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Breakdown of cohort in Yorkshire and
Humber region




Diabetes Type Breakdown for YH
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Ethnicity Breakdown for YH Network
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Age Breakdown for YH Network
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Percentage of CYP with T1 within BMI
categories for YH Network

Underweight

59.3%

Healthy weight

Overweight

]
P
wn
&5

Obese

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 &0

Percant (%)

Yorkshire and Humber ® England & Wales
[2541 cases] [26960 cases]
2019 2019




i

Breakdown of HbAlc outcomes in
Yorkshire and Humber region
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Figure 20: Adjusted mean HbAlc
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Breakdown of DKA outcomes in
Yorkshire and Humber region




DKA at Diagnosis by Regional Network
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Breakdown of 7 Key Care Processes
in Yorkshire and Humber region




Percentage of Children and Young People receiving
each individual key care process

Y&H are better than the national average on 7/7 care processes. Which is a big improvement
compared to 18/19 data.
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Breakdown of Technology usage in
Yorkshire and Humber region




Treatment Regimen Breakdown for T1
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Percentage of CYP with T1 using a CGM with alarms

in YH Region
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Percentage of CYP with T1 using insulin pump
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Percentage of CYP with T1 using insulin pump
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Percentage of CYP with T1 using a CGM with alarms
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Pump usage by deprivation %

Most deprived Second most deprived Third least deprived Second least deprived Least deprived
Total
number of Total
children number of Total number Total number Total number
with children of children of children of children
known with known with known with known with known
pump use, pump use, pump use, pump use, pump use,
living in living in the living in the living in the living in the
themost % second most third least second least least
deprived Pump deprived % Pump deprived % Pump deprived % Pump deprived % Pump
areas  usage areas usage areas usage areas usage areas usage
Pindersfield & Pontefract 77 26.0% 40 32.5% 34 32.4% 34 29.4% 18 72.2%
Dewsbury 55 23.6% 20 20.0% 15 53.3% 18 38.9% * *
Calderdale&Huddersfield 76 28.9% 46 28.3% 33 33.3% 42 28.6% 11 45.5%
Leeds 134  47.0% 48 62.5% 77 67.5% 82 70.7% 90 75.6%
Bradford 112 30.4% 35 31.4% 10 60.0% 7 85.7% * *
Harrogate
Airedale
Doncaster 70 25.7% 28 39.3% 35 37.1% 25 28.0% 16 81.3%
Bassetlaw 15 60.0% 18 22.2% 16 50.0% 24 50.0% 5 60.0%
Grimsby 33 36.4% 19 52.6% 10 40.0% 22 40.9% 22 45.5%
Hull 71 14.1% 41 9.8% 35 17.1% 38 18.4% 52 34.6%
Scunthorpe 26 53.8% 24 58.3% 18 77.8% 28 64.3% 14 57.1%
Scarborough 27 22.2% 19 15.8% 20 20.0% 12 33.3% 5 0.0%
York 6 0.0% 12 33.3% 20 35.0% 38 31.6% 77 45.5%
Barnsley 50 36.0% 31 45.2% 26 42.3% 15 40.0% 10 50.0%
Rotherham 60 35.0% 18 61.1% 12 41.7% 20 60.0% * *
Sheffield 108 30.6% 16 37.5% 37 40.5% 35 34.3% 32 65.6%
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Pump use by ethnicity %

White ethnicity Non-white ethnicity
Total number of Total number of
children with known children with known
pump use and white pump use and non- % Pump

ethnicity % Pump usage white ethnicity usage
Pindersfield & Pontefract 195 33.3% 8 25.0%
Dewsbury 77 39.0% 33 12.1%
Calderdale&Huddersfield 152 34.9% 56 17.9%
Leeds 324 63.9% 86 55.8%
Bradford 85 44.7% 83 25.3%
Harrogate
Airedale
Doncaster 168 35.7% 6 33.3%
Bassetlaw 76 44.7% * *
Grimsby 101 43.6% 5 20.0%
Hull 216 17.6% 10 40.0%
Scunthorpe 102 61.8% 7 57.1%
Scarborough 81 21.0% * *
York 122 39.3% 5 40.0%
Barnsley 128 41.4% * *
Rotherham 102 43.1% 10 50.0%

Sheffield 161 42.2% 59 25.4%



CGM use by ethnicity %

White ethnicity Non-white ethnicity
Total number of children Total number of children
with known CGM use % CGM with known CGM use and % CGM
and white ethnicity usage non-white ethnicity usage

Pindersfield & Pontefract 195 8.2% 8 0.0%
Dewsbury 78 5.1% 33 6.1%
Calderdale&Huddersfield 152 4.6% 56 0.0%
Leeds 325 16.0% 86 5.8%
Bradford 87 9.2% 86 0.0%
Harrogate
Airedale
Doncaster 168 12.5% 6 0.0%
Bassetlaw 76 27.6% * *
Grimsby 101 28.7% 5 40.0%
Hull 76 32.9% * *
Scunthorpe 102 22.5% 7 0.0%
Scarborough 81 22.2% * *
York 110 10.0% 5 0.0%
Barnsley 124 4.8% * *
Rotherham 105 21.9% 10 10.0%

Sheffield 117 46.2% 32 28.1%



