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What does this paper add to the literature? 

This paper describes the patient cohort with COVID-19 (Omicron variant) who are unable to 

be cared for by the virtual model of care and required escalation for hospital admission. It 

assists in health service planning in the setting of large numbers of cases.   
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Abstract 

 
Background: 

The COVID-19 virtual ward was created to provide care for people at home with COVID-19. 

Only a small proportion required hospital admission during their care. Given this was a new 

model of care, little was known about the clinical characteristics and outcomes of patients 

requiring admission to hospital from the virtual ward platform. 

 

Aim:  

A retrospective observational study with the aim to characterise hospital admission volume, 

patient epidemiology, clinical characteristics and outcome form a virtual ward in the setting 

of an Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 outbreak. 

 

Methods: 

A retrospective observational study was performed for all virtual ward patients admitted 

from 1
st

 January 2022 to 25
th

 March 2022. Patients had to be at least 16 years old to be 

included. Epidemiological, clinical and laboratory data was reviewed on all patients who 

required admission to hospital. This was analysed to describe this patient cohort.  

 

Results:  

A total of 7021 patients were cared for on the virtual ward over the study period with 473 

referred to hospital for assessment. Twenty-six (0.4%) patients were admitted to hospital 

during their care on the ward. Twenty-two (84.6%) admissions were COVID-19 related. Fifty 

three percent of the hospitalised patients were fully vaccinated, and 11 had received prior 

therapeutics for COVID-19 in the community. There was one ICU admission, and one in-

hospital mortality. Shortness of breath was the most common reason for escalation to 

hospital. Chest pain was the second most common reason and the most common diagnosis 

after investigation was non-cardiac chest pain that spontaneously resolved. 

 

Conclusions: 

Few patients required admission from the virtual ward in the setting of the Omicron variant 

(BA.1, BA.2) as a direct result of COVID-19 disease and virtual ward care. Shortness of breath 

and chest pain were the most common symptoms driving further clinical care. 

 

Keywords: COVID-19, Omicron, virtual care, hospital admissions 
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Introduction 
The Metro North COVID-19 Virtual Ward was created to provide care for people at home 

with COVID-19 in South-East Queensland, Central West and Norfolk Island. This covers a 

population approaching 900,000 and 4157 square kilometres. Within these catchments 

there 22 public hospitals including 1 quaternary, 1 tertiary and 2 secondary hospitals. The 

virtual ward structure has been previously described by McCarthy et al (2022) and had 

constant evolution in response to changing needs of COVID-19 management and demand 

[1]. Like a traditional hospital ward, the virtual ward had a list of inpatients and was 

managed by a multidisciplinary team. However, unlike a traditional hospital ward, the 

virtual ward patients were at home and consultations were provided over the phone or 

using telehealth. 

 

To provide care the virtual ward needed to be able to recognise and escalate moderate-

severe COVID-19 cases, complications of COVID-19 and other medical conditions requiring 

hospital level care and assessment. In a large multinational observational study, fever, 

cough, and shortness of breath were the most common symptoms in hospitalised patients 

for COVID-19 [2]. Atypical symptoms included nausea, vomiting and abdominal pain for 

people less than 60 and confusion was the most common atypical symptom for those over 

60 [2]. A study by O'Malley, Hansjee [3] showed that a virtual ward model was useful in 

following up high-risk patients discharged from a respiratory ward in a UK hospital.  Previous 

studies have shown that a COVID-19 virtual ward model of care can relieve pressure on 

hospitals whilst providing safe management of patients at home [3-5]. 

 

The aim of this study was to characterise hospital admission volume epidemiology, clinical 

characteristics and outcome form a virtual ward model of care as a part of service learning 

in an Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 outbreak. This knowledge will assist future hospital planning 

and optimise patient care in the virtual ward setting. 
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Method 

 

Study design 

A retrospective assessment was performed for all patients admitted to hospital during their 

virtual ward admission from 1
st

 January 2022 to 25
th

 March 2022. An admission meant that 

a patient was admitted to a hospital bed under the care of a specialist. Short stay 

admissions in the emergency department were excluded. The most predominant Omicron 

strain during this period was BA.1. 

