SUPPLEMENTARY DATA

Figure Sla: Pre-intervention: First page of electronic requesting screen
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Figure S1b: Post-intervention: First page of electronic requesting screen
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Figure S1c Post Intervention: Second page of electronic requesting screen
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Figure S2: Graph of vitamin D requests pre and post-intervention

Vitamin D Tests carried between Oct 2016 to March 2018 in UHL Pathology
(Data Source : UHL SAP BO DataWarehouse)
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Figure S3: Boxplots comparing pre and post intervention serum vitamin D,

calcium and phosphate levels
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Figure S4: Pre- and post- intervention calcium and phosphate aggregated
monthly means compared with aggregated laboratory patient means for
corresponding months
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Pre- and post- intervention means of, calcium and phosphate were compared using
one-way ANOVA.



Table S1: Comparison of reasons for requesting Vitamin D in 500 random
samples each from pre and post intervention groups
Numbers Low Osteom- | Muscle Osteoporosis | Bone CKD | Tired | Other
Vitamin D/ | alacia pain or its | pain reason/
calcium or | /rickets treatment not
Phosphate stated
Pre 19 (3.8) 0 (0) 28 (5.6) 2 (0.4) 35(7.00 |0 110 | 306 (61.2)
Intervention (22.0)
Post 32 (6.4) 0 (0) 22 (4.4) 1(0.2) 49(9.8) |0 82 314
Intervention (16.4) | (62.8)

Values are in absolute number (percentages). P value= 0.053 (Pearson’s chi2




Table S2: Estimated potential savings due to reduction kin Vitamin D

requesting post intervention

Item Cost (GBP)
Cost per test 17.17
Reduction in tests for our county over 6 months 18,601
Potential annual saving for our county * 638,758
Potential annual saving for the UK* 38,712,606

* Assuming our county covers a population of 1,100,415 and constitutes 1.65% of

the UK population of 66,579,184.



