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Abstract 

Background: We investigated delirium prevalence and potential effects of long-term sedation in 
critically ill COVID-19 patients; to identify opportunities for improving sedation practices and delirium 
prevention. 

Methods: This prospective, single-center, observational cohort study was conducted from April-June 
2020. Adult COVID-19 patients were eligible if admitted to an ICU with mechanical 
ventilation/intravenous sedation; or a general care unit with brain monitoring due to altered mental status. 
Patients were evaluated daily until discharge using the Richmond Agitation-Sedation Scale, Confusion 
Assessment Method for the ICU, and CAM-Severity. Cumulative doses of sedation and paralytic 
medications were recorded. At three months post-enrollment, cognition, mood, and quality of life were 
measured by the Telephone Interview for Cognitive Status (TICS), Center for Epidemiologic Studies 
Depression Scale 10-item (CES-10), and EuroQol 5-Dimension-3 Level (EQ-5D-3L), respectively. 

Results: 67 patients were enrolled, with a mean (SD) age of 59 (12) years, 30 (45%) Hispanic, 43 (64%) 
developing acute respiratory distress syndrome, 55 (82%) mechanically ventilated (mean duration of 22.9 
days), and 5 comatose for the entire study. Of the 62 patients assessed for delirium, 61 (98%) had 
delirium at least once, with a mean (SD) of 12.7 (13.0) days. >90% of patients received opioids, 
benzodiazepines, or propofol at least once; median (IQR) total dose of 37.4 (78.9) mg (fentanyl 
equivalents), 52.5 (813.3) mg (midazolam equivalents), and 46 (53) g (propofol), respectively. At follow-
up, 40 (60%) patients were reached, while 16 (24%) were deceased/comfort measures. Patients showed 
reductions in cognition, mood, and quality of life with median (IQR) scores for TICS (0-41): 30 (26-33); 
CES-D-10 (0-30): 6 (4-12); EQ-5D-3L (1-3): 2 (mobility, self-care, usual activities, pain/discomfort).  

Conclusion: Critically and acutely ill patients with COVID-19 early in the pandemic experienced a high 
rate of delirium and sedation. Large doses of sedatives may contribute to greater delirium burden during 
hospitalization, and lead to poor clinical outcomes.   
 
Keywords: COVID-19; ICU; Delirium; Sedation; Long-term Clinical Outcomes  
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INTRODUCTION 

Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), commonly known as COVID-19, was 
first reported in December 2019 in Wuhan, China. Just over a year later, there were more than 1 billion 
confirmed cases and 2 million confirmed deaths globally 1. At the start of our study, nearly a quarter of 
reported cases were in the United States, where over 60,000 people had died from COVID-19 2. As 
hospitalizations for severe COVID-19 surged, it became evident that patients in intensive care units 
(ICUs) with COVID-19 faced a particularly high risk of developing delirium. One study found that 69% 
of ICU patients with COVID-19 experienced agitation, and 65% developed delirium 3.  
 
Delirium is an acute neurologic syndrome characterized by confusion, inattention, and a fluctuating 
course, often accompanied by agitation, lethargy, or both 4. Among hospitalized patients, its incidence 
ranges from 20% to 80% 5-7, with critically ill, mechanically ventilated patients at the highest risk, 
exceeding 90% in some reports 6,8. Delirium has led to poorer critical care outcomes, such as prolonged 
ventilation, increased mortality, and other ICU-related complications. For elderly patients with COVID-
19, delirium was associated with a fourfold increase in in-hospital mortality compared to those without 
delirium 9. Additionally, delirium during hospitalization has been linked to long-term cognitive 
impairments after discharge 10. 
 
While prior research highlighted high rates of delirium early in the COVID-19 pandemic 3,11,12, the 
quantities of sedation and narcotics administered and their potential contribution to delirium have not 
been thoroughly examined. The goal of this study was to use once-daily delirium assessments together 
with medication records to investigate the potential cognitive effects of long-term sedation in patients 
with COVID-19. This study documents some of the largest quantities of sedation and narcotics 
administered to ICU patients during the pandemic. Our findings suggest that sedation and narcotics 
administration practices during the early stages of the pandemic were problematic, highlighting critical 
opportunities for improvement. 
 
