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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Older age is associated with worse outcome after traumatic brain injury (TBI). Whether
this association is entirely driven by frailty, or clinicians' reluctance to give specific treatments to
older patients is unclear. Therefore, we aimed to confirm the association between age and worse
outcome, and to assess the association between age and received high-intensity treatment (HIT).

M ethods: We included TBI patients aged 16 and older from the CENTER-TBI study. The association
between age and HIT, and between age and outcome (the Glasgow Outcome Scale Extended (GOSE)
at 6 months), was analyzed using multivariable ordinal and logistic regression respectively. In the
overall cohort, HIT was defined as receiving emergency intracranial surgery, or ICU admission. In the
subset of patients admitted to the ICU, HIT was defined as receiving metabolic suppression, intensive
hypocapnia, hypothermia below 35 °C, decompressive craniectomy, or intracranial surgery not
scheduled on admission. We adjusted for pre-injury health, injury severity (Glasgow Coma Scale
(GCS) motor score and pupillary reactivity at baseline; mgjor extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT
classification), and in the subset of ICU patients for the median ICP before receiving any HIT.

Results: In total, 4349 patients were included. Of these, 1999 patients (46%) were admitted to the
ICU. The median age was 51 years. Every ten-year increase in age for patients over 65, was associated
with worse outcome (OR = 0.6, Cl =0.5—0.7, OR in the subset of ICU patients= 0.5, Cl =0.3 - 0.5).
Furthermore, every ten-year increase in age for patients over 65 was associated with alower likelihood
of receiving emergency intracranial surgery (OR = 0.4, Cl = 0.3 -0.6), and |CU admission (OR = 0.6,
Cl = 0.5 - 0.8). Similarly, in the subset of ICU patients, every ten-year increase in age for patients
over 65, was associated with a lower likelihood of receiving neuromuscular blockade (OR = 0.6, Cl =
0.4 -0.9), intensive hypocapnia (OR = 0.2, Cl = 0.1 —0.9), decompressive craniectomy (OR = 0.4, Cl
=0.2-0.8), and intracranial surgery (OR =0.5, Cl =0.3-0.8).

Conclusion: Older patients have poorer outcome, and were less likely to receive high-intensity
treatments, independent of patient and injury characteristics. Clinicians should not withhold high-
intensity treatments solely based on older age. Educating clinicians about this delicate topic, and
performing further comparative effectiveness research focusing on older patients may improve

diagnosis, treatments, and understanding of TBI outcomes in this group.
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INTRODUCTION

Traumatic brain injury (TBI) is a serious societal problem and a tremendous burden for patients and
their families (1). In recent decades, TBI occurrence shifted towards the older age groups (>65 years)
(2), presenting with a low-energy fall (2). This shift in TBI epidemiology is relevant since older age is
associated with worse outcomes after TBI (3-9).

Despite this shift, older adults with TBI are often excluded from research (10), even though
scientific evidence is important for the creation of guideines. Without these guidelines, clinicians
have to balance risks and benefits of treatments individually. This may in turn lead to differences in
outcome (11), as is warned for in, among other disciplines, older adults with cancer (12), and
rheumatoid arthritis (13).

Examples of differences in management between older and younger adults with TBI, are the
influence of age on the decision to perform neurosurgical procedures (14), or to implement high-
intensity treatment (HIT) (15, 16). Limitations of these studies include the sample size, and lack of
adjustment for intracranial pressure (ICP). Pessimistic assumptions (based on these limitations) could
increase the risk of a self-fulfilling prophecy, negatively impacting (long-term) outcomes for older
adults (15).

To add to the scarce literature on older adults with TBI, we aimed to confirm the association
between increasing age and worse outcome, and to assess the association between age and received

HIT.
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METHODS
Study population
The Collaborative European NeuroTrauma Effectiveness Research in TBI (CENTER-TBI, registered
at clinicaltrials.gov NCT02210221) is a prospective cohort study conducted in 63 centers from 18
countries across Europe and Israel between 2014 and 2017. Patients were included if they arrived at
the hospital within 24 hours after injury with a clinical diagnosis of TBI, and if patients had an
indication for a head computed tomography (CT) scan. Patients with a severe preexisting neurological
disorder that would confound outcome assessment, were excluded. For each center ethics approval
was acquired and consent for participation was obtained from all patients or their proxies. The general
methods and aims of the CENTER-TBI study were previously described (17, 18).

For this study, we included al patients aged 16 or older. We also specifically studied the
subgroup of patients admitted to the ICU. We extracted data on demographics, (pre)injury, admission,

imaging, monitoring, treatment, and outcome characterigtics.

Treatments
We selected treatment variables based on clinical considerations. These treatment variables were
described in the e-CRF exactly as written below, and were scored (if applicable) once daily. In the
entire cohort (patients admitted to the ER, ward, or ICU), high-intensity treatment (HIT) was defined
asone or more of the following treatments:;
e |CU admission (yes/no).
o Emergency intracranial operation (having received a craniotomy, decompressive craniectomy,
depressed skull fracture or other intracranial procedures) (yes'no).
In patients admitted to the ICU, HIT was defined as having received at least one of the following
treatments:
o Maetabolic suppression for ICP control with high dose barbiturates or propofol during the ICU
stay (yes/no).
e Neuromuscular blockade (paralysis) during ICU stay (yes/no).

e Intensive hypocapnia[PaCO2 < 4.0 kPa (30 mmHg)] during ICU stay (yes/no).
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e Hypothermic treatment (only treatment, not accidental temperatures) below 35°C during ICU
stay (yes/no).
e Decompressive craniectomy (yes/no).

e Intracranial operation for progressive mass lesion, not scheduled on admission (yes/no).

