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Abstract

Objective. To summarize the literature on health care interventions to reduce harm to patients
caused by the COVID-19 pandemic across six domains: medication errors, diagnostic errors,
surgical errors, health care-associated infections, pressure injuries, and falls.

Methods. We performed a mixed methods systematic review, with the intention to present
results narratively. We combined parallel searches and experiential evidence across each domain
of interest. Weincluded studies published between 11 March 2020 and 28 August 2023 that
reported an intervention in response to an identified patient safety issue. We identified 13,019
unique articles across the six domains. Of these, 590 full texts were assessed for digibility.
Seven were included for the medication safety domain; seven for diagnostic safety; 32 for
surgical safety; 11 for health care-associated infections; six for the pressure injuries; and two for
falls (Annex C). Overall, atotal of 61 unique articles were included — four articles were
represented across more than one domain.

Findings. There were few rigorous evaluations of specific interventions to reduce patient harm
caused by the pandemic. Adjustmentsin treatments, triage, and procedures, and use of risk
stratification tools reduced delays and permitted more elective surgery and diagnostic testing to
proceed, improvements in medication safety practices, and prevention of health care-associated
infections. Publications emphasized the importance of implementing existing practices and
following the latest guidelines to prevent health care-associated infections, medication errors,
pressure injuries and falls.

Conclusion. Thereislittle research on interventions to reduce patient harm caused in health care
settings during the COVID-19 pandemic. Interventions focused on preventing nosocomial
transmission of COVID-19, and on permitting access to urgent surgical and diagnostic needs. A
few studies tested strategies to reduce new risks imposed by the pandemic for medication errors,
health care-associated infections, pressure injuries, and falls. They also urged extra effortsto
implement existing practices and following the latest guidelines already known to be effective.
Development of high-reliability health systems and health care organizations to protect patients
and health workers from harm, will be essential to mitigating the impact of future pandemics
within the objectives of the Global Patient Safety Action Plan 2021-2030.

Keywords

Patient safety, health care-associated infections, medication errors, surgical errors, diagnostic
errors, pressure injuries, patient falls, COVID-19
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INTRODUCTION

The COVID-19 pandemic presented an unprecedented challenge for countries around the world,
testing their health systems’ resilience to navigate through unknown, adapt to the constantly
evolving situation and respond in a coordinated and cooperative manner. Itstoll on the global
population was staggering, with 18 million estimated deaths at the beginning of 2023*. Funding
was inadequate, particularly for low and middle-income countries. Supplies and distribution of
key commaodities including protective equipment, diagnostic tests, devices, medications and
vaccines were insufficient and inequitably distributed. Furthermore, there was alack of timely,

accurate and systematic data on infections, health consequences and responses™®.

Patient safety is a crucial issue for health systems around the world and essential for ensuring
high-quality health care for making progress towards universal health coverage and achieving the
United Nations Sustainable Development Goals *°. Unsafe health care can be atragedy for
individual patients and their families, and a major impediment to success for communities and

national economies®.

Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic, there were demonstrated challenges with patient safety in
countries’. In low- and middle-income countries, unsafe and poor-quality care were greater
causes of preventable death than problems with access to care’. The pandemic spotlighted gaps
in patient and health worker safety across several domains, with increases in specific types of
harm®. There were increases in health care-associated infections from COVID-19 and other
agents due to non-compliance with existing precautions, increases in medication errors and
unsafe medication practices due to inadequate communication and drug-to-drug interactions,

harm due to delays in surgical care and diagnostic testing, and increases in pressure injuries and
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falls due decreases in patient monitoring. These specific safety domains are the focus of this

review.

METHODS

We conducted a narrative systematic review using mixed methods, employing parallel searches
of PubMed, Embase, CINAHL, and APA PsycINFO and incorporation of experiential evidence.
We addressed the selected high-risk areas identified in the rapid review conducted by WHOIin
2022 8. Studies were included and excluded based on the general criteriaidentified in our
PICOTS framework (Table 2).

