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Abstract 

Background & Aims: Liver allocation is determined by the model for end-stage liver disease 

(MELD), a scoring system based on four laboratory measurements. During the MELD era, sex 

disparities in liver transplant have increased and there are no modifications to MELD based on 

sex. We use data from electronic health records (EHRs) to describe sex differences in MELD 

labs and propose a sex adjustment. 

Methods: We extracted lab values for creatinine, International Normalized Ratio of prothrombin 

rate, bilirubin, and sodium from EHRs at Vanderbilt University Medical Center (VUMC) and the 

All of Us Research Project to determine sex differences in lab traits. We calculated MELDNa 

scores within liver transplant recipients, non-transplanted liver disease cases, and non-liver 

disease controls separately. To account for sex differences in lab traits in MELDNa scoring, we 

created a sex-adjusted MELDNa map which outputs adjusted female scores mapped to male 

scores of equal liver disease severity. Using waitlist data from the Liver Simulated Allocation 

Modeling, we conducted simulations to determine if the sex-adjusted scores reduced sex 

disparities.  

Results: All component MELDNa lab values and calculated MELDNa scores yielded significant 

sex differences within VUMC (n=623,931) and All of Us (n=56,715)  resulting in MELDNa 

scoring that disadvantaged females who, despite greater decompensation traits, had lower 

MELDNa scores. In simulations, the sex-adjusted MELDNa score modestly increased female 

transplantation rate and decreased overall death. 

Conclusions: Our results demonstrate pervasive sex differences in all labs used in MELDNa 

scoring and highlight the need and utility of a sex-adjustment to the MELDNa protocol.   
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Lay Summary: 

Liver transplant waitlist position is determined by a score called MELDNa, which is calculated 

using four laboratory values. Once on the waitlist, males are more likely to receive a transplant, 

while females are more likely to die or be removed due to illness. We demonstrate that all four 

laboratory values in the MELDNa score show significant sex differences that disadvantage 

females in liver transplant. We created a sex-adjusted score that increases female transplantation 

rate and decreases death among both sexes in simulations. 
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Introduction 

In 2002, the Organ Procurement and Transplantation Network (OPTN) adopted the 

model for end-stage liver disease (MELD) scoring system to allocate livers based on objective 

medical criteria. MELD scores were initially calculated from three laboratory values, creatinine, 

international normalized ratio of prothrombin rate (INR), and bilirubin1. The MELD allocation 

system is based on the “sickest first” principle whereby individuals with the highest scores have 

priority access to organs. In some cases, MELD does not adequately capture the severity of 

illness, such as hepatocellular carcinoma, hepatopulmonary syndrome, and portopulmonary 

hypertension2. Individuals with these diagnoses receive exception points to increase their listing 

MELD scores and decrease their time to transplant. Additionally, other factors can affect 

MELD’s mortality prediction2, including hyponatremia, nutritional status, and sex3,4. These 

effects on MELD’s prediction led to several proposed modifications to MELD scoring2, 

including the sodium-adjusted MELD score5,6 (MELDNa) which has replaced the original 

MELD in clinical practice. Notably, sex disparities in liver transplant have widened in the 

MELD era7,8, however, no modifications to MELD based on sex have been accepted.  

Sex differences in liver transplant are well documented. Females spend longer on the 

waitlist8,9, are more likely to die or become too sick for transplantation while on the waitlist3,8,10–

12, and are less likely to receive MELD exception points than males13. Previous studies attempted 

to explain the sex disparity in liver transplants by investigating factors such as size mismatches 

between donor-recipient pairs, geographic disparities, and lower creatinine levels in females. 

After controlling for estimated liver size12,14 or height15, sex disparities in transplant were 

reduced, but not eliminated. Likewise, controlling for geographic disparities did not ameliorate 

the sex disparity in receiving a liver transplant12. Several studies postulated that decreased body 

size in females leads to lower creatinine levels which in turn disadvantages females in MELD 
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scoring3,16,17. Indeed, males tend to be listed with higher creatinine, estimated glomerular 

filtration rate (eGFR), and MELD scores than females3,4,16–18, but replacement of creatinine with 

eGFR did not improve the MELD model in females3,11,18. The lack of explanation from previous 

studies suggests no single factor can fully explain the sex difference in liver transplant, but rather 

a constellation of differences exist between males and females, leading to the observed disparity. 

