SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Evaluation of the National Implementation of the ISARIC 4C Mortality Score in United Kingdom Hospitals during the Second Pandemic Wave
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Methods
Study Design
This study comprised an observational, cross-sectional study and a retrospective cohort study. The protocol was developed in collaboration with the UK’s National Infection Trainee Collaborative for Audit and Research (NITCAR), following STROBE guidance (1).
Study sites and procedures
Investigators were invited to participate via the NITCAR and UK Clinical Virology Network (UKCVN) mailing lists, infection and non-infection local trainee networks, and the British Infection Association ‘monthly digest’ newsletter. Medical education departments were contacted to promote recruitment. The study was also publicised by lead authors via social media.  All acute UK hospital sites were eligible for inclusion. Medical trainees of all levels were eligible to participate on behalf of their hospital site. After completion of training, participating investigators collected data on COVID-19-specific management guidance available in the participants’ hospital sites during the study period (3rd June to 30th September 2021) (Part 1). 
After obtaining local Caldicott Guardian approval, a retrospective cohort study (Part 2) was conducted to identify whether the 4C mortality score (4C score) was documented in the case notes of patients presenting to hospital with COVID-19 between 11th to 24th January 2021, a 2-week period coinciding with the peak of hospital admissions during the second pandemic wave in the UK (2). Eligible patients for case note review were identified if all of the following criteria were met: age 18 years and over; patient reviewed in the Emergency Department (ED), Medical Assessment Unit (MAU) or admitted to an acute hospital bed between 11th January 2021 and 24th January 2021; first positive COVID-19 PCR <14 days prior to presentation or <7 days of hospital admission; diagnosis of ‘COVID-19’, ‘COVID-19 pneumonia’, ‘COVID-19 pneumonitis’, ‘SARS-CoV-2 infection’ or ‘SARS-CoV-2 PCR positive’ on ED or hospital discharge documentation. Patients were excluded if any of the following criteria were met: first positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR >14 days prior to admission or review in the ED or MAU; any patient re-admitted or re-reviewed following discharge from an admission due to COVID-19; hospital-onset COVID-19 (i.e. first positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR >7 days following admission to an acute hospital bed. Investigators at each site approached their medical records departments to identify eligible patients for case note review, and screened cases against the eligibility criteria. Additionally, the Part 2 REDCap data collection tool incorporated prompts to ensure that each case met the eligibility criteria.
Definitions and variables
Hospital characteristics
The following hospital characteristics were recorded: number of inpatient beds, local health authority, presence of an onsite infectious diseases unit, presence of an onsite intensive care unit.
Forms of COVID-19 specific guidance
COVID-19-specific management guidance was defined as any form of written guidance provided to clinicians to aid in the assessment and/or management of patients with COVID-19. COVID-19-specific management guidance was categorised as follows: ‘COVID-19-specific guidance document’- defined as a document providing an overview of the management of COVID-19 patients, with or without reference to local protocols and pathways; ‘COVID-19-specific admissions protocol’- defined as a document outlining the local admissions pathway for COVID-19 patients; ‘COVID-19-specific admissions proforma’- defined as a clinical document to be completed and entered into patients’ case notes when admitting COVID-19 patients; ‘COVID-19-specific visual memory aide’- defined as a visual prompt (e.g. poster) for use in a clinical area to provide clinicians with assistance in the management of patients with COVID-19; ‘COVID-19-specific sticker’- defined as a sticker for use in patients’ case notes to provide clinicians with a prompt in the management of patients with COVID-19. A free-text option was available for investigators to detail other forms of COVID-19 specific management guidance at their hospital site. 
Scoring systems
The prognostic scoring systems referenced by COVID- 19-specific guidance were recorded, specifically NEWS2, CURB65, qSOFA, Clinical Frailty Score (CFS) or 4C score (3–6), in addition to a free-text option to record other referenced clinical stratification tools. If the 4C score was referenced, the specific guidance document in which this had been referenced was recorded. whether the 4C score variables and corresponding values were listed, and whether a link was available to the online 4C score calculator were recorded. Furthermore, whether 4C score was used to inform management decisions such as patient discharge, admission destination, treatment escalation or limitation was also recorded. 
Case note review
Patient demographics were recorded: age; gender; date of presentation to hospital; date of first positive SARS-CoV-2 test (earliest result available to the reviewer, either recorded in the case notes where the earliest result had been obtained prior to admission, or available via hospital laboratory systems). If the 4C score was documented in the case notes, the following data were collected: the 4C score value; whether the score had been documented by staff from ED, MAU, a medical or surgical ward, or ICU; the grade of the clinician who recorded the score. If the 4C score was not documented, no further data were recorded.
Data sources, collection and analysis
Data collection tools for each part of the study were designed using REDCap and piloted by the study team (7). Anonymised data were stored on a https encrypted webserver hosted by the College of Medical Veterinary and Life Sciences at the University of Glasgow. Investigators received training through video presentations accessed via Microsoft Teams. 
For the retrospective case note review, case notes were reviewed by the investigator and data collected using a REDCap database (Research Electronic Data Capture, Vanderbilt University, US). Laboratory systems were reviewed for SARS-CoV-2 PCR results where necessary. No attempt was made to re-calculate the 4C score that had been documented in case notes. 
Sample size
All UK acute hospital sites were eligible for observational, cross-sectional study of COVID-19-specific guidance. For the retrospective case note review, all patients met the inclusion criteria were included. Investigators were eligible for citable authorship after submitting a minimum dataset of 100 records for case note review. Investigators that submitted data for the cross-sectional study only were eligible for a certificate of audit participation.
Statistical analysis
Analysis was performed with Stata software (version 16.1). Categorical variables are summarised as frequencies and percentages. Continuous variables are presented as medians and interquartile range (IQR). We tested differences in categorical variables using χ2 or Fisher exact test, and differences in continuous variables using t or Wilcoxon rank sum test.
Bias
To mitigate the risk of bias towards hospital sites with onsite infectious diseases units, investigators were encouraged to recruit colleagues from other hospital sites within their health boards. Efforts were made to advertise the study and recruit investigators through non-infection trainee networks nationwide.