Search Strategy

Searches were initially developed and tested in PubM ed, then adapted to the other databases
(Appendix 1- Appendix 6). Terms were developed for the specific domains in consultation with
our experts. Searches for all domains also included terms relevant to patient safety, and terms
related to patient harm. All searches included a string designed to exclude non-interventional
studies such as case reports, editorials, commentary, and perspective pieces. M eeting abstracts
were not included due to the sparsity of datathey present. Systematic reviews were not included,
but those that were relevant were tagged and their references were screened for applicability.
Searches were not restricted by language but were restricted by date: 11 March 2020 to 28

August 2023.

Searches for medication safety and surgical safety returned alarge number of potential titles and
abstracts. These two searches were further restricted by a set of terms specific to COVID-19
(Annexes Al and A3). The search for surgical safety search (Annex A3) was amended to better

capture studies reporting on surgical delays which can be considered a patient safety issue.
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Interventions were categorized by system components/elements from the adapted WHO health
system framework. These included interventions related to: health services; the health and safety
of health workers; patients, families and communities including inequities; leadership,
governance and financing; communication and management of health information; and

development and supply chain of medical products, vaccines and technologies.

Screening and Abstraction

Titles and abstracts were deduplicated and uploaded to DistillerSR (DistillerSR. Version 2.35.
DistillerSR Inc.; 2021) for screening. Each title/abstract was independently screened by two
individuals. Agreement between the two screeners was required for atitle/abstract to be either
excluded or included (moved to the next level of screening). Disagreements that could not be
resolved between the two screeners were referred to athird screener for adjudication. The same
screening protocol was applied to the full texts. For all included studies and grey literature,
domain leads extracted country, practice and participant characteristics, and intervention data

(Annex B).
Extraction

Data from the included studies were compiled into evidence tables (Annex D) and a narrative

synthesis was performed of the findings extracted from the primary studies.’
Analysis

After data was extracted, two team members independently identified themes within each study.
We then reviewed these initial themes and combined them into common themes. Themes were
grouped by reviewing short synopses of studies to determine appropriate categories. Results are

synthesized narratively. Studies are listed under thematic areas irrespective of independent
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determination, where independent reviews were included and did not require double
adjudication. We recorded the overall number of studies and studies and intervention themes
associated with each safety domain.

Assessment of Risk of Bias

We assessed individual study risk of bias using tools appropriate for study design. We used the
Risk of Bias 2 (RoB2)™ tool for randomized studies, the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale for non-
randomized cohort studies and case-control studies™. No alterations to the tools were considered
and the established scoring algorithms were used. We did not conduct evidence grading asthisis
not feasible in anarrative review.

This narrative review was assessed using the Scale for the Assessment of Narrative Review

Articles (SANRA)™ (Annex F).
RESULTS

There were 13,019 unique articles identified across the six safety domains. Of these, 590 were
assessed for digibility. Overall, atotal of 6larticles wereincluded. However, several studies
spanned across multiple domains. Studies that crossed multiple domains were included in each
domain and were independently reviewed. Seven were included in the medication safety domain;
seven in the diagnostic safety domain; 32 in the surgical safety domain; 11 in the health care-
associated infections domain; six in the pressure injury domain; and two in the falls domain
(Annex C).

Safety Domains

Medication Errors

Studies on medication safety covered five themes across seven studies. adapted safety guidelines

(1), modified procedures (1), team communication (5), information technology (3), and


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308558
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308558; this version posted June 12, 2024. 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 .

education (1). Facilitating team communication was common across these studies, with different
interventions such as development of a modified pathways to determine the safety and feasibility
131418 nf ormati on technology was described in three studies to prevent prescribing errors™.
There were also studies which implemented software to reduce drug-drug interactions™ and risk
scoring to simulate interventions for repurposing drugs™ (all of which were associated with an
increased risk of adverse drug events). One study proposed the use of education to improve the

awareness and attitudes towards adverse drug reaction reporting™.