METHODS 

Study design, setting, and participants 
We conducted a single-center, prospectively designed, observational cohort study of adults admitted to 
Massachusetts General Hospital (MGH) with COVID-19 between April 23 and June 11, 2020. Eligible 
participants were adults aged 18 and older with laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 who met one of the 
following criteria: 1) admission to an ICU with either mechanical ventilation or intravenous sedative 
administration, or 2) admission to a general care unit with brain monitoring via EEG due to concerns 
about altered mental status. The study design is compatible with STROBE guidelines. 
 
Standard Protocol Approvals, Registrations, and Patient Consents 
This study was conducted as a Clinical Quality Improvement Initiative at MGH to investigate sedation 
practices in critically ill patients with COVID-19 and the potential impact that sedatives have on delirium. 
According to the Partners Human Research Committee, it qualified for an exemption from formal 
oversight by the Mass General Brigham Institutional Review Board and met the criteria for a waiver of 
informed consent. The study was performed in compliance with the ethical principles outlined in the 1964 
Declaration of Helsinki, its subsequent amendments, and comparable ethical standards. 
 
Clinical Assessments  
Patients were assessed once daily at the bedside by study staff from enrollment until hospital discharge. 
Evaluations included the Richmond Agitation-Sedation Scale (RASS) to measure arousal levels, the 
Confusion Assessment Method for the ICU (CAM-ICU) to determine the presence of delirium, and the 
CAM-Severity (CAM-S, Long Form: 0–19) to quantify the severity of delirium symptoms 13-15. For non-
English speaking, evaluations were performed in the presence of an interpreter. For comatose patients 
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(RASS -4 or -5), CAM-ICU and CAM-S assessments were not conducted. Additionally, medical records 
were reviewed to collect RASS scores routinely documented by nursing staff from admission onward. 
 
For descriptive purposes, ‘Days delirium’ refers to days with CAM-ICU-defined delirium, based on the 
presence of two major criteria (acute onset/fluctuating course and inattention) and at least one minor 
criterion (altered level of consciousness or disorganized thinking). ‘Days delirium or coma’ includes days 
with CAM-ICU-defined delirium or coma (RASS -4 or -5). ‘Sum CAM-S’ represents the total of all 
CAM-S scores recorded for each patient. Delirium was further classified into subtypes: hyperactive or 
hypoactive. Hyperactive delirium was defined by either a RASS >0 or the presence of psychomotor 
agitation on the CAM-S, while hypoactive delirium was defined by either a RASS <0 or the presence of 
psychomotor retardation on the CAM-S. 
 
At three months post-enrollment, patients were contacted via telephone to assess for sequelae of critical 
illness and to identify needs for follow-up medical care. A standardized questionnaire was administered, 
including: 1) Telephone Interview for Cognitive Status (TICS, 0-41) 16 where lower scores represent 
greater impairments; 2) Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale 10-item (CES-D-10, 0-30) 17 
with higher scores representing a more depressed mood; and 3) EuroQol 5-Dimension-3 Level (EQ-5D-
3L) 18 to assess mobility, self-care, usual activities, pain/discomfort, and anxiety/depression where labels 
(1-3) describe the different severity levels of a dimension (ranging from no problem to extreme 
problems). Although the dimensions have no arithmetic properties, we derive a summed total score for 
descriptive purposes. Patients were offered resources, including clinic visits, to help cope with any 
problems identified during the interview. Baseline functional status was retrospectively determined by 
reviewing medical records, using the Lawton Instrumental Activities of Daily Living (IADL, 0-8) scale, 
where lower scores indicate lower function/dependence) 

19. This assessment incorporated physician 
documentation and physical/occupational therapy evaluations when available. 
 
Medications  
The total amount of sedation and paralytic medications administered to patients during hospitalization 
was collected. Cumulative doses of opioids and benzodiazepines were converted into fentanyl and 
midazolam equivalents, respectively. Details of the conversion are provided in the supplemental material. 
 
Exposure Strata  
Patients were divided into two groups based on the median number of ‘Days with delirium or coma’: 1) 
‘low delirium’ group, defined as ‘Days with delirium or coma’ ≤25; 2) ‘high delirium’ group, defined as 
‘Days with delirium or coma’ >25. Delirium prevalence statistics and follow-up scores were computed 
separately for each group. Statistical significance was assessed using a t-test or a Mann-Whitney U test, 
with the significance level at p <0.05. Additional groupings were created based on different exposure 
strata; details on these groupings can be found in the supplemental material. 
 
