery.
We used routine NHS electronic health record data to report the rate of SARS-CoV-2
infection amongst surgical patients during the pandemic, and the associated mortality and
hospital stay.
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Methods
Study design
Population-wide epidemiological study using routinely collected electronic health record
data.

Setting
NHS hospitals in England.

Participants
All patients aged 18 years or older who underwent a surgical procedure between 1 January
st

and 31 October 2020.
st

Data source
We used pseudonymised record level Hospital Episode Statistics (HES) to identify eligible
patients. This data source provides detailed data describing every episode of hospital care in
England. Surgical procedures were identified using Office for Population Censuses Surveys
version 4 (OPCS4) codes.

2,4

Individuals entered the cohort on the date of their first operative

procedure and were followed until the point of hospital discharge. Hospital discharge date
was determined based on the discharge from continuous in-patient spells, which were
constructed by mapping continuous in-patient episodes.

11

For patients remaining in

hospital, their discharge rate was right censored to the 31 October 2020. The analysis was
st

approved by the Health Research Authority (20/HRA/3121) and the NHS Digital Independent
Group Advising on the Release of Data (DARS-NIC-375669-J7M7F).

Exposure
The exposure of interest was a diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 viral infection defined using the
following ICD-10 codes: U07.1 (Virus identified), U07.2 (Virus not identified) or B97.2 (Other
coronavirus as the cause of diseases classified elsewhere). Patients with SARS-CoV-2 were
categorised as symptomatic if they had ICD-10 codes for concomitant respiratory illness or
OPCS-4 codes indicating respiratory support (Supplementary table 1). Patients with SARSCoV-2 were categorised as not symptomatic if there were no associated ICD-10 codes for
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respiratory illness or OPCS-4 codes for respiratory support. We divided the exposure into
three time points: Preoperative if SARS-CoV-2 codes were first recorded in an episode that
finished with the 30 days prior to the index operation; Perioperative if a code was first
recorded in the same episode as the index operation; and Postoperative if a code was first
recorded in a subsequent healthcare episode prior to discharge within 30 days after the
index operation.

Outcomes
The primary outcome was in-hospital death, censored at 90 days for patients remaining in
hospital beyond this point. The secondary outcome was length of hospital stay, calculated as
the number of days between initial operation date and discharge date of their continuous
in-patient spell, censored at 90 days.

Derivation of variables
Age was defined as that recorded on the start date of the hospital episode including the first
operative procedure. Charlson co-morbidity index was derived according to the Royal
College of Surgeons mapping which includes a one-year look back file to capture prior
admissions.

12

Classification of the type of surgical procedure was based on the first

operative code. Where multiple operative codes were associated with surgery on a single
4

day, the highest ranked code was considered the principal surgical procedure.
Socioeconomic deprivation was defined according to lower super-output areas using the
Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD).

13

Statistical methods
The incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection among patients undergoing surgery was calculated by
dividing the number of patients with an ICD-10 code indicating SARS-CoV-2 infection by the
total number of patients in the cohort. Age-adjusted incidence was calculated using deciles
of age. To test for associations between SARS-CoV-2 infection and in-hospital mortality we
14

used multivariable logistic regression analysis including the following covariates: age, sex,
Charlson co-morbidity index, IMD, presence of cancer, surgical procedure type and
admission acuity.

15-18

Results are presented as n (%), mean (SD), median (IQR) or as odds

ratios (OR) with 95% confidence intervals and p-values. The threshold for statistical
6

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.17.21251928; this version posted February 20, 2021. 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 4.0 International license .

significance was p<0.05. We undertook two pre-specified sub-group analyses. First, we
assessed the risk of mortality among patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection stratified by
urgency of surgery (elective surgery or emergency surgery). Second, we compared the risk
of mortality among patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection between patients with and without
respiratory symptoms. Analyses were conducted using Python (version 3.7.5) and graphs
made in R (V4.0.2, R-project, Vienna).

Sensitivity analysis using laboratory data from NHS Wales
To check the completeness of ICD-10 coding for a positive SARS-CoV-2 diagnosis, we
compared reported cases of SARS-CoV-2 infection using ICD-10 codes to the integrated
central laboratory records system describing all SARS-CoV-2 test results in Wales, which
includes results of tests conducted for Welsh residents from both NHS and private
laboratories. This analysis used pseudonymised record level Patient Episode Database in
Wales (PEDW) to identify eligible patients. The project was approved by the Secure
Anonymised Information Linkage Databank (SAIL) independent Information Governance
Review Panel (Project number: 0911).

