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Fig. DSI Prospective and retrospective consistency of ICD—I0 diagnoses across settings (1=10 025); n, (n,), number of

patients with this diagnosis at first (last) evaluation.
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Fig. DS2 Prospective and retrospective consistency of ICD—I0 diagnoses in the out-patient setting (=10 016).
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Fig. DS3 Prospective and retrospective consistency of ICD—10 diagnoses in the emergency setting (n=1408).
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Fig. DS4 Prospective and retrospective consistency of ICD—I0 diagnoses in the in-patient setting (n=546).
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