The majority of previous studies investigating sex differences in liver transplant utilized 

data from the United Network for Organ Sharing (UNOS) database, which allows for analysis of 

demographics, cause of liver disease, MELD scores at listing, comorbidities, and outcomes. 

However, the UNOS database does not allow for investigation of sex differences at the 

population level. Electronic health records (EHRs) store longitudinal information on the health 

and clinical care of individuals, including diagnoses, procedures, medications, and laboratory test 

results. Rather than conducting studies in traditionally collected cohorts, EHRs enable research 

on the entire population of a healthcare system, which can increase sample size, reduce bias 

based on ascertainment, and increase generalizability. In this study, we leverage EHR data from 

a single tertiary care medical center and a multisite initiative, the All of Us Research Program19, 

to investigate sex differences in the (1) lab traits composing MELDNa scores, (2) calculated 

MELDNa scores, and (3) number of liver decompensation traits. To form a complete picture of 

the scope of sex differences affecting MELD we included individualsat a range of clinical 

endpoints from healthy controls to liver disease to transplant cases. Finally, we derive a sex-

adjusted MELDNa score and test its ability to reduce sex disparities in simulated liver transplant 

waitlist data to ensure applicability to a transplant-specific sample. 

 

Methods 

Data Source 
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Vanderbilt University Medical Center (VUMC) is a tertiary care center that provides 

inpatient and outpatient care in Nashville, TN. The VUMC EHR was established in 1990 and 

includes data on billing codes from the International Classification of Diseases, 9th and 10th 

editions (ICD-9 and ICD-10), Current Procedural Terminology (CPT) codes, laboratory values, 

reports, and clinical documentation. The de-identified mirror of the EHR, numbers more than 3.2 

million patient records. This study was deemed non-human subjects research by the VUMC 

Institutional Review Board (IRB#172020). 

 

Study Sample 

To maximize the density of records across our study sample, we implemented a data floor 

heuristic (at least 5 ICD codes received over a period of at least 3 years) to select individuals 

who regularly utilize VUMC for their primary care. Because liver cancer and renal dialysis affect 

MELDNa scores, individuals with the presence of the liver cancer ICD codes (155-155.2, C22-

C22.9) or dialysis CPT codes (90935-90999) were excluded, resulting in 623,931 individuals 

available for subsequent analyses (Supplementary Table 1). Liver transplant cases were defined 

by the presence or absence of the liver transplant CPT code, 47135 (N=601). The remaining 

sample was further stratified by liver disease status, determined by the presence of at least two 

component chronic liver disease ICD codes (Supplementary Table 2), indicative of individuals 

who might qualify for a transplant but have not yet received one (N=24,921). Individuals with 

only one liver disease code were excluded to reduce potential false positive cases. The remaining 

sample was classified as “healthy controls” (N=598,409). In this study, “healthy control” status 

refers to the absence of liver disease. EHRs are not linked to the liver transplant waitlist system, 

therefore we were not able to use waitlist-specific information, such as listing date, dual listing 

status, or de-listing status. 
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Statistical Analysis 

Lab Values 

MELDNa component labs (creatinine, INR, bilirubin, and sodium) were extracted from 

the EHR and filtered for observations more than eight standard deviations from the group sample 

mean, indicative of data entry error or biologically implausible values. Given the longitudinal 

nature of the EHR, we selected the median and maximum of each lab value per individual. In 

liver transplant cases, we selected the median and maximum lab values prior to transplant, as 

defined as the date of liver transplant CPT code (47135). In liver disease cases and in controls, 

the median and maximum lab values across the entire medical record were selected 

(Supplementary Table 3). We applied t-tests to determine the differences in lab values between 

males and females within the entire sample, within healthy controls, within the liver disease 

sample, and within the liver transplant sample.  