19

Sample size calculation
This was a population-wide cohort study including all patients that underwent surgery in
England during the study period. A sample size of 2 million patients, with an allocation ratio
of 0.01, and an alpha of 0.05 would give a 100% power to detect a 10% difference in the
relative risk of mortality among patients with and without SARS-CoV-2 infection.
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Results
Participants
There were 3,813,678 surgical procedures among 2,159,952 patients in England between 1

st

January and 31 October 2020. After predefined exclusions, 1,972,153 patients undergoing
st

were included in the primary analysis (Figure 1). Demographic data are presented in Table 1.
Data are presented according to surgical specialty in Table 2.

Incidence of SARS-CoV-2 among surgical patients
Among 1,972,153 adult patients who underwent surgery, 11,940 (0.6%) had SARS-CoV-2
(Table 1 and Figure 2). 8,151/12,482 (65.3%) surgical patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection had
respiratory symptoms. The age-adjusted incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection among surgical
patients was 527 infections per 100,000 head of population (496-559).

Patient outcomes
19,100/1,972,153 (1.0%) patients who underwent a surgical procedure died. 2,618/11,940
(21.9%) surgical patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection died compared to 16,482/1,960,213
(0.8%) patients without SARS-CoV-2 infection (Table 3). The adjusted odds of death among
surgical patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection compared to surgical patients without infection
is 5.8 (5.5- 6.1; p<0.001) (Table 4). Length of hospital stay among patients with and without
SARS-CoV-2 infection is presented in Table 3.

Urgency of surgery
Amongst patients undergoing elective surgery 1,030/1,373,995 (0.1%) had SARS-CoV-2
infection, of whom 83/1,030 (8.1%) died compared to 1,092/1,373,955 (0.1%) patients
without SARS-CoV-2 infection (Table 3). Therefore, the incidence of death from SARS-CoV-2
infection among elective surgical patients was 83/1,373,995 (0.006% or 1 in 16556). The
adjusted odds of death among patients undergoing elective surgery with SARS-CoV-2
around the time of surgery is 29.0 (22.5-37.3; p <0.001) (Supplementary table 2). Amongst
patients undergoing emergency surgery 9,742/437,891 (2.2%) had SARS-CoV-2 infection, of
whom 2,466/9,742 (25.3%) died compared with 14,817/428,149 (3.5%) patients without
SARS-CoV-2 infection. The adjusted odds of death among patients undergoing emergency
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surgery with SARS-CoV-2 around the time of surgery is 5.7 (5.4-6.0; p<0.001)
(Supplementary table 3).

Symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection
Among patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection and respiratory symptoms 2,274/7,769 (29.3%)
died compared to 344/4,171 (8.2%) patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection but no respiratory
symptoms recorded (OR 3.7 [3.3–4.3]; p < 0.001) (Supplementary tables 4 and 5).

Incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection among surgical patients in Wales
We identified 86,866 patients undergoing their first surgical procedure in Wales between 1

st

January and 31 October 2020. Using ICD-10 codes, 730/86,866 (0.8%) surgical patients had
st

SARS-CoV-2 infection. Adding positive SARS-CoV-2 polymerase chain reaction (PCR) test
resulted in a marginally increased the incidence of 814/86,866 (0.9%). (Supplementary table
6).
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Discussion
The principal finding of this population-wide epidemiological study is that the national
incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection among NHS surgical patients in England is 0.6%. However,
where perioperative SARS-CoV-2 infection does occur, it is associated with more than a fivefold increase in risk of in-hospital mortality. Meanwhile, the very low risk of in-hospital
death (one in 1000) among patients undergoing elective surgery who have not been
infected with SARS-CoV-2 suggests that infection prevention and control procedures to
create COVID-19-free ‘green’ surgical pathways have been highly effective during the
pandemic.

20,21

Surgical patients with symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection were almost four

times more likely to die compared to infected patients without respiratory symptoms.
The incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection and subsequent deaths reported in this study
represent the measured population incidences rather than an estimate from a population
sample. Our findings are consistent with previous estimates of perioperative mortality
associated with SARS-CoV-2 infection.

