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ABSTRACT
Background: To understand the utilization and burden of emergency medical conditions
(EMCs), we assessed EM Department (EMD) data from the Health Management and
Information System (HMIS) of India and EMC from the Global Burden of Diseases (GBD).

Methods: This was a retrospective cross-sectional analysis of HMIS and GBD data for 2019.
We extracted EMD registrations, admissions, and deaths from HMIS and incidence, deaths,
and DALYs from GBD for 31 EMCs at the national and state levels. We analyzed HMIS and
GBD data for proportions and rates of registrations, deaths, and incident cases relative to
population counts and hospital admission numbers.

Results: In 2019, 119,103,358 patients (8,935.66 per 100,000 people) were registered at
EMDs. The national EMD registration rate was 6,744.21 per 100,000 hospital admissions and
the EMD death rate was 43,939.49 per 100,000 inpatient deaths. Only 12.14% of all HMIS
registrations had cause-specific data. GBD estimated 2,047,175,737 EMC incident cases
nationally, accounting for 27.22% of all-cause incidence, 51.71% of all-cause mortality, and
42.30% of all-cause DALYs. Trauma-related registrations were 9.27% in HMIS while
injuries in GBD accounted for 7% of EMCs. Overall, HMIS EMD registrations were lower
than GBD EMC incidence numbers, with regional variations.

Conclusions: The study reveals gaps in the EMD utilization as per HMIS data compared to
the EMC burden estimates from GBD. Improved data integration and reporting can address
regional disparities.
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INTRODUCTION
The estimated global burden of emergency medical conditions (EMCs) in 2015 was 14,035
disability-adjusted life years (DALYs) per 100,000 people, with the most significant burden
occurring in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), where trauma is an important cause
of morbidity and mortality.1,2 Pathologies manifesting as EMCs were among the top 15
leading causes of death and DALYs worldwide. Studies conducted in 2015 suggested that
globally, 90% of deaths and 84% of DALYs related to EMCs could have been prevented with
timely emergency care. Thus, it highlights the crucial role that Emergency Medicine
Departments (EMDs) can play in reducing this burden.

Data scarcity, variability across sources, and concerns about data quality severely hamper the
assessment of the burden, needs, and utilization of emergency care services in India and other
LMICs.3,4 Given these challenges, there is an urgent need to enhance the capacity and
utilization of services provided by EMDs.5 Efforts to improve emergency care research in
India, and other LMICs have revealed challenges such as inadequate data collection, ethical
research standards, and insufficient research infrastructure.6

India ranks 144th out of 195 countries in terms of health system access and capacity to seek
immediate care during medical emergencies, as assessed by the Global Burden of Disease
(GBD).7,8 Research on policy decisions in emergency care in India has highlighted progress
and challenges concerning training staff, standardizing practices, and promoting emergency
care. Since recognizing emergency medicine as a specialty in 2009, formal training programs
have expanded.9 The National Health Policy (2017) emphasizes enhancing emergency care
services and infrastructure. However, challenges in implementation remain due to
inconsistent training standards and regulatory oversight​​.9 Despite these efforts, inadequate
infrastructure in rural areas, overcrowding in emergency departments, and insufficient public
awareness about emergency services still exist, indicating a need for continued policy
development and research​.10

Significant gaps exist in current research, underscoring the need for a comprehensive analysis
of EMCs, consistent data collection and standardization practices, and studies of sub-national
data. Addressing these gaps requires a more systematic and thorough approach to
understanding the utilization and burden of emergency conditions, focusing on directing
research investments accordingly. We conducted a retrospective cross-sectional analysis to
analyze the Indian emergency systemic capacity in response to the burden of EMCs. Firstly,
we evaluated EMD registrations, deaths, and cause-specific registrations measured by Health
Management Information Systems (HMIS) for total admissions and population rates.
Secondly, we evaluated the incidence, deaths, and DALYs of 31 EMCs recorded by the GBD
framework. We then analyzed specific outcome metrics in HMIS and GBD, including EMD
and EMC numbers, rates, and proportions for population and cause-specific metrics. Lastly,
we explored data consistency and organization between HMIS and GBD data and analyzed
the similarities and differences in the metrics derived from each system.

