
1

Family satisfaction with involvement in decision making in 

the intensive care unit: A scoping review.

Family satisfaction with involvement in decision making.

Ntombifikile Klaas1     Onalenna Baliki1

1Department of Nursing Education, Faculty of Health Sciences, University of the 

Witwatersrand, South Africa.

* fikile.klaas@wits.ac.za

mailto:fikile.klaas@wits.ac.za


2

Abstract

Background: Decision making in the intensive care unit (ICU) is often complex, involving 

frequent interactions between patients, families, and health care professionals. Family members 

play an important role as surrogate decision markers because patients admitted in ICU lack 

decision- making capacity due to their critical state. Lack of regular, timeous, up to date and 

honest information provided by the ICU healthcare professionals may negatively influence the 

family members’ decision making ability and overall satisfaction.   

Aim: To identify existing literature that describe family satisfaction with involvement in 

decision making in the intensive care unit. 

Methods: A scoping review of literature guided by Arksey and O ‘Malley’s framework was 

conducted.   Literature search was completed using five databases. Primary studies published in 

English between January 2010 and December 2023 were retrieved and analyzed using thematic 

analysis. 

Results: Of the 152 studies identified during the search, 23 were eligible for inclusion. Most of 

the studies (n = 19; 83%) focused on family satisfaction with care and decision making and four 

(n=4; 17%) focused on strategies aimed at enhancing family involvement in decision making. 

These strategies included: testing the effects of using information booklets, structured attendance 

of interdisciplinary ward rounds, development and implementation of evidence-based 

communication algorithm and exploring the culture of interprofessional collaboration. The three 

themes that emerged from the scoping review were: satisfaction with involvement, 

communication, and support.  

Conclusion: The use of structured communication programs as well as regular, timeous and 

honest information about the patient’s diagnosis, treatment plan and prognosis are vital measures 

to enhancing family involvement in decision making. 

Keywords: Intensive care unit, family member, family satisfaction, family involvement, 

decision making.
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Introduction

Admission in the Intensive care unit (ICU) due to critical illness usually comes unexpectedly, 

leaving the family members of the critically ill patient helpless and confused. It has the potential 

to disrupt the steady state of internal equilibrium usually maintained in the family unit. It can 

change the lives of the patient and those close to them in a minute, leaving little time for family 

adjustment. [1] Family members of critically ill patients may experience stress, anxiety, depression 

and post-traumatic stress during admission and after their loved one has been discharged from 

ICU.  The intimidating environment of the ICU, with its complex and technological equipment, 

adds to the distress and discomfort of family members particularly because they are not 

psychologically prepared for a member’s critical illness.  All these factors alter the family 

members’ decision making ability. 

The findings of a review on involvement of ICU families in decision making reported that 70% 

of families exhibited symptoms of anxiety and 35% showed signs of depression in the first few 

days after admission of a family member in ICU. [2] A Brazilian study on symptoms of anxiety 

and depression in family members of ICU patients with a sample of 135 family members, found 

that 28.9% of family members experienced depression whereas 39.3% experienced anxiety. [3]

Family centered care (FCC) framework recognizes that patients form part of a social structure 

and web of the relationship between the healthcare providers (HCP) and families in the ICU. [4] 

Family members play an important role as surrogate decision markers because patients admitted 

in ICU lack decision- making capacity due to their critical state. [4, 5] Therefore, family members 

are responsible for making decisions like consenting for a procedure, treatment, care as well as 

end of life decision for the patient such as withholding or withdrawing therapy. [6]

Families of critically ill patients admitted in ICU remain an integral part of the healthcare system. 

Reeves et al. [7] emphasizes that families have a unique contribution towards healing and patient 

care as they act as advocates for the sedated and intubated patients. Family members play a key 

role as central hubs of information and the source of support for their relatives since they know 

the patient better in the light of preferences, cultural and religious affiliations [5,7]. 

