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Table 2. Frequencies of Patient End-of-Life Categories by Region (N = 4248)*

Patients, No (%)
[ |
Active
Withholding Withdrawing Shortening of
Unsuccessful Brain Life-Sustaining Life-Sustaining the Dying

CPR Death Treatment Treatment Process
Region
Northern (n = 1505) 154 (10.2) 48 (3.2) 575 (38.2) 714 (47.4) 14 (0.9)
Central (n = 1209) 217 (17.9) 92 (7.6) 412 (34.1) 409 (33.8) 79 (6.5)
Southemn (n=1534) 461 (30.1) 190 (12.4) 607 (39.6) 275(17.9) 1(0.1)
Total (N = 4248) 832 (19.6) 330(7.8) 1594 (37.5) 1398 (32.9) 94 (2.2)
Range between 5-48 0-15 16-70 5-69 0-19
countries, %
Hospital mortality, % 100 100 89 99 100

Abbreviation: CPR, cardiopulmonary resuscitation.
*P<.001, ¥? test for the association between region and end-of-life practice. Brain death was excluded from the analysis.
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Reasons, considerations, difficulties

and documentation of end-of-life decisions
in European intensive care units:

the ETHICUS Study
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Northern Central Southern Total

Unresponsive to maximal therapy® 582 (45.0) 336 (37.6) 507 (37.4) 1,425 (46.4)
Neurologic 262 (20.2) 206 (23.0) 147 (16.6) 615 (20.0)
Chronic disease 200 (15.5) 106(11.9) 73 (8.3) 379 (12.3)
Multi-organ failure 126 (9.7) 97 (10.9) 72 (8.2) 295 (9.6)
Poor quality of life 27 (2.1) 69 (7.7) 30(3.4) 126 (4.1)
Sepsis/septic shock 45 (3.5) 39 (4.4) 20 (2.3) 104 (3.4)
Patient/family request 42 (3.2) 11(1.2) 12 (1.4) 65 (2.1)
Age 4(0.3) 23 (2.6) 19 {2.2) 46 (1.5)
Other 6 (0.5) 7(0.8) 3(0.3) 16 (0.5)
Total 1.294 (100) 894 (100) 883 (100) 3.071 (100)

Number (percent)

* Shock patient who did not react with increased blood pressure (o vasopressors or a hypoxemic patient

who did not react with increased PaO» to increasing FIO, and PEEP.
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I CARING FOR THE
CRITICALLY ILL PATIENT

Perceptions of Appropriateness of Care
Among European and Israeli

Intensive Care Unit Nurses and Physicians
1"#5%  $ &' ()

Figure 3. Reasons and Rates of Perceived Inappropriateness of Care Reported by Clinicians

Reason No. of Cases
Disproportionate care 290 e ——
Too much care |
Too little care
Other patients would benefit more 168
Lack of participation in decision making 118
Persistent nonadherence of patient 96

Inaccurate information to patient or family 70
Not good quality care 064

Disregarding patient’s wishes 52
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Error bars indicate 95% Cls.
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Shortening of the Dying Process (SDP)

0.8 Withdraw

0.6

Withhold

Cumulative Probability of Death

0.4
0.2
O I I I | |
0 3 6 9 12 15
Days Since Most Severe Limitation to Death
No. at Risk
SDP 94 2 0 0 0 0

Withdraw 1192 80 42 33 25 24
Withhold 1542 491 385 320 285 263
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Huge variation in number of ICU beds (per capita)
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ICU Occupancy and Mechanical Ventilator Use
in the United States

Hannah Wunsch, MD, MSc"? Jason Wagner, MD’; Maximilian Herlim*;
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(Crit Care Med 2013 41:00-00)
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Figure 1. Percentage of all ICU beds (pooled data from all ICUs) that were occupied each hour 2005-2007.
Smoothed lines are 1-wk moving averages. Gray shade = |ICU patients, black shade = mechanically ventilated
ICU patients.
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Proportion surviving

Survival stratified by cumulative SOFA score
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