All seven studies were assessed as “fair” using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for cohort studies
(see Annex E, Table 3). Reasons for downgrading the studies: 1 study selectively recruited
participants, 5 of the studies did not include a control group; 1 study did not have adequate

follow up. Annex E, Table 3 includes details of theindividual study assessment.
Diagnostic Errors

Studies on diagnostic safety covered five themes across the seven studies: triaging (1), adapted
safety guidelines (2), modified procedures (4), information technology (5) and telemedicine (2).
One study examining implications of the delaysin cancer referral on outcomes found that test
triaging has short-term benefits such as streamlining access™. Two studies discussed
interventions devised to increase patient safety during the diagnostic process via early testing and
arisk-stratified approach’®?°. Additional interventions included variations of telehealth including
teleconsultation™ and homecare instead of outpatient care™. One study used a
thromboprophylaxis algorithm to reduce the risk of thrombotic eventsin patients with COVID-

197,

All seven studies were assessed as “fair” using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for cohort studies

(see Annex E, Table 3). Reasons for downgrading the studies: 5 of the studies selectively
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recruited participants, none of the studies identified a control group; follow up was not
adequately defined in any of the studies. Annex table 3 includes details of the individual study

assessment.
Surgical Errors

Studies on surgical safety covered seven themes across the 32 included studies: triaging (14),
adapted safety guidelines (17), modified procedures (25), team communication (3), information
technology (9), education (4), and telemedicine (6). All of the themes identified were included in
multiple studies. For example, 14 studies employed triaging and modified patient pathways
which included creation of clean surgical sites™, outpatient rather than inpatient care”®, novel

5-28

approaches to ambulatory surgeries®’, COVID-19-minimal pathways™ *, and operating room

32-35

modifications?®>!. Studies also examined redesign/reorganization®?>°, prioritization protocols*°

and pivot plans for resumption of services®. Examples of studies which utilized risk

2842 includes testing protocols based on

stratification®®* and information technology strategies’
guidelines and input from interdepartmental team members*®**. One study created a protocol for
international medical missions to mitigate exposure and transmission risk and implemented
telemedicine, education, and modified procedures in aternative follow-up protocols®. Studies
also included the use of alternative and modified institutional protocols and safety measures®.
Several studies described nove tools and techniques such as devices to continue performing
percutaneous tracheostomies**, low-cost filtration devices™, and conservative management of

45,47
S .

appendiciti

Thirty-one studies were assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for cohort studies, four of
these studies were assessed as “good” and one was assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale

for case-control studies, and was assessed as “fair.” (see Annex E, Table 4). Reasons for
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downgrading the remaining cohort studies: 3 studies did not describe the exposed cohort, and 9
studies had a somewhat representative cohort of participants or selectively recruited participants,
24 studies did not describe what elements were controlled for in the analyses; 6 studies did not
define how outcomes were assessed, and 10 did not describe the number of participants who
completed the study or had an unacceptable loss to follow up. The case control study was
downgraded for using record linkage and hospital controls. Annex E, Table 4 includes details of

the individual study assessment.
Heath Care-Associated Infections (HAI)

Studies on health care-associated infections covered seven themes across the 11 studies: triaging
(3), adapted safety guidelines (2), modified procedures (9), team communication (3), information
technology (3), education (2), and telemedicine (2). In the largest thematic area, modified

s early discharge™, use of

procedures studies included the use of short sleeve gown
respiratory drive throughs® and enhanced multimodal infectious prevention and control
strategies to reduce transmission>". Studies also examined innovations such as adapted

843, 50

pathway , triaging, incorporating patient liaisons, and telemedicine®. Studies described

nurse-led quality initiatives in the form of nurse-led toolkits*>*

, amultidisciplinary stakeholder
team™, and a training model>. One study also described using respiratory hygiene procedures
like those used during influenza epidemics to reduce COVID-19 transmission®. Bundling
technology together with education was evaluated to reduce central line-associated blood stream
infections and catheter-associated urinary tract infections™. There were also several

technological innovations presented such as the use of visualization techniques to view rates of

transmission®.