Several studies have focused mostly on dynamics of care including family needs and coping, end 

of life decision making, and communication.  [1, 5, 7, 20, 22] Meeting the family member’s basic needs 
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in the ICU such as proximity, honest information; reassurance and support facilitate effective 

coping mechanisms in family members when dealing with critical illness.  [8, 9] Several studies 

have centered their research on family involvement during specific events such as end of life 

decision making, family conferences, family presence in resuscitation and family participation 

during rounds. [1,5,7,20,22]

In order to be active participants in the decision-making process, family members need timeous, 

transparent, honest and consistent information about their family member’s condition [5, 20]. 

Findings from studies on family involvement in the care and decision making, show that family 

members were highly satisfied with the overall care than their involvement in decision making.  

[3,11,12,23] Therefore, this study intended to address the gap in literature by exploring family 

satisfaction with involvement in decision making in the intensive care unit.  Comprehensive 

knowledge regarding the variables impacting family satisfaction may assist healthcare providers 

in the improvement of the experience of ICU family members. It may also contribute to the early 

identification and support of family members at risk of a poor ICU experience, which ultimately 

could be reflected on low satisfaction levels of family members.

Materials and methods

A scoping review is an exploratory, non- experimental research design that systematically maps 

available literature and determines the scope or coverage of a body of literature on a given topic, 

identifying key concepts and gaps in the research.[15] Arksey and O’Malley’s [16] five-stage 

framework underpinned the approach for this scoping review. These include: identifying the 

research question, identifying relevant studies, selection of studies, charting the data, collating, 

summarizing and reporting the results using the PRISMA flow diagram [17] The reviewers did not 

develop a priori protocol. 

 Identifying the research question

The aim of this review was to identify existing literature on family satisfaction with involvement 

in decision making in the intensive care unit.  To achieve this aim, the following research question 
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guided the scoping review: What is currently known on family satisfaction with the involvement 

in decision making in the intensive care unit?

The “PCC” acronym was used as a guide to ensure a focused research question. In this study, the 

mnemonic was denoted:  Population: Family members; Concept: Satisfaction with involvement 

in decision making; Context: Intensive Care Unit.

Identifying relevant studies 

The search strategy involved five electronic databases searched namely: PubMed, CINAHL, 

MEDLINE, SCOPUS and Academic search. The search terms used included the following: 

“family satisfaction AND involvement OR participation AND decision making AND adult 

intensive care unit OR adult critical care unit OR ICU AND family OR relatives OR next of kin.” 

These search terms were adapted and used for each database. The search strategy was developed 

with guidance from the librarian.

In this review, primary research studies (qualitative, quantitative and mixed methods) published 

in English between January 2010 and December 2023 on family satisfaction with involvement in 

decision making in ICU were considered. Secondary studies such as conference abstracts, 

conference notes, other reviews, dissertation and thesis were excluded. 

A three-step search strategy was used in this review [18]. An initial literature search was conducted 

using PubMed database to identify the search words appropriate for an exhaustive data search   

(Table 1).   This was followed by a comprehensive search of the four selected databases, as well 

as a hand search of specific intensive care journals. Thirdly, the reference lists of retrieved 

literature was screened for possible additional studies for inclusion. 

Study selection

The selection of studies obtained from the literature search was conducted based on the general 

selection criteria for inclusion. The studies identified were exported to the Mendeley reference 

manager software in order to identify duplicates and gather all the publications. In the first stage 

of selection, one reviewer (OB) designed and conducted the search strategy supported by the 

second reviewer (NK). The two reviewers independently screened titles, abstracts, and full-text 

https://witscloud-my.sharepoint.com/personal/a0050030_wits_ac_za/Documents/Desktop/Ona%20Dec%202023/Table%201_%20Search%20string.docx
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articles. A total of 48 full text articles were considered relevant and read by the two reviewers 

independently. The inclusion and exclusion criteria guided this process with 25 studies excluded. 

A total of 23 studies were included in this review. The PRISMA  flow diagram [19]  was used to 

report and map the search process (Fig. 1). 

Charting of data, collating, summarizing and reporting the results

The charting of the results was done using a data extraction sheet adopted from the Joanna Briggs 

institute. [18] To enable a logical and descriptive summary of the results, data were extracted using 

the following headings: author/s, year of publication, country, study aim/ objective, population, 

sample and sampling, data collection method and key findings. Table 2 summarises the studies 

included in this review. The first reviewer extracted the data iteratively, while the second reviewer 

verified the extracted data. 