 

OPTN MELDNa Scores 

OPTN MELDNa scores were calculated using all available eight SD filtered creatinine, 

INR, bilirubin, and sodium values. To most closely estimate the clinically relevant scores, we 

required that all four lab values contributing to MELDNa score calculations were recorded on the 

same date. For liver disease cases and healthy controls, median and maximum OPTN MELDNa 

(MELDNamedian and MELDNamax) across the entire medical record were used for subsequent 

analyses. For liver transplant cases, OPTN MELDNamedian and MELDNamax prior to liver 

transplant CPT code were used in order to more closely estimate pre-transplant liver disease 

severity. Differences in OPTN MELDNa scores were assessed between males and females 
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across the entire sample and within liver transplant, liver disease, and control definitions, using t-

tests. 

 

Decompensation Measurements 

Decompensation traits were defined using ICD 9 and 10 codes for hematemesis, 

gastrointestinal hemorrhage, ascites, jaundice, and hepatic encephalopathy (Supplementary Table 

4). We required individuals to have at least 2 instances of a component code to be coded with 

any one of the compensation traits. In liver transplant cases, only ICD codes prior to the liver 

transplant CPT date were used. Decompensation counts were then determined by summing the 

number of coded decompensation traits for each individual (minimum=0, maximum=5) 

(Supplementary Table 5). Differences in average decompensation counts were assessed between 

males and females across the entire sample and within liver transplant, liver disease, and control 

definitions, using t-tests. 

 

Replication in All of Us 

We replicated our findings in the All of Us Research Program, a population-based cohort that 

contains demographic, EHR, and survey information on participants. All of Us contains data on 

over 271,000 individuals of whom 56,715 had recorded lab values for component MELDNa labs 

and were included in the replication analyses (Supplementary Table 1). Even though the sample 

size of transplanted patients is small in All of Us (n=25), the broader sample allowed us to 

confirm the pattern of sex differences in MELDNa labs seen in VUMC and further demonstrate 

pervasive sex differences even in the absence of liver transplant or disease. 

Definitions for controls, liver disease, liver transplant, and decompensation traits were the 

same as in VUMC. Lab values were filtered as described in VUMC and then used to calculate 
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OPTN MELDNa scores (Supplementary Tables 5-6). Sex differences in median lab values, 

median calculated MELDNa scores, and decompensation counts were assessed across the entire 

sample and within liver status groups using t-tests.   

 

Development of Sex-Adjusted MELDNa Map 

 Individuals in VUMC with evidence of liver disease but who had not undergone a liver 

transplant were used to develop a sex-adjusted MELDNa score map. A fair MELDNa score 

should satisfy the property that a male and a female who have similar scores should also have 

similar liver disease severity. However, as shown in previous literature and corroborated by our 

work, current OPTN MELDNa score underestimates the degree of illness in females with liver 

disease. To reduce this disparity, our mapping focused on creation of a score such that mapped 

sex-adjusted scores resulted in more similar distributions of disease severity for males and 

females. We created the sex-adjusted MELDNa map with the following three steps. First, 

females and males were matched on race, age at MELDNa score, and decompensation count, 

which we used as the surrogate for the liver disease severity using nearest-neighbor matching in 

the MatchIt R package20. We divided the matched sample by sex and separately calculated 

quantiles of MELDNa scores. Because liver transplant waitlist listing dates are not available in 

EHRs, we used the first calculated MELDNa score after liver disease diagnosis to most closely 

estimate a patient’s listing MELDNa score on the transplant waitlist. Corresponding quantiles 

were matched to produce the final map. The quantile mapping reduces the underestimation bias 

of MELDNa scores for females and preserves the ranking of OPTN MELDNa scores within 

females. In other words, considering two females, the female that has a higher OPTN MELDNa 

score than the other would still have a larger (or equal) sex-adjusted MELD score. Additionally, 
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this approach accommodates non-linearity in sex-differences which can result in a smaller sex 

difference in outcomes for the extreme high MELDNa scores. 