Outcomes

We used the Glasgow Outcome Scale-Extended (GOSE) as the outcome measure (19). GOSE is an
eight-point outcome scale that was measured six months after injury: (1) dead; (2) vegetative state; (3)
lower severe disability; (4) upper severe disability; (5) lower moderate disability; (6) upper moderate
disability; (7) lower good recovery; and (8) upper good recovery. Categories 2 and 3 were combined,

resulting in a seven-point ordinal scale.

Statistical analyses
Descriptive statistics
Baseline characteristics were presented as median values with interquartile ranges (IQRs) for
continuous variables and as frequencies and percentages for categorical variables. We compared
characteristics between age groups (i.e. age 65 or over vs. age 65 or under) for the entire and ICU
cohort. We used the Pearson 42 test for categorical variables and the independent t-test or Mann—

Whitney U-Test for continuous variables to test for differences between these groups.

Baseline variables

We collapsed categories 3 and 4 of the American Society of Anesthesiologists (ASA) Physical Status
classification because category 4 had <10 patients. Second, we collapsed categories V and V1 of the
Marshall CT classification as grading V and VI could not be differentiated on central review as the
raters were unaware of (intent to) surgery. Last, to compare groups a baseline we calculated the
expected probability of mortality and unfavorable outcome using the International Mission for

Prognosisand Analysis of Clinical Trialsin TBI (IMPACT) core model (8).
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Regression

We used ordinal and logistic regression, with GOSE and treatments as dependent variablesto assess:
1. Toconfirmif older age is associated with worse outcome (GOSE) (3-9).
2. Toassessif older ageisassociated with alower probability to receive HIT (15).

All models were adjusted for age; sex; cause of injury (road traffic accident, fall, or other);
American Society of Anesthesiologists Physical Status (ASAPS) classification (healthy patient,
patients with mild systemic disease, patients with severe systemic disease); pre-injury use of
anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors; pre-injury use of beta-blockers, GCS motor score at baseling
pupillary reactivity at baseling; major extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT classification. Models
for the subset of patients admitted to the ICU, were additionally adjusted for the median ICP scores
measured before a patient received any HIT in the ICU.

We analyzed age as a continuous variable and allowed for non-linear effects by estimating
different effects for patients over and under 65. As a sensitivity analysis we estimated different effects
for patients over and under 50, based on several important longitudinal studies of aging, and a recent
systematic review on geriatric patients with TBI (3, 20, 21). Furthermore, as a sensitivity analysis,
based on clinical judgment, we estimated different effects for patients over and under 80.

Associations between age and GOSE were expressed as Odds Ratios (ORs) with 95%
confidence intervals (Cls). The ordinal logistic regression estimates a common OR for overall health
state transitions within the GOSE.

All statistical analyses were performed in R studio (22). Multiple imputation was used to
handle missing values, using the mice package in R (23). Data were accessed using ‘Neurobot’

(http://neurobot.incf.org; RRID: SCR_01700), vs 3.0 (data freeze: October 2021).
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RESULTS

Characteristics study cohort — (Table 1-2)

The entire study cohort consisted of 4349 patients. The median age was 51 years old (IQR 32-67), and
the main cause of injury was an incidental fall (1955, 46%) (Table 1). The ICU cohort consisted of
1999 patients. The median age was 51 years old (IQR 31-66), and the main cause of injury was aroad

traffic accident (887, 45%) (Table 2).

Basdline characterigtics <65 years versus >65 years — entire cohort (Table 1)

Of the 4349 patients, 1139 (26.2%) were >65 years old. Patients >65 were less often male (58.7%
versus 70.5%), and the most prevalent cause of injury in patients >65 was a fall (69.3%), whereas it
was a road traffic incident in patients <65 (44.2%). Patients >65 more often had a mild or severe
systemic disease pre-injury (79.8% versus 30.7%), and more often used medication such as
anticoagul ants or platelet inhibitors (49% versus 6%), and beta-blockers (28.1% versus 4.1%). Patients
>65 more often had a GCS motor score of 6 (70% versus 66.8%), more often had a Marshall CT
classification of V or VI (30.6% versus 17.6%), but less often had MEI (29.6% versus 37.4%).
Patients >65 and <65 had a similar length of hospital stay of generally 5 days. Six months after their
hospital stay, patients >65 were more often deceased than younger patients (26.4% versus 7.6%

respectively) (Table 1).

Table 1. Baseline char acteristics entir e cohort

Basdline characterigtics <65 years versus >65 years— |CU cohort (Table 2)

Of the 1999 patients, 513 (25.7%) were >65 years old. Patients >65 were less often male (66.1%
versus 76.2%), and the most prevalent cause of injury in patients >65 was a fall (58.9%), whereas it
was a road traffic incident in patients <65 (49.7%). Patients >65 more often had a mild or severe
systemic disease pre-injury (78.7% versus 31.3%), and more often used medication such as
anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors (48.5 % versus 5.6%), and beta-blockers (28.7% versus 4.4%).