Linear Regression 
Stepwise multivariable regression was conducted using forward selection with the partial F-test 20,21. 
Follow-up outcomes were treated as dependent variables, while delirium prevalence (the primary 
exposure of interest) and covariates were treated as independent variables. The regression analysis was 
performed twice: once with the exposure variable forced to be included first and a second time without 
this constraint. Further details on the modeling process are provided in the supplemental material. 
 
Data availability 
The data supporting the findings reported in this article, including text, tables, and figures, are available 
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request. 
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RESULTS 

Dataset characteristics 
A total of 67 patients were enrolled between April and June 2020. Of these, 55 patients were admitted to 
one of two COVID ICUs with either mechanical ventilation or intravenous sedative administration, and 
12 were admitted to a general care unit with brain monitoring via EEG due to concerns about altered 
mental status. Figure S1 shows a flow diagram of subject enrollment. The mean (SD) age was 59 (12) 
years, and 43 (64%) patients had hypoxemic respiratory failure/ARDS due to COVID-19. Additional 
demographic data are presented in Table 1. 
 
Swimmer plots show the status of patients (delirium, coma, or neither) during their hospitalization 
(Figure 1). 5 (7%) patients were comatose for the entire study. Of the 62 patients assessed for delirium, 
61 (98%) experienced delirium at least once, with a mean (SD) of 12.7 (13.0) days. The mean (SD) 
CAM-S score was 8.2 (2.7), and all patients had at least one day with a CAM-S score ≥7 (see Figure S2 
for CAM-S swimmer plots). 40 (65%) patients experienced at least one episode of hyperactive delirium, 
with a median (IQR) of 2 (4) days. 57 (92%) patients experienced at least one episode of hypoactive 
delirium, with a median (IQR) of 4 (5) days. 30 (44%) patients were comatose at least once during the 
study; and 63 (94%) were comatose at least once during hospitalization, when considering RASS scores 
routinely documented by nursing staff from admission onward (see Figure S3 for RASS swimmer plots). 
 

 
 
Figure 1: Swimmer plots indicating patients who had delirium (CAM-ICU positive), coma (RASS -4 or -
5), or did not have delirium or coma. Each bin represents one day. Transitions from the ICU to the floor, 
and from the floor back to the ICU are also shown. 
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Follow-up outcomes  
Of the 67 patients enrolled, 40 (60%) completed some or all of the 3-month follow-up questionnaire, 11
(16%) could not be reached, and 16 (24%) were deceased or on comfort measures only (CMO). 37
patients completed the TICS [0-41], with a median (IQR) total score of 30 (26-33), or ambiguous for
cognitive impairment. Among the 36 patients who completed the CES-D-10 [0-30], median (IQR) scores
were 6 (4-12) or a slightly depressed mood, and 12 (33%) patients were considered depressed (with a
score of 10 or greater). Among the 39 patients who completed the EQ-5D-3L, median (IQR) scores for
the five dimensions were: 2 (1-2) or some problems with mobility, self-care, and usual activities; 2 (1-3)
or some problems with pain/discomfort, and 1 (1-2) or no problem with anxiety/depression. For
descriptive purposes, the median (IQR) for the summed EQ-5D-3L total score was 9 (6-11), or some
problems with quality of life. Patients also reported additional post-discharge issues not specifically asked
about, including foot pain (5/40; 12.5%), hip or back pain (4/40; 10%), nerve pain (4/40; 10%), chronic
pain (4/40; 10%), shoulder/arm pain (3/40; 7.5%), numbness in the extremities (hands/feet) (3/40; 7.5%),
weakness (3/40; 7.5%), hair loss (3/40; 7.5%), and throat pain (1/40; 2.5%). In contrast, all but three
patients had been independent in daily activities before hospitalization. Figure 2 provides violin and
boxplots summarizing patient scores across the study instruments. 
 