 

Evaluating Sex-Adjusted MELDNa Scores in LSAM 

Because the sex-adjusted score was derived using EHR data which may include waitlisted 

and non-waitlisted patients, we next sought to validate the score in a liver transplant waitlist 

sample. Liver Simulated Allocation Modeling (LSAM) is a discrete event simulation that models 

the functioning of the US liver allocation system and allows for comparison of various allocation 

schemes21. The LSAM software was used to model outcomes of changing OPTN MELDNa 

scores to the proposed sex-adjusted scores. Simulations using both the OPTN MELDNa score 

and the proposed sex-adjusted MELDNa score were conducted with 10 replications of organ and 

waitlist arrivals from most recent liver transplant data (2015.6 –2016.6) contained in the LSAM 

package. Within each replication, the same simulated dataset was used for both MELDNa scores 

to generate comparative estimates of transplant volume, wait-list mortality, and the impact of 

these with regard to sex disparity in receiving liver transplant. The primary outcome of interest is 

the impact of the sex-adjusted MELDNa on sex-specific total transplant volume compared with 

the current MELDNa. Secondary outcomes included 1-year wait‐list mortality (per 100 person-

year) and total deaths. 

 

Statistical Analyses  

All analyses were completed in R version 3.4 or 4.0.0 (R Foundation for Statistical 

Computing, Vienna, Austria). 

 

Results 
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Sex differences in component labs and calculated MELDNa scores 

 Within controls, males had increased creatinine (p<2.22x10-308), INR (p=2.65x10-114), 

and bilirubin levels (p<2.22x10-308) compared to females, but sodium levels were not different 

(p=0.60). Males with liver disease showed increased creatinine (p=1.03x10-291), INR (p=1.80x10-

14), and bilirubin levels (p=6.42x10-54), as well as decreased sodium levels compared to females 

(p=1.88x10-23). In liver transplant cases, males had increased pre-transplant creatinine levels 

compared to females (p=0.001). Pre-transplant INR (p=0.74), bilirubin (p=0.26), and sodium 

levels (p=0.36) were not significantly different between male and female transplant cases (Figure 

1a-d, Supplementary Tables 7-8).    

 Median MELDNa (MELDNamedian) scores were increased in males compared to females 

within each liver status group (pcontrols=3.16x10-316, pliver disease =2.20x10-54; pliver transplant=0.005) 

(Figure 1e, Supplementary Tables 7-8).  

 

Sex differences in decompensation counts 

 Among controls and liver disease cases, males had higher decompensation counts than 

females (pcontrols=2.86x10-31; pliver disease=2.75x10-10). However, among patients who had received 

a transplant, females had higher pre-transplant decompensation counts (p=0.005) (Figure 2, 

Supplementary Table 9). The difference in the average number of decompensation traits between 

liver disease cases and liver transplant cases was 1.4 for females and 1.1 for males, suggesting 

females generally accrue more decompensation traits prior to receiving a liver transplant.  

 

Replication in All of Us 

 Across the entire All of Us sample, males had significantly higher median MELDNa lab 

values compared to females (pcreatinine<2.23x10-223; pINR=8.48x10-40; pbilirubin=5.11x10-169; 
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psodium=4.08x10-3). In controls, males had higher median creatinine (p=1.22x10-316), INR 

(p=3.49x10-31), and bilirubin levels (p=4.44x10-168), but not sodium levels (p=0.643). Males had 

significantly higher median levels of all MELDNa labs within liver disease cases 

(pcreatinine=8.39x10-34; pINR=1.43x10-9; pbilirubin=8.64x10-13; psodium=3.16x10-9). Within liver 

transplant recipients, median lab values were not significantly different between males and 

females (pcreatinine=0.96; pINR=0.53; pbilirubin=0.32; psodium=0.57), however, it should be noted that 

sample size was small for this group (N<20; eTable 7, Supplementary Figure 3). In the 

comparison of median calculated MELDNa scores, males had significantly higher scores 

compared to females across the entire sample (p=3.31x10-48), controls (p=4.64x10-33), and liver 

disease cases (p=1.87x10-14).  

Males had higher counts of decompensation traits across the entire sample (p=1.31x10-

16), within controls (p=5.76x10-6), and within liver disease cases (p=3.15x10-6), but not within 

liver transplant recipients (p=0.71) (Supplementary Table 9, Supplementary Figure 4).  

 

Development of Sex-Adjusted MELDNa Map 

 Male MELDNa scores remain based on the OPTN calculation while the female sex-

adjusted MELDNa score is found in the “sex-adjusted MELDNa” column corresponding to the 

unadjusted OPTN MELDNa score. Female scores were increased between 0-2 points and 1.6 

points on average. 