22-27

The largest of these is the COVIDSurg

international multicentre observational cohort study of 1,128 surgical patients with
confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection, which was conducted during the first quarter of 2020. It
8

reported a 30-day mortality rate of 23.8%. However, the cohort consisted of only patients
with confirmed SARS-CoV-2, so it was not possible to infer the relative risk of mortality
associated with perioperative SARS-CoV-2 infection compared to a contemporaneous noninfected comparator. Our data contextualises these findings from early in the pandemic by
reporting the population risk of mortality among surgical patients with SARS-CoV-2 in
England using a cohort of patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection that is more than ten times
larger. Since we included all patients undergoing surgery in England, we were able to
compare the risk of mortality among patients with SARS-CoV-2 infection to patients without
infection to provide an estimate of the relative risk of death associated with SARS-CoV-2
infection. This important finding, which until now was unknown, could inform shared
decision making about surgical care of patients with SARS-CoV-2.
The volume of surgical activity during the pandemic was greatly reduced for three main
reasons.

4-6,28,29

First, the reduced capacity for elective surgery as a result of reallocation of
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staff and resources to the care of hospitalised patients with COVID-19 pneumonia. Second,
30

the reorganisation of care pathways and the introduction of necessary, but onerous,
infection control procedures have slowed down the delivery of care and patient
throughput.

21,31

Third, the reluctance of some clinicians to operate on patients at high-risk

of complications should they suffer a nosocomial infection with SARS-CoV-2.

5,32

This is

coupled with a reluctance of some patients to undergo surgery due to fears of acquiring
SARS-CoV-2 in hospital at the time of surgery. Our data confirm that the volume of surgical
activity during 2020 is about 25% lower than expected compared to previous years.

1,2

However, patients and clinicians should be reassured that the population incidence of SARSCoV-2 among surgical patients is low and the overall risk of death from SARS-CoV-2 for a
patient undergoing elective surgery in a ‘green’ pathway is less than one in 16500.

20

The

predicted delays to surgical treatments as a result of the pandemic are substantial, with an
estimated five million cases outstanding by March 2021. Although the morbidity and
4

mortality associated with cancelled or postponed surgery is unknown, it is clearly not
desirable to have a large and rapidly expanding waiting list for treatments.

5,31

Our data

confirm that while it is possible to undertake surgery safely during the pandemic, the risk of
mortality among surgical patients with SARS-CoV-2 is substantial and all efforts should be
made to prevent nosocomial infection.
This study has several strengths. We included data from all patients undergoing surgery in
England during the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic in England, thus our results
represent the true population incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection and associated mortality.
We were able to include data from almost two million surgical patients, which represents
one of the largest observational cohorts of surgical patients during the COVID-19 pandemic.
These data will be generalisable to other high-income countries. A major strength of our
analysis is that we controlled for changing surgical casemix during the pandemic, as well as
potential factors that could confound association between SARS-CoV-2 infection and
mortality. We used the contemporaneous comparator of patients undergoing surgery
during the pandemic who did not have SARS-CoV-2 infection. This allowed us to control for
unexpected changes in surgical casemix associated with changes in population behaviour
and healthcare delivery. We explored the potential for misclassification of SARS-CoV-2
status using a sample of patients from Wales with detailed SARS-CoV-2 testing data. The
11
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incidence of SARS-CoV-2 in this cohort was very similar to the overall incidence across the
whole study, suggesting coding of SARS-CoV-2 using ICD-10 is accurate. Our analysis also has
some limitations. It possible that our data underestimate the true incidence of SARS-CoV-2
infection among surgical patients, particularly amongst those undergoing day case
procedures, which would lead to under-representation of asymptomatic patients who are
less likely to die. However, we only included in-hospital deaths, and our findings will
therefore underestimate the true mortality risk.
In conclusion, we have shown that the prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 infection among surgical
patients is low and the risk of postoperative mortality among patients without SARS-CoV-2
infection is very small. However, where it occurs, SARS-CoV-2 infection among surgical
patients is associated with a very high risk of death.
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Figures

Figure 1. Inclusion of patients in the analysis.

population (y axis on log scale). Bottom panel: Weekly rate of death, stratified by SARS-COV-2 infection rate.
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Figure 2. Top panel: Age-adjusted incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection amongst surgical patients, reported as the number of cases per 100,000
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Figure 3. Kaplan Meier survival curves stratified by SARS-CoV-2 status.