The findings from each study selected were organized and key themes developed following Braun 

and Clarke’s thematic analysis method[19]. Two reviewers independently read the findings 

repeatedly to thoroughly familiarise themselves with them. The findings were reported in a 

narrative format after comparing and contrasting the themes generated. 

Ethical considerations

 Permission to conduct this review was obtained from the Research and Ethics Committee, 

Faculty of Health Science, University of Witwatersrand (W-CBP-210115-01). 

Results
The search yielded a total of 152 potential studies, of which 111 were retrieved from the database 

search and 41 studies from the reference lists. Sixty-four duplicates were removed, and 40 studies 

were excluded based on the title and abstract. Finally, 48 full-text studies were further assessed 

for relevance against the inclusion and exclusion criteria; 25 studies were excluded based on 1 

study being a review which focused on family satisfaction with care, 3 studies were conducted in 

https://witscloud-my.sharepoint.com/personal/a0050030_wits_ac_za/Documents/Desktop/Ona%20Dec%202023/Fig.%201.docx
https://witscloud-my.sharepoint.com/personal/a0050030_wits_ac_za/Documents/Desktop/Ona%20Dec%202023/Table%202_Data%20matrix.docx
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other languages, 4 studies assessed satisfaction with care only, 6 studies were conducted in a 

paediatric setting, 6 in a palliative care setting and 5 in an acute care setting,   leaving 23 studies 

for inclusion. 

Of the 23 studies included in this review, 18 were quantitative, 4 qualitative and 1 mixed methods. 

The quantitative studies predominantly used study designs such as prospective cohort and 

descriptive cross sectional with few articles using retrospective cohort, observational and pre- 

post study design. The qualitative studies used descriptive exploratory and ethnography study 

designs. The mixed methods study included cross sectional and in-depth interviews. 

Most of the studies (n = 19; 83%) focused on family satisfaction with care and decision making 

and four (n=4; 17%) focused on strategies aimed at enhancing family involvement in decision 

making. These strategies included: testing the effects of using information booklets, structured 

attendance of interdisciplinary ward rounds, development and implementation of evidence-based 

communication algorithm and exploring the culture of interprofessional collaboration.

The studies included in the review presented data from five different continents representing 15 

countries with diverse cultural backgrounds. North America was the leading continent with 9 

studies, United States of America 4, Massachusetts 2, Canada 2, UK and Canada 1. The second 

continent was Europe with 6 studies (Norway 3, UK 1, Germany 1, Denmark and Netherlands 1. 

The third continent was Asia with 5 studies. Malaysia, 2, Bahrain 1), Hong Kong 1 and India had 

1 study. Australia had one study and the last two studies were from Africa (Kenya 1 and South 

Africa 1).

Participants included in most of the studies (n=21; 91%) were family members of critically ill 

patients admitted in ICU and two (n= 2; 9 %) included family members and HCPs. The 

participants of each study ranged from six and 7173 family members and 9 to 56 HCPs. 

Three key themes were identified from the scoping review: satisfaction with involvement, 

communication and support. Table 3 summarizes these themes.

Theme One: Satisfaction with involvement 

https://witscloud-my.sharepoint.com/personal/a0050030_wits_ac_za/Documents/Desktop/Ona%20Dec%202023/Table%203_%20Summary%20of%20the%20themes.docx
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Satisfaction of family members with involvement was the most investigated theme in this review. 

Two key areas related to satisfaction with involvement were identified, namely: satisfaction with 

involvement in decision making and satisfaction with involvement with care. 