METHODS
Data sources and extraction
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The Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (MoHFW), Government of India, has
implemented a Health Monitoring Information System (HMIS) to monitor and give essential
inputs for policy formulation and relevant program interventions.11 We extracted data on EM
registrations, inpatient admissions through EMD, and deaths and all-cause inpatient
admissions, outpatient admissions, and inpatient deaths for 2019-20. The publicly available
HMIS provided EM case classification for trauma, burns, snake bites, acute cardiac events,
cerebrovascular accidents, and obstetric complications. For rates, we used the state-wise
mid-year projections for 2019 for rural, urban, and total populations based on the 2011
Census of India.12

The GBD study systematically assesses publicly available and contributed data on disease
and injury incidence, prevalence, and mortality.13 We extracted data on 31 conditions that met
the criteria defined by Chang and colleagues, who described EMCs as 'diseases which, if not
diagnosed and treated within hours to days of onset, often led to serious physical or mental
disability or death’ for the year 2019-20.8 Since India did not have any yellow fever or Ebola
cases in 2019, we removed these illnesses from the list of 31 conditions, leaving us with 29
EMC. We extracted absolute and rate (per 100,000 people) numbers for cause-specific and
all-cause incidence, deaths, and DALYs.

Outcomes and Analysis
We used HMIS data to create national and state-level aggregates of registrations and deaths
recorded at EMD. Population-level registration case rates and death rates (per 100,000
people) were calculated using mid-year population projections from the census. To assess the
EMC disease burden in India, we used GBD's estimated incidence, death, and DALY rates at
the state and national levels. Supplementary Table 1 enlists EMC outcomes calculated from
GBD and the EMD outcomes from HMIS with their definitions and formulae.

We analyzed HMIS and GBD data to assess both the quality of HMIS reporting and the
burden of EMC. We first mapped overlapping conditions between GBD and HMIS
(Supplementary Table 2). We then compared the HMIS EMD registration proportions with
the GBD EMC incidence proportions to assess the utilization of EM services. Next, we
assessed the mortality burden by comparing the death rates between HMIS EMD and GBD
EMC. Finally, to evaluate the standard of case registrations at EMD, we compared HMIS
EMD Registration Numbers to GBD EMC incidence numbers.

RESULTS
HMIS Descriptive Analysis
From April 2019 to March 2020, 119,103,358 patients (8,935.66 per 100,000 people) were
registered at EMDs per the Indian HMIS. 114,180,292 (95.86%) of these registrations were
recorded at public facilities.

HMIS EMD Registration Rate
The national HMIS EMD registration rate was 6744.21 registrations per 100,000 hospital
admissions, with Manipur having the highest rate at 30124.86 and Rajasthan the lowest at
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1210.75. Manipur, Arunachal Pradesh, and Mizoram in the Northeast had higher registration
rates than North and West Indian states such as Rajasthan and Gujarat, which had lower rates.
Meghalaya and Nagaland had higher registration rates than their neighboring states. Kerala,
Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, Telangana, and Andhra Pradesh had moderate to high registration
rates, with Kerala leading the way. Goa stood out for its high registration rate despite its small
size. (Figure 1A).

HMIS EMD Death Rate
The national HMIS EMD death rate was 43939.49 deaths per 100,000 inpatient deaths, with
Haryana having the highest rate at 295977.61 and West Bengal having the lowest at 6913.65.
Mizoram, Arunachal Pradesh, and Nagaland in the Northeast had lower death rates than
Haryana and Punjab in North India and Kerala and Karnataka in the South. Himachal Pradesh
and Uttarakhand had higher death rates than their neighbors. Goa, like before, stood out for
its relatively high death rate despite its small size. (Figure 1B).

HMIS Number of Registration Cause-Wise and Cause-Specific Registration Proportion
Among the HMIS EMD registrations, nationally only 12.14% had category-specific data.
Trauma accounted for 9,789,272 (8.22%) EMD registrations, followed by obstetric
complications (2,221,216 or 1.86%), acute cardiac events (968,374 or 0.81%), cardiovascular
accidents (670,878 or 0.56%), snake bites (518,674 or 0.43%), and burns (287,088 or 0.24%)
(Figure 2A).

Among trauma-related deaths in the registered causes, Arunachal Pradesh led with 90%,
followed by Sikkim (89%), Puducherry (89%), and Mizoram (87%). Lakshadweep had the
highest percentage of obstetric cases at 46%, followed by Chandigarh (53%), Andaman and
Nicobar Islands (33%), and Maharashtra (25%). West Bengal had the highest number of burn
cases registered at 13%, followed by Uttar Pradesh (11.6%) and Karnataka (8.7%). For snake
bites, Maharashtra (15.47%), West Bengal (11.18%), and Tamil Nadu (8%) had the highest
numbers, while Sikkim and Lakshadweep had the least. West Bengal (16.1%), Delhi
(11.88%), and Karnataka (11.75%) had the highest rates of acute cardiac events in the country
(Figure 2B).