Table S1. Characteristics of contributing hospital sites
	Site Name
	Onsite ID unit
	Onsite ITU
	No. of guidance documents used
	No. of  case notes reviewed for  Part 2
	Percentage of cases with 4C Mortality Score recorded 
(N, %)

	Dumfries & Galloway Royal Infirmary
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	81
	60 (74.1)

	Glenfield Hospital
	No
	Yes
	4
	56
	36 (64.3)

	Western General Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	3
	71
	33 (46.5)

	University College London Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	4
	246
	110 (44.7)

	Newham University Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	1
	100
	35 (35.0)

	Royal Hallamshire Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	3
	60
	20 (33.3)

	Leicester Royal Infirmary
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	358
	69 (19.3)

	Galloway Community Hospital
	No
	No
	1
	24
	3 (12.5)

	University Hospital Monklands
	Yes
	Yes
	1
	143
	12 (8.4)

	Ninewells Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	0
	108
	9 (8.3)

	Addenbrookes Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	3
	169
	10 (5.9)

	St John’s Hospital
	No
	Yes
	1
	44
	2 (4.5)

	Kingston Hospital
	No
	Yes
	1
	109
	4 (3.7)

	Queen Elizabeth University Hospital, Glasgow
	Yes
	Yes
	1
	107
	4 (3.7)

	Glasgow Royal Infirmary
	No
	Yes
	2
	208
	6 (2.9)

	Edinburgh Royal Infirmary
	No
	Yes
	3
	96
	2 (2.1)

	Victoria Hospital, Fife
	No
	Yes
	5
	95
	1 (1.1)

	Queen Elizabeth Hospital, Birmingham
	No
	Yes
	1
	207
	2 (1.0) 

	Aberdeen Royal Infirmary
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	n/a
	n/a

	Arran War Memorial Hospital
	No
	No
	1
	1
	0

	Forth Valley Royal Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	62
	0

	James Cook Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	4
	n/a
	n/a

	John Radcliffe Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	101
	0

	Kettering General Hospital
	No
	Yes
	1
	n/a
	n/a

	Lady Margaret Hospital
	No
	No
	1
	n/a
	n/a

	Leicester General Hospital
	No
	Yes
	2
	12
	0

	North Manchester General Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	n/a
	n/a

	Queen Elizabeth Hospital, London
	No
	Yes
	2
	n/a
	n/a

	Royal Alexandra Hospital
	No
	Yes
	2
	102
	0

	Royal Free Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	375
	0

	Royal Liverpool University Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	3
	n/a
	n/a

	Royal Sussex County Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	2
	n/a
	n/a