Patients >65 less often had a GCS motor score of 1 (29.5% versus 49.7%), but more often had a
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Marshall CT classification of V or VI (56.6% versus 32.6%). MEI was less prevalent in patients >65
(46.8% versus 57.6%). Patients >65 were less often intubated (73.5% versus 79.0%), and less often
had an ICP monitor during their ICU stay (35.3% versus 47.4%), with a median |CP before receiving
any |CP lowering therapies of 11.12 mmHg compared to 11.78 mmHg in patients <65. Patients >65
generally had a shorter length of hospital stay of 12 days compared to 16 days for their younger
counterparts. Six months after their hospital stay, patients >65 were more often deceased than patients

<65 (44.1% versus 14.3% respectively) (Table 2).

Table 2. Baseline char acterigtics | CU cohort

Association of age with GOSE (Table 3-5, Figure 1-3)

Increasing age was independently associated with worse GOSE for patients in the entire cohort (OR
per 10 years if over 65 = 0.62, Cl = 0.54 — 0.70) and in the ICU cohort (OR per 10 years if over 65 =
0.48, Cl = 0.33-0.52) (Table 3, Figure 1-3). This was also the case for patients under 65 in the entire
cohort (OR per 10 years = 0.90, Cl = 0.84 — 0.91), and in the ICU cohort (OR per 10 years = 0.84, Cl

=0.80-0.91) (Table 3). Comparable associations were found in the sensitivity analyses.

Entire cohort (Table 3-5, Figure 1)

After the age of 65, increasing age was independently associated with a lower probability of receiving
emergency intracranial surgery (OR per 10 years = 0.43, Cl = 0.32 — 0.56) (Table 3, Figure 1).
Further, increasing age was associated with a lower probability of being admitted to the ICU (OR per
10 years if over 65 = 0.63, Cl = 0.52 — 0.78) (Table 3, Figure 1). Similar results, were found for
patients under the age of 65, for emergency intracranial surgery (OR per 10 years = 0.98, Cl = 0.89 —
1.07), and ICU admission (OR per 10 years = 0.94, Cl = 0.87 — 1.01) (Table 3). In the sensitivity

analyses, comparable results were found (Table 4-5).

ICU cohort (Table 3-5, Figure 2-3)
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For patients over 65, an increase in age was independently associated with a lower probability of
receiving neuromuscular blockade (OR per 10 years = 0.60, ClI = 0.41 — 0.90), a lower likelihood of
receiving intensive hypocapnia (OR per 10 years if over 65 = 0.22, CI = 0.06 — 0.86), a lower
likelihood of decompressive craniectomy (OR per 10 years = 0.43, Cl = 0.24 — 0.75), and a lower
probability for intracranial surgery (OR per 10 years = 0.51, Cl = 0.30 — 0.84). When older than 65,
increasing age was not associated with a lower probability of receiving metabolic suppression with
high dose barbiturates or propofol (OR per 10 years = 0.90, Cl = 0.63 — 1.38), and the likelihood of
receiving hypothermic therapy below 35°C (OR per 10 years = 1.27, Cl = 0.63 — 1.38) (Table 3, and

Figure 1-3). Similar results were found in the sensitivity analyses (Table 4-5).

Table 3. Effect of age on outcome and on the probability of receiving one or more high intensity
treatments

Table 4. Senditivity analyses - Effect of age on outcome and on the probability of receiving one
or mor e high intensity treatments

Table 5. Senditivity analyses - Effect of age on outcome and on the probability of receiving one

or mor e high intensity treatments

Figure 1. Predicted probabilities of unfavorable outcome, ICU admisson and emergency
intracranial surgery

Figure 2. Predicted probabilities of unfavorable outcome, metabolic suppression, neuromuscular
blockage and hypother mia

Figure 3. Predicted probabilities of unfavorable outcome, intensive hyperventilation,

decompressive craniectomy and intracranial surgery

The graphs show the probability of receiving a certain therapy with increasing age in a patient who did not use anticoagul ants or platelet
inhibitors, or betablockers, who had a mild systemic disease, whose cause of injury was a fall, after which the GCS motor score was 2, the

pupils were both reactive, there were no MEI, and aMarshall CT score of I1.
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DISCUSSION

We aimed to confirm the association between age and worse outcome, and to assess the association
between age and received high-intensity treatment (HIT). Increasing age is independently associated
with a worse outcome, and a lower probability to receive HIT, such as emergency intracranial surgery,
ICU admission, and ICP lowering therapies (e.g. intensive hypocapnia, and decompressive
craniectomy).

With this new body of evidence, it is important to elucidate that invalid pessimistic
assumptions are not the only possible explanation of worse outcome in older patients with TBI.
Important factors that may prevent high-intensity treatment for older adults with TBI, include the
(previous) wish to withhold treatment of the patient or surrogate, and a higher expected probability of
a bad outcome in the opinion of the clinician, patient, or surrogate, based on clinical experience.
Furthermore, even though more intensive treatment has been shown to be effective in some older
patients with TBI (24-26), pre-existent comorbidities and age are till mgor drivers of outcome.
Focusing on frailty instead of on biological age, may therefore be more relevant. A newly developed,
and validated frailty index for patients with TBI, is the CENTER-TBI frailty index score (27). A
higher CENTER-TBI frailty index score significantly increases the risk of unfavorable outcome,
regardless of age. Clinicians should therefore be reluctant to let age alone drive the decision to apply
less intensive treatment, indicating ageism. Ageism can be defined as age-related discrimination (28),
and plays arolein all layers of (Western) society (29). The influence of ageism in the hospital setting
became more apparent during the covid-19 pandemic (30). Ageism negatively impacts the probability
of apositive outcome for older patients (31), potentially fueling a self-fulfilling prophecy.

