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Abstract
Background
Pneumonia has a high human toll and a substantial economic burden in developed countries like Japan, where the crude mortality rate was 77.7 per 100,000 people in 2017. As this trend is going to continue with increasing number of the elderly multi-morbid population in Japan; monitoring performance over time is a social need to alleviate the disease burden. The study objective was to determine the characteristics of hospital standardized mortality ratios (HSMRs) for pneumonia in Japan from 2010 to 2018 to describe this trend.

Methods
Data of the DPC (Diagnostic Procedures Combination) database were used, which is an administrative claims and discharge summary database for acute care in-patients in Japan. HSMRs were calculated using the actual and expected numbers of in-hospital deaths, the latter of which was calculated using logistic regression model, with a number of explanatory variables, e.g., age, sex, urgency of admission, mode of transportation, patient volume per month in each hospital, A-DROP score, and Charlson comorbidity index (CCI). We constructed two HSMR models: a single-year model, which included hospitals with > 10 in-patients per month and, a 9-year model, which included those hospitals with complete 9-year data. Predictive accuracy of the logistic models was assessed using c-index (area under receiver operating curve).

Results
Total 230,372 patients were included for the analysis over the 9-year study period. Calculated HSMRs showed wide variation among hospitals. The proportion of hospitals with HSMR less than 100 increased from 36.4% in 2010 to 60.6% in 2018. Both models showed good predictive ability with a c-statistic of 0.762 for the 9-year model, and no less than 0.717 for the single-year model.

Conclusion
This study denoted that HSMRs of pneumonia can be calculated using DPC data in Japan and revealed significant variations among hospitals with comparable case-mixes. Therefore, HSMR can be used as yet another measure to help improve quality of care over time if other indicators are examined in parallel and to get a clear picture of where hospitals excel and lack.
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Background
Pneumonia is the leading cause of morbidity (hospitalization) and mortality (in-patient deaths) associated with infectious diseases around the world and affects all age groups. Many developed countries, such as Japan, are now dealing with a super-aged society where multi-morbidity is a common scenario. That said, 132,629 people died from pneumonia, and it was 5th leading cause of death in Japan in 2017 [1]. Though many potent antibiotics and therapeutic strategies have been developed over several decades, 15 individuals still die every hour on an average from pneumonia in Japan [1].
In the past few decades, many efforts have been made to improve the quality of care. In-hospital mortality for common diseases shows considerable variation suggesting that there is potential for outcome improvement [2]. Hospital standardized mortality ratio (HSMR) is a representative risk-adjusted tool that measures mortality by taking account of factors known to affect the underlying risk of death [3].
HSMRs give hospital administrators and health providers a snapshot of a hospital’s performance at a given time and should be viewed in context with other indicators to help track progress over time. HSMRs have proven useful in many developed countries like the USA, Canada, Sweden, Wales, Australia, France, Singapore, and Hong Kong in identifying areas that can be changed to improve patient safety and quality of care [3–5].
Hospital administrative data have been used broadly for research and quality improvement efforts in recent years [6]. The Diagnostic Procedures Combination (DPC)/per-Diem payment system (PDPS) is a reimbursement method for acute care hospitals that was introduced in 2003, and DPC database is a national administrative claims and discharge abstract database for acute care in-patients in Japan [7, 8]. These data have been used in the design of health policies, disease management, and the analysis of healthcare processes and patient outcomes since its inception [9]. In Japan, several HSMR studies have been conducted [10–13] and the single-year HSMR model has already been created using administrative data for pneumonia [14]. Ian et al. reported that diagnosis-specific HSMR is potentially a more fruitful method for monitoring mortality over time, which allows for the earlier identification of care deficiencies [4]. However, studies regarding the trend of HSMRs for pneumonia are sparse in the international literature, and the trend for Japanese HSMRs for pneumonia has not yet been monitored and remains largely unknown.
The purpose of this study was to develop the calculation method of HSMR using the DPC data and determine the characteristics of HSMR for pneumonia in Japan from 2010 to 2018 to capture and describe the trend and to analyze which factors best explain this trend. To the very best of our knowledge this is the first large-scale study calculating HSMRs of pneumonia in Japan and revealing a 9-year trend using administrative data.

