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Abstract 56 

Background: Delirium during acute respiratory failure is common and morbid. Pharmacologic 57 

sedation is a major risk factor for delirium, but some sedation is often necessary for the 58 

provision of safe care of mechanically ventilated patients. A simple, transparent model that 59 

predicts sedative-associated delirium in mechanically ventilated ICU patients could be used to 60 

guide decisions about personalized sedation.   61 

Research Question: Can the risk of sedative-associated delirium be estimated in mechanically-62 

ventilated ICU patients? 63 

Study Design and Methods: Using the subset of patients in a previously-published ICU cohort 64 

who received mechanical ventilation, we performed backward stepwise logistic regression to 65 

derive a model predictive of sedative-associated delirium. We validated this model internally 66 

using hundredfold bootstrapping. We then validated this model externally in a separate 67 

prospective cohort of mechanically ventilated ICU patients.  68 

Results: 836 patients comprised the derivation cohort. Backwards stepwise regression 69 

produced a model with age, BMI, sepsis, SOFA, malignancy, COPD, stroke, sex, and doses of 70 

sedatives (opioids, propofol, and/or benzodiazepines) as predictors of sedative-associated 71 

delirium. The model had very good discriminative power, with an area under the receiver-72 

operator curve (AUROC) of 0.83. Internal validation via bootstrapping showed preserved 73 

discriminatory function with an AUROC of 0.81 and graphical evidence of good calibration. 74 

External validation in a separate set of 340 patients showed good discrimination, with AUROC 75 

of 0.70.  76 
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Interpretation: Sedative-associated delirium during acute respiratory failure requiring mechanical 77 

ventilation can be predicted using a simple, transparent model, which can now be validated in a 78 

prospective study.  79 

Introduction 80 

Delirium, a syndrome of acutely altered attention, awareness, and cognition, affects up 81 

to 80% of patients with acute respiratory failure requiring mechanical ventilation.1-4 Delirium is 82 

associated with both ICU and hospital mortality.5,6 Among survivors, delirium is also associated 83 

with long-term cognitive impairment,2,7 which reduces quality of life and, for many patients,8 is a 84 

less desirable outcome than death.  85 

During acute respiratory failure, delirium is likely a manifestation of different or 86 

converging pathophysiologic processes. Recognizing this multifaceted pathophysiology, 87 

clinicians and researchers often subcategorize delirium by probable etiology, with common 88 

examples including alcohol withdrawal delirium, septic delirium, delirium associated with hepatic 89 

dysfunction (also known as “hepatic encephalopathy”), and medication-induced delirium. In a 90 

recent study with a large cohort of ICU patients, 90% of whom were mechanically ventilated, we 91 

found that sedative-associated delirium was the most common risk factor-defined delirium 92 

subtype.9 Like hypoxic and septic delirium, sedative-associated delirium was associated with 93 

decreased long-term cognitive function after recovery from critical illness.9 94 

In contrast to other etiologies of delirium, sedative-associated delirium is at least in part 95 

under the control of the clinical team. However, deliriogenic sedation practices, such as frequent 96 

use of benzodiazepines, persist worldwide—indeed, this has worsened since the beginning of 97 

the COVID-19 pandemic.10 Sedative choice and depth is ideally personalized according to each 98 

patient’s condition and needs, but evidence-based tools to guide sedation practices are limited 99 

to sedation scales used to gauge depth of sedation.11,12 Therefore, we sought to derive and 100 
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validate a simple, transparent prediction tool that quantifies the risk of sedative-associated 101 

delirium during invasive mechanical ventilation, with a particular focus on the newly intubated 102 

patient. If accurate and reliable, this tool could then inform clinicians as they consider risk-103 

benefit tradeoffs regarding sedation, particularly in the immediate post-intubation period. 104 

Methods 105 

Patient Cohorts 106 

We derived and internally validated the model using data collected during the Bringing to 107 

Light the Risk Factors and Incidence of Neuropsychological Dysfunction in intensive care unit 108 

(ICU) Survivors (BRAIN-ICU)2 and Delirium and Dementia in Veterans Surviving ICU Care 109 