10
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Eight of the 11 included studies were assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for cohort
studies, the 3 unassessed studies were descriptions of quality improvement projects studies (see
Annex E, Table 3). Of the assessed studies, three were scored as “good” and the remainder,
“fair.” Reasons for downgrading the assessed studies: one study selectively recruited
participants, and three studies did not describe the unexposed cohort; 6 studies did not describe
what elements were controlled for in the analyses; 3 studies gathered data through self-report.

Annex E, Table 3 includes details of theindividual study assessment.
Prevention of Pressure Injuries

Prevention of pressure injuries covered six themes across six studies: triaging (4), adapted safety
guidelines (1), modified procedures (5), team communication (3), information technology (1),
and education (1). Multidisciplinary and interprofessional teams were developed in one study
with the goal of reducing workloads and standardizing processes®, while another study
described establishment of a dedicated team to handle tracheostomies™. Two studies used novel
pathway management by reorganizing the ICU* and developing a prone positioning protocol
and strategy®. One study found that reallocation of healthcare workers to perform prone

positioning outside of their typical scope of work was feasible and safe®.

Four of the six included studies were assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for cohort
studies and all studies were assessed as “fair”; one study was assessed using Cochrane’ s Risk of
Bias 2, and had alow risk of bias, the one unassessed study was a description of quality
improvement (see Annex E, Table 5). The cohort studies were downgraded for the following
reasons: 2 studies did not describe the unexposed cohort; there was no description of elements
controlled for in analyses; 2 studies gathered data through self-report. Annex E, Table 5 includes

details of the individual study assessment.

11
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Prevention of Falls

Two studies across three themes covered falls prevention: triage (2), modified procedures (2),
and team communication (1). Both studies on falls prevention discussed different triaging and
modified procedures such as ICU reorganization®. Another study discussed the use of team

communication and collaboration to identify patients at increased risk®.

Two studies were assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for cohort studies and all studies
were assessed as “fair” (see Annex E, Table 3). Reasons for downgrading include: studies did
not describe what elements were controlled for in the analyses; 1 study gathered data through

self-report. Annex E, Table 3 includes details of the individual study assessment.
| nter ventions

Across the six safety domains, we identified seven intervention themes: triaging (including novel
triage, pathway triage, and care pathway innovations); adapted safety guidelines (including
safety protocols and guidelines; risk scoring and prediction; PPE, and hygiene measures);
modified procedures (including adapted isolation, enhanced ventilation); team communication
(text messaging, committees); information technology (including simulations, and software);

education; and telemedicine. The themes that appeared in each domain are shown in Table 1.
There were thematic similarities across the safety domains.
Triaging and Care Pathways

Twenty-one studies across five domains assessed novel pathways or triaging of care. Of these,
care pathways were employed to improve surgical safety and pressure injury and falls. The use
of remodeled surgical®?"***® pathways, streamlined pathways® and mitigating plans®®=**,

along with reorganization of units™> were suggested to improve patient acuity and reduce

12
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staffing burden. Hygiene procedures were modified™ and in-home testing for colonoscopy™’ was
incorporated to improve diagnostic safety. An intercom system was used to improve
communication about activation of patient call lights® and prevent pressure injury and falls.
Telemedicine® was suggested as an alternative mechanism for following surgical patients. There
was no overlap in the types of intervention used to increase patient safety within the triaging

domain, except for in two studies™? that described comparable streamlined surgical pathways.
Adapted Safety Guidelines

There were 21 studies that used adapted safety guidelines to prevent harm in five safety domains.