	Royal Victoria Infirmary
	Yes
	Yes
	1
	100
	0

	St George’s Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	3
	262
	0

	St Helier Hospital
	Yes
	Yes
	4
	n/a
	n/a

	University Hospital Ayr
	No
	Yes
	1
	36
	0

	University Hospital Coventry
	Yes
	Yes
	1
	265
	0

	University Hospital Crosshouse
	Yes
	Yes
	1
	89
	0

	University Hospital Hairmyres
	No
	Yes
	2
	109
	0

	University Hospital Wishaw
	No
	Yes
	4
	125
	0

	Warrington Hospital
	No
	Yes
	2
	203
	0










	Table S2. Patient characteristics, retrospective case note review

	

	
	4C Mortality Score recorded in case notes


	
	Yes 
N=418
N (%)
	No
N=3705
N (%)

	Age (years) - median (IQR)
	64.5 (55-77)
	65 (52-79)

	Gender - male
	253 (60.5)
	1899 (51.3)

	Risk Category (4C score)
	
	

	  Low (0-3) 
	41 (9.8)
	-

	  Intermediate (4-8)
	136 (32.5)
	-

	  High (9-14)
	184 (44.0)
	-

	  Very high (>15)
	57 (13.6)
	-

	Clinician documenting 4C score
	
	

	  Foundation trainee
	51 (12.2)
	-

	  ANP/ PA
	3 (0.7)
	-

	  SHO
	168 (40.2)
	-

	  Specialty trainee
	105 (25.1)
	-

	  Consultant
	82 (19.6)
	-

	  Unknown
	9 (2.2)
	-

	Location of 4C score documentation
	
	

	  Emergency Department
	16 (3.8)
	-

	  Medical Assessment Unit
	275 (65.8)
	-

	  Medical ward
	117 (28.0)
	-

	  Intensive Care Unit
	7 (1.7)
	-

	  Unknown
	3 (0.7)
	-
























Abbreviations: ID, Infectious Diseases; ANP, Advanced Nurse Practitioners; PA, Physicians’ Assistants; SHO, Senior House Officer, also catch-all term for Core trainee, clinical fellow, and locum doctor above the level of Foundation year 2 but below the level of Specialty trainee/ registrar.


Figure S1. Flow chart of eligibility criteria for retrospective case note review
[image: Diagram

Description automatically generated]



[image: Map

Description automatically generated]Figure S2. Map of hospital sites contributing to VALUE 4C study















[image: Graphical user interface, map

Description automatically generated][image: Graphical user interface, map

Description automatically generated]Contributed to Part 1 data only
Contributed to Part 1 and Part 2 data





References
1. 	Von Elm E, Altman DG, Egger M, Pocock SJ, Gøtzsche PC, Vandenbroucke JP. The Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement: Guidelines for reporting observational studies. PLoS Med [Internet]. 2007;4(10):1623–7. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2020495/pdf/pmed.0040296.pdf
2. 	healthcare @ coronavirus.data.gov.uk [Internet]. Available from: https://coronavirus.data.gov.uk/details/healthcare
3. 	Mellhammar L, Linder A, Tverring J, Christensson B, Boyd JH, Sendi P, et al. NEWS2 is superior to qSOFA in detecting sepsis with organ dysfunction in the emergency department. J Clin Med [Internet]. 2019;8(8):1–13. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6723972/pdf/jcm-08-01128.pdf
4. 	Barlow G, Nathwani D, Davey P. The CURB65 pneumonia severity score outperforms generic sepsis and early warning scores in predicting mortality in community-acquired pneumonia. Thorax [Internet]. 2007;62(3):253–9. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2117168/pdf/253.pdf
5. 	Church S, Rogers E, Rockwood K, Theou O. A scoping review of the Clinical Frailty Scale. BMC Geriatr [Internet]. 2020;20(1):1–18. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7540438/pdf/12877_2020_Article_1801.pdf
6. 	Gupta RK, Harrison EM, Ho A, Docherty AB, Knight SR, van Smeden M, et al. Development and validation of the ISARIC 4C Deterioration model for adults hospitalised with COVID-19: a prospective cohort study. Lancet Respir Med [Internet]. 2021; Available from: https://www.thelancet.com/action/showPdf?pii=S2213-2600%2820%2930559-2
7. 	Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research electronic data capture (REDCap)—A metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for providing translational research informatics support. J Biomed Inform [Internet]. 2009;42(2):377–81. Available from: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1532046408001226






1

image4.png
O [ Cresteamap| Mapcustomizerc X forth valley royal postcode -Bin: X | - 2 x

< C ) httpsy//www.mapcustomizer.com

Kingdom

" ' - Royal Liverpool U v

a
s

Dennistoun, Alexandra

® @~ ParaceRoyalinman,
soMbecn Alexandra Parade,
Milnbank, Gamgad
Glasgow, Glasgow City.
Scotland, G31, United
Kingdom