Methods
For this retrospective observational study, HSMR method was used that was originally developed by Jarman in 1999 [3, 15, 16].
Data
DPC data of the Medi-Target benchmarking project managed by the All Japan Hospital Association (AJHA) were used. The AJHA is one of the largest nation-wide hospital associations comprising of 2500 hospitals, which manages the administration of the Medi-Target project, a benchmark project using clinical indicators based on DPC data. Participation in the Medi-Target project was optional, and there were 182 participating hospitals in 2010, submitting about 500,000 claims data a year [8]. Details of the DPC database have been described elsewhere [12].
This study was based on the secondary analysis of the administrative claims data. Owing to the anonymous nature of the data, no IRB (Institutional Review Board) approval is necessary for this kind of study in Japan [17].
All hospital admissions with major diagnoses of pneumonia were identified from the DPC database for the year 2010 to 2018. ICD-10 code (J12-18, J69, B012, B052, B59) was used to determine the diagnoses. Hospitals that had ≤ 10 in-patients per month for pneumonia were excluded.
Patient and hospital-level data were collected as variables to analyze. Patient-level data included sex, age, urgency of admission (emergency or elective), mode of transportation (ambulance use), comorbidities on admission and during hospital stay, A-DROP score on admission, length of stay (LOS), operative status (surgery done or not), days of admission (weekend/ weekdays), referral status, and in-hospital death. A-DROP scoring system, developed by the Japanese Respiratory Society (JRS), is a modified version of CURB-65 (confusion, BUN > 7 mmol/L, respiratory rate ≥ 30/min, low blood pressure, and age ≥ 65 years) and has a higher level of discrimination than both CURB-65 and PSI (pneumonia severity index), with a reported c-statistic of 0.85 [18, 19]. It is a 6-point scale (0–5) that assesses the following parameters: (1) age (male ≥ 70 years, female ≥ 75 years), (2) dehydration (blood urea nitrogen (BUN) ≥ 210 mg/L), (3) respiratory failure (SaO2 ≤ 90% or PaO2 ≤ 60 mmHg), (4) orientation disturbance (confusion), and (5) low blood pressure (systolic blood pressure ≤ 90 mmHg). The following scale represents the four levels of pneumonia severity: (1) 0, mild; (2) 1–2, moderate; (3) 3, severe; and (4) 4–5, extremely severe [19, 20]. The A-DROP score was reported as follows for the purpose of analysis: A-DROP score 0 as 0, 1–2 as 1, 3 as 2, and 4–5 as 3.
Then, Charlson comorbidity Index (CCI; range 0–6), which is derived from secondary ICD-10 diagnoses codes, was calculated. The CCI is a weighted score based on the number and type of diagnoses reported in the hospital summary data [21, 22]. CCI was calculated based on Deyo’s modification [23, 24].
Hospital-level data included patient volume per month, presence of patient safety manager, and type of the hospital (teaching hospital or not).
Outcome variable was the overall in-hospital mortality and is referred to death that occurs at any point during the entire admission period.

Calculation of HSMR
HSMR is defined as the ratio of the actual number of in-hospital deaths to the expected number of such deaths multiplied by 100 [25].
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The observed number of deaths is the sum of the actual number of deaths in that hospital. The expected number of death for a hospital is based on the sum of the probabilities of in-hospital deaths. An HSMR above or below 100 indicates that the mortality rate is higher or lower, respectively, than the overall average.
First, a multivariable logistic regression model was constructed to predict the chance of in-hospital death for each patient with patient-level and hospital-level factors. Logistic regression analyses were performed to calculate the intercept of covariates. Covariates for case mix adjustment are sex, age, urgency of admission, mode of transportation, patient volume per month in each hospital, A-DROP score, and CCI. All variables are categorical except age, CCI, and patient volume, which are continuous variable. All independent variables were entered into the equation in one step (forced-entry method). Coefficients derived from logistic regression models were used to calculate the probability of in-hospital death. Then, summation of the predicted probabilities of deaths (ranging from 0 to 1) gives the total expected number of in-hospital deaths in that hospital. Ratio between the expected numbers of in-hospital deaths and the actual number of deaths gives the standardized mortality ratio for that hospital of interest.
We constructed two models of HSMR. First one included the hospitals, which had >10 pneumonic patients per month; therefore, number of hospitals are different for each year. This is called the single-year model. The second is a 9-year model, which was created to assess the trend of HSMRs over time, by including hospitals which had complete data for 9 years. Fitting data from all 9 years into one model allowed us to make valid comparisons over time.