For HAISs, two studies utilized a nurse-led toolkit>>

to prevent infections. A unique,
pharmacol ogic approach to stress testing *® was used to improve diagnostic safety. Novel
guidelines were implemented across four studies spanning pressure injuries and falls® and

surgical safety®**3# and using apivot plan®’ to allow resumption of elective surgeries. The

pivot plan was developed to help find safe pathways for elective surgeries during a pandemic,
and consisted of guidance to support aresumption of services across procedural areas. One

surgical study evaluated making achange in surgical selection criteria®.
Modified procedures

There were 42 studies that assessed the use of various modified procedures across all safety
domains. Many of these studies also described other intervention themes, such as the use of
modified safety checklists®, care pathways™?*>*?, environmental modification®, and changesin

9

procedures and hygiene practices’**. One study evaluated management of pharmaceutical

interventions and added pharmacists to the team to reduce medication errors®. Another study

13
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revised follow up procedures of patientsin conjunction with anew protocol for nuclear
imaging®.
Team Communications

There were 14 studies that evaluated team communicationsto improve 5 safety domains. Within
HAIs, the nurse-led toolkit> included adapted communication guidelines to prevent bloodstream
infections™. For medication safety three studies assessed the addition of pharmacists™>®>* and
improved communication among teams™ to reduce errors. One novel study used WhatsApp asa
digital platform to improve communication™. For pressure injury and falls there was research on
creating new teams to improve communication®” 2. Medication safety interventions most often
emphasized teamwork and communication, primarily using pharmacy teams.

Information Technology

Twenty studies used information technology such as software, risk scoring or prediction and
simulation strategies to improve patient safety in five domains. In one study, natural language
processing was used to identify and categorize diagnostic errors by reviewing all patient safety
reports mentioning COVID-19 and identifying additional safety reports on errors or delays’”.
Within medication safety, one study noted above used WhatsApp to share prescribing error
scenarios among community pharmacists™ while another evaluated the use of data-based
software to check for Drug-Drug Interactions™. The three surgical safety studies creating
modified risk-scoring®™® along with defined selection criteria® to determine candidacy for
surgery.

Education

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308558
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.10.24308558; this version posted June 12, 2024. 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 .

Seven studies used educational interventionsin four safety domains. Education on hygiene and
distancing measures®, staff education regarding new or adapted protocols®’, and team

576052 \nere most common.

devel opment
Telemedicine

The use of telemedicine was not as prevalent as expected in thisliterature, with only 10 studies
explicitly utilizing telemedicine to improve safety in three domains. These primarily

27,63

incorporated modified procedures'®?“°, novel pathways?****, and patient management

following adaptations to procedures.

15
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Table 1. Intervention themes appearing within each domain (n)

Domain/Study TRIAGING: ADAPTED SAFETY MODIFIED Team INFORMATION Education Telemedicine
Novel GUIDELINES: PROCEDURES: communication TECHNOLOGY:
Triaging, Safety protocols, Modified follow- Simulation/
pathway PPE, adapted up, hygiene strategy/software/risk
triaging, care guidelines or measures, scoring or predictions
pathway quality measures adapted isolation

Medication Safety

Abdel-Qadar, X X
2022

Abhisek, X
2021

Besson, 2021 X

Perez, 2022 X X

Prabath, X X
2023
Smith, 2021 X

*Yap, 2023 X X
Diagnostic Safety

* 9sSudl| [euoneulalu] 0’y AN-ON-AG-DD e Japun a|ge|leAe apew si |

Fattorutto, X
2022

**ju, 2021 X X

Loveday, X X
2021

Scrima, 2020 X X
Shen, 2022 52
*Wee, 2020 X X X

Wienhold, X X X
2021
Surgical Safety

‘Aimadiad ui Julidaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxHpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘ispuny/ioyine ayl sl (Mainal Jaad AQ paljilied 10U Sem Yydiym)
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Ali Hassan, X
2020
Belenje, 2022 X X X