 

Data was obtained from the Virtual Care Stream (Clinical notes system), the Virtual Ward 

dashboard (Power BI), The Viewer and iEMR. These are online clinical notes systems where 

a health professional can visualise patient’s previous encounters with public hospitals, 

including notes and summaries of their previous care. Patients were admitted to the ward 

as opt-in model based on positive chain reaction (PCR) testing for SARS-CoV-2. Outside the 

opt in model patients were referred by another practitioner (e.g. the emergency 

department or the General Practitioner) or self-referred through electronic or phone call 

platforms. This study was approved by the Royal Brisbane and Women’s Hospital Human 

Research Ethics Committee (Approval number: EX/2022/QRBW/84877). 

 

Virtual Ward and Escalation Process 

Patients were admitted to the COVID-19 Virtual Ward while in isolation at their home. The 

Virtual ward included administration, nursing, pharmacy, medical and social work staff. An 

escalation hotline was available to patients after hours.  

 

In this initial consultation patients were risk stratified based on risk of possible disease 

progression. All patients received daily phone calls and symptoms were assessed with 

standardised escalation criteria. Higher risk patients received a pulse oximeter. Additional 

questions were asked for pregnant patients that screened for any issues with pregnancy. 

The above system allowed escalation of patients to a Medical Officer for review and then to 

the emergency department if required. Transport to the nearest emergency department 

was arranged via an ambulance and the Senior Medical Officer of that department was 

made aware of the patients expected arrival. 

 

Antiemetics, analgesia, antibiotics and oral antiviral therapies when they became available 

could be delivered to the patient’s home and were prescribed according to the Australian 

National Guidelines [6]. Sotrovimab and then EVUSHED (tixagevimab and cilgavimab) at a 

later point were normally given in the outpatient setting but for some time required 

hospital presentation until this facility was set up. Key changes in ward strategy are listed in 

table 1.  

 

Table 1: Key changes in the virtual ward  

 

Month Key changes implemented 

January • Sotrovimab access – very limited access (8/1/2022)– increased over time 

• Virtual Dashboard operational (20/1/2022) 

February • First budesonide prescription (1/2/2022) 
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• Home pulse oximetry introduced (6/2/2022) 

• First Paxlovid (nirmatrelvir and ritonavir) prescription (11/2/2022) 

• Transfer to opt in model of care (14/2/2022) 

• First Lagevrio (molnupiravir) prescription (20/2/2022) 

March • 14 day follow up for higher risk (immunocompromised) patients 

(24/3/2022) 

• Very low/low category patients discharged from the ward on first 

consultation (24/3/2022) 

 

Patients were discharged from the virtual ward after 7 days if they met the national 

guideline criteria relating to symptom improvement [7].The Virtual Ward implemented a 14 

day total follow up, if they had ongoing symptoms, in the heavily immunosuppressed 

patient cohort such as lung and liver transplant patients.  

 

Study population 

All patients 16 years or over who were admitted to the virtual ward from 1
st

 January 2022 to 

25
th

 March 2022 were reviewed. Patients were deemed COVID-19 positive if they had a self-

reported or confirmed positive PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) test or RAT (Rapid Antigen 

Test). Patients were excluded from the study as a hospital admission if they were admitted 

to hospital to receive an intravenous COVID-19 therapeutic only or if they were admitted to 

a short stay ward associated with any department of that hospital. 

 

Data Collection 

Data was collected on total numbers of patients admitted to the virtual ward, number of 

consultations, number of patients who attended an emergency department and those 

admitted to hospital. The patients admitted to hospital were studied in detail including 

patient demographics, vaccination status, comorbidities (including immunocompromise), 

COVID-19 testing results, reason for escalation, hospital assessment, pathology results, 

hospital admission treatments, Virtual Ward disposition and treatment outcome.  

Vaccination status was defined per the Australian Technical Advisory Group on 

Immunisation (ATAGI)[8]. Day 0 of COVID-19 was defined as the date the patient was 

diagnosed or day of first symptoms (not more than 48 hours prior to diagnosis date)[7]. 

Immunocompromise was defined per ATAGI and included medical conditions such as active 

haematological malignancy, immunosuppressive therapy, organ transplant with 

immunosuppressive therapy and primary immunodeficiency syndromes [9]. Mortality data 

was obtained (in-hospital or within 30 days of discharge) and readmission was defined as a 

further admission to a hospital (not a short stay unit) within 30 days. 