Statistical analysis
Following variables were examined for their association with in-hospital mortality: sex, age, urgency of admission, mode of transportation, LOS, operative status, A-DROP score at admission, and CCI. Patient characteristics of the dead and surviving groups were compared using either Chi-square tests for categorical variables, t tests for normally distributed continuous variables, and non-parametric tests (Mann-Whitney U test) for non-normally distributed continuous variables. Continuous variables were summarized with the use of descriptive statistics (mean ± standard deviation for normally distributed values, and the median (25 percentile, 75 percentile) for non-normally distributed ones), and categorical variables were summarized as frequencies and proportions. P values < 0.05 were considered statistically significant.
Predictive accuracy of the logistic model was assessed using c-index. The c-index is derived by calculating the proportion of concordant pairs and is equivalent to the area under a receiver operating curve. A c-index value of 0.5 suggests that the model is no better than random chance in predicting death, whereas a value 1.0 indicates perfect discrimination.
The association between the HSMRs for each year was evaluated using the Spearman’s correlation coefficient. A multivariable logistic regression was modeled to analyze the association between HSMRs and any contributing factor (e.g., percentage of referred patient, percentage of weekend admission, type of hospital, and presence of patient safety manager). All contributing factors were counted as independent variables and entered into the equation in one step (forced-entry method). HSMRs were classified into one of two groups (HSMR ≤ 100 and HSMR > 100) and counted as dependent variable. Within the targeted 9 years, some hospitals changed their affiliation status (academic/not academic), and newly appointed a patient safety manager. Therefore, we used these hospital variables in the 9-year model as the proportion of patients admitted for the situation (status of the hospital at the time of admission).
In the 9-year model, 95% confidence intervals (CIs) of the HSMRs for 2010–2018 were calculated using Byar’s approximation. All statistical analyses were performed by using the Statistical Package for Social Science (SPSS), version 17.0.0.


Results
Characteristics of study population
After exclusions, the overall sample size for the analysis was 230,372 patients over the 9-year study period (January 2010 to December 2018) with major diagnosis of pneumonia. Table 1 shows the demographics of the overall sample and Additional file 1: Table S1 shows the demographics in single-year models. Of the 230,372 patients included in the development dataset, 90.3% were discharged alive, 5.6% patients underwent surgery, 22.3% patients were admitted on a weekend, and 54.1% patients had a referral letter. Essential hypertension was the single-most commonly occurring (11,205 patients) comorbidity among pneumonia patients at admission. Other associated comorbidities at admission included volume depletion (9071), type 2 diabetes mellitus (8796), acute respiratory failure (8569) and asthma (7574). The top five comorbidities after admission were muscle atrophy (19,392), aphasia and dysphagia (4771), and constipation (3544), insomnia (2529), and malignant neoplasm of bronchus and lung (2274). Among all, 23.3% patients were ≤ 20 years of age and 71.6% patients were ≥ 60 years of age.
Table 1Patient demographics (9-year)*


	Characteristics
	 	2010–2018 (n = 230,372)

	Alive
	Dead
	P value

	Demographic features

	 Age (years)
	Mean ± SD
	60.0 ± 34.9
	85.1 ± 8.9
	< 0.001†

	Median (IQR)
	77 (22, 86)
	86 (81, 91)†
	< 0.001††

	 Sex (male)
	 	113,530 (54.6)
	13,297 (59.6)
	< 0.001¶

	Comorbidity

	 CCI
	Mean ± SD
	3.4 ± 2.3
	5.2 ± 1.6
	< 0.001†

	Median (IQR)
	4 (1, 5)
	5 (4, 6)†
	< 0.001††

	Admission features

	 LOS (days)
	Mean ± SD
	18.1 ± 22.6
	37.3 ± 67.3
	< 0.001†

	Median (IQR)
	11 (7, 21)
	21 (9, 44)†
	< 0.001††

	 Emergency admission
	 	204,057 (97.9)
	21,208 (97.4)
	< 0.001¶

	 Ambulance usage
	 	52,869 (25.4)
	10,566 (47.4)
	< 0.001¶

	Severity status

	 A-DROP score 0
	 	109,504 (52.6)
	8693 (38.9)
	< 0.001¶

	 A-DROP score 1
	 	68,681 (33.0)
	4927 (22.1)

	 A-DROP score 2
	 	17,386 (8.4)
	3686 (16.5)

	 A-DROP score 3
	 	12,482 (6.0)
	5013 (22.5)


*Values in parentheses are %
†T test
††Mann-Whitney U test
¶Chi-square test
CCI Charlson comorbidity index, LOS length of stay



Patient characteristics of each year in the single-year model showed a similar trend to the 9-year model, which increases the robustness of the results.