Satisfaction with involvement in decision making

Family satisfaction with involvement in decision making was presented by nineteen several 

authors in this review. [4,5,7,10, 20, 21, 22, 24,14,23,26,27,29,30, 31, 32, 33, 34,40,41] It was found that amongst the 

quantitative studies, the family satisfaction in the intensive care (FS-ICU 24) survey, a 24 item 

self-report that measures family satisfaction with care and decision making was used. Family 

members rated decision making domain with the mean score between 64.8 and 80.6. [5,7,10, 14, 20, 

21, 22, 24,14,23,26,27,28, 29,30, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 37]

The quantitative studies examined inclusion in decision making through identifying and 

describing the inclusion of family members in the decision making in the ICU and comparing 

perspectives of family members of non-survivors and survivors.  [5,25, 26,27, 29] They found that 

family members of non-survivors were more satisfied with inclusion in decision-making than 

families of ICU survivors. Family members perceived that they had not been involved in decision 

making to start life support intervention, however, most frequently involved in decision making just 

before decisions to withhold or withdraw life support and provide comfort care intervention. 
[7,20,22]

Poor communication and lack of support were highlighted as the two major barriers that led to 

dissatisfaction with family involvement in decision making. Family members expressed 

dissatisfaction with communication during the decision-making process in the ICU; they felt that 

there is a need for transparent, honest and consistent information. [5, 20]    The findings of the 

Malaysian [29] study aimed at testing the effects of information booklets on family satisfaction 

with decision making revealed higher scores of satisfaction after the intervention. This indicates 

that the structured communication program improved family members’ experiences on decision 

making. 
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 This was evident in the Norwegian study, with the population of 123 relatives found that family 

members of a patient who died during the stay were more satisfied with support in decision 

making compared to family members of ICU survivors. [5] 

Satisfaction with involvement in care  

The focus of this review was to gather evidence on studies which looked at family satisfaction 

with involvement in decision making, however, this subtheme emerged because the FS-ICU 24 

survey assesses satisfaction with care and decision making. [5,7,10, 14, 20, 21, 22, 24,14,23,26,27,29,30, 31, 32, 

33, 35, 36,40,41,42] 

This review revealed that family members were not entirely satisfied with care rendered to their 

loved ones in the intensive care unit. Some of the factors that emerged under this sub theme 

contributed to lower scores. These factors include dissatisfaction with pain management, agitation 

management, waiting room’ s atmosphere, emotional support and communication [23,24]. Family 

members reported that they desired to be involved or participate in the direct care of their loved 

one, however, the critical care nurses were reluctant to involve families in the care. [20, 22]

Evidence shows that involving families in patient care helped family members maintain the 

family bonds and cohesiveness. It also helped minimize the disturbance imposed on the family 

unit following a family member’s admission to the ICU. [20, 21]

Family members in this review were willing to be involved in their patient care and they believe 

that the patients could still hear and feel their presence even if they were not able to see or talk 
[20,22] Involving family members in direct patient care may pose some challenges on the family 

members such as fear of doing such activities with their ill relative surrounded by machines, 

attached to so many lines and tubes without the nurse to direct them. [22]

Theme Two: Communication
Communication emerged as the second theme in this review. The three sub themes that emerged 

were:  consistency of information, clarity and completeness of information and transparency.  

Consistency of information
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This review revealed that the information need was perceived important by the family members 

in the ICU, hence they reported less satisfied with the consistency of information they received 

about their patient [5, 9, 22]. A prospective cohort study [31] conducted in Massachusetts with 124 

participants found that family members reported one or multiple episodes of inconsistent 

information during their relatives' admissions.

It was also found that poor or inconsistent communication between the ICU health care 

professionals made it difficult for family members to obtain consistent information about their 

relatives. [9] In this review, family members were not satisfied with frequency of communication 

with physicians; their perception were that it is difficult to be addressed by the doctor. [27, 31]

Clarity and completeness of information

The second subtheme that emerged from communication is clarity and completeness of 

information received by family members in the ICU. Fateel and O’ Neil [21] conducted a study in 

Ireland and found out that most family members of the critically ill patient in the ICU are not 

satisfied with the communication. They felt that they did not receive full information about the 

patient which might hinder their participation in the decision-making process. In addition, a 

Canadian study by Henrich et al. [37] revealed that family members believe that they were able to 

handle the honest information about their patient and that full and realistic information about the 

situation enables them to make better treatment and end-of-life decisions and to cope with the 

patient’s situation. A Kenyan study [38] on family involvement in the provision of care to critically 

ill patients revealed that family members were not satisfied with the depth of information about 

the patient care, and families reported build-up of anxiety levels due to withholding of 

information by nurses.

