Laparoscopic Sleeve Gastrectomy

Site: 13158

Total  Observed Pred Expected Odqs . 5% CL Outlier Decile Adjusted  Adjusted Assessment*

Cases Events Rate ObsRate**  Rate  Ratio Lower Upper Percentile Quartile
LsG Mobidity 130 1 077%  1.39%  183% 076 030 188  No 2 35 2 As Expected
LSG All Occurrences Morbidty 130 6 462%  8.96%  342% 147 063 215  No 8 Te1 3 As Expecled
LSG Serious Event 130 4 3.08% 2.07% 159% 1.31 0.64 2n No 9 67 3 As Expected
LSG Leak 130 1 0.77% 018%  014% 132 041 425 No 10 63 3 As Expected
LSG Bleeding B o 130 0 0.00% 0.39%  049% 080 025 257 Mo 2 40 2 As Expecled
isesst 10 0 000%  026%  034% 077 016 358  No 2 w0 2 " As Expected
LSG All Gause Reoperation 130 2 154%  082%  066% 124 053 291  MNo 8 & 3 ~ As Expected
LSG Related Reoperation 18 1 077%  040%  033% 121 039 369 Mo B 58 3  As Expecled
LSG All Gause Intervention 130 2 154%  067%  030% 222 059 830 MNo 10 76 4 _ Needs Improvement
LSG Related Intervention o 180 2 154% 055%  021% 261 064 1063 No 10 80 4 Needs Improvemeft
LSG All Cause Readmission T 5 385%  293%  240% 123 065 235 No 8 6 3 AsExpefed
LSG Related Readmission 130 3 231% 1.88%  169% 111 055 225 No 8 57 3 As Expdeted
Laparoscopic Roux-en-Y Gastric Bypass o S S

Total ~ Observed Pred Expected Odds 95% C.IL Outlier Decile Adiusted  Adjusted Assessment*

Cases Events Rate Obs Rate** Rate  Ratio Lower Upper Percentile Quartile
LRYGB Morbidity 15 2 12.50% 525%  367% 146 054 397 No 9 68 3 As Expected
LRYGB All Occurrences Morbidity 16 2 12.50% 8.07% 7.36% 111 056 220 No 8 58 3 As Expected
LRYGE Serious Event 18 2 1280%  457%  361% 128 057 289 No 8 6 3 AsExpocted
LRYGB Leak 16 0 0.00% 022%  0.23% 098 019 502 No 5 48 2 As Expected
LRYGB Bleeding 18 2 12.50% 2.19% 118% 188 058 6.03 No 10 77 4 Needs Improvement
LRYGB SSI 16 0 000%  068%  071% 094 021 421 No 5 47 2 As Expected
LRYGB All Cause Reoperaton 16 0 0.00% 127%  1.38% 092 029 299 MNo 4 46 2 ' As Expected
LRYGE Related Reoperation 15 0 000%  1.07%  1.16% 092 025 339  No 4 46 2 AsExpected
LRYGB All Causs Intervention BT 1 6.25% 138%  093% 150 039 579 No 8 6 3 "7 As Expecled
LRYGB Related Intervention 16 0 0.00% 0.85%  0.90% 094 026 337 No 5 47 2 As Expected
LRYGB All Cause Readmission 1§ o 1 6.25% 5.37% 5.27% 1.02 0.51 2.05 No 7 51 3 As Expecled
LRYGS Relaled Readmission 16 1 6.25% 453%  432% 105 048 231  No 7 53 3 AsExpected

Determined by Outlier status or by Adjusted Quartile status. The interpretation of "Needs Improvement” depends on whether or not a site is a high outlier. If a site is a high outlier

then "Needs Improvement" should be interpreted as a warning that a problem does indeed exist. If a site is not a high outlier then "Needs Improvement" should be interpreted as an
early warning that a problem may exist. All other things being equal, sites are encouraged to first direct quality improvement efforts towards those models in which the site is a

high outlier.

** Predicted Observed Rate is the model-adjusted observed rate.