HMIS EM Population-Level Registration Rate
The national HMIS EM Population-Level Registration Rate was 8539.51 registrations per
100,000 population, with Delhi having the highest rate of 48749.42 and Bihar having the
lowest at 2058.91. North India had a wide range of EMD Population-Level Registration
Rates, with Delhi having the highest relative to the rest. Goa was an exception in West India,
with a higher rate than Gujarat and Maharashtra, which had lower rates. Kerala in the south
had a significantly higher rate than Telangana, which had a lower rate when compared to its
neighbors. The East and Northeast regions showed the most variation, with Arunachal
Pradesh having the highest rate and Bihar having the lowest (Figure 3A).

HMIS EM Population-Level Death Rate
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The national HMIS EM population-level death rate was 68.93 deaths per 100,000 population,
with Delhi having the highest rate (68.93) and Uttarakhand having the lowest (7.41). Delhi
had previously had the highest rate compared to the rest of North India. Goa and Gujarat in
the west had higher rates, while Maharashtra had lower rates. Karnataka had the highest rate
in the south, while its immediate neighbor Kerala had much lower rates. The East and
Northeast regions had the most significant variation, with Sikkim having the highest rate and
West Bengal having the lowest. (Figure 3B).

GBD Descriptive Analysis
The GBD data reported 2,047,175,737 EMC incident cases in 2019, with 4,846,724 deaths
and 197,518,102 DALYs. At the national level, EMCs accounted for 27.22% of all-cause
disease incidence, 51.71% of all-cause mortality, and 42.30% of all-cause DALYs.

GBD EMC Incidence Rates
At the national level, diarrheal diseases had the highest incidence rates among EMC at
120,789.43 cases per 100,000, while rabies had the lowest incidence rate at 0.40 per 100,000.
(Figure 4) Regionally, Odisha reported the highest EMC incidence rate at 173,414.91 cases
per 100,000, and Nagaland reported the lowest incidence rate at 104,407.17 cases per
100,000 (Figure 5A). Fourteen states, especially those in central and some of North India,
had EMC incident rates higher than the national value of 147,203.96 cases per 100,000.
Sixteen states, predominantly in southern and some parts of North East India, had lower EMC
incident rates compared to the national level.

GBD EMC DALY Rates
Nationally, injuries had the highest DALY rate for EMCs at 3,851.56 per 100,000, while
Maternal Sepsis and Other Maternal Infections had the lowest rate at 9.60 DALYs per
100,000 (Figure 4). Regionally, Uttar Pradesh had the highest EMC DALY rate at 17,378.34
per 100,000, while Sikkim reported the lowest rate at 8,208.50 per 100,000 (Figure 5B).
Nineteen states across the country reported DALY values lower than the national value of
14,202.71 per 100,000. Overall, it was observed that states with higher EMC incident rates
showed higher DALYs and those with lower incident rates showed lower DALYs.

GBD EMC Death Rates
Nationally, ischemic heart disease had the highest EMC death rate at 109.23 deaths per
100,000, while Acute Glomerulonephritis had the lowest rate at 0.01 deaths per 100,000
(Figure 4). Regionally, Punjab reported the highest EMC death rate at 416.76 deaths per
100,000, and Mizoram recorded the lowest rate at 181.22 per 100,000 (Figure 5C). In total,
17 states reported EMC death rates higher than the national value of 348.51 per 100,000.
Southern and North Eastern India, which had lower EMC incident rates, showed higher death
rates. However, Telangana in South India had lower incident and death rates. Manipur and
Arunachal Pradesh in North East India had high EMC incident rates and lower death rates.
Central and certain parts of North India showed higher EMC incident and death rates
compared to their respective national values.
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GBD EMC Incidence Proportions
The national GBD incidence proportion of EMCs was 27.22%. Odisha recorded the highest
incidence proportion at 30.41%. Ten states had an incidence proportion higher than the
national value. The incidence proportion for the state of Arunachal Pradesh (24.48%) was the
lowest in the country (Figure 5D).

GBD EMC Death Proportions
The national GBD death proportion of EMCs was 51.71%. Punjab (57.54%) and Tamil Nadu
(55.96%) had the highest death proportion due to EMCs. Thirteen states surpassed the
national death proportion. Sikkim (42.22%) reported the lowest death proportions in the
country (Figure 5E).