Hospital characteristics
A total of 168 hospitals were included in the single-year model and 33 were included in the 9-year model. Among these, 75.6% are teaching hospital and 67.9% have a patient safety manager.

In-hospital mortality (single-year model)
The HSMR widely varied across the hospitals included in this study. Figure 1 shows the variation of mean and standard deviation (SD) of each year’s HSMR. The HSMRs ranged from 17 to 311% in 2010, 25 to 317% in 2011, 21 to 249% in 2012, 23 to 219% in 2013, 37 to 196% in 2014, 29 to 193% in 2015, 36 to 218% in 2016, 43 to 219% in 2017, and 34 to 239% in 2018. Of the hospitals evaluated, 62 (50.4%), 48 (43.2%), 46 (46.0%), 43 (45.7%), 37 (46.3%), 33 (42.3%), 25 (36.8%), 26 (40.0%), and 23 (44.2%) had higher mortality rate than expected in 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016, 2017, and 2018, respectively.
[image: A12199_2019_842_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 1Mean and SD of the HSMR for pneumonia for each year. HSMR hospital standardized mortality ratio





Statistical analysis
c-index showed strong a predictive ability for both models, i.e., 0.762 for 9-year model, and 0.823, 0.847, 0.770, 0.734, 0.730, 737, 0.745, 0.727, and 0.717 in 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016, 2017, and 2018, respectively, for single-year model. Results are shown in the supporting figure (Additional file 2: Figure S1).
Table 1 and Additional file 1: Table S1 compare the patient characteristics with mortality for statistical significance. All the analyzed variables showed a statistically significant relationship with mortality (P value < 0.05).
To check the change in each year’s HSMR, the Spearman’s non-parametric correlation coefficient between each consecutive year was calculated. The correlation analysis revealed a significant, positive relationship between the changes in the HSMR of each consecutive year (Table 2).
Table 2Relationship between the HSMRs of each consecutive year (single-year model)


	Month and year
	N
	R
	P

	Jan. 2010–Dec. 2011
	93
	0.720
	< 0.001

	Jan. 2011–Dec. 2012
	95
	0.616
	< 0.001

	Jan. 2012–Dec. 2013
	85
	0.687
	< 0.001

	Jan. 2013–Dec. 2014
	73
	0.761
	< 0.001

	Jan. 2014–Dec. 2015
	70
	0.760
	< 0.001

	Jan. 2015–Dec. 2016
	63
	0.768
	< 0.001

	Jan. 2016–Dec. 2017
	62
	0.762
	< 0.001

	Jan. 2017–Dec. 2018
	50
	0.649
	< 0.001


N number of hospitals, R correlation coefficient (Spearman’s non-parametric correlation), P two-tailed significance
Positive correlation coefficient means that hospitals with lower/higher HSMRs are likely to get same results in the following year



To determine those factors influencing the HSMR, variables were further examined by logistic regression analysis using the 9-year model. Table 3 shows the odds ratio from these analyses. Only the presence of a patient safety manager had a statistically significant influence on HSMR (OR, 0.97; 95% CI, 0.95-1.00; P value, 0.03).
Table 3Factors influencing HSMR in pneumonia patients (9-year model, 2010–2018, n = 33)


	Contributing factors
	HSMRs (HSMR > 100)*

	Odds ratio
	95% CI
	P value

	% of hospital with patient safety manager†
	0.97
	0.95–1.00
	0.03

	% of academic hospital††
	0.98
	0.96–1.00
	0.10

	% of weekend admission
	1.14
	0.91–1.42
	0.27

	% of patients referred¶
	1.04
	0.97–1.11
	0.28

	Negelkerke R2
	 	0.36
	 

†Percentage of patients admitted into a hospital with patient safety manager
††Percentage of patients admitted into a hospital with academic status
¶Percentage of patients who had a referral letter on admission
*HSMRs were classified into one of two groups, HSMR ≤ 100 and HSMR > 100
CI Confidence interval