N

None

Preoperative

Perioperative

Postoperative

Any time

1972153

1960213 (99.4%)

3289 (0.2%)

7514 (0.4%)

1137 (0.1%)

11940 (0.6%)

58 (20)

58 (20)

63 (17)

64 (20)

74 (15.7)

64 (19)

60 (40 to 74)

60 (40 to 74)

63 (52 to 76)

66 (51 to 80)

78 (67 to 86)

67 (52 to 80)

Age
Mean (SD)
Median (IQR)

Sex
Male
Female

883520 (44.8%)

877002 (99.3%)

1981 (0.2%)

3941 (0.4%)

596 (0.1%)

6518 (0.7%)

1088536 (55.2%)

1083114 (99.5%)

1308 (0.1%)

3573 (0.3%)

541 (0%)

5422 (0.5%)

Admission category
Elective
Emergency
Other
Maternity
Day-case

1374985 (69.7%)

1373955 (99.9%)

360 (0%)

612 (0%)

60 (0%)

1030 (0.1%)

437891 (22.2%)

428149 (97.8%)

2563 (0.6%)

6135 (1.4%)

1044 (0.2%)

9742 (2.2%)

16086 (0.8%)

15604 (97%)

258 (1.6%)

192 (1.2%)

35 (0.2%)

482 (3%)

143191 (7.3%)

142505 (99.5%)

108 (0.1%)

575 (0.4%)

*(*%)

686 (0.5%)

973687(49.4%)

973477 (100%)

150 (0%)

60 (0%)

*(*%)

210 (0%)

980 (0.1%)

9011 (1%)

922669 (99%)

Charlson comorbidity index
Score > 0

922669 (99%)

2644 (0.3%)

5387 (0.6%)
Index of multiple deprivation

1 – most deprived

390173 (19.8%)

387000 (99.2%)

898 (0.2%)

2004 (0.5%)

271 (0.1%)

3173 (0.8%)

2

390220 (19.8%)

387637 (99.3%)

742 (0.2%)

1630 (0.4%)

211 (0.1%)

2583 (0.7%)

3

390136 (19.8%)

387903 (99.4%)

618 (0.2%)

1388 (0.4%)

227 (0.1%)

2233 (0.6%)

4

390170 (19.8%)

388231 (99.5%)

521 (0.1%)

1198 (0.3%)

220 (0.1%)

1939 (0.5%)

5 – least deprived

390138 (19.8%)

388304 (99.5%)

468 (0.1%)

1171 (0.3%)

195 (0%)

1834 (0.5%)

Table 1. Patient characteristics.

Data are presented as mean (SD), median (IQR) and n(%)Numbers are presented as n (%) unless otherwise stated.

*Numbers suppressed to maintain patient anonymity.
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All patients
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SARS-CoV-2 Infection
Bone
Breast

Number
1154

No SARS-CoV-2 Infection

In-hospital death

Number

In-hospital death

298 (25.8%)

97175

1307 (1.3%)

24

* (*%)

40658

9 (0.0%)

863

122 (14.1%)

113858

1870 (1.6%)

Cerebrovascular

37

* (*%)

3439

128 (3.7%)

Ear

22

* (*%)

20721

17 (0.1%)

Endocrine

23

* (*%)

10890

25 (0.2%)

Female LGU

20

* (*%)

18285

12 (0.1%)

Female UGU

129

* (*%)

91988

39 (0.0%)

HPB

262

53 (20.2%)

54068

492 (0.9%)

Joint

1079

286 (26.5%)

143957

1346 (0.9%)

Lower GI

863

143 (16.6%)

164480

1717 (1.0%)

Major Vessel

176

40 (22.7%)

14274

579 (4.1%)

Male GU

37

8 (21.6%)

24152

51 (0.2%)

Muscle

54

14 (25.9%)

41254

64 (0.2%)

Nasal

56

11 (19.6%)

35903

72 (0.2%)

Neuro

555

135 (24.3%)

90801

1854 (2.0%)

Obstetrics

748

* (*%)

152661

* (*%)

Ocular

51

* (*%)

272985

31 (0.0%)

Oral

49

* (*%)

59956

55 (0.1%)

Orthopaedics

11

* (*%)

10120

8 (0.1%)

118

34 (28.8%)

15940

372 (2.3%)

13

* (*%)

11380

37 (0.3%)

Skin

578

124 (21.5%)

170433

785 (0.5%)

Skull and Spine

120

15 (12.5%)

46412

204 (0.4%)

Thoracic

3419

918 (26.8%)

48685

2874 (5.9%)

Upper GI

377

79 (21.0%)

24507

862 (3.5%)

Urological

460

98 (21.3%)

131259

669 (0.5%)

Vascular

642

204 (31.8%)

49632

994 (2.0%)

Cardiac

Other
Pharynx

Table 2. Risk of in-hospital mortality stratified by surgical specialty. Data presented as n
(%); *Numbers suppressed to maintain patient anonymity. Risk of in-hospital mortality stratified

by

surgical

removed

specialty.

given

low

Numbers

numbers.

are

LGU;

presented

Lower

as

n.