Transparency

The third sub theme was transparency in communication. Family members were not allowed to 

be around during the doctor’s rounds, and these left them with insufficient information. [21, 22]. 

Family members expressed the need for transparency therefore they desire to know exactly what 

going on with their patient and these may enhance the ability of the family to support and protect 

the patient through decision making process. [20]
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Theme Three: Support  

The third theme that emerged was support. Informational and emotional support were identified 

as subthemes. Thirteen studies sought to identify and explore the support given to family 

members during the clinical decision-making process. [4,5,20,21, 22,25, 27,28, 29, 33-35,40]

Informational support

Support with information emerged as an important need for family members caring for a relative 

in the ICU. It is the responsibility of health care providers (doctors and nurses) in the ICU to 

ensure that this need in met. This review revealed that most family members were not satisfied 

with the information given about their patient; they reported that nurses withhold information 

from them as nurses could not share some information. [22,36,40]  

Emotional support

Emotional support emerged as the second subtheme under support. Family members expressed 

some form of distress due to the critical illness of their loved one as they were not prepared for 

it.  Therefore, they desired to be emotionally supported particularly by the nurses. [21,22,42] In this 

review, family members reported the need to be reassured about the comfort care given to the 

patient and the nurses to be patient with them during this critical time. [21]  

Discussion

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first scoping review to describe published literature on 

family satisfaction with involvement in decision making in the intensive care unit. The review 

shows that the level of family satisfaction with involvement in decision-making can be improved 

when the HCPs put in place some strategies to facilitate family participation in the decision-

making process. [4] Communication and receiving information in the ICU emerged as an area that 

needs improvement because family members felt that it hinders their participation in the decision-

making process. [9.21] These results are consistent with the results of an Australian study [37] where 

family members were not satisfied with the frequency of communication with both ICU nurses 

and doctors. Family members should receive clear, timeous, honest and consistent information to 

enhance shared decision-making process. [37]
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The scoping review findings have demonstrated that evidenced-based structured communication 

strategies are effective to improve family members’ satisfaction with participation in decision 

making. [5,28]

An evidence-based structured communication algorithm was used to identify clinical triggers for 

family meetings in a United States of America study [4]. There were statistically significant 

improvements noted for how often the family members were able to participate in decision 

making where before the algorithm, the score was 45% and after the algorithm was 68%. [4] The 

Malaysian study by Othman et al. [30] investigated the effects of information booklets on family 

members’ satisfaction with decision making in ICU with the population of 84 family members.  

There was improvement in the FS-ICU decision making mean score pre-test score of 22.7 

compared to the post-test score of 29.6 [30]. 

A retrospective cohort study conducted in the USA with a population of 453 families found that 

the families who reported attending the family conference were more satisfied with the decision-

making process in the ICU [7]. This confirms that the use structured communication program 

improves family satisfaction with decision making. In contrast, in the study conducted in the USA 

by Jacobowski et al. [36] where family rounds were implemented to improve communication in 

the ICU found that family members reported that they were not satisfied with the time given to 

address concerns and questions answered during decision making process before and after 

attending family rounds.

Another theme that was highlighted in this scoping review was involvement during decision-

making process. Even though family members assume surrogate decision-maker roles over the 

decision-making process about the choices of the diagnostics, treatment, and life support care of 

their loved one, they have expressed dissatisfaction when it comes to the timing of inclusion 

during decision making. The participants in a Canadian study by Kryworuchko et al. [6] expressed 

that they were not involved in decision making to start mechanical ventilation or other 

interventions.  However, they were most frequently involved in decision making just prior to 

decisions to withhold or withdraw life support and provide comfort care interventions. This is 

confirmed in the Norwegian study by Haave et al. [41] with the population of 57 family members 
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where degree of satisfaction was found to be lower in relation of family members participation in 

the decision making process. Furthermore, the Bahraian study by Hamed et al. [42] found similar 

results where satisfaction with care scored higher than satisfaction with decision making.