Nine-year trend
For this time series analysis, a total of 33 hospitals were included. The percentage of hospitals with mortality lower than the expected rates increased from 36.4% in 2010 to 60.6% in 2018, indicating a positive linear relationship (Fig. 2). The percentage change of HSMR in this 9-year period ranged from − 0.11 to 0.04%.
[image: A12199_2019_842_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 2Trend changes in the percentage of hospitals with HSMR ≤ 100 from 2010 to 2018. Nine-year model, n = 33. HSMR hospital standardized mortality ratio




Mean and 95% CIs for each hospital have been graphed in Fig. 3. While the lower limit varied from 36.1 to 185.9, the upper limit varied from 54.2 to 219.4. The mean HSMR was 102.0.
[image: A12199_2019_842_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 3Caterpillar plot of the HSMR for pneumonia (9-year model, 2010–2018, n = 33) for each hospital. The HSMR is graphed as the upper and lower 95% confidence limits. HSMR hospital standardized mortality ratio






Discussions
This study denoted that HSMRs can be calculated using DPC data in Japan. Findings of this study have revealed that the HSMRs of pneumonia varied significantly among hospitals in Japan with comparable case-mixes. The hospital with the highest HSMR was 4.9–18.8 times higher than that of the lowest HSMR hospital. Approximately 5.0%-11.7% hospitals had subpar HSMR (i.e., > 150), and 5.9–10.0% hospitals had good HSMR (i.e., <50).
After adjustment for case-mixes, some hospitals were found to have a higher mortality rate. Overall, 9.7% died among the total study population. Population aging is one of the most dramatic trends in the world today, and Japan is considered to be a forerunner of an ever-aging world [26, 27]. In this era of aging, treating multi-morbid, and sometimes immune-deficient aged patients with chronic conditions is becoming more difficult, as is choosing an appropriate antibiotic to treat them. Though many potent antibiotics produce similar beneficial outcomes in all age groups, an increasing age is generally associated with more severe symptoms and worse functional outcomes. On the other hand, dealing with emerging multi-drug resistant bacteria, and viral pneumonia is equally difficult.
The most remarkable finding of this study is that of the results of correlation analysis, which portrays that those hospitals with lower HSMRs are likely to produce the same results in the following year. On the other hand, institutions with higher HSMRs are also expected to produce the same results the following year. This needs to be analyzed in-depth.
The 9-year HSMR model reveals the tapering trend of the HSMRs, which is consistent with other studies in Japan and other countries [14, 26]. Release of management guidelines by JRS in 2000 [20], and adherence to the JRS guidelines, substantial progress in therapeutic options, and availability of potent antibiotics might have influenced the general reduction in mortality from pneumonia. Also, introduction of the PCV7 (7-valent pneumococcal conjugate) vaccine has decreased proportion of pneumococcal pneumonia in both adults and children [28].
Measuring and assessing hospital quality and determining all of the contributing factors that affect changes to the HSMR is not only demanding but also challenging. Thus, apart from quality issues, in-hospital mortality might be influenced by many factors, including admission and discharge practices. It is noteworthy that part of the reduction in HSMRs may be due to chance or better coding, different discharge policies, referral of more complicated patients to other hospitals. Each of these factors may influence the calculation of HSMRs.
Another notable finding of this study is the significant relationship between the presence of a patient safety manager and HSMRs, which indicates that the presence of a patient safety manager might reduce the HSMR. This is a call for a thorough evaluation, as this finding matches with a previous study, and might open up a new platform to work on and new strategies that can be implemented [29]. However, this study was unable to find any significant relationship with HSMRs and a weekend admission, academic status of the hospital or the referral of patients, though another study has found a weekend effect for pneumonia [9].
Strengths and limitations
This study possesses some strengths. Firstly, it included a large sample size and several variables from an administrative database. Secondly, a risk-adjusted model was established and internally validated, which demonstrated the variation in pneumonia mortality among hospitals over a period of 9 years. Thirdly, though only a small number of hospitals was included, we assume that the 9-year model is free from miscoding, which increases the credibility of the data. Lastly, patients from throughout the year were included in the study, so seasonal variation of pneumonia could not influence our results.
We have to admit a few limitations of this study. Firstly, as this is a secondary analysis of administrative data, the variables reported by hospitals were not controlled. Secondly, tests for statistical significance were not done for time trend. As such, cautious interpretation of results is recommended. Additionally, the DPC database does not provide a detailed medication history for patients. Thus, adherence to the JRS guidelines, for example, “commencement of antibiotic therapy within 4 hours of admission,” was not examined. Furthermore, the samples were obtained from hospitals that voluntarily submitted data, so the study population might not be representative of the whole population in Japan, and the overall mortality rate may be underestimated. Another concern is how to deal with any missing data. However, as percentage of missing data was very low (i.e., 0.1–0.3%), we believe that could not affect the result. Moreover, no hospital-level factors were analyzed besides their academic status and the presence of a patient safety manager. Factors such as the bed-to-physician or bed-to-nurse ratio, urban/rural location and presence of infectious disease specialists/ respiratory specialists might explain some of the observed differences among facilities [30–32]. It is worth mentioning that many hospitals have changed their discharge policies to shorten the LOS as a part of the health sector reform encouraged by the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare, Japan [33]. If patients were discharged to community services/long-term care facilities and died there, then they were not counted as a death in the calculation of HSMRs [34]. Each of these limitations might act as a potential confounder; therefore, any future analysis requires measures to overcome these limitations, which would result in more precise evaluations.
Of note, a number of arguments have been made saying that HSMR is flawed as a tool of quality indicator and cannot measure patient safety [4, 35]. We accept that hospital care is complicated and is dependent on many factors, not all of which are reflected by the HSMR. This is why various indicators must be examined in order to obtain a clear picture of hospital performance; where they excel and where they lack.
Strategies have been implemented in hospitals that have embraced this approach in the USA and the UK [5, 36–38], and HSMR has been reported publicly in Canada and the Netherlands [3, 4, 15]. As a tool to help health professionals follow trends in mortality rate, the HSMR can be useful as yet another measure for designing targeted interventions to help improve quality of care and patients’ experience over time.