 

Evaluating Sex-Adjusted MELDNa Scores in LSAM 

 Using the current OPTN MELDNa scores, males were transplanted 0.7% higher rate than 

females (males=23.7%; females=23.0%). When the sex-adjusted scores were assessed, females 

were transplanted at a 1% higher rate than males (males=23.1%; females=24.1%). Total death 
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counts for both sexes decreased using the sex-adjusted scores and waitlist death rates decreased 

among females (OPTN=15%; sex-adjusted=14%) while remaining unchanged in males 

(both=16%) (Table 2).    

 

Discussion 

 The MELD allocation system is designed to treat each individual equally, however, 

equality does not always ensure equity. Uncharacterized differences between groups in clinical 

lab values can exacerbate health disparities. Previous studies ascribed sex differences in 

MELDNa scores to known sex differences in creatinine levels3,16–18, but creatinine does not fully 

account for the sex difference in MELDNa scores3,11,18. Using two EHR systems, we analyzed 

sex differences in all component labs of MELDNa at scale and in diverse clinical presentations 

(i.e. controls, liver disease, and transplanted individuals). Our analyses showed significant sex 

differences in all four component labs of MELDNa, which systematically disadvantaged 

females. Even though the differences were small, the use of a natural logarithm of each lab value 

in the MELDNa calculation magnifies the differences, resulting in increased baseline MELDNa 

scores in males versus females.  

Females are more likely to die or be de-listed due to disease severity while on the liver 

transplant waitlist8,10,12. Concordantly, in our sample, females who had undergone a liver 

transplant had significantly more pre-transplant decompensation traits than males. However, 

among liver disease cases who had not undergone a transplant, females had fewer 

decompensation traits. This pattern of results suggests that by the time females qualify for liver 

transplant, they are, on average, sicker than males, consistent with previous reports of higher 

waitlist mortality or removal for females3,4,8,10. Furthermore, female liver transplant recipients 

had lower MELDNa scores despite having more decompensation traits than male transplant 
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recipients, demonstrating that OPTN MELDNa scores may not accurately reflect liver disease 

progression in females. Although not examined in this study, previous studies confirmed height 

and liver size contribute to the sex disparity in liver transplant. However, even after controlling 

for height or estimated liver size, rates of transplant remained lower among females4,14,22   

 The use of EHRs provides a unique view of sex difference in MELDNa scoring. Whereas 

previous studies were limited to only individuals with advanced liver disease, we were able to 

examine sex differences across multiple clinical endpoints. Additionally, we investigated sex 

differences in all MELDNa component labs, rather than restricting to only creatinine. Finally, the 

use of ICD codes enabled us to determine degree of liver decompensation to provide another 

metric of disease severity apart from MELDNa scoring.  

 We proposed and tested a sex-adjusted MELDNa score map to compensate for the sex 

differences seen in MELDNa component labs. The sex-adjusted score empirically matches a 

female’s MELDNa score to a male’s score of equal illness. The majority of sex-adjusted scores 

for females increase 1 or 2 points from the corresponding OPTN MELDNa score, consistent with 

a previous report of increased liver transplant access for females with an additional 2 points 

added to their MELD scores15. While a blanket addition of 1-2 points may over-correct female 

scores, especially at higher scores, our proposed adjustment ameliorates this issue by providing a 

score anchored to disease severity (i.e. decompensation trait count). The LSAM models using the 

sex-adjusted scores showed an increase in female transplantation rate and a decrease in overall 

death for both sexes, suggesting modest but positive improvement in reducing the sex disparity. 

Using the sex-adjusted scores, females had a 1% higher transplantation rate (compared to a 0.7% 

higher rate for males using the OPTN scores). While this adjustment resulted in a slight increase 

in female transplant rate compared to males, it is not possible to determine if this is due to an 

over-correction for female scores or if females on the waitlist had more severe disease that 
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warranted a higher transplantation rate. Regardless, total death counts were reduced for both 

males and females and reduced female waitlist mortality, suggested that the sex-adjusted scores 

could help save lives.   

 

Limitations 

 Analysis of EHR data comes with several limitations. EHRs are not linked to national 

databases, such as the liver transplant waitlist, preventing us from integrating listing and de-

listing dates into our analyses. Additionally, clinical lab tests are not ordered uniformly, 

potentially creating diagnostic bias in our sample, especially in controls without liver disease. 