Mapping of GBD EMC with HMIS EMD Registrations
In HMIS, trauma-related registrations comprised 9.27% of total EMD registrations, whereas
injuries in GBD made up 7% of the total incidents. Obstetric registrations accounted for 1.8%
of HMIS and 0.85% of GBD. Emergency acute cardiac events represented 0.81% of HMIS
EMD and 0.23% of GBD. Similarly, cardiovascular accidents constituted 0.56% of HMIS
and 0.09% of GBD. Overall, cause-specific registrations in HMIS EMD, totaling 12.14%,
overlapped with 8.1% of EMCs in GBD.

Comparison of GBD EMC Incidence Proportion with HMIS EMD Registration Proportion
Madhya Pradesh, Kerala, Sikkim, and Tripura had the highest difference between HMIS
EMD Registration Proportion and GBD EMCs Incidence Proportion. Assam, Gujarat,
Nagaland, and Punjab had the least. Madhya Pradesh and Meghalaya reported higher HMIS
EMD Registration Proportions compared to GBD EMC incidence Proportions (Figure 6A).

Comparison of GBD EMC Death Proportion with HMIS EMD Death Proportion
Odisha, Madhya Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, and Assam had the highest difference between
HMIS EMD Death Proportion and GBD Death Proportion. Mizoram, Meghalaya, and Sikkim
had the least. Haryana, Tamil Nadu, Uttarakhand, Meghalaya, and Rajasthan had higher
HMIS EMD Death Proportions than GBD EMC death Proportions (Figure 6B).

Comparison of HMIS EMD Registration with GBD EMC Incidence
Overall, HMIS EMD registration numbers were lower than GBD EMC incidence numbers
nationally. West Bengal, Tamil Nadu, and Kerala stood out with relatively higher registration
numbers compared to their GBD incidence rates. On the other hand, Uttar Pradesh, Bihar,
and Maharashtra had fewer registrations despite a higher EMC burden (Figure 7).

DISCUSSION
Summary
The primary aim of this study was to evaluate the national EMD systemic capacity in
addressing the burden of EMCs. Our analysis shows a substantial disparity: only 119,103,358
HMIS EMD registrations were recorded against 2,047,175,737 GBD EMC incident cases.
Only 12.14% of HMIS EMD registrations overlapped with 8.1% of GBD EMCs, indicating a
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significant inconsistency in the reported cases. Across states, HMIS registration numbers,
incidence proportion, and death proportion lagged significantly behind GBD numbers.
However, GBD data remained relatively consistent across states with minor fluctuations.
Disparities in data reporting across states suggest consistency in data collection and reporting
practices. Variations in access to emergency care varied across states, potentially reflecting
regional disparities in healthcare resources and infrastructure. Data reporting in HMIS may
encounter challenges stemming from both on-ground access limitations and inaccuracies in
reporting.

Relevance of findings
Very few studies look at the emergency capacity and burden of EMCs in India on a regional
basis. The Jai Prakash Narayan Apex Trauma Center (JPNATC), jointly with the NITI Aayog
(Government of India), showed that noncommunicable diseases (NCDs) account for nearly
61.8% of all EMCs in India, out of which cardiovascular diseases account for the majority of
the incidences (28.1%) in 2016. Injuries account for 10.7%, while communicable, maternal,
perinatal, and nutritional conditions account for 27.5% of the EMC burden.14 The JPNATC
study emphasizes the presence of pre-hospital care in India, which is provided by
approximately 17,000 ambulances spread across all states. However, these ambulances are
understaffed in terms of resources and personnel. Furthermore, the study emphasizes the
scarcity of trained personnel available at both the pre-hospital and hospital care levels despite
the presence of NMC-accredited EM residency programs in both government and private
settings.14 Our study adds to these findings by highlighting how the EMC burden and EMD
care in India can be better evaluated to bring about necessary changes in the quality of care
provided through capacity building and resource strengthening.

Policy Implications
The findings of the study highlight critical policy implications for strengthening emergency
department services and improving the overall response to EMCs at both the national and
state levels. The discrepancies in registration, incidence, and mortality rates highlight the
need for a focused strategy to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of emergency care
systems. To begin with, a reliable data registration and capacity evaluation process must be
established at each level of the healthcare system, namely hospital, district, and state.15 The
emphasis should be on the lowest level, notably the emergency department. Regular checks
and audits should be carried out to verify that EMCs are accurately reported.