Boffa, 2020 X
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Domain/Study TRIAGING: ADAPTED SAFETY MODIFIED Team INFORMATION Education Telemedicine
Novel GUIDELINES: PROCEDURES: communication TECHNOLOGY:
Triaging, Safety protocols, Modified follow- Simulation/
pathway PPE, adapted up, hygiene strategy/software/risk
triaging, care guidelines or measures, scoring or predictions

pathway quality measures adapted isolation
Turkdogan, X X X X
2023
Vaidya, 2021 X X
*Wee, 2020 X X X
Wienhold, X X X
2021
*Yap, 2023 X X
Zago, 2020 X
Gellert, 2022 X 5
Gragg, 2021 X X
Guven, 2021 X X X X
Johansson, X
2022
**Krauss, X X
2022
Li, 2020 X X
McVey, 2022 X X X
Meda , 2020 X
*Pai, 2020 X X X
Pate, 2022 X X X
**Wee, 2021 X X
Pressure Injury Safey
Doussot, X X X
2020
Gallagher, X X X
2022
Miguel, 2021 X X X
*Rana, 2021 X X
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Domain/Study TRIAGING: ADAPTED SAFETY
Novel GUIDELINES:
Triaging, Safety protocols,
pathway PPE, adapted
triaging, care guidelines or
pathway quality measures
Taylor, 2021
Falls Safety
Kwok, 2022 X
*Rana, 2021 X

* Articles spanning domains were counted in both domains
** Articles which were hand selected and not part of the literature search results

MODIFIED
PROCEDURES:
Modified follow-
up, hygiene
measures,
adapted isolation
X

INFORMATION
communication

strategy/software/risk
scoring or predictions

Telemedicine
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DISCUSSION

Our findings provide a systematic summary of the literature on interventions to prevent or
mitigate patient safety challenges caused by the COVID-19 pandemic. In general, relatively few

studies assessed or described these interventions.

The largest number of studies addressed surgical safety. Beginning early in the pandemic, efforts
to reduce contagion led to drastic restrictions on surgical capacity. Performing surgery safely on
patients with COVID-19 was a challenge for providers and health systems, and changes were
made to treatment approaches in surgical diseases to reduce transmission risk. However, the
secondary impact of the pandemic on uninfected surgical patients was greater and drove changes
in surgical care. Accurate triage procedures were critical to identifying patients most urgently in
need of surgery, and multiple interventions relied on systematic approaches to prioritize

individuals.

Few studies addressed interventions to improve diagnostic safety. Studies on diagnosis focused
on tools to increase the safety of individual patients and providers rather than to reduce
diagnostic errors. A few attempted to prevent delays in time-sensitive diagnostic evaluation.
Further research on the short-term and long-term outcomes in patients undergoing surgical care

and diagnostic evaluation needs to be conducted to ensure these interventions improve safety.

There were few studies of interventions to improve medication safety. These focused primarily
on the reduction of medication errors through innovations in communication and information
technology. Medication errors have been identified as perhaps the most common source of
adverse events for patients worldwide® ™. Medication errors have received extensive study and
elicited a series of recommendations including those from the Third WHO Global Patient Safety

Challenge: Medication Without Harm and the Global Patient Safety Action Plan 2021-2030"7".
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Thus, the lack of new interventions may not be surprising, with authors and experts

recommending instead an emphasis on complying with existing evidence-based practices.

The same may be said for interventions to prevent and reduce health care-associated infections
during the pandemic. Reducing the transmission of SARS-CoV-2 itself was a primary goal of
any health system. Prevention of other prevalent health care-associated infections was addressed
with innovations such astoolkits as well as enhanced personal protective equipment, and hygiene
measures. Researchers and experts emphasized compliance with existing guidelines and best

practices dating back to the WHO Clean Careis Safer Care campaign,.

