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Figure 1. Schematic overview of methods

RESULTS

Table 1. Definite set of 13 criteria for IVOS grouped in 2 categories

Category 1: Ability of oral
absorption (applicable for
paracetamol and antibiotics)

Category 2: Type of infection
(only applicable for antibiotics)

1. Ability to swallow and take oral
medications and/or food

8. Exclusion of endovascular
Infection (e.g. endocarditis)

2. Absence of nausea and vomiting

9. Exclusion of septic shock

3. Absence of severe diarrhea

10. Exc

usion of meningitis

4. Absence of ileus or
gastrointestinal obstruction

11. Exc
aureus

usion of Staphylococcus
pacteremia

5. Absence of active
gastrointestinal bleeding

12. EXC

usion of central nervous

system infection

6. Absence of a malabsorption

13. Exclusion of necrotizing fasciitis

syndrome
/. Absence of gastric bypass
surgery
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Estimate Standard error p-value R~ 10% - o’ o°
Intercept (By) 0.68 0.11 <0.01 » s T
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Change in level after intervention (f3,) 0.21 0.23 <0.01 _
Post-intervention trend 1.04 0.34 Time (months)
Change in trend after intervention (f;) 1.04 0.04 0.38 Figure 2. Observed proportions of residual PIVs over time
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