(MIND-ICU) studies.13 These were parallel multicenter, prospective cohort studies with identical 110 

inclusion/exclusion criteria in different patient populations that have been extensively described 111 

elsewhere.2 In brief, adults with acute respiratory failure and/or septic or cardiogenic shock were 112 

enrolled in five US hospitals; complete medication administration data and daily delirium 113 

assessments by trained research personnel were collected. BRAIN-ICU and MIND-ICU also 114 

collected neurocognitive data out to one year from ICU discharge, as the aims of the study were 115 

to estimate the prevalence of long-term cognitive impairment after critical illness and to test the 116 

hypothesis that longer duration of delirium in the hospital and higher doses of sedative and 117 

analgesic agents are independently associated with more severe cognitive impairment. For the 118 

current study, we used only data from ICU admission and restricted the analysis to patients who 119 

were mechanically ventilated at the time of study enrollment.  120 

Following derivation and internal validation, we externally validated the rule using data 121 

collected as part of the Acute Lung Injury Registry (ALIR),14 an ongoing prospective cohort 122 

study conducted at the University of Pittsburgh. Inclusion criteria, exclusion criteria, and data 123 

gathering procedures have previously been described.14 In brief, adults with acute respiratory 124 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 1, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.30.24314628doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.30.24314628
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 7 

failure are enrolled from three hospitals within the UPMC health system in Pittsburgh, PA. For 125 

the current study, we analyzed mechanically ventilated patients with delirium assessments. 126 

Baseline Data and Outcomes 127 

During BRAIN-ICU and MIND-ICU, research personnel collected baseline variables at 128 

the time of study enrollment, including age, sex, height, weight, admission diagnosis, chronic 129 

disease burden according to the Charlson comorbidity index,15 preexisting cognitive impairment 130 

according to the Short Informant Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly (IQCODE),16 131 

and cerebrovascular disease burden according to the Framingham Stroke Risk Profile.17 Every 132 

study day until ICU discharge or study day 30, research personnel collected data on severity of 133 

illness according to the Sequential Organ Failure Assessment (SOFA) score and presence of 134 

severe sepsis, hypoxemia, coma, and delirium.18 We assessed participants’ level of 135 

consciousness with the Richmond Agitation-Sedation Scale (RASS) and assessed for delirium 136 

using the Confusion Assessment Method for the ICU (CAM-ICU).11,19 We also collected 137 

medication-administration data from the medical record, converting benzodiazepine doses to 138 

midazolam equivalents and opioid doses to fentanyl equivalents as per the study’s 139 

Supplementary Appendix.2 As previously described,9 we defined sedative-associated delirium 140 

as delirium (identified by a positive CAM-ICU assessment) occurring on the same day that the 141 

subject received a benzodiazepine, opioid, propofol, and/or dexmedetomidine. 142 

ALIR study personnel collect baseline variables at the time of enrollment, including age, 143 

sex, chronic disease burden, height, and weight. Respiratory failure diagnoses are established 144 

via a consensus conference of intensivist investigators. Medication data are automatically 145 

abstracted from the medical record; doses of benzodiazepines and opioids are converted to 146 

midazolam and fentanyl equivalents (respectively) as previously described.20-22 For the 147 

validation cohort, we included ALIR patients who were assessed for coma and delirium daily 148 

using the RASS and CAM-ICU by research personnel and/or twice daily using the Riker 149 
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Sedation-Agitation Scale (SAS) and the Intensive Care Delirium Screening Checklist 150 

(ICDSC).12,23 As the ICDSC evaluates a patient over a period of time, while the CAM evaluates 151 

a patient at a particular moment, and as delirium is frequently underrecognized, we treated 152 

patients as having been delirious on a given day if either CAM-ICU or ICDSC were positive and 153 

classified this as sedative-associated delirium using the previously described definition. 154 

Statistical Analysis 155 

We analyzed data using Stata (version 18 StataCorp, College Station, TX) and R 156 

