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Supplementary Material S1: The following reporting guideline for data linkage was followed [1, P 488].

DOMAIN 1: The existing data sources to be linked (complete for each dataset to be linked in the study)

Admitted Patient NSW Trauma NSW Registry of Birth,
Data Collection Registry Deaths and Marriages
1. Purpose of the dataset was given Yes Yes Yes
2. Description of the type of dataset (administrative/ clinical registry/ research study) was Yes Yes Yes
specified
3. Any standardised coding system/data dictionary used should was stated Cited* Cited* Cited*
4. % population coverage Cited* Yes Cited*
5. Data collection methods were described Cited* Cited* Cited*
6. Data quality assurance process described, including the frequency of checks Cited* Cited* Cited*
DOMAIN 2: Researcher-selected variables and data preparation
7. Were the participant inclusion criteria specified? Yes
8. Were the variables used for linkage stated (including rates of missing data)? Cited*
9. Were changes to the coding systems reported (including changes over time or revisions to disease/risk factor definitions | Cited*
revised during the study period)?
10. Were potential sources of bias adequately described? Yes
DOMAIN 3: Technology/linkage process
11. Was the intended precision of the linkage stated? Yes
12. Was a description of the linkage method given (e.g. deterministic, probabilistic methods including use of blocking and | Cited*
phonetic coding, if used) and a justification for the use of this type of linkage provided?
13. Was a measure of the quality of the linked data-sets provided (e.g. % linked records, false positive/false negative Yes
rates)?
DOMAIN 4: Ethics, privacy, data protection and access arrangements
14. Did the study receive approval from a human research ethics committee? Yes

*Cited: Information was not directly given in the paper, but appropriate links were cited to enable readers to access the information.
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