*numbers

genitourinary,

hepatopancreatobiliary, GI; gastrointestinal.

22

suppressed.

UGU;

Upper

Organ

donation

genitourinary,

HPB;

SARS-CoV-2 Infection
Preoperative
Perioperative

Any

Postoperative

All patients
N

In-hospital death

Length of hospital stay (days)

1960213

11940

3289

7514

1137

16482 (0.8%)

2618 (21.9%)

616 (18.7%)

1607 (21.4%)

395 (34.7%)

0 (0 to 2)

13 (5 to 27)

11 (3 to 25)

13 (4 to 28)

22.0 (14 to 30)

Elective Surgery
N

In-hospital death

Length of hospital stay (days)

1373955

1030

360

612

58

1092 (0.1%)

83 (8.1%)

11 (3.1%)

59 (9.6%)

13 (22.4%)

0 (0 to 1)

5 (1 to 15)

1.0 (0 to 4)

7 (2 to 18.2)

23.5 (14 to 30)

Emergency Surgery
N

In-hospital death

Length of hospital stay (days)

428149

9742

2563

6135

1044

14817 (3.5%)

2466 (25.3%)

575 (22.4%)

1518 (24.7%)

373 (35.7%)

2 (1 to 8)

16 (7 to 29)

13 (5 to 27)

15 (6 to 30)

21 (14 to 29)

Table 3. Mortality and hospital length of stay, stratified by SARS-CoV-2 infection status and acuity of surgery. Data are presented as median

(IQR) and n (%).
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Odds ratio

Lower 95%CI

Upper 95%CI

p

SARS-CoV-2 code present

5.81

5.52

6.12

<0.001

Female compared to Male

0.85

0.83

0.88

<0.001

Age in years

1.03

1.03

1.03

<0.001

Cancer present

1.02

0.99

1.06

0.22

Charlson co-morbidity score: reference = 0
score 1

2.45

2.31

2.61

<0.001

score 2

3.93

3.7

4.19

<0.001

score 3

5.13

4.8

5.48

<0.001

score 4

6.44

5.98

6.93

<0.001

score 5

7.42

6.82

8.08

<0.001

8.19

7.43

9.03

<0.001

score

≥6

Index of multiple deprivation: reference = quintile 5 (least deprived)
quintile 1 (most deprived)

0.96

0.92

1.01

0.08

quintile 2

0.91

0.86

0.95

<0.001

quintile 3

0.89

0.85

0.93

<0.001

quintile 4

0.86

0.81

0.9

<0.001

<0.001

Admission category: reference = Elective
Emergency
Maternity
Other

24.07

22.62

25.61

3.97

1.15

13.78

0.03

17.82

16.05

19.79

<0.001

<0.001

Procedure grouping: reference = Bone
Breast

0.2

0.11

0.39

Cardiac

1.03

0.96

1.11

0.43

Cerebrovascular

2.62

2.17

3.17

<0.001

Ear

0.39

0.26

0.6

<0.001

Endocrine

1.52

1.03

2.26

0.04

Female LGU

0.47

0.28

0.8

0.01

Female UGU

0.4

0.3

0.55

<0.001

HPB

1.59

1.43

1.76

<0.001

Joint

1.13

1.05

1.22

<0.001

1.8

1.68

1.93

<0.001

Major Vessel

2.82

2.55

3.13

<0.001

Male GU

0.76

0.58

1

0.05

Muscle

0.88

0.69

1.11

0.28

Nasal

0.45

0.36

0.56

<0.001

3.7

3.44

3.97

<0.001

Lower GI

Neuro
Organ Donation

22.61

6.97

73.33

<0.001

Obstetrics

0.13

0.03

0.47

<0.001

Ocular

0.09

0.07

0.13

<0.001

Oral

0.63

0.48

0.82

<0.001

0.4

0.2

0.82

0.01

2.92

2.59

3.29

<0.001

Orthopaedics
Other
Pharynx

1.87

1.35

2.6

<0.001

Skin

0.84

0.77

0.92

<0.001

Skull and Spine

1.47

1.27

1.71

<0.001

Thoracic

3.87

3.63

4.13

<0.001

Upper GI

3.33

3.05

3.64

<0.001

Urological

0.95

0.87

1.04

0.27

Vascular

1.78

1.64

1.93

<0.001

Table 4. Multivariable logistic regression analysis for in-hospital mortality within 90
days. Patients with unspecified sex removed prior to analysis. LGU; Lower genitourinary, UGU;
Upper genitourinary, HPB; hepatopancreatobiliary, GI; gastrointestinal.
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