Family involvement during the decision-making process particularly in end-of-life decision to 

withhold or withdraw life support made for critically ill patients was found to vary from active 

participation in the decision making process to acceptance of the physicians’ decision or just 

receiving information of the physicians' decision. [20] In a situation where the family members 

were just informed about the physician's decision to terminate treatment, families were unsure 

whether the patient was competent to decide considering the critically ill state of the patient and 

fluctuating level of consciousness. [20] Similarly, in a South African study by Kisorio and Langley 
[24] family members were told about the decisions made without being actively involved.

 Family members of non-survivors were found to be more satisfied with inclusion in the decision-

making process more than with family members of survivors. [5, 25] This can be attributed to the 

fact that family members of non-survivors are often involved in decision-making just before 

withholding or withdrawing life support and provide comfort care interventions. [7] Also, the 

difference may be explained by the fact that some patients who are admitted in ICU can 

participate in the decisions and consent for procedures for themselves. [5]

This review also highlighted the importance of support from HCPs during the care and decision-

making process which is crucial for the well-being of family members and their ability to 

participate in making decisions. Family members require informational support as well as 

emotional support to assist them to cope with the critical illness of their loved ones. The 

information need of the family members remain unmet. The family members were not satisfied 

with the consistency of information about the patient's condition and the completeness of the 

information. [5,7,21] A South African study [24] with a population of 17 family members found 

similar findings that family members were not satisfied with the information they received about 

their patient's progress.

In a qualitative study done in Ireland with a sample of six family members of a critically ill patient, 

family members highlighted that the nurses should have more patience when dealing with them 

during this critical time and support them emotionally. [1] It is also emphasized that the ICU health 
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care providers to have a thorough consideration of emotional impacts imposed by the admission 

of a family member in the ICU so that they may understand the family needs to be holistically 

supported. [1] Findings from the study by Kisorio and Langley [24] concurs that those family 

members of critically ill patients need emotional support to cope, however, family members 

reported dissatisfaction with emotional support in the ICU. The importance of emotional support 

was found to be a strategy that can be adopted by ICU health care providers to increase the 

satisfaction of the family members. [42]

 A quantitative study done with a population of 215 in Germany found compassion and emotional 

support to be important particularly during the decision-making process and recommends that a 

shared decision-making model for family participation has to be adapted to family needs. [33] The 

findings of a Swedish study by Blom et al. [40] confirmed that support in the form of information 

sharing and emotional support is important for family members to enable them to participate in 

the decision making.

Limitations of the study

The following limitations identified in this review are worth noting:

Due to the date limit and language restriction, we may have missed important studies published 

before and after the set dates and others published in other languages. There were only five 

databases used, which may have limited the search. 

Recommendations

The findings from this review suggest that satisfaction with family involvement in decision 

making in ICU has not been investigated thoroughly within the critical care literature. Research 

gaps identified in this review suggest that extensive research is still needed to be conducted on 

the nature and extent of family involvement in decision making process in the intensive care unit. 

Future research is required also to investigate the factors that influence family involvement in 

decision making in the ICU including socio-cultural, organizational and contextual factors.
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Future research should consider triangulation of methods when investigating satisfaction with 

family involvement in decision making in the ICU to improve and expand the findings. The future 

research might be strengthened by incorporating the ethnographic approaches that may produce 

in depth and context specific findings for family satisfaction with involvement in decision 

making. In this scoping review, findings indicate that more studies have been done globally but 

in Africa there is lack of similar research.  We recommend more research to be conducted in Sub- 

Saharan Africa focusing on family satisfaction with involvement in decision making in ICU 

considering the unique racial, cultural, ethnic, and linguistic differences found in African 

countries.

Conclusion
Despite the inclusion of studies from fifteen countries with diverse cultural, religious and health 

policies and regulations, family members were mostly dissatisfied with their involvement in 

decision making. The key finding that emerged from this scoping review is that family 

satisfaction with involvement in decision making in ICU has not been thoroughly explored.  
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