(version 4.1.2, R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). Missing BRAIN-ICU 157 

data were imputed as previously described.2 We imputed missing delirium data in the ALIR 158 

dataset (for approximately 9% of measurements) using the MICE package for multivariate 159 

imputation in R.  160 

We chose an initial 28 candidate variables that had previously been shown to associate 161 

with delirium risk.24 Because we sought to derive a relatively simple, transparent score to 162 

facilitate implementation, we applied logistic regression so that the resulting model would be 163 

intuitively interpretable, the strengths of individual predictors would be explicit, and the model 164 

could be used for new prediction in different data sets. Specifically, we used backwards logistic 165 

regression with variable elimination at a threshold of p > 0.2 to streamline the model. We used 166 

the entire derivation set to create the initial model and used hundred-fold bootstrapping to 167 

internally validate the model. Some data (notably frailty and history of stroke) were not captured 168 

in the validation cohort, therefore probabilities were calculated in the external validation cohort 169 

without those terms. Finally, for both internal and external validation, we assessed 170 

discrimination using the area under the receiver-operator curve (i.e., the C-statistic) and 171 

assessed calibration graphically and with the Brier index.  172 

Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate 173 
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The BRAIN-ICU and MIND-ICU data comprising the derivation set were obtained with 174 

Institutional Review Board (IRB) approval from Vanderbilt University and participating 175 

Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Centers. Patients or their legally authorized 176 

representatives granted consent, as previously described.2 The ALIR study was approved by 177 

the IRB at the University of Pittsburgh. Patients or their legally authorized representatives 178 

provided initial consent, as previously described.14 We also obtained a separate IRB approval 179 

from the University of Pittsburgh to analyze deidentified data for the current study. 180 

 181 

Results 182 

Of the 1040 patients in the BRAIN-ICU/MIND-ICU data set, 836 were intubated and 183 

mechanically ventilated on the day of enrollment and were used to generate the prediction 184 

model. Baseline data are displayed in Table 1. Of these 836 patients, 571 (68%) had sedative-185 

associated delirium in the first 72 hours after study enrollment. 186 

The 28 initial candidate variables we analyzed in the initial regression are shown in 187 

Table 2. The strongest predictors were benzodiazepine and propofol doses as well as severity 188 

of illness (as measured by SOFA score); other predictors included opioid dose, malignancy, 189 

COPD, sepsis at admission, sex, and age (Table 3).  190 

Concordance statistic analysis showed good discrimination, with an area under the 191 

receiver-operator curve of 0.83 (Figure 1). Internal validation via hundredfold bootstrapping 192 

showed a C-statistic of 0.81 with good graphical calibration (Figure 2). External validation in the 193 

ALIR cohorts also showed good discrimination, with a C-statistic of 0.70 (Figure 3).  194 

 195 

Discussion 196 

In this study, we found that a 10-variable clinical prediction tool accurately predicted 197 

sedative-associated delirium in two multihospital cohorts of mechanically ventilated acute 198 
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respiratory failure patients. Variables that are readily available to clinicians—age, admission 199 

diagnosis, severity of illness (as measured by the SOFA score), malignancy, COPD, sepsis, 200 

sex, and doses of benzodiazepines, propofol, and opioids—successfully predicted sedative-201 

associated delirium during the early period of mechanical ventilation. Future studies are now 202 

needed to determine whether a personalized sedation protocol based on this model and other 203 

relevant data improves outcomes when used clinically. 204 

The most common, and likely most directly modifiable, cause of delirium during acute 205 

respiratory failure is pharmacologic sedation. Despite longstanding guidance by multiple 206 

professional societies, much of the sedation provided in ICUs around the world is not 207 

concordant with guidelines and often places patients at higher risk of delirium.25 The reasons for 208 

lack of concordance are multiple and complex but may often arise from the need to balance the 209 

risks of sedative-associated delirium against other risks inherent in the care of mechanically 210 

ventilated patients, for example, the occasional need to maintain deep sedation during 211 

management of severe hypoxemic respiratory failure. 212 

Even guideline-concordant sedation is not without delirium risk. Sedation is commonly 213 

provided during mechanical ventilation for valid clinical reasons—for example, to treat anxiety or 214 

agitation or to avoid excessive work of breathing. Until now, clinicians have not had a way to 215 

quantify the delirium risk of any given sedation strategy. Our work allows for the estimation of 216 

risk and thus the balancing of that risk against competing interests including work of breathing, 217 

metabolic demand, and patient agitation. This tool allows a clinician to estimate the risks for a 218 

specific patient associated with multiple different sedation options and thereby to incorporate 219 

explicit risk information along with the goals of sedation into his or her decision-making. Thus, 220 