The proposed sex-adjusted MELDNa score does not solve other known causes of sex 

disparities including donor-recipient size mismatch or geographic or racial disparities. To 

successfully eliminate the sex disparity in liver transplant, further investigation and potential 

policy changes, such as access to pediatric donors for female recipients, increase in utilization of 

partial liver transplant for female recipients, and increase sharing of donors across UNOS 

regions, are necessary.  

 

Conclusions 

 Using EHR data, we demonstrate all lab traits used in the calculation of MELDNa scores 

show sex differences that increase males scores compared to females, despite females showing 

greater liver decompensation. In simulations, our proposed sex-adjusted MELDNa score 

increases the rate of female transplantation and decreases overall death in both sexes.  
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Abbreviations: 

MELD – model for end-stage liver disease 

INR – international normalized ratio 

OPTN – Organ Procurement and Transplantation Network 

eGFR – estimated glomerular filtration rate  

VUMC – Vanderbilt University Medical Center 

EHR – electronic health record  

ICD – International Classification of Disease 

CPT – Current Procedural Terminology 

UNOS - United Network for Organ Sharing 

LSAM - Liver Simulated Allocation Modeling 
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Figures 

Fig. 1. Sex differences in MELDNa lab values. Sex differences in median (A) creatinine, (B) 

INR, (C) bilirubin, (D) sodium levels, and (E) calculated OPTN MELDNa scores 

stratified by liver status in VUMC and All of Us. For liver transplant recipients, median 

levels prior to liver transplant date were utilized. For controls and liver disease cases, 

median levels across the entire EHR were used. Sex differences were assessed using a t-

test.** denotes p<=0.01; ***: p<=0.001; ****: p<=0.0001. 

(A)  
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Fig. 2. Sex differences in average number of decompensation traits stratified by liver status 

in VUMC and All of Us. For liver transplant recipients, decompensation traits prior to 

liver transplant date were utilized. For controls and liver disease cases, decompensation 

traits across the entire EHR were used. Sex differences were assessed using a t-test. ** 

denotes p<=0.01; ***: p<=0.001; ****: p<=0.0001.
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Fig. 3. Derivation of the sex-adjusted MELDNa map. In VUMC, non-transplanted liver 

disease patients were matched by sex on number of decompensation traits, age at 

MELDNa score, and race. Next, quantiles of MELDNa scores were calculated separately 

for males and females. MELDNa scores were then matched based on quantile. The sex-

adjusted map converts the original female OPTN score to the corresponding male score.   
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Table 1. Proposed sex-adjusted MELDNa score map. Female sex-adjusted MELDNa scores 

are found in the “sex-adjusted MELDNa” column corresponding to the unadjusted OPTN 

MELDNa score. Male MELDNa scores remain based on the OPTN calculation.  

Female OPTN MELDNa Female Sex-Adjusted MELDNa 
6 7 
7 9 
8 9 
9 11 

10 12 
11 13 
12 14 
13 15 
14 16 
15 17 
16 18 
17 19 
18 20 
19 21 
20 22 
21 23 
22 24 
23 25 
24 26 
25 27 
26 28 
27 28 
28 29 
29 30 
30 32 
31 33 
32 34 
33 35 
34 36 
35 36 
36 37 
37 37 
38 38 
39 39 
40 40 
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Table 2. Summary of LSAM simulation results comparing OPTN to sex-adjusted 

MELDNa scores. Results are averaged across 10 iterations using independent sets of 

organ and waitlist arrivals from June 2015 – June 2016. 

MELDNa Version Sex N participants N transplants 

(proportion) 

N total 1-year death N waitlist death 

(proportion) 

OPTN All 27,032 6,343 (23.5%)  2,493 2,120 (16%) 

 Males 16,855 3,999 (23.7%) 1,613 1,373 (16%) 

 Females 10,177 2,344 (23.0%) 880 747 (15%) 

Sex-adjusted All 27,032 6,345 (23.5%) 2,480 2,114 (16%) 

 Males 16,855 3,894 (23.1%) 1,608 1,383 (16%) 

 Females 10,177 2,451 (24.1%) 872 731 (14%) 
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