The small number of studies to address pressure injuries and patient falls focused on active
interventions and physical measures to decrease incidence of these types of harm. In addition,
authors and experts recommended compliance with existing best practices for the prevention of
pressure injuries™ and hospital falls®>#2. The literature on falls emphasizes that patients and

families should be involved in planning and implementing the fall prevention process™®,

Many of the recommendationsto protect patients and health workers that pre-dated the COV ID-
19 pandemic are incorporated in the Global Patient Safety Action Plan 2021-2023"2. In addition
to specific actions related to practice improvements and strengthening policy environment, the
plan emphasi zes the importance of building high-reliability health systems and health care
organizations. One of the key objectivesis to partner with patients and families, and engage and
empower them to be proactive partnersin their own care. Thisincludes working with them to
ensure shared decision-making at the point of care, co-devel oping guidelines and procedures as
well as contributing to policy development and health system design and governance to make

health care safer.

Limitations
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This study had some limitations. Based on the narrow time period of this study and lag in the
publication of research, we are likely to have missed results that are still forthcoming. We did not
expect to find many new interventions to improve patient safety across the researched safety
domains. However, the presence of common themes across interventions indicates that health

workers did make use of existing evidence and experience to reduce errors and improve safety.

Summary and Implications

The findings of this review highlight avenues and methods that can be followed and applied in
future outbreaks and pandemics. There was an overriding imperative to prevent nosocomial
transmission of COVID-19, and several of the interventions focused on the protection of
patients, family members and health care workers. Beyond this, there was a compelling need to
treat patients in need of urgent and emergent surgical care, and to provide timely diagnostic
evaluation for people with other medical problems. This was necessary to prevent a secondary
epidemic of morbidity due to preventable and treatable conventional conditions. A second group
of interventions focused on providing access to these services. Several new interventions
focused on patients secondarily exposed to increased risk from common problems including
medication errors, health care-associated infections, pressure injuries, and falls. However, the
authors of these papers primarily urged extra efforts to implement existing practices and follow

latest guidelines already shown to be effective.

Overall, there has been relatively little research on interventions to reduce patient harm due to
health care during the COVID-19 pandemic. There is aneed for additional evidence on effective
interventions that can be implemented by health workers and patients, and health systemsin
general at national, sub-national and institutional levels. Some of the necessary competencies

can be adopted and adapted from existing knowledge and experiential evidence. The Global
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Patient Safety Action Plan 2021-20307, provides a foundational framework of strategies and
actionsfor all stakeholders that will help to mitigate the impact of future outbreaks and
pandemics on patient safety. A goal will be the development and adoption of sustainable
improvements within high-reliability health systems and health care organizations that can
protect patients and health workers from harm®. Partnering with patients and families will

encourage their engagement and empowerment in reducing harm.
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Table 2. Inclusion and exclusion criteria based on population, interventions, comparators, outcomes, timing,

and setting.l
PICOTSI Inclusion criteriall Exclusion criteria’l
Populations™ Global—populations (any) impacted by a pandemicO Studies with a population less than 5
participants
Intervention’ Safety/quality measures—for patients™ Interventions that do not impact or increase
Safety/quality measures—for health and care workersand  |patient safetyl
associated services
Prevention measures”
Treatmentsr]
\Vaccines”
Care transformation——
Comparatorsl] NAC NAD
Outcomes” General:[] Does not discuss or describe the listed
Mortality " outcomes of interest(
Long-term morbidityn I
Treatment delays(] Studies on patient management 7
Long-term disruptions in preventive care(]
Health and safety of health care workersr
Mental healthl ]
I nequity]
Domain specific:[
Medication safety
Diagnostic safety
Surgical safety
Health care associated infections”
In-patient health concerns (pressure injury and falls)r1
Timing_ Studies completed during the COVID-19 pandemic* [ Studies completed prior to the COVID-19
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pandemicC”

Settingd IAll care settings (medication, diagnostic, surgical, health  [NoneD
care associated infection)

Inpatient setting (pressure injury and falls) (]
PICOTS = populations, interventions, comparators, outcomes, timing, settingL |
*WHO declared COVID-19 a pandemic on 11 March 20201
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