 

Data Analysis 

The data was analysed using SPSS Statistics 27. Descriptive statistics were expressed as a 

number (%) and mean or median for continuous variables.  
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Results 

 

Virtual ward admissions, emergency department presentations, and hospital admission 

rate  

 

A total of 7021 people were actively managed by the virtual ward over the study period. A 

total of 473 of those patients, 6.7%, attended an emergency department for assessment as 

a result of escalation of their care by the virtual ward or self-escalation. Of those, 26 

patients (0.4% of the total ward patients), were admitted to a hospital for further care 

(Table 2).  

 

Table 2: Numbers of patients admitted to the virtual ward, attendance to an emergency 

department due to escalation, and admitted to a hospital from January to March 2022 

 January February March 

Virtual ward admissions, n (n=7021) 3894 1399 1728 

Escalations, n (% of total admissions 

that month) (n=473) 

182 (4.7%) 124 (8.9%) 167 (9.7%) 

Hospital admissions, n (% of total 

admissions that month) (n=26) 

6 (0.2%) 13 (0.9%) 7 (0.4%) 

 

A total of 26 patients were admitted to hospital during the period of the study. Patient 

characteristics are summarised in Table 3. Note this included hospital admissions for all 

causes, not only COVID-19 admissions. 

 

Table 3: Baseline characteristics of Hospitalised patients (n=26)  

 

Baseline characteristics  All hospitalised patients  

Median age, years (range)  62 (18-89)  

Female sex, n (%)  17 (65.4)  

Vaccination status  

Fully vaccinated and up to date, n (%)  11 (42.3)  

Fully vaccinated, n (%)  3 (11.5)  

Partially vaccinated, n (%)  8 (30.8)  

Unvaccinated, n (%)  4 (15.4)  

Pregnant, n (%)  2 (7.6)  

Risk category  

Very High, n (%)  13 (50.0)  

High, n (%)  11 (42.3)  

Moderate, n (%)  2 (7.7)  

Low/Very Low, n (%)  0 (0)  

Immunocompromise, n (%)  5 (19.2)  

Median Charlson Comorbidity Index, index (range)  2 (0-8)  

Other at-risk comorbidities  

Hypertension, n (%)  12 (46.2)  

Diabetes, n (%)  6 (23.1)  
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Obesity, n (%)  4 (15.4)  

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease, n (%)  3 (11.5)  

Asthma (Moderate to Severe), n (%)  4 (15.4)   

Virtual ward treatments  

Budesonide, n (%)  7 (26.9)  

Increased usual inhaled corticosteroid dose, n (%)  2 (7.7)  

Sotrovimab, n (%)  1 (3.8)  

Molnupiravir, n (%)  1 (3.8)  

Paxlovid, n (%) 0 (0.0) 

Nil, n (%)  15 (57.7)  

 

Table 4 shows the escalation characteristics of the patients who went on to be admitted to 

hospital. Five (19.2%) patients escalated themselves to hospital for care. Shortness of breath 

was the most common reason for escalation. The second most common reason was chest 

pain, the diagnoses of which are listed in Table 5.  

 

Table IV: Escalation characteristics (in patients admitted to hospital) (n=26) 

 

Escalation characteristics    

Median COMPASS score (on day of escalation) (n=21)  6 

Self-escalated, n (%)  5 (19.2)  

Median day of COVID-19 illness when escalated, day 

(range)*  

5.5 (2-16)  

Escalation symptoms  

Presence of chest pain, n (%)  10 (38.5)  

Presence of shortness of breath, n (%)  13 (50)  

Other symptoms  9 (34.6)  

*Included day 0 

 

Table V: Chest pain diagnoses of patients admitted to hospital (n=10)  

Chest pain diagnoses Number of patients (%) 

Community acquired pneumonia 2 

Lower respiratory tract infection 2 

Asthma exacerbation 2 

Non-cardiac chest pain, spontaneously 

resolved 

3 

Atelectasis 1 

 

Other reasons for escalation included per vaginal bleeding (n=1), flank pain (n=1), dysuria 

(n=1), desaturation on pulse oximeter (n=2), fevers/severe fatigue (n=1), reduced oral 

intake (n=2) and tingling of the hands and feet (n=1). 
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Admission Characteristics and Outcomes 

 

The summary of the admission data is shown in Table 6. 

