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Supplementary results

Table 1. Non-technical errors for the seven Australian surgical specialties not included in our

main analysis

Specialt Number (proportion of deaths)
P M
Urolo 82/138 (59.4%)
gy
Plastics 33/58 (56.9%)

Otolaryngology head and neck

17/39 (43.6%)

Obstetrics & gynaecology

18/24 (75%)

Oral and Maxillo/facial

1/5 (20%)

Paediatric surgery

3/5 (60%)

Ophthalmology

1/4 (25%)

Table 2. Non-technical errors identified in deaths in five surgical specialties, Australia (except
New South Wales), 20122019, by patient and admission characteristics

Orthopaedic Cardiothoracic
Characteristic General surgery surgery surgery Neurosurgery Vascular surgery
Sex
Men 575/854 (67.3%) | 135/258 (52.3%) | 244/384 (63.5%) | 109/180 (60.6%) | 160/234 (62.5%)
Women 499/715 (69.8%) 131/252 (52%) | 160/242 (66.1%) | 89/151 (58.9%) 96/151 (63.6%)

Hospital status

Private 166/262 (63.4%) | 66/109 (60.6%) | 125/185 (67.6%) 33/52 (64%) 45/72 (62%)
Public 885/1277 (69.3%) | 198/397 (49.9%) | 276/431 (64%) | 162/276 (58.7%) | 210/310 (67.7%)
Dual* 16/22 (73%) 2/3 (70%) 3/10 (30%) 3/3 (100%) 1/2 (50%)

Patient status

Private 214/332 (64.5%) 67/121(55.4%) 141/213(66.2%) 37/58 (63.8%) 56/83 (68%)
Public 798/1153 (69.2%) | 179/352(50.9%) | 255/397(64.2%) | 152/260 (58.5%) | 189/283 (66.8%)
Veteran 10/13 (77%) 10/15 (67%) 1/1 (100%) 0 3/5 (60%)

Admission type

Elective

275/394 (69.8%)

55/89 (62%)

193/305 (63.3%)

33/58 (57%)

78/128 (60.9%)

Emergency

790/1164 (67.9%)

208/418 (49.8%)

208/316 (65.8%)

164/272 (60.3%)

176/254 (69.3%)

* Omitted from the analysis reported in Box 8 in the main article, as their inclusion led to non-convergence of model
because of the small number of cases in this category.
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