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Do you have an  idea of how metrics in cardiology are  

running in your hospital? 
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Peterson E. JAMA 2006 

Every 10%  in guidelines adherence   
10%  in mortality (OR=0.90, 95% CI: 0.84-0.97) 

Crusade Trial – Hospital Link Between Guidelines Adherences and Mortality 
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 Where do Performance and  
 Quality Indicators come from?  

 
 
 



PARADIGM – HF : Primary Endpoint of Cardiovascular Death or FH Hospitalization 



All or None and Opportunity-based are the two main composite indicators 

Despite poor correlation between the two composites, 
ranking by the two scores is similar. 

Comparison of Composite Measure Methodologies for Rewarding Quality of Care 
An Analysis From the American Heart Association’s Get With The  

Guidelines Program  
 

Eapen ZJ,  Circ Cardiovasc Qual Ourcomes 2011 







• Quality Improvement 

• Guidelines into clinical practice 

• ‘Teachable moment’ 

  
• Collecting data to driving process 

• Highlight key insights 

• Benchmarking 

Core Principles of BPC 



BPC Sites 
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Atrial Fibrillation- Composite Performance Score  

n= 1557; p<0,001 
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n=1488; p<0.001 
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