 

Table 6: Admission summary (n=26)  

 

Admission characteristics  

Median length of Hospital stay, days (range)  3 (0-21)  

ICU admissions, n (%)  1 (3.8)  

COVID-19 Illness Severity  

Mild, n (%)  6 (23.1)  

Moderate, n (%)  10 (38.5)  

Severe, n (%)  7 (26.9)  

Critical, n (%)  2 (7.7)  

COVID-19 related admissions, n (%)  22 (84.6)  

COVID-19 Treatments during hospitalisation  

Budesonide/Other Inhaled Corticosteroid, n (%)  5 (19.2)  

Dexamethasone, n (%)  11 (42.3)  

Oral steroids, n (%)  10 (38.5)  

Remdesivir, n (%)  1 (3.8)  

Baricitinib, n (%)  2 (7.7)  

Oxygen therapy, n (%) 10 (38.5) 

Admission Outcome  

In-hospital mortality, n (%)  1 (3.8)  

Discharge to home, n (%)  25 (96.2)  

30-day outcome 

Readmission within 30 days, n (%)  1 (4)  

30-day mortality, n (%)  0 (0)  

 

There were no instances of cardiac chest pain or pulmonary embolus substantiated by 

relevant imaging/pathology results. One patient was admitted for an asthma exacerbation 

and tested negative for COVID-19, having already completed the 7-day isolation period and 

therefore was classed as an unrelated admission. Admissions not directly related to COVID-

19 included antepartum haemorrhage (n=1), Epstein Barr Virus infection (n=1) and urinary 

tract infection (n=1). 
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Discussion 

 

A total of 7021 patients were cared for on the virtual ward over the study period. Only 0.4% 

of those patients were admitted to hospital. There were 473 (6.7%) patients escalated to 

the emergency department for further assessment. There was no reduction in the number 

of patients admitted to hospital per month for the three months that this data was collected 

indicating that the changes in process of the virtual ward did not change 

admission/escalation rates. 

 

One reason for the low admission rate is potentially due to the mass vaccination rollout as 

this has been shown to significantly reduce risk of hospital admission [10]. Previous studies 

have shown that there is an increase in hospital mortality with floods of patients indicating 

the need for streamlined pathways for admission [11]. Studies have also shown that the 

COVID-19 pandemic has decreased hospital presentations, for example in three hospitals in 

America showing reduced psychiatric presentations and hospitalisations [12]. There was 

also a decreased in presentations of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease exacerbations 

due to physical and behavioural measures taken to limit COVID-19 transmission [13]. 

 

Fifty three percent of the patients admitted to hospital from the virtual ward were fully 

vaccinated. This is significantly lower than the population vaccination rate at this time which 

was gradually increasing and by 20 March 2022 was greater than 80% of the community 

population [14]. Almost 60% of the cohort were not able to receive therapeutics due to 

their unavailability or less commonly patent refusal. Thus, therapeutics did not pay a major 

role in prevention of hospital admission.  

 

Shortness of breath was the most common reason for a Medical Officer to escalate a patient 

for in-hospital assessment, despite the availability of pulse oximeters. As this was a new 

unvalidated process at this time clinician discretion was utilised as to whether the readings 

changed patient care and if a patient was kept at home when experiencing this symptom 

with normal oximetry.  

 

Chest pain was a common complaint amongst patients admitted to hospital, however there 

were no sinister causes of the chest pain found on further investigation. The workup for 

these patients included basic bloods (full blood count, electrolytes, liver function, kidney 

function), troponin, chest x-ray and an electrocardiogram. Three of the 10 patients with 

chest pain had a d-dimer and one had a CT pulmonary angiogram. The most common 

diagnosis amongst this cohort was non-cardiac chest pain that spontaneously resolved but 

also included lower respiratory tract infection and asthma exacerbation. Knowing this would 

allow the virtual ward to potentially reduce the number of escalations to hospital in patients 

with chest pain in the future. This represents greater familiarity of disease manifestations 

form the Omicron variant.  

 

In-hospital mortality for this group was 3.8% (n=1) and ICU admissions was 3.8% (n=1). This 

is largely different to the epidemiology and clinical characteristics of COVID-19 in Wuhan in 

2019 with the alpha variant where there were 138 hospitalised patients with COVID-19 

pneumonia, with 26% needing ICU treatment and a mortality of 4.3% [15]. Previous studies 
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have shown that the delta outbreak in unvaccinated population would lead to a greater 

burden on the health care system [16]. This study has shown that the burden on the 

hospital system was very low with the implementation of the virtual ward. 