 
 
Figure 2: Violin and boxplots showing patient scores across the various instruments used in the study.
The white circle in the plots indicates the median score for each metric. Instrumental Activities of Daily
Living (IADL, 0-8) (top left) represents patients’ baseline functional status before COVID-19 infection,
where lower scores indicate lower function/dependence. Delirium days (top middle) and coma days (top
right) reflect patients’ status during hospitalization for COVID-19, as assessed using the Confusion
Assessment Method for the ICU (CAM-ICU) and the Richmond Agitation Sedation Scale (RASS),
respectively. At the 3-month follow-up, cognition (bottom left) was assessed using the Telephone
Interview for Cognitive Status (TICS, 0-41), where suggested qualitative interpretive ranges include a
total score of 33-41 (non-impaired), 26-32 (ambiguous), 21-25 (mildly impaired), ≤20 (moderately to
severely impaired). Quality of life (bottom middle) was measured with the EuroQol 5-Dimension-3 Level
(EQ-5D-3L), which evaluates mobility, self-care, usual activities, pain/discomfort, and
anxiety/depression. For descriptive purposes, a higher summed total score indicates more issues in these
domains. Depression (bottom right) was measured using the Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression
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Scale 10-item (CES-D-10, 0-30), where higher scores represent a more depressed mood (a score of 10 or 
greater is considered depressed).  
Medications  
Patients received various medications during hospitalization, including opioids (64; 96%), 
benzodiazepines (60; 90%), antipsychotics (60; 90%), propofol (63; 94%), dexmedetomidine (55; 82%), 
ketamine (31; 46%), isoflurane (11; 16%), and paralytics (60; 90%). Cumulative doses, given as median 
(IQR), were opioids [37.4 (78.9) mg (fentanyl equivalents)], benzodiazepines [52.5 (813.3) mg 
(midazolam equivalents) or 26.25 (406.65) mg (lorazepam equivalents)], antipsychotics [245 (722) g], 
propofol [46 (53) g], dexmedetomidine [6.3 (12.1) mg], ketamine [0.0 (12,291.8) mg]. The mean (SD) 
duration of isoflurane and paralytic use was 0.4 (1.1) and 6.8 (7.2) days, respectively. 
 
Exposure Strata  
Results of the t-test between the ‘low delirium’ and ‘high delirium’ groups are shown in Table 2. 
Compared to the ‘low delirium’ group, the ‘high delirium’ group exhibited the following significant 
differences: 1) Longer ICU length of stay: higher mean (SD) of 28.0 (14.6) days vs. 16.8 (8.2) days 
(p=0.0004); 2) Longer hospital length of stay: higher mean (SD) of 49.8 (21.6) days vs. 26.1 (10.5) days 
(p<0.0001); 3) Lower TICS scores at 3-months: lower mean (SD) scores of 26.3 (6.6) vs. 31.0 (5.0) 
(p=0.018); 4) Lower EQ-5D-3L scores at 3-months: lower mean (SD) scores of 9.8 (2.3) vs. 7.7 (2.2) 
(p=0.0062). The ‘high delirium’ group also received significantly higher amounts of medications, 
including opioids: median (IQR) of 69.4 (82.0) mg vs. 32.7 (53.6) mg (p=0.0296); benzodiazepines: 
136.3 (1517.1) mg vs. 8.0 (265.3) mg (p=0.0072); antipsychotics: 410 (879) g vs. 130 (270) g (p=0.0025); 
propofol: 54 (39) g vs. 36 (58) g (p=0.0287); ketamine: 1971.6 (18993.5) mg vs. 0.0 (6138.5) mg 
(p=0.0323). Additionally, the ‘high delirium’ group had a longer median (IQR) duration of paralytic use: 
9.5 (9.0) days vs. 4.1 (3.0) days (p=0.0026). For detailed results across different exposure strata, refer to 
Tables S1-S3. 
 
Linear Regression  
In Table 3, we show results using the TICS, CES-D-10, and EQ-5D-3L as outcome variables and ‘Days 
delirium’ as the exposure variable, while forcing the exposure variable to be included in step 1 of the 
stepwise variable selection. For TICS and CES-D-10, the forward selection included only ‘Days delirium’ 
into the regression model, and this single variable did not reach significance (TICS: F-test statistic 1.1, 
p=0.3; CES-D-10: F-test statistic 0.8, p=0.4). Pearson correlations were also non-significant between 
‘Days delirium’ and TICS (r=-0.18, p=0.29); or between ‘Days delirium’ and CES-D-10 (r=0.22, p=0.20) 
(Table S4). For EQ-5D-3L, the regression model, consisting of the ‘Days delirium’ variable only, reached 
significance (F-test statistic 7.6, p=0.008), and adding hospital length of stay significantly improved the 
model’s fit (partial F-test statistic 9, p=0.005). The Pearson correlation between ‘Days delirium’ and EQ-
5D-3L was moderate and significant (r=0.44, p=0.005). 
 