Multiple previous studies indicate the possible existence of a self-fulfilling prophecy. Skaansar
et a. (15) recently warned for the possibility of a self-fulfilling prophecy after finding that treatment
intensity decreased with advanced age, and that a decrease in treatment intensity was associated with
an increased risk of mortality, concluding that mortality may be lower if HIT would be given to older
patients (15). Kirkman et al. (32) found that it took longer for older patients to obtain an initial head
CT, that the chances of being transferred to a neurotrauma center were lower, and that the CT was less
likely to be reviewed by a senior physician (32). Some centers have suggested age-dependent
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limitations for more intensive treatments (33-35). Other centers tend to be more liberal and are
inclined to admit all older adults after TBI to the ICU for neurological assessments and head CTs (36).
Moreover, in the majority of centers in Europe, age played a role in the decision to withdraw LSM
(37), and the decision to perform neurosurgical procedures (14). A recent study, however, showed that
age was not associated with faster withdrawal of LSM (38). Future research should elucidate if a self-
fulfilling prophecy, induced by ageism may be a relevant cause of higher mortality in older patients
with TBI. A randomized controlled trial on thistopic may be ethically challenging. Therefore, another
option is comparative effectiveness research between hospitals, or countries with different treatment
regimes. One such option may be a comparison between Chinese centers and European centers, since
a provider profiling between different neurotrauma centers suggested that China less often applies
regtrictions in therapies based on age (39).

We found differences between baseline characteristics in patients over 65 and younger
patients. In line with previous literature (40), the GCS motor score on admission generally seemed to
be more favorable in patients over 65. Two important explanations may play a role here. One
explanation may be the cause of injury. Asseen in our study, and also in the study of Lecky et al. (41)
on the CENTER-TBI registry, elderly patients more often have a low-energy fall compared with
younger patients. Another explanation pertains to atrophy of the brain associated with ageing. Due to
this natural process, older patients may have higher intracranial compliance in case of minor or
moderate space occupying traumatic lesions, and, consequently, less often need high-intensity
treatments to manage ICP. However, given the datistical adjustment for pupillary reactivity and
Marshall CT score, we think this possible confounding factor of brain atrophy with higher age should
not be relevant for our analyses.

Furthermore, we found that patients older than 65 years more often used beta-blockers,
anticoagulants, or platelet inhibitors. Beta-blockers may improve outcomes after TBI in adults (42).
The use of anticoagulants is associated with worse initial TBI severity (43-46) and some studies have
reported worse outcomes and higher need for neurosurgical intervention (43, 44, 47-49). Moreover,
we found more CT abnormalities for older patients, in line with previous literature (50, 51). The
higher prevalence in older patients may result from various factors, ranging from biological factors
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such as vessels being more vulnerable to rupture, more atrophy (leaving more space for blood within
the skull), and the higher use of anticoagulants (52-54).

The CENTER-TBI sudy is unique for its extensive data collection in multiple centers,
enrolling TBI patients with varying injury severity across a wide range of European centers.
Furthermore, the observational design of the CENTER-TBI study, ensures larger generalizability of
the results compared to a clinical trial with grict enrollment criteria (55). There are also limitations
that should be considered when interpreting the results. First, all centers in the CENTER-TBI study
are committed to TBI research. This might limit generalizability since it is only a sasmple of the neuro-
trauma centers in Europe. Second, HIT was based on clinical considerations that could have differed
in a different setting (other country, other clinicians). We included a variety of high-intensity
treatments, but cannot guarantee that we included all relevant treatments. However, given the
consigtency of our results across all therapies in different cohorts, including sensitivity analyses, we
expect results to be similar for other treatments. Third, we may not have controlled for al relevant
factors that could have influenced the outcome or the treatment decision. Fourth, for statistical
reasons, it would have been preferable to have included more patients, especially older patients. Lagt,
there was some missing data. However, to lower the impact of missing data we multiply imputed

missing data of variablesthat were included in our models.
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CONCLUSION

Older patients have poorer outcome, and were less likely to receive high-intensity treatments,
independent of patient and injury characteristics. Clinicians should not withhold high-intensity
treatments solely based on older age. Educating clinicians about this delicate topic, and performing
further comparative effectiveness research focusing on older patients may improve diagnosis,

treatments, and understanding of TBI outcomes in this group.
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics entire cohort