 

Study limitations included that, in the latter half of the study, the model of care was an “opt 

in” one and thus patients admitted to the virtual ward were self-selected. The change in 

patients’ management that occurs with greater familiarity with disease manifestations of a 

new variant and greater familiarity with technology as it is introduced such as pulse 

oximetry. Also, availability of therapeutics increased in the later half of the study period.  

 

Conclusions 

From the virtual ward setting hospital presentations to the emergency department and for 

admission was a small percentage of the cohort.  This was in the setting of a vaccination rate 

of 57%, limited therapeutics for most of the study period and when Omicron (BA.1/BA.2) 

was the predominant strain.  Shortness of breath and chest pain were the most common 

symptoms resulting in hospital admission.   

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 7, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.04.22281927doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.04.22281927
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 11

References 

 
1. McCarthy KL, James DP, Kumar N, Hartel G, Langley M, McAuley D, Bunting J, 

Rushbrook E, Bennett C. Infection control behaviours, intra-household transmission and 

quarantine duration: a retrospective cohort analysis of COVID-19 cases. Australian and New 

Zealand Journal of Public Health [Internet]. 2022 August 18 [cited 2022 August 21]. doi: 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1753-6405.13282. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/1753-

6405.13282. 

2. ISARIC Clinical Characterisation Group. COVID-19 symptoms at hospital admission 

vary with age and sex: ISARIC multinational study. medRxiv [Preprint]. 2020 November 19 

[cited 2022 July 13]. doi: 10.1101/2020.10.26.20219519. Update in: Infection. 2021 

Oct;49(5):889-905. PMID: 33140062; PMCID: PMC7605573. Available from: 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7605573/. 

3. O'Malley EJ, Hansjee S, Abdel-Hadi B, Kendrick E, Lok S. A Covid -19 Virtual Ward 

Model: A Preliminary Retrospective Clinical Evaluation From a UK District General Hospital. J 

Prim Care Community Health [Internet]. 2022 January 5 [cited 2022 July 13];13. doi: 

10.1177/21501319211066667. Available from: 

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/21501319211066667. 

4. Thornton J. The “virtual wards” supporting patients with covid-19 in the community. 

BMJ [Internet]. 2020 June 5 [cited 2022 July 19];369:m2119. doi: 10.1136/bmj.m2119. 

Available from: https://www.bmj.com/content/bmj/369/bmj.m2119.full.pdf. 

5. Ferry OR, Moloney EC, Spratt OT, Whiting GFM, Bennett CJ. A Virtual Ward Model of 

Care for Patients With COVID-19: Retrospective Single-Center Clinical Study. J Med Internet 

Res [Internet]. 2021 February 10 [cited 2022 July 13];23(2):e25518. doi: 10.2196/25518. 

Available from: http://www.jmir.org/2021/2/e25518/. 

6. Australian National COVID-19 Clinical Evidence Taskforce. Australian guidelines for 

the clinical care of people with COVID-19 [Internet]. Melbourne: Australian National COVID-

19 Clinical Evidence Taskforce; 2022 July 13 [cited 2022 July 13]. Available from: 

https://files.magicapp.org/guideline/704d9d02-09d7-4a31-b9ef-

2aa93f4d1fd3/published_guideline_6477-59_0.pdf. 

7. Australian Government, Department of Health. Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-

19) - CDNA National Guidelines for Public Health Units [Internet]. Australia: Australian 

Government, Department of Health; 2022 July 8 [cited 2022 July 13]. Available from: 

https://www.health.gov.au/resources/publications/coronavirus-covid-19-cdna-national-

guidelines-for-public-health-units. 

8. Australian Technical Advisory Group on Immunisation (ATAGI). ATAGI statement on 

defining 'up-to-date' status for COVID-19 vaccination [Internet]. Australia: Australian 

Government, Department of Health and Aged Care; 2022 February 10 [cited 2022 July 13]. 

Available from: https://www.health.gov.au/news/atagi-statement-on-defining-up-to-date-

status-for-covid-19-vaccination. 