When the ‘Days delirium’ variable was not forced to be included in step 1, hospital length of stay was 
selected as the first variable for predicting TICS and EQ-5D-3L (TICS: F-test statistic 4.7, p=0.036; EQ-
5D-3L: F-test statistic 16.4, p=0.0003). For CES-D-10, Body Mass Index (BMI) was selected as the first 
variable (F-test statistic 8.7, p=0.0056). For further details, see Tables S5-S7. 
 
DISCUSSION 

Our data show: 1) delirium early in the COVID-19 pandemic among acutely ill hospitalized patients was 
nearly universal, 2) patients received very large amounts of sedation and narcotics, and 3) delirium 
severity is associated with higher sedative doses, longer hospital and ICU stay, poorer quality of life and 
worse cognition at 3-month follow-up. Although we acknowledge that the association between delirium 
severity and poor outcome may not be direct and could be through illness severity, our findings document 
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some of the largest quantities of sedation and narcotics administered to ICU populations and suggest the 
opportunity to improve sedation practices. 
 
We observed a delirium prevalence of 98% (61 of the 62 patients) in our study, with 65% (40 patients) 
exhibiting the hyperactive subtype and 92% (57 patients) displaying the hypoactive subtype. The mean 
duration of delirium was 12.7 days. In comparison, previous studies have reported delirium prevalence 
rates ranging from 12.8% to 84.3% among ICU patients 3,11,12,22-26, with the hyperactive and hypoactive 
subtypes occurring in 12.6% to 86.6% and 13.4% to 87.4% of cases, respectively 11,12,24. By contrast, 
delirium prevalence among non-ICU patients has been reported at 22.8% to 33% 27-29. Historically, 
delirium prevalence in ICU patients has also been variable, with studies reporting 16.5%, 32.3%, 74%, 
and 84%, with mechanically ventilated patients composing 37%, 38.4%, 91%, and 100%, respectively 10, 

30-32. A meta-analysis further estimated a pooled delirium prevalence of 31% among ICU patients, with 
hyperactive, hypoactive, and mixed subtypes occurring in 4%, 17%, and 10% of cases, respectively 33. 
This variability in reported prevalence can be attributed to differences in patient demographics, 
particularly those hospitalized during the COVID-19 pandemic, as well as variations in clinical settings, 
the criteria used to define delirium, and the screening tools employed across studies. 
 
The use of sedatives is associated with delirium, especially sedative-hypnotics and anticholinergic agents 
34,35. Heavy sedation, especially with benzodiazepines, is shown to increase the risk of delirium and coma 
in ICU patients 36,37, while minimizing sedation has led to improved survival and more delirium-free days 
38-40. In our cohort, over 90% of patients received opioids, benzodiazepines, or propofol at least once, with 
higher cumulative doses compared to studies involving non-COVID-19 patients 36,37; and in line with 
other studies of COVID-19 patients 11, 41. One study reported that 64% and 70.9% of COVID-19 patients 
received benzodiazepines and propofol, respectively, for a median duration of 7 days 11. 
 
The observed shift in practice from minimal sedation to deep sedation during the COVID-19 pandemic 
might be explained by various factors, including younger age and good health of many patients before the 
onset of COVID-19, high respiratory drive, shortage of trained ICU staff, and patients being more 
agitated on emergence from sedation 42. Also, individually tailored intermittent administration of certain 
drugs (opioids) may have been considered impractical in the face of the overwhelmed healthcare system 
during the early phase of the COVID-19 pandemic, and continuous sedation is practically favored, which 
increases the risk of side effects 42. In our cohort, 43 (64%) patients had ARDS due to COVID-19, which 
led to prolonged sedation and possibly drug tolerance, dependence, and other side effects, as well as 
severe delirium.  
 
Symptoms of delirium that last for more than a few weeks or even months (persistent delirium) have been 
reported 43. Additionally, delirium is associated with an increased risk of mortality, institutionalization, 
and subsequent dementia 43. During 3-month follow-up, patients showed reductions in cognition, mood, 
and quality of life as measured by the TICS, CES-D-10, and EQ-5D-3L, respectively. These findings are 
consistent with a study on survivors of COVID-19-associated ARDS, which reported reduced quality of 
life, as measured by the EQ-5D-3L, in 67% of patients at a six-month follow-up 44. Such adverse 
outcomes after hospitalization may be related to the COVID-19 infection, critical illness, delirium, length 
of hospitalization, or, likely, a combination of these factors.  
 