All <65 years old >65 years old p- Missing
n = 4349 n = 3156 n=1193 value
Patient characteristics
Age (median [IQR]) ?ééc.)c?o, 67.00] ?22%?(?0, 54.00] ;756980, goog) | <0001 |00
Sex male (%) 2926 (67.3) 2226 (70.5) 700 (58.7) <0.001 | 0.0
Preinjury ASAPS classification (%) <0.001 | 3.1
A normal healthy patient 2352 (55.8) 2118 (69.3) 234 (20.2)
A patient with a mild 1401 (333) | 771 (25.2) 630 (54.5)
systemic disease
A patient with a severe
systemic disease (that is a 460 (10.9) 167 (5.5) 293 (25.3)
constant threat to life)**
:ﬂifbﬁfoar?{?/fff gulants or platelet 738(17.6) | 182 (6.0) 556 (49.0) <0.001 | 338
Use of betablockers (%) 435 (10.5) 125 (4.1) 310 (28.1) <0.001 | 4.8
ICU admission (%) 2055 (47.3) 1530 (48.5) 525 (44.0) 0.009 0.0
Baseline characteristics
Injury cause (%) <0.001 | 2.8
Road traffic incident 1619 (38.3) 1355 (44.2) 264 (22.7)
Incidental fall 1955 (46.2) 1148 (37.5) 807 (69.3)
Other 654 (15.5) 560 (18.3) 94 (8.1)
GCS motor baseline (%) 0.041 2.3
1 647 (15.2) 488 (15.8) 159 (13.6)
2 77 (1.8) 54 (1.8) 23 (2.0)
3 79 (1.9) 68 (2.2) 11 (0.9)
4 151 (3.6) 109 (3.5) 42 (3.6)
5 420 (9.9) 305 (9.9) 115 (9.9)
6 2874 (67.7) 2057 (66.8) 817 (70.0)
Pupils baseline (%) 0.412 5.9
Both reactive 3654 (89.3) 2667 (89.6) 987 (88.4)
One reactive 162 (4.0) 117 (3.9) 45 (4.0)
Both unreactive 277 (6.8) 192 (6.5) 85 (7.6)
Major Extracranial Injury (%) 1533 (35.2) 1180 (37.4) 353 (29.6) <0.001 | 0.0
CT characteristics
Marshall CT classification (%) <0.001 | 7.7
| 1545 (38.5) 1188 (40.9) 357 (32.3)
1 1434 (35.7) 1053 (36.2) 381 (34.5)
1" 152 (3.8) 128 (4.4) 24 (2.2)
v 33(0.8) 28 (1.0 5(0.5)
VIVI*F** 849 (21.2) 511 (17.6) 338 (30.6)
(Eozi)dural hematoma present on CT 445 (10.2) 385 (12.2) 60 (5.0) <0001 | 00
Acute subdural hematoma present on 1173 (27.0) 751 (23.8) 422 (35.4) <0001 | 00
CT (%)
Acute subarachnoid hemorrhage 1858 (42.7) | 1276 (40.4) 582 (48.8) <0.001 | 0.0

present on CT (%)
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Midline shift present on CT (%) 476 (20.5) 297 (9.4) 1%) (15.0) <0.001 | 0.0
Surgical interventions
Emergency intracranial surgery
during hospital stay (%) 506 (11.7) 380 (12.2) 126 (10.6) 0.186 0.9
Emergency extracranial surgery
during hospital stay (%) 337 (7.8) 286 (9.2) 51 (4.3) <0.001 | 0.9
Intracranial surgery during hospital
stay (%) 859 (24.3) 642 (25.4) 217 (21.6) 0.020 | 18.7
Extracranial surgery during hospital
stay (%) 714 (20.2) 587 (23.2) 127 (12.6) <0.001 | 18.7
Outcomes
Length of hospital stay in days 4.52 4.49 4.66 0.965 26
(median [IQR]) [0.99,14.99] | [0.96, 15.74] [1.05, 13.47] ‘ '
IMPACT core probability of mortality | 19 15 0.24 <0001 | 66
(%0)**** [12, 24] [0.09, 0.19] [0.24,0.24] ' '
IMPACT core probability of 40 33 47 <0001 | 66
unfavorable outcome (%)**** [26, 47] [21, 40] [47, 47] ' '
Glasgow Outcome Scale Extended <0001 | 158
(%)

Dead 470 (12.8) 200 (7.6) 270 (26.4)

Vegetative state/lower

severe disability 314 (8.6) 199 (7.5) 115 (11.2)

Upper severe disability 174 (4.8) 120 (4.5) 54 (5.3)

Lower moderate disability 339 (9.3) 295 (11.2) 44 (4.3)

Upper moderate disability 383 (10.5) 333 (12.6) 50 (4.9)

Lower good recovery 658 (18.0) 491 (18.6) 167 (16.3)

Upper good recovery 1325 (36.2) 1002 (38.0) 323 (31.6)

Abbreviations: ASAPS = American Society of Anesthesiologists Physical Status; CT = computed tomography; GCS = Glasgow coma scale;
ICP = intracranial pressure; IMPACT = International Mission for Prognosis and Analysis of Clinical Trials in TBI; IQR = interquartile range;
TBI = traumatic brain injury

* P-values are a comparison between patients below versus over 65 years old.

** Catergory 3 and 4 of the ASAPS classification were collapsed since category 4 had <50 patients.

*** Grading V and VI of the Marshall CT classification were collapsed since raters were not aware of (intent for) surgery and could thus not
differentiate between grade V and VI

**** To calculate the probability of mortality and unfavorable outcome, we used the International Mission for Prognosis and Analysis of