9. Australian Technical Advisory Group on Immunisation (ATAGI). ATAGI 

recommendations on the use of a third primary dose of COVID-19 vaccine in individuals who 

are severely immunocompromised [Internet]. Australia: Australian Government, 

Department of Health; 2022 March 25 [cited 2022 July 13]. Available from: 

https://www.health.gov.au/resources/publications/atagi-recommendations-on-the-use-of-

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 7, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.04.22281927doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.04.22281927
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 12

a-third-primary-dose-of-covid-19-vaccine-in-individuals-who-are-severely-

immunocompromised. 

10. Vasileiou E, Simpson CR, Shi T, Kerr S, Agrawal U, Akbari A, Bedston S, Beggs J, 

Bradley D, Chuter A, de Lusignan S, Docherty AB, Ford D, Hobbs FDR, Joy M, Katikireddi SV, 

Marple J, McCowan C, McGagh D, McMenamin J, Moore E, Murray JLK, Pan J, Ritchie L, Shah 

SA, Stock S, Torabi F, Tsang RSM, Wood R, Woolhouse M, Robertson C, Sheikh A. Interim 

findings from first-dose mass COVID-19 vaccination roll-out and COVID-19 hospital 

admissions in Scotland: a national prospective cohort study. The Lancet [Internet]. 2021 

April 23 [cited 2022 August 22];397(10285):1646-57. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(21)00677-2. 

Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(21)00677-2. 

11. Alfaro-Martínez J-J, Solís García del Pozo J, Lamas Oliveira C, Paterna Mellinas G, 

García-Castillo S, Molina Cifuentes M, Pinés Corrales P. Hospital capacity and admission rate 

may be a factor of importance to mortality in COVID-19. Infectious Diseases [Internet]. 2021 

November 9 [cited 2022 August 22];54(3):238-40. doi: 10.1080/23744235.2021.2001565. 

Available from: https://doi.org/10.1080/23744235.2021.2001565. 

12. Simpson SA, Loh RM, Cabrera M, Cahn M, Gross A, Hadley A, Lawrence RE. The 

Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Psychiatric Emergency Service Volume and Hospital 

Admissions. J Acad Consult Liaison Psychiatry [Internet]. 2021 [cited 2022 August 

22];62(6):588-94. doi: 10.1016/j.jaclp.2021.05.005. 20210529. Available from: 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8163698/. 

13. Lawless M, Burgess M, Bourke S. Impact of COVID-19 on Hospital Admissions for 

COPD Exacerbation: Lessons for Future Care. Medicina (Kaunas) [Internet]. 2022 [cited 2022 

August 22];58(1). doi: 10.3390/medicina58010066. 20220101. Available from: 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8778793/. 

14. Australian Government, Operation COVID Shield. SA3 - Geographic Vaccination Rates 

[Internet]. Australia: Australian Government, Operation COVID Shield; 2022 March 21 [cited 

2022 July 13]. Available from: 

https://www.health.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/2022/03/covid-19-vaccination-

geographic-vaccination-rates-sa3-21-march-2022.pdf. 

15. Wang D, Hu B, Hu C, Zhu F, Liu X, Zhang J, Wang B, Xiang H, Cheng Z, Xiong Y, Zhao Y, 

Li Y, Wang X, Peng Z. Clinical Characteristics of 138 Hospitalized Patients With 2019 Novel 

Coronavirus-Infected Pneumonia in Wuhan, China. JAMA [Internet]. 2020 Februrary 7 [cited 

2022 July 13];323(11):1061-9. doi: 10.1001/jama.2020.1585. Available from: 

https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2761044. 

16. Twohig KA, Nyberg T, Zaidi A, Thelwall S, Sinnathamby MA, Aliabadi S, Seaman SR, 

Harris RJ, Hope R, Lopez-Bernal J, Gallagher E, Charlett A, De Angelis D, Presanis AM, 

Dabrera G, the COVID-19 Genomics UK (COG-UK) consortium. Hospital admission and 

emergency care attendance risk for SARS-CoV-2 delta (B.1.617.2) compared with alpha 

(B.1.1.7) variants of concern: a cohort study. The Lancet Infectious Diseases [Internet]. 2021 

August 27 [cited 2022 August 22];22(1):35-42. doi: 10.1016/S1473-3099(21)00475-8. 

Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(21)00475-8. 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 7, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.04.22281927doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.04.22281927
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