this sedation-associated delirium prediction tool could be used to guide decision-making about 221 

sedation and may serve as a key element in a personalized sedation protocol, the effects of 222 

which should be examined in future clinical trials. 223 
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Numerous previous studies have examined risk factors for delirium during critical 224 

illness,26-28 but none, to our knowledge, have focused specifically on sedative-associated 225 

delirium in mechanically ventilated patients. Additionally, though several delirium risk prediction 226 

tools have been generated and validated in ICU cohorts,29-31 these tools do not distinguish 227 

sedative-associated delirium—which is directly related to treatment decisions made by 228 

clinicians—from numerous other delirium subtypes and therefore may be less useful as part of a 229 

personalized sedation protocol. 230 

Strengths of our study include the use of diverse, high-quality study cohorts for both 231 

generation and internal and external validation of the prediction tool. The BRAIN-ICU cohort has 232 

been extensively studied and includes data on variables related to patient demographics, 233 

comorbidities, acute illness, treatments, and delirium outcomes. The ALIR cohort is a similarly 234 

high-quality but fundamentally different cohort, as it is drawn from medical and cardiac intensive 235 

care units and includes very few post-surgical patients. The discriminatory power of the model 236 

during external validiation thus speaks to its likely generalizability. Other strengths include the 237 

tool’s strong face validity and transparency. The predictors included in the final model have all 238 

been consistently associated with delirium, and benzodiazepines have been shown to be the 239 

highest-risk class of sedative medications used in the intensive care unit, a finding consistent 240 

with prior research. One benefit of logistic regression is that it produces clear, transparent 241 

effects of each model component. For example, the odds of sedative-associated delirium 242 

increase by a factor of 1.55 if ten milligrams of midazolam are used, for example. This 243 

transparency should, in theory, make it easier for clinicians to assess the risks of multiple 244 

strategies for the same patient and thus to select the lowest-risk strategy that meets the desired 245 

sedation goals. Finally, this work is the first to our knowledge to allow for the explicit estimation 246 

of sedative-associated delirium risk among mechanically ventilated patients.  247 
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One major limitation of this work is the confounding of delirium by coma. Since coma 248 

prevents assessment of delirium in the case of a comatose patient, heavy sedation to the point 249 

of coma will cause a patient not to score as positive for delirium even if he or she might have 250 

been delirious with less sedation. Another limitation of this work include the use of a potentially 251 

less predictive statistical approach. More advanced machine learning techniques, such as 252 

random forest, extreme gradient boosting, or deep learning neural networks, may fit a given 253 

data set better and may generate more accurate predictions. These methods, however, are 254 

more prone to overfitting. Additionally, it can be difficult or impossible to interpret the individual 255 

variable effects within such models. Along similar lines, the variables available in the two 256 

cohorts were not identical; more accurate predictions might be possible with more complete 257 

information. A final limitation was inability to include certain other delirium risk factors that were 258 

not measured in the cohorts analyzed, such as sensory disturbance or the presence of some 259 

invasive devices, such as central venous catheters or fecal collection devices. This limitation 260 

could be addressed in prospective validation studies of this model.  261 

 262 

Conclusion 263 

We generated a simple, straightforward prediction tool for early sedative-associated 264 

delirium in a diverse cohort of mechanically ventilated patients and validated the tool internally 265 

and externally. Our findings suggest that sedative-associated delirium in mechanically ventilated 266 

ICU patients can be predicted with good confidence. Since our prediction tool allows treating 267 

clinicians to predict the risk of delirium in individual patients for any given sedative strategy, it 268 

may allow clinicians to personalize sedation based on explicit risk-benefit tradeoffs. This 269 

prediction tool should now be optimized and studied prospectively before its implementation as 270 

a clinical decision support tool is tested. 271 

  272 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics and outcome data in generation and validation sets. 273 