Conclusions
The results of this study have shown that it is possible to use data from the DPC to compute the HSMR and that the HSMRs of pneumonia varied significantly among hospitals with comparable case-mixes. Risk-adjusted, internally validated models might contribute to developing more appropriate benchmarking systems for inter-hospital comparisons. However, measuring and assessing hospital quality is not only demanding but also a difficult task; thus, these results should be interpreted with great caution.

Supplementary information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12199-019-0842-4.

Acknowledgements
Not applicable

Authors’ contributions
RA took part in designing the study, performed the data collection and analysis, and drafted the manuscript. YH and TK participated in the design of the study and performed the analysis. KM, KS, and SF performed the data collection and analysis. TH conceived the study, participated in its design and helped to draft the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This work was supported by Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (grant number 19 K10518).

Availability of data and materials
The data that support the findings of this study are available from the All Japan Hospital Association but restrictions apply to the availability of these data, which were used under license for the current study, and so are not publicly available. Data are however available from the authors upon reasonable request and with permission of the All Japan Hospital Association.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
This study was based on the secondary analysis of the administrative claims data. Owing to the anonymous nature of the data, no IRB approval is necessary for this kind of study in Japan [16].

Consent for publication
Not applicable

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests


[image: Creative Commons]Open AccessThis article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://​creativecommons.​org/​licenses/​by/​4.​0/​), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creativecommons.​org/​publicdomain/​zero/​1.​0/​) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

References
1.
e-stat.go.jp. Portal Site of Official Statistics of Japan, e-Stat. https://​www.​e-stat.​go.​jp/​en/​. Accessed 16 June 2019.

2.
Nimptsch U, Mansky T. Quality measurement combined with peer review improved German in-hospital mortality rates for four diseases. Health Aff (Millwood). 2013;32(9):1616–23.Crossref

3.
Jarman B, Pieter D, van der Veen AA, Kool RB, Aylin P, Bottle A, et al. The hospital standardised mortality ratio: A powerful tool for Dutch hospitals to assess their quality of care? Qual Saf Health Care. 2010;19:9–13.Crossref

4.
Scott IA, Brand CA, Phelps GE, Barker AL, Cameron PA. Using hospital standardised mortality ratios to assess quality of care--proceed with extreme caution. Med J Aust. 2011;194(12):645–8.Crossref

5.
McKinley J, Gibson D, Ardal S. Hospital standardized mortality ratio: The way forward in Ontario. Healthc Pap. 2008;8(4):43–9 discussion 69–75.Crossref

6.
Aylin P, Bottle A, Majeed A. Use of administrative data or clinical databases as predictors of risk of death in hospital: Comparison of models. BMJ. 2007;334:1044.Crossref