N E

'. Larbert, Falkirk § v

N E

ondoncierry Newcastle

7 © @ e wre@yns Royal Borough of
@ Grecnvich London
: Great o) Greater London,
i31e of Man England, SE13 4QH
United Kingdom

N E

Legds

e
ire retand-_ Dbl ”Sh " 2, ISl aerne—
& s O Soningen 9 g p

Gatay = Olcenourg

N E

Ntinghan N 6

ire Zwalle. - Royal SussexCo v

; o Den 1330, fam WISt g
Glouéester :' '. Wartington Hospi v

Swarsess Caaif] v Madeburs S eiogenoos
s 2

z Disseldort e

ol ooy o e ) Sepen o
exgr Soutampton ' - T Fhige Born. Global Business i
2 Beigiaue

Pymoun (>War Stories

N E

N E

Leate | Map dat 6.

H P Type here to search 1271172021




image1.png
Patients aged >18 reviewed in ED, MAU
o admitted to an acute hospital bed from
11/1/2021 to 24/1/2021 inclusively with a
diagnosis of ‘Covid-19', ‘Covid-19
preumonia’, ‘Covid-19 pneumonits’,
‘SARS-CoV-2 infection’ or 'SARS-CoV-2

Excluded by local
investigators

PCR positive’ on ED or hospital discharge 2094
documentation
6288
Recorded in RedCap
by local investigators
2194
Incomplete record submitted

——»

4

Date of admission outwith study
> dates
7
First positive COVID-19 test result
>7 days from hospital admission

——»

13

First positive COVID-19 test resuft
>14 days prior to admission

——»

a1

Included in analysis

4123

4C score recorded in
case notes.

218

4C not recorded in
case notes

3705





image2.png
Londonderry!
Oerry

Eire / Ireland - Dublin

Galay

cok

Newcastle

® @ e

I5le of Man)

Great. Bnm:'

Leeds.

prest Hal
sn@m
Liveipod

Unoln
Nottinghar

Bir
rboroust

Gloucester

SwanseacCardiff

Pymouth

¥,
o

Southampton

onses

Norvich

uihend

Dunkeraue

Groninger
o

Zuolle
Haarler
Nederland
IDen Haag ' armneme M

MIddelburg S ertoger

osch i
Brugge. i
Vioandie Dusseldc
Lile Beigie /o8 5
Belgique/
Belgier

enStreetMap contrib

Kingdom

'. St Helier Hot v

NE N E

' .| Queen Elizabeth
Essex Street,

Chinese Quarter.
Digbeth, Attwood
Green, Bimingham
West Midlands
Combined Authorit,
West Midlands,
England. B5, United
Kingdom

@ . Royal Liverpc v

@_ Dennistoun
Alexandra

Parade/Royal
Infirmary, Alexandra
Parade, Milnbank
Gamgad, Glasgow
Glasgow Cty,
Scotland, G31
United Kingdom

NE N E

@. Larbert, Falki v B
4

Global Business JENCRNTITY
War Stories




image3.png
O [ Cresteamap| Mapcustomizerc X forth valley royal postcode -Bin: X | - 2 x

< C ) httpsy//www.mapcustomizer.com

Kingdom

" ' - Royal Liverpool U v

a
s

Dennistoun, Alexandra

® @~ ParaceRoyalinman,
soMbecn Alexandra Parade,
Milnbank, Gamgad
Glasgow, Glasgow City.
Scotland, G31, United
Kingdom

N E

'. Larbert, Falkirk § v

N E

ondoncierry Newcastle

7 © @ e wre@yns Royal Borough of
@ Grecnvich London
: Great o) Greater London,
i31e of Man England, SE13 4QH
United Kingdom

N E

Legds

e
ire retand-_ Dbl ”Sh " 2, ISl aerne—
& s O Soningen 9 g p

Gatay = Olcenourg

N E

Ntinghan N 6

ire Zwalle. - Royal SussexCo v

; o Den 1330, fam WISt g
Glouéester :' '. Wartington Hospi v

Swarsess Caaif] v Madeburs S eiogenoos
s 2

z Disseldort e

ol ooy o e ) Sepen o
exgr Soutampton ' - T Fhige Born. Global Business i
2 Beigiaue

Pymoun (>War Stories

N E

N E

Leate | Map dat 6.

0739
H P Type here to search 1271172021