Prevention and management of delirium in critically ill COVID-19 patients, who are placed on enhanced 
respiratory isolation, presented unique challenges for clinicians. Techniques typically involve non-
pharmacological interventions focused on reducing risk factors (e.g., benzodiazepine use), improving 
sleep quality, frequent reorientation, and increasing mobility 45. The ABCDEF bundle (Awakening and 
Breathing coordination, Choice of drugs, Delirium monitoring and management, Early exercise/mobility, 
and Family engagement) has been shown to improve survival and decrease delirium days in patients when 
followed 40. Due to the contagious nature of COVID-19 and new safety precautions put in place, many of 
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these delirium treatment and prevention interventions became difficult to institute. Family visitation was 
typically not allowed, contributing to further social isolation and limiting the F element of the ABCDEF 
bundle to only interactions via online platforms. Additionally, sedation protocols were adjusted to deal 
with the large number of ARDS patients and prolonged mechanical ventilation. These factors likely put 
COVID-19 patients at higher risk for developing delirium during hospitalization. 
  
Our study has several limitations. Importantly, a small sample size of 62 patients was able to be assessed 
for delirium. This study was conducted at a single center and included a population of 45% Hispanics, 
reducing cohort diversity/generalizability. All patients had at least one day with a CAM-S score ≥7. The 
lack of non-delirious patients limited the analysis of associations between delirium and long-term 
outcomes. When dichotomizing patients based on the median duration of delirium, we found significantly 
worse cognitive scores for the group with a higher delirium burden. Analogously, when splitting patients 
into tertiles, the top and middle tertiles had significantly worse cognitive scores than the bottom tertile. 
However, there was a low and insignificant correlation between the delirium exposure variables and 
cognitive scores, and a univariate linear regression model with delirium exposure (independent) and 
cognitive scores (dependent) did not fit the data significantly well. For quality-of-life, we similarly found 
significantly different scores when stratifying patients according to delirium exposure, but further 
observed significant correlation coefficients and univariate regression results. In stepwise variable 
selection, we found the length of hospital stay to be more strongly associated with cognitive and quality-
of-life scores than delirium exposure. The non-significant associations between delirium and cognition, 
and length of hospitalization being a better predictor of cognition over delirium exposure, may be due to 
the small sample size and lack of a low delirium exposure control group. In contrast, prior research 
involving a larger cohort of 821 ICU patients found delirium duration to be independently associated with 
worse global cognition at three and twelve months post-discharge 10. 
 
Overall, our study suggests that COVID-19 management guidelines should include delirium as a common 
presenting symptom, especially in elderly and ICU patients. There are several modifiable risk factors that 
may help to reduce delirium in COVID-19 patients and improve their quality-of-life post-discharge. One 
is the use of sedatives and their dosing and duration. The ability to minimize sedation in these critically ill 
patients is important for delirium management. Other risks may include a lack of family interaction due to 
visitor restrictions 11 and decreased re-orientation by clinical staff, due to policies that limit the amount of 
time spent in patient rooms as well as language barriers.  
 
CONCLUSION 

Delirium and coma were very common in patients hospitalized for COVID-19 early in the pandemic. The 
total cumulative doses of sedating medications (including benzodiazepines, propofol, and paralytics) were 
associated with an increased severity of delirium. Additionally, patients experiencing more days of 
delirium often spent longer in the ICU and hospital, and on the ventilator. Finally, at 3-month follow-up, 
patients with more delirium days showed more impaired cognition and worse quality of life than those 
with fewer. To improve outcomes, we need to change the sedation practices of COVID-19 patients, 
adhere to the protocols that improve outcomes (ABCDEF bundle), and monitor for delirium. 
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Table 1: Demographics 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Characteristic  Total (n = 67) 
Age, years: Mean (SD) 59 (12%) 
Sex  

Female: n (%) 27 (40%) 
Male: n (%) 40 (60%) 

Race  
Asian: n (%) 2 (3%) 
Black: n (%) 8 (12%) 
Native American or other Pacific Islander: n (%) 0 (0%) 
White: n (%) 27 (40%) 
Other or Unknown: n (%) 30 (45%) 

Ethnicity b  
Hispanic: n (%) 30 (45%) 
Non-Hispanic: n (%) 26 (39%) 
Unknown: n (%) 11 (16%) 