7.
Matsuda S, Fujimori K, Kuwabara K, et al. Diagnosis procedure combination as an infrastructure for the clinical study. Asian Pacific Journal of Disease Management. 2011;5:81–7.Crossref

8.
Kitazawa T, Matsumoto K, Fujita S, Yoshida A, Iida S, Nishizawa H, et al. Perioperative patient safety indicators and hospital surgical volumes. BMC Res Notes. 2014;7:117.Crossref

9.
Uematsu H, Kunisawa S, Yamashita K, Fushimi K, Imanaka Y. Impact of weekend admission on in-hospital mortality in severe community-acquired pneumonia patients in Japan. Respirology. 2016;21(5):905–10.Crossref

10.
Miyata H, Hashimoto H, Horiguchi H, Matsuda S, Motomura N, Takamoto S. Performance of in-hospital mortality prediction models for acute hospitalization: Hospital standardized mortality ratio in Japan. BMC Health Serv Res. 2008;8:229.Crossref

11.
Miyata H, Hashimoto H, Horiguchi H, Fushimi K, Matsuda S. Assessment of hospital performance with a case-mix standardized mortality model using an existing administrative database in Japan. BMC Health Serv Res. 2010;10:130.Crossref

12.
Amin R, Kitazawa T, Hatakeyama Y, Matsumoto K, Fujita S, Seto K, et al. Trends in hospital standardized mortality ratios for Stroke in Japan between 2012 and 2016: A retrospective observational study. IJQHC. 2019. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​intqhc/​mzz091.

13.
Shinjo D, Fushimi K. The degree of severity and trends in hospital standardized mortality ratios in Japan between 2008 and 2012: A retrospective observational study. Int J Qual Health Care. 2017;29:705–12.Crossref

14.
Uematsu H, Kunisawa S, Sasaki N, Ikai H, Imanaka Y. Development of a risk-adjusted in-hospital mortality prediction model for community-acquired pneumonia: A retrospective analysis using a Japanese administrative database. BMC Pulm Med. 2014;14:203.Crossref

15.
Jarman B, Gault S, Alves B, Hider A, Dolan S, Cook A, et al. Explaining differences in English hospital death rates using routinely collected data. BMJ. 1999;318:1515–20.Crossref

16.
Penfold RB, Dean S, Flemons W, Moffatt M. Follow the big dots? Healthc Pap. 2008;8:69–75.Crossref

17.
Ethical guidelines for epidemiological research. http://​www.​lifescience. mext.go.jp/files/pdf/n796_01.pdf. Accessed 19 May 2019.

18.
Shindo Y, Sato S, Maruyama E, Ohashi T, Ogawa M, Imaizumi K, et al. Comparison of severity scoring systems A-DROP and CURB-65 for community-acquired pneumonia. Respirology. 2008;13(5):731–5.Crossref

19.
The committee for the Japanese Respiratory Society guidelines for the management of respiratory infections. Severity classification of pneumonia. Respirology. 2006;11(3):S84–5.Crossref

20.
Miyashita N, Matsushima T, Oka M. Japanese Respiratory Society. The JRS guidelines for the management of community-acquired pneumonia in adults: An update and new recommendations. Intern Med. 2006;45(7):419–28.Crossref

21.
Charlson ME, Pompei P, Ales KL, MacKenzie CR. A new method of classifying prognostic comorbidity in longitudinal studies: Development and validation. J Chronic Dis. 1987;40(5):373–83.Crossref

22.
Sundararajan V, Henderson T, Perry C, Muggivan A, Quan H, Ghali WA. New ICD-10 version of the Charlson comorbidity index predicted in-hospital mortality. J Clin Epidemiol. 2004;57(12):1288–94.Crossref

23.
Pylväläinen J, Talala K, Murtola T, Taari K, Raitanen J, Tammela TL, Auvinen A. Charlson comorbidity index based on hospital episode statistics performs adequately in predicting mortality, but it’s discriminative ability diminishes over time. Clin Epidemiol. 219;11:923-32.

24.
Deyo RA, Cherkin DC, Ciol MA. Adapting a clinical comorbidity index for use with ICD-9-CM administrative databases. J Clin Epidemiol. 1992;45(6):613–9.Crossref

25.
Notes T. HSMR resources, Methodology for HSMR. Canadian Institute for Health Information. https://​www.​cihi.​ca/​en/​hsmr_​tech_​notes_​en.​pdf. .