Clinical Trials in TBI (IMPACT) core model (8).
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Table 2. Baseline characteristics ICU cohort
Mo |t | | T | i
Patient characteristics
Age (median [IQR]) f;i(.)(())a 66.00] ?21%(.)(())0‘ 54.00] Egé(.)go, 7800) | 0001 |00
Sex male (%) 1471 (73.6) 1132 (76.2) 339 (66.1) <0.001 | 0.0
Preinjury ASAPS classification (%) <0.001 | 4.4
A normal healthy patient 1081 (56.5) 977 (68.7) 104 (21.3)
A patient with a mild 625 (32.7) 356 (25.0) 269 (55.0)
systemic disease
A patient with a severe
systemic disease (that is a 206 (10.8) 90 (6.3) 116 (23.7)
constant threat to life)**
ﬁfﬂ;@tﬁf gulants or platelet 308 (16.3) 79 (5.6) 229 (48.5) <0.001 | 5.7
Use of betablockers (%) 192 (10.3) 62 (4.4) 130 (28.7) <0.001 | 7.1
Baseline characteristics
Injury cause (%) <0.001 | 3.3
Road traffic incident 868 (44.9) 712 (49.7) 156 (31.3)
Incidental fall 796 (41.2) 502 (35.0) 294 (58.9)
Other 269 (13.9) 220 (15.3) 49 (9.8)
GCS motor baseline (%) 0.020 2.0
1 622 (31.8) 474 (32.5) 148 (29.5)
2 69 (3.5) 52 (3.6) 17 (3.4)
3 76 (3.9) 68 (4.7) 8 (1.6)
4 139 (7.1) 103 (7.1) 36 (7.2)
5 361 (18.4) 265 (18.2) 96 (19.1)
6 692 (35.3) 495 (34.0) 197 (39.2)
Pupils baseline (%) 0.687 49
Both reactive 1533 (80.6) 1146 (81.0) 387 (79.3)
One reactive 131 (6.9) 96 (6.8) 35(7.2)
Both unreactive 238 (12.5) 172 (12.2) 66 (13.5)
Major Extracranial Injury (%) 1096 (54.8) 856 (57.6) 240 (46.8) <0.001 | 0.0
CT characteristics
Marshall CT classification (%) <0.001 | 85
I 172 (9.4) 148 (10.8) 24 (5.2)
I 787 (43.0) 637 (46.5) 150 (32.8)
" 137 (7.5) 114 (8.3) 23 (5.0)
v 27 (1.5) 25 (1.8) 2(0.4)
VIV %% 706 (38.6) 447 (32.6) 259 (56.6)
(Eozi)d”ra' hematoma present on CT 339 (17.0) 204 (19.8) 45 (8.8) <0.001 | 00
Acute subdural hematoma presenton | g 5 o) 591 (39.8) 269 (52.4) <0.001 | 00
CT (%)
grce‘;teenf‘:)?]a?;h(;‘:)'d hemorrhage 1336 (66.8) | 962 (64.7) 374 (72.9) 0001 | 00
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Midline shift present on CT (%) 409 (20.5) 275 (18.5) 1&1 (26.1) <0.001 | 0.0
Interventions
Intubation 1536 (77.6) 1162 (79.0) 374 (73.5) 0.012 1.0
Mechanical ventilation 1424 (72.0) 1069 (72.7) 355 (69.9) 0.242 11
Oxygen administration 1428 (75.8) 1057 (75.7) 371 (75.9) 0.995 5.7
Tracheostomy 437 (22.0) 341 (23.1) 96 (18.8) 0.052 | 0.6
Surgical interventions
Emergency intracranial surgery
during hospital stay (%) 476 (23.9) 357 (24.2) 119 (23.3) 0737 | 05
Emergency extracranial surgery
during hospital stay (%) 271 (13.6) 237 (16.0) 34 (6.7) <0.001 | 0.6
Intracranial surgery during hospital
stay (%) 777 (39.1) 586 (39.7) 191 (37.3) 0.360 0.6
Extracranial surgery during hospital | 77 g ) 487 (33.0) 90 (17.6) <0.001 | 06
stay (%)
ICP control
ICP monitor during ICU stay (%) 886 (44.3) 705 (47.4) 181 (35.3) <0.001 | 0.0
Maximum ICP in mmHg before 17.00 17.00 16.50 0.306 60.5
receiving HIT (median [IQR]) [12.00, 22.50] | [12.50, 22.50] [12.00, 22.25] ' '
Mean ICP in mmHg before receiving 13.60 13.71 13.20 0.491 60.5
HIT (median [IQRY]) [9.62,17.50] | [9.73,17.12] [9.16, 18.48] ' '
Median ICP in mmHg before 11.62 11.78 11.12 0.792 60.5
receiving HIT (median [IQR]) [8.00, 16.00] [8.00, 15.82] [7.03, 16.00] ' '
Metabolic suppression for ICP control
(with high dose barbiturates or 315 (15.8) 265 (17.8) 50 (9.7) <0.001 | 0.0
propofol) (%)
(I\:/eo;Jromuscular blockade (paralysis) 361 (18.1) 309 (20.8) 52 (10.1) <0001 | 00
Intensive hypocapnia for ICP control
[PaCO2 < 4.0 kPa (30 mmHg)] (%) 41 (2.1) 34(2.3) 7(1.4) 0275 | 0.0
Hypothermia below 35°C (%) 90 (4.5) 61(4.1) 29 (5.7) 0.182 0.0
Decompressive craniectomy 166 (8.3) 133 (9.0) 33 (6.4) 0.091 0.0
Outcomes
Length of hospital stay in days 14.75 15.93 11.62 <0001 | 3.9
(median [IQR]) [6.77,29.33] [7.61, 31.49] [4.96, 23.47] ' '
IMPACT core probability of mortality | 24 24
80% or higher (%6)**** [15, 41] 19[12,41] 24, 62] <0001 ) 6.2
:J'\r?fzjocr:b(l:; ;eui)ggr:aebgtl)g c;fr higher 4 40 4 <0.001 | 6.2
() B .