Primary language  
   English: n (%) 26 (39%) 
   Spanish: n (%) 34 (51%) 
   Other or Unknown: n (%) 7 (10%) 
BMI (kg/m2): Mean (SD) 30.7 (6.8) 
Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI) 46  

0 28 (42%) 
1-2 28 (42%) 
3-4 8 (12%) 
≥ 5 3 (4%) 

Primary diagnosis  
COVID-19: n (%) 12 (18%) 
Hypoxemic Respiratory Failure/ARDS due to COVID-19: n (%) 43 (64%) 
Hypercarbic Respiratory Failure/ARDS due to COVID-19: n (%) 3 (5%) 
Altered Mental Status: n (%) 3 (5%) 
Other: n (%) 6 (9%) 

Disposition/discharge level of support  
Home, self-care 3 (4%) 
Home, with services 7 (10%) 
Subacute Rehab (SAR)/Skilled Nursing Facility (SNF) 3 (4%) 
Acute Inpatient Rehabilitation Facility (IRF) 16 (24%) 
Long-Term Care (LTC) Facility or Nursing Home 22 (33%) 
Hospice Service 2 (3%) 
Deceased 14 (21%) 
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Table 2: Exposure Strata  
 All Patients  Days Delirium or 

Coma ≤ 25 

Days Delirium or Coma 
> 25 

t-statistic (p-value), 
U-statistic for 
medications 

Hospitalization Data       
N Patients 62 31 31  
Sex 
     Male a 
     Female a 

 
40 (60) 
27 (40) 

 
15.5 (50) 
15.5 (50) 

 
22 (70) 
9 (30) 

 
-1.8 (0.0719) 

Age (years) b 59 (13) 57 (14) 60 (12) -0.8 (0.42) 
BMI (kg/m2) b 30.7 (7.0) 31.8 (6.5) 29.5 (7.4) 1.3 (0.197) 
ICU Length of Stay (days) b 22.4 (13.0) 16.8 (8.2) **28.0 (14.6) -3.7 (0.0004) 
Hospital Length of Stay (days) b 38.0 (20.6) 26.1 (10.5) **49.8 (21.6) -5.5 (0.0) 
Days Intubated b 18.9 (11.4) 15.6 (6.6) *23.1 (14.5) -2.4 (0.0199) 
Days Intubated or Tracheostomy b 22.9 (13.5) 17.0 (8.7) **30.0 (14.9) -3.8 (0.0004) 
CCI Score b 1.2 (1.5) 1.5 (1.5) 1.0 (1.6) 1.3 (0.1896) 
Mortality a 10 (16) 4 (13) 6 (19) -0.7 (0.50) 
Sequential Organ Failure Assessment 
(SOFA) score 47  b 

5.1 (4.0) 4.9 (4.0) 5.3 (4.1) -0.4 (0.6846) 

Patients with CAM-ICU ≥ 3 evera 61 (98) 30 (97) 31 (100)  
CAM-ICU Score b 2.7 (1.0) 2.3 (1.1) 3.1 (0.7)  
CAM-S Score b 8.2 (2.7) 7.1 (3.0) 9.3 (1.9)  
Maximum CAM-S Score b 12.9 (1.5) 12.5 (1.6) 13.3 (1.3)  
Patients with CAM-S ≥ 7 ever a 62 (100) 31 (100) 31 (100)  
Patients with CAM-S ≥ 10 ever a 60 (97) 29 (94) 31 (100)  
Patients with CAM-S ≥ 12 ever a 53 (85) 24 (77) 29 (94)  
Days Delirium b 12.7 (13.0) 6.2 (4.3) 19.3 (15.3)  
Sum CAM-S b 158.7 (137.0) 89.6 (51.5) 227.7 (160.2)  
Opioids (Fentanyl Equivalents)     (mg)c 37.4 (78.9) 32.7 (53.6) *69.4 (82.0) 346 (0.0296) 
Benzodiazepines (Midazolam 
Equivalents) (mg) c 

52.5 (813.3) 8.0 (265.3) **136.3 (1517.1) 306.5 (0.0072) 