To improve registration data quality, clearly defined nomenclature and standardized
conditions must be implemented. This includes improved infrastructure and training to ensure
that emergency protocols and treatment methodologies are consistent and aligned with
proposed national guidelines.16 Additionally, efforts should be directed toward developing a
national framework for emergency medical services, outlining standardized protocols for the
identification, registration, and treatment of EMCs. This framework should serve as a guide
for states to align their emergency care systems with national standards, ensuring consistency
and comparability of data across the country.2
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States with discrepancies between HMIS EMD registrations and GBD EMC data, such as
Manipur, Goa, Arunachal Pradesh, Rajasthan, Chhattisgarh, and Gujarat, should receive
specific interventions. Tailored training programs and capacity-building initiatives should be
implemented to close the identified gaps and improve data reporting accuracy. Furthermore,
states with high EMD death rates, such as Haryana, Punjab, and Sikkim, require targeted
interventions to improve emergency care quality and reduce mortality rates. On the other
hand, states such as Meghalaya, Mizoram, and West Bengal, which had disparities in death
rates between HMIS and GBD data, require concentrated efforts to improve data accuracy
and reporting at the emergency department level.

Strengths and limitations
In this novel nationwide assessment of emergency capacity and burden, we conduct a
comprehensive analysis of HMIS and GBD data, investigating their relationships with
overlapping health indicators. The findings have direct policy implications, guiding strategic
focus on regions that need to strengthen emergency departments and improve reporting
mechanisms. This study also addresses the shortcomings in HMIS data, as well as the need
for standardization and improved reporting of emergency department conditions to streamline
emergency care resource allocation. The study has several limitations. First, the data used in
this study is from 2019-2020. Only nine out of 31 GBD conditions were mapped to seven
available HMIS conditions, limiting the study's ability to capture and represent the true
numbers accurately. This further limits the comparability and reliability of findings due to
underrepresented or missing data, skewing the overall assessment. The study also has
limitations due to discrepancies in the registration of certain conditions in both the GBD
database and the HMIS, indicating a lack of data completeness and coverage. Only 12% of
registrations include data for defined conditions, which limits analysis and may underestimate
disease burden. The absence of data from India's Union Territories in the GBD database is a
significant limitation, preventing a comprehensive understanding of health trends and
burdens on a national level.

Conclusion
EMCs form a significant 27.22% of all-cause disease incidence, 51.71% of all-cause
mortality, and 42.30% of all-cause DALYs at the national level in India. However, only
119,103,358 HMIS EMD registrations were recorded, and they accounted for 298,370 deaths.
Furthermore, a mere 12.14% of HMIS EMD registrations overlapped with 8.1% of GBD
EMCs, indicating a gap in HMIS reporting. Establishing robust data registration processes,
incentivizing accurate reporting, and strategically allocating resources are critical steps
toward increasing emergency care efficiency and effectiveness across the country. Disparities
in EMD registration and mortality rates between states necessitate policy interventions.
However, due to data reporting discrepancies, these findings should be interpreted with
caution. Future research should concentrate on standardizing cause-specific case definitions
and addressing bias caused by under-reporting in HMIS.
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FIGURES

Figure 1: HMIS Emergency Medicine Department Rates for 35 States and Union
Territories (2019-20) including A) Registration Rates and B) Death Rates.
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Figure 2: HMIS Emergency Medicine Department Cause-Specific Registration
Numbers (2019-20) at the A) National and B) State levels.
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Figure 3: HMIS Emergency Medicine Department Population Level Rates for 35 States
and Union Territories (2019-20) Including A) Registration Rates and B) Death Rates.
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Figure 4: GBD Emergency Medical Conditions national rates (2019-20) Including
Incidence, Death, and DALYs Rates.
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Figure 5: GBD Emergency Medical Conditions for 35 States and Union Territories
(2019-20) Including - A) Incidence Rates, B) DALY Rates, C) Death Rates, D) Incidence
Proportion, and E) Death Proportion.
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Figure 6: HMIS Emergency Medicine Department vs GBD Emergency Medical
Conditions Proportions for 35 States and Union Territories(2019-20), Including - A)
Incidence Proportions and B) Death Proportions
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Figure 7: HMIS Emergency Department Registration Numbers vs. GBD Emergency
Medical Conditions Incidence Numbers for 35 states and union territories (2019-20).
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