Yoy rs [33, 68] [26, 68] [47, 84]
Glasgow Outcome Scale Extended <0001 | 133
(%)

Dead 383 (22.1) 184 (14.4) 199 (43.7)

Vegetative state/lower

severe disability 269 (15.5) 182 (14.2) 87 (19.1)

Upper severe disability 119 (6.9) 94 (7.3) 25 (5.5)

Lower moderate disability 239 (13.8) 222 (17.4) 17 (3.7)

Upper moderate disability 219 (12.6) 203 (15.9) 16 (3.5)

Lower good recovery 235 (13.6) 178 (13.9) 57 (12.5)

Upper good recovery 270 (15.6) 216 (16.9) 54 (11.9)
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Abbreviations: ASAPS = American Socief)/ PR LFEEBLisNPHRNRS ARt URRIEISSIMBgraphy: GCS = Glasgow coma scale:
ICP = intracranial pressure; IMPACT = International Mission for Prognosis and Analysis of Clinical Trials in TBI; IQR = interquartile range;
TBI = traumatic brain injury
* P-values are a comparison between patients below versus over 65 years old.
** Catergory 3 and 4 of the ASAPS classification were collapsed since category 4 had <50 patients.
*** Grading V and VI of the Marshall CT classification were collapsed since raters were not aware of (intent for) surgery and could thus not
differentiate between grade V and VI
**** To calculate the probability of mortality and unfavorable outcome, we used the International Mission for Prognosis and Analysis of
Clinical Trials in TBI (IMPACT) core model (8). If the calculated probability of mortality was >80%, we denominated it ¢ high probability of

mortality’. Likewise, if the calculated probability of unfavorable outcome was >80%, we considered it ‘high probability of unfavorable

outcome’.
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intensity treatments

Table 3. Effect of age on outcome and o Mo prBaBT ey of Fe

OR* per 10 years [CI] for
patients <65

OR* per 10 years [CI] for
patients >65

Entire cohort

GOSE

0.90 [0.84 - 0.91]

0.62 [0.54 - 0.70]

Emergency intracranial surgery

0.98[0.89 - 1.07]

0.43[0.32 - 0.56]

ICU admission

0.94 [0.87 - 1.01]

0.63 [0.52 - 0.78]

ICU cohort

GOSE

0.84 [0.80 - 0.91]

0.48[0.33 - 0.52]

Metabolic suppression

0.85[0.76 - 0.93]

0.90 [0.63 - 1.38]

Neuromuscular blockade

0.88 [0.80 - 0.96]

0.60 [0.41 - 0.90]

Intensive hypocapnia

0.88 [0.66 — 1.08]

0.22 [0.06 - 0.86]

Hypothermia below 35°C

1.13[0.95 - 1.34]

1.27[0.74 - 2.05]

Decompressive craniectomy

0.99 [0.86 - 1.12]

0.43[0.24 - 0.75]

Intracranial surgery

1.05 [0.90 - 1.19]

0.51 [0.30 - 0.84]

ission.

Abbreviations: Cl = confidence interval; GOSE = Glasgow Outcome Scale Extended; OR = Odds Ratio; ICU = intensive care unit

*An OR <1 indicates a lower probability of having a good outcome or of receiving the particular high intensity treatment per 10 years. For
example, the OR of being admitted to the ICU is 0.63 for a 75 year old compared to a 65 year old. The OR per year can be calculated by
taking the 10" root (10Vx) of the displayed OR.
**All models of the entire cohort are adjusted for age; gender; cause of injury (road traffic accident, fall, or other); American Society of
Anesthesiologists Physical Status (ASAPS) classification; pre-injury use of anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors; pre-injury use of beta
blockers; GCS motor score at baseline; pupillary reactivity at baseline; major extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT classification.

*** All models of the entire cohort are adjusted for age; gender; cause of injury (road traffic accident, fall, or other); American Society of
Anesthesiologists Physical Status (ASAPS) classification; pre-injury use of anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors; pre-injury use of beta
blockers; GCS motor score at baseline; pupillary reactivity at baseline; major extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT classification; median
ICP before receiving the first HIT on the ICU.

Table 4. Sensitivity analyses - Effect of age on outcome and on the probability of
receiving one or more high intensity treatments

OR* per 10 years [CI] for
patients <50

OR* per 10 years [CI] for
patients >50

Entire cohort**

GOSE

0.88[0.81 - 0.92]

0.81[0.73 - 0.84]

Emergency intracranial surgery

1.11[0.98 - 1.28]

0.63[0.53 - 0.71]

ICU admission

0.99 [0.89 - 1.09]

0.75 [0.67 - 0.86]

ICU cohort***

GOSE

0.85 [0.80 - 0.95]

0.67 [0.58 - 0.73]

Metabolic suppression

0.90[0.77 - 1.01]

0.79 [0.66 - 0.97]

Neuromuscular blockade

0.95[0.83 - 1.07]

0.69 [0.57 - 0.83]

Intensive hypocapnia

0.76 [0.51 - 1.02]

0.80 [0.50 - 1.32]

Hypothermia below 35°C

1.10 [0.85 - 1.41]

1.22[0.92 - 1.61]

Decompressive craniectomy

1.07 [0.86 - 1.28]

0.70 [0.55 - 0.92]

Intracranial surgery

1.04 [0.83 - 1.25]

0.85 [0.68 - 1.09]

Abbreviations: Cl = confidence interval; GOSE = Glasgow Outcome Scale Extended; OR = Odds Ratio; ICU = intensive care unit
*An OR <1 indicates a lower probability of having a good outcome or of receiving the particular high intensity treatment per 10 years. For
example, the OR of being admitted to the ICU in the entire cohort is 0.75 for a 60 year old compared to a 50 year old. The OR per year can

be calculated by taking the 10" root (10x) of the displayed OR.