Variable BRAIN-ICU/MIND-ICU ALIR 
Number of patients used 836 340 
Age, years 63.3 [53.7, 72.6] 59.4 [47.8, 68.4] 
Male sex 505 (60.4%) 193 (56.8%) 
BMI, kg/m2 28.9 [24.4, 34.8] 29.7 [25.6, 36.3] 
Day 1 SOFA 9 [7, 12] 7 [4, 10] 
History of malignancy 180 (21.5%) 15 (4.4%) 
History of COPD 254 (30.4%) 70 (20.6%) 
Sepsis at admission 159 (31.0%) 206 (60.6%) 
Admission diagnosis 
    Acute MI/CHF/arrhythmia 
    Airway protection 
    ARDS 
    Cirrhosis 
    Non-ARDS respiratory 
    Other* 
    Surgical 

 
118 (14.1%) 
108 (12.9%) 
301 (36.0%) 
15 (1.8%) 

100 (12.0%) 
27 (3.2%) 

167 (20.0%) 

 
35 (10.3%) 
55 (16.2%) 
103 (30.3%) 

0 (0%) 
147 (43.2%) 

0 (0%) 
0 (0%) 

Received benzodiazepines in first 24hrs 364 (43.7%) 288 (84.7%) 
Received propofol in first 24hrs 360 (43.2%) 235 (67.6%) 
Received opioids in first 24hrs 572 (68.6%) 312 (91.8%) 
Sedative-associated delirium in first 72hrs 686 (82.1%) 242 (71.2%) 

Data are displayed as N (%) or median [interquartile range]. Abbreviations: BMI: Body mass 274 

index. SOFA: Sequential Organ Failure Assessment. MI: Myocardial infarction. CHF: 275 

Congestive heart failure. ARDS: Acute respiratory distress syndrome.  COPD: Chronic 276 

obstructive pulmonary disease. 277 

*Other admission diagnoses included hemorrhage, neurological disease, renal failure, 278 

malignancy, and other infectious disease. 279 

  280 
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Table 2. Initial candidate variables prior to backward regression.  281 

Admission diagnosis Age BMI Frailty 
Home BZD use History of alcohol use History of cancer History of CHF 
History of COPD History of CVD History of diabetes History of HIV 
History of liver 
disease 

History of psychiatric 
illness 

History of kidney 
disease 

History of stroke 

ICU type IQCODE score Race Day 1 
benzodiazepines 

Day 1 
dexmedetomidine 

Day 1 propofol Day 1 opioids Sepsis at admission 

Sex SOFA on day 1 Surgery (elective) Surgery (emergent) 
These variables were considered as initial candidates during the model generation process, as 282 

each has previously been associated with delirium risk in other publications.  283 

Abbreviations: BZD: benzodiazepine. CHF: Congestive heart failure. COPD: Chronic obstructive 284 

pulmonary disease. CVD: cardiovascular disease. HIV: Human immunodeficiency virus. ICU: 285 

Intensive care unit. IQCODE: Informant questionnaire on cognitive decline in the elderly. SOFA: 286 

Sequential organ failure assessment. 287 

288 
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Table 3. Variables and associated odds ratios included in the final model.  289 

Variable Odds Ratio 95% Confidence Interval 
Age (per year) 1.03 (1.01, 1.04) 
BMI (per point) 0.98 (0.96, 1.00) 
History of Cancer 2.22 (1.24, 3.98) 
History of COPD 0.69 (0.44, 1.09) 
Sepsis at admission 1.54 (0.94, 2.53) 
Sex (female vs. male) 1.55 (1.00, 2.39) 
SOFA (per point) 1.19 (1.11, 1.28) 
Benzodiazepinesa 1.55 (1.27, 1.88) 
Opioidsb 1.54 (1.25, 1.90) 
Propofolc 1.50 (1.29, 1.73) 

Abbreviations: BMI: Body mass index. COPD: Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. SOFA: 290 

Sequential organ failure assessment. 291 

aPer 10 milligrams of midazolam equivalent received on day 1 of mechanical ventilation 292 

bPer milligram of fentanyl equivalent received on day 1 of mechanical ventilation 293 

cPer gram of propofol received on day 1 of mechanical ventilation 294 

Note that variables were excluded from the model above a threshold p value of 0.2, therefore 295 

some variables included in the final model have 95% confidence intervals which cross 1. 296 

  297 
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 298 

Figure 1. Receiver-operator characteristic curve for training set.  299 
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 300 

Figure 2. Calibration plot after internal validation using hundredfold bootstrapping. 301 
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 303 
Figure 3. Receiver-operator characteristic curve in external validation data set.  304 
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