26.
Umeki K, Tokimatsu I, Yasuda C, Iwata A, Yoshioka D, Ishii H, et al. Clinical features of healthcare-associated pneumonia (HCAP) in a Japanese community hospital: Comparisons among nursing home-acquired pneumonia (NHAP), HCAP other than NHAP, and community-acquired pneumonia. Respirology. 2011;16(5):856–61.Crossref

27.
Okabayashi S, Kawamura T, Wakai K, Ando M, Tsushita K, Ohira H, et al. Lifestyle and psychosocial factors and a decline in competence in daily living among Japanese early elderly people: from an age-specified community-based cohort study (NISSIN project). Environ Health Prev Med. 2019;24(1):28.Crossref

28.
Akata K, Chang B, Yatera K, Kawanami T, Naito K, Noguchi S, et al. The distribution and annual changes in the Streptococcus pneumoniae serotypes in adult Japanese patients with pneumococcal pneumonia from 2011 to 2015. J Infect Chemother. 2017;23(5):301–6.Crossref

29.
Yoshida A, Fujita S, Ito S, Iida S, Nishizawa H, Hasegawa T. Experience of serious adverse events and patient safety systems at hospitals. The Journal of Japan Society for Health Care Management. 2014;15(2):81–6. [Article in Japanese]

30.
Marrie TJ, Carriere KC, Jin Y, Johnson DH. Mortality during hospitalisation for pneumonia in Alberta, Canada, is associated with physician volume. Eur Respir J. 2003;22(1):148–55.Crossref

31.
Kumamaru H, Tsugawa Y, Horiguchi H, Kumamaru KK, Hashimoto H, Yasunaga H. Association between hospital case volume and mortality in non-elderly pneumonia patients stratified by severity: a retrospective cohort study. BMC Health Serv Res. 2014;14:302.Crossref

32.
Jansson MM, Syrjälä HP, Ala-Kokko TI. Association of nurse staffing and nursing workload with ventilator-associated pneumonia and mortality: a prospective, single-center cohort study. J Hosp Infect. 2019;101(3):257–63.Crossref

33.
Wang K, Li P, Chen L, Kato K, Kobayashi M, Yamauchi K. Impact of the Japanese diagnosis procedure combination-based payment system in Japan. J Med Syst. 2010;34:95–100.Crossref

34.
Vasilevskis EE, Kuzniewicz MW, Dean ML, Clay T, Vittinghoff E, Rennie DJ, et al. Relationship between discharge practices and intensive care unit in-hospital mortality performance: evidence of a discharge bias. Med Care. 2009;47:803–12.Crossref

35.
Dekkers OM. [Hospital standardized mortality ratios: a topsy-turvy world]. Ned Tijdschr Geneeskd. 2014;158:A7783.

36.
Jarman B. In defence of the hospital standardized mortality ratio. Healthc Pap. 2008;8(4):37–42 discussion 69–75.Crossref

37.
Figler S. Data may reveal real issues. Healthcare pap. 2008;8(4):54–6.Crossref

38.
Canadian Institute for Health Information. HSMR: a new approach for measuring hospital mortality trends in Canada. Ottawa: CIHI; 2007.



Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


OEBPS/A12199_2019_842_Fig1_HTML.png
HSMR
160 1

140 4

120 A

100 4 L L | [ ] [ ]

80 A

60 -

40

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
(123)  (111) (100)  (94) (80) (78) 68)  (66) (52)

Year and number of hospital





OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/cc-by.png
() _®





OEBPS/A12199_2019_842_Fig2_HTML.png
(%) 7 of hospitals which had HSMR <100 by year
y=1.8133x + 40.778

70 - R?=0.3699
60 - 57.6 us 8 s
o TR I §\§\
........ | —

40 1 364 \ \

30 -

20 -

10 -

04

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 20158 2016 2017 2018





OEBPS/A12199_2019_842_Article_Equa.gif
HSMR

Observed number of deaths)
Expected number of deaths

100





OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A12199_2019_842_Fig3_HTML.png
H5SMR

250 1

200

150 A

— = = mean

Hospitals

NSRRI o S O SO S L%_.%_%%_%_,}. g B g e
IR R E R R RN

¥ % x

X

T EE R R R

e I I E T T EEEZEEEEEECESEEEEEEER®RE