**All models of the entire cohort are adjusted for age; gender; cause of injury (road traffic accident, fall, or other); American Society of
Anesthesiologists Physical Status (ASAPS) classification; pre-injury use of anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors; pre-injury use of beta
blockers; GCS motor score at baseline; pupillary reactivity at baseline; major extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT classification.

*** All models of the entire cohort are adjusted for age; gender; cause of injury (road traffic accident, fall, or other); American Society of
Anesthesiologists Physical Status (ASAPS) classification; pre-injury use of anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors; pre-injury use of beta
blockers; GCS motor score at baseline; pupillary reactivity at baseline; major extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT classification; median
ICP before receiving the first HIT on the ICU.
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Table 5. Sensitivity analyses - Effect of AgeBHole5m ission.
receiving one or more high intensity treatments
OR* per 10 years [CI] for OR* per 10 years [CI] for
patients <80 patients >80
Entire cohort**
GOSE 0.87[0.81 - 0.88] 0.220.18 - 0.43]
Emergency intracranial surgery | 0.88 [0.81 - 0.94] 0.21 [0.06 - 0.58]
ICU admission 0.91[0.85 - 0.97] 0.17 [0.08 - 0.37]
ICU cohort***
GOSE 0.79 [0.75 - 0.84] 0.110.08 - 0.15]
Metabolic suppression 0.86 [0.79 - 0.93] 0.44[0.02 - 2.82]
Neuromuscular blockade 0.84 [0.78 - 0.92] 0.37 [0.03-1.93]
Intensive hypocapnia 0.78 [0.63 - 0.97] 0.00 [0.00 - Inf]
Hypothermia below 35°C 1.17 [1.00 - 1.34] 0.67 [0.03 - 4.01]
Decompressive craniectomy 0.89 [0.79 - 0.998] 0.85 [0.06 - 5.95]
Intracranial surgery 0.98 [0.86 - 1.09] 0.00 [0.00 - 0.27]

Abbreviations: Cl = confidence interval; GOSE = Glasgow Outcome Scale Extended; OR = Odds Ratio; ICU = intensive care unit

*An OR <1 indicates a lower probability of having a good outcome or of receiving the particular high intensity treatment per 10 years. For
example, the OR of being admitted to the ICU is 0.17 for a 90 year old compared to a 80 year old. The OR per year can be calculated by
taking the 10" root (10Vx) of the displayed OR.

**All models of the entire cohort are adjusted for age; gender; cause of injury (road traffic accident, fall, or other); American Society of
Anesthesiologists Physical Status (ASAPS) classification; pre-injury use of anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors; pre-injury use of beta
blockers; GCS motor score at baseline; pupillary reactivity at baseline; major extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT classification.

*** All models of the entire cohort are adjusted for age; gender; cause of injury (road traffic accident, fall, or other); American Society of
Anesthesiologists Physical Status (ASAPS) classification; pre-injury use of anticoagulants or platelet inhibitors; pre-injury use of beta
blockers; GCS motor score at baseline; pupillary reactivity at baseline; major extracranial injury (MEI); Marshall CT classification; median
ICP before receiving the first HIT on the ICU.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.25.24309449

Predicted probability of unfavourable outcome per year*

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.25.24309449; this version posted June 25, 2024. The copyri

q

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to dis
. No reuse allowed without permission.

All rights reserved

o
e

o
o

Predicted probability

©
N

o
©

Predicted probability
o
o0}

o o
ESN ()}

Predicted probability
o
N

25 50 75 100
Age (years)

Predicted probability of ICU admission per year*

25 50 75 100
Age (years)

Predicted probability of emergency intracranial surgery per year*

25 50 75 100
Age (years)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.25.24309449

Predicted probability of unfavourable outcome per year*

> 1.0
% 0.9 hich WS nof cerii by peer review) s the authon/under. wio i perpety
o)
© 08
o
B 07
3]
5 0.6
Q
o 05
25 50 75 100
Age (years)
Predicted probability of metabolic suppression with high dose sedation
per year*
2 |
= 0.3
o]
®©
o]
0 02
o
©
Q01
(&]
<
E 0.0 .
25 50 75 100
Age (years)
Predicted probability of neuromuscular blockage per year*
0.5
>
= 04
3
o 0.3
o
8 0.2
3]
© 01
o
A 00
25 50 75 100
Age (years)
Predicted probability of hypothermia below 35 degrees per year*
20.3
=
3
O 0.2
o
o1
3]
A
@ 0.0
ol

25 50 75 100
Age (years)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.25.24309449

Predicted probability of unfavourable outcome per year*

~
o

er for this preprint
in perpetuity.

.1101/2024.06.25.24309449; this

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10
iew) is the author/fu

(which was not certified by peer rev

o
©

o
©

©
\‘

o
o

Predicted probability

o
o

25 50 75 100
Age (years)

Predicted probability of intensive hyperventilation per year*

o
RN
(&)

o
=
o

0.05

Predicted probability

0.00

25 50 75 100
Age (years)

Predicted probability of decompressive craniectomy per year*

o
~

o
w

©
=

Predicted probability
o
N

o
o

25 50 75 100
Age (years)

Predicted probability of intracranial surgery per year*

o
~

o
w

©
[

Predicted probability
o
N

o
o

25 50 75 100
Age (years)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.25.24309449

