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188,105 (66) 10,238 (61.2) 1,883 (60.20)
43,881 (15.40) 2,995 (17.90) 582 (18.61)
53,007 (18.60) 3,496 (20.90) 663 (21.20)

Groupe de recherche

<= PRIMUS

CO ntEXt Table 1. Cohort characteristics (total, frequent users

and chronic frequent users).

* Frequent emergency department (ED) users (=24 ED visits in 1 year): small
proportion of ED users, but add up to a large number of visits [1]

284,993 (100)

16,729 (100) 3,128 (100)

* Many frequent ED users are diagnosed with one or more ambulatory care
sensitive conditions (ACSC) [2]

* Some of those users keep on frequently visiting ED: chronic frequent users

134,182 (47.08) 7,374 (44.08) 1,279 (40.89)
150,811 (52.92) 9,355 (55.92) 1,849 (59.11)
215,033 (75.45) 6,312 (37.73) 483 (15.44)
34,135 (11.98) 2,712 (16.21) 358 (11.45)
16,444 (5.77) 2,126 (12.71) 398 (12.72)
8,154 (2.86) 1,455 (8.70) 324 (10.36)
11,227 (3.94) 4,124 (24.65) 1,565 (50.03)

17,582 (6.17)  1,475(8.82) 330 (10.55)
57,784 (20.28) 3,583 (21.42) 819 (26.18)
63,794 (22.38) 3,160 (18.89) 591 (18.89)
71,670 (25.15) 3,769 (22.53) 637 (20.36)
55,777 (19.57) 3,456 (20.66) 586 (18.73)

18,386 (6.45) 1,286 (7.69) 165 (5.27)

* Very scarce literature about chronic frequent use

Objectives

. . 176,067 (61.78) 7,308 (43.68) 1,074 (34.34)
In an adult population with ACSC:

62,701 (22.00) 4,515 (26.99) 914 (29.22)
21,787 (7.64) 2,272 (13.58) 514 (16.43)
24,438 (8.57) 2,634 (15.75) 626 (20.01)
7,750 (2.72) 1,325(7.92) 412 (13.17)

33,594 (11.79) 3,779 (22.59) 1,023 (32.70)
5,399 (1.89) 1,259 (7.53) 453 (14.48)
8,539 (3.00) 1,385 (8.28) 427 (13.65)

104,961 (36.83) 5,115 (30.58) 754 (24.10)
71,377 (25.05) 5,018 (30.00) 904 (28.90)
84,208 (29.55) 3,437 (20.55) 489 (15.63)
24,447 (8.58) 3,159 (18.88) 981 (31.36)
40,450 (14.19) 4,452 (26.61) 1,147 (36.67)
70,844 (24.86) 5,343 (31.94) 1,102 (35.23)

1) To describe the prevalence of chronic frequent ED users
2) To compare characteristics of frequent and chronic frequent users
3) To identify factors associated with chronic frequent ED use

Methodology

Figure 2. Log odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals for chronic frequent use (left) and frequent use (right).
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 Chronic frequent users may be frequent users for more than 3 years

RESUItS  Variables not available may be relevant for distinguishing between
frequent users and chronic frequent users
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