Antipsychotics (g) c 245 (723) 130 (270) ** 410 (879) 281.0 (0.0025) 
Propofol (g) c 46 (53) 36 (58) * 54 (40) 345.0 (0.0287) 
Dexmedetomidine (mg) c 6.3 (12.1) 6.4 (11.4) 6.2 (11.3) 397.0 (0.1209) 
Ketamine (mg) c 0.0 (12291.8) 0.0 (6138.5) * 1971.6 (18993.5) 359.0 (0.0323) 
Days on Isoflurane b 0.4 (1.1) 0.4 (0.9) 0.5 (1.3) -0.6 (0.5611) 
Days on Paralytics b 6.8 (7.2) 4.1 (3.0) ** 9.5 (9.0) -3.1 (0.0026) 
 

Long-term Follow-up Data      

Patients with Follow-up a 40 (65) 21 (68) 19 (61)  
TICS Score b 28.9 (6.2) 31.0 (5.0) *26.3 (6.6) 2.5 (0.018) 
TICS Range 12 – 39 22 – 39 12 – 36  
CES-D-10 Score b 7.2 (5.1) 6.7 (5.4) 7.9 (4.6) -0.8 (0.4566) 
CES-D-10 Range 0 – 22 0 – 22 0 – 14  
EQ-5D-3L Score b 8.6 (2.5) 7.7 (2.2) **9.8 (2.3) -2.9 (0.0062) 
EQ-5D-3L Range 5 – 14 5 – 11 6 – 14  

 

a N (%) 
b Mean (Standard Deviation) 
c Median (IQR) 
*   p-value < 0.05 
** p-value < 0.005 
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Table 3: Linear Regression  
 

              TICS  
Rank Included  0 – forced 1 – forced 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Predictor Added Constant Days 
Delirium  

Hospital 
Length of 
Stay  

Benzodiazep
ines and 
Propofol 

Ketamine Opioids Sex BMI Age 

R2 0 0.03 0.14 0.19 0.24 0.25 0.26 0.26 0.26 
F-Statistic   1.1 2.9 2.6 2.5 2.1 1.7 1.5 1.2 

F-test p-value  0.3122 0.0705 0.0713 0.0586 0.0922 0.1515 0.2229 0.3164 
Log-Likelihood -119.6 -119 -116.7 -115.7 -114.5 -114.2 -114.1 -114 -114 

Partial F-
Statistic  

 1.1 4.6 1.8 2.2 0.5 0.1 0.2 0 

Partial F-test p-
value  

 0.3122 0.0396 0.1867 0.1479 0.4927 0.7472 0.6886 0.8481 

Partial F-test p-
value < 0.05 

N/A FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 

 

               EQ-5D-3L 
Rank Included  0 – forced 1 – forced 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Predictor Added Constant Days 
Delirium  

Hospital 
Length of 
Stay  

Sex BMI Benzodiaze
pines and 
Propofol 

Opioids Age Ketamine 

R2 0 0.17 0.34 0.39 0.42 0.43 0.44 0.45 0.45 
F-Statistic   7.6 9.2 7.5 6.3 5 4.2 3.6 3 

F-test p-value  0.0088 0.0006 0.0005 0.0007 0.0017 0.003 0.0064 0.0131 
Log-Likelihood -90.2 -86.5 -82.2 -80.5 -79.4 -79.3 -78.8 -78.7 -78.7 

Partial F-
Statistic  

 7.6 9 3.1 2 0.3 0.8 0.1 0 

Partial F-test p-
value  

 0.0088 0.0049 0.0881 0.1661 0.615 0.3703 0.7411 0.8816 

Partial F-test p-
value < 0.05 

 TRUE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 

 
 
 
 
 

                  CES-D-10 
Rank Included  0 – forced 1 - forced 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Predictor Added Constant Days 
Delirium 

BMI  Benzodiazep
ines and 
Propofol 

Hospital 
Length of 
Stay 

Age Sex Opioids Ketamine 

R2 0 0.02 0.23 0.31 0.36 0.39 0.41 0.41 0.42 
F-Statistic   0.8 5.1 4.9 4.6 4.0 3.4 2.9 2.5 

F-test p-value  0.3668 0.0117 0.0064 0.0050 0.0062 0.0110 0.0203 0.0348 
Log-Likelihood -112 -111.5 -107.1 -105.2 -103.6 -102.7 -102.3 -102.2 -102.0 

Partial F-
Statistic  

 0.8 9.1 3.7 2.8 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.3 

Partial F-test p-
value  

 0.3668 0.0047 0.0637 0.1044 0.2152 0.4574 0.6067 0.6155 

Partial F-test p-
value < 0.05 

 FALSE TRUE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE FALSE 
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