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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Purpose: Half of the patients experience pain during their ICU stay which is known to influence their outcomes.
Pain Nurses and physicians encounter organizational barriers towards pain assessment and treatment. We aimed to
Intensive care units evaluate the association between adequate pain management and nurse to patient ratio, bed occupancy rate,
Organizational characteristics and fulltime presence of an intensivist.
Nurse to patient ratio Materials and methods: We performed unadjusted and case-mix adjusted mixed-effect logistic regression model-
ﬁleti;:if,ga;gs;t; ing on data from thirteen Dutch ICUs to investigate the association between ICU organizational characteristics
and adequate pain management, i.e. patient-shift observations in which patients' pain was measured and accept-
able, or unacceptable and normalized within 1 h.
All'ICU patients admitted between December 2017 and June 2018 were included, excluding patients who were
delirious, comatose or had a Glasgow coma score < 8 at the first day of ICU admission.
Results: Case-mix adjusted nurse to patient ratios of 0.70 to 0.80 and over 0.80 were significantly associated with
adequate pain management (OR [95% confidence interval] of respectively 1.14[1.07-1.21] and 1.16 [1.08-1.24]).
Bed occupancy rate and intensivist presence showed no association.
Conclusion: Higher nurse to patient ratios increase the percentage of patients with adequate pain management
especially in medical and mechanically ventilated patients.

© 2019 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Pain experienced during ICU stay is a major issue and known to in-
fluence patient outcomes. Pain decreases comfort and sleep and in-
creases morbidity, mortality and length of stay [1-3]. During their stay
half of the ICU patients experience moderate to severe pain [4,5]. Pain
increases during procedures such as turning, chest tube removal,
wound drain removal, and arterial line insertion. Furthermore pain ex-
perienced before a procedure is associated with greater pain during a
procedure [6,7]. The frequent assessment and appropriate treatment

Abbreviations: Fte, full-time equivalent; NICE, national intensive care evaluation; VAS,
Visual Analog Scale; NRS, Numeric Rating Scale; BPS, Behavioral Pain Scale; CPOT, Critical-
Care Pain Observation Tool; EHR, Electronic Health Record; CPOE, computerized provider
order entry.

* Corresponding author at: Amsterdam UMC, University of Amsterdam, Department of
Medical Informatics, Room J1B-113.2, Meibergdreef 9, 1105 AZ Amsterdam, The
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E-mail address: m.blom@amsterdamumc.nl (M.-]. Roos-Blom).
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of pain is associated with decreased incidence of pain, need for seda-
tives, duration of mechanical ventilation, ICU and hospital length of
stay, and mortality [3,8,9]. Therefore, it should be encouraged that
pain during ICU admission is optimally managed. However nurses and
physicians encounter barriers towards pain assessment and treatment,
for example pain is not always easy to measure, especially in mechani-
cally ventilated or sedated patients [10]. Furthermore, qualitative stud-
ies investigating health professionals' practices and barriers regarding
pain management in ICUs indicated that inadequate staffing levels to
meet workload and the need of doctor's approval for prescribing proper
pain medication hampered nurses to provide adequate pain manage-
ment [11-13]. In addition, studies that described pain experience of
ICU patients showed that most patients waited for the nurse to ask
them about their pain before communicating its presence [14]. There-
fore, it can be hypothesized that a lower nurse to patient ratio, higher
bed occupancy rate, and a reduced presence of intensivists are associ-
ated with less patients receiving adequate pain management. To our
knowledge no studies have quantitatively investigated the association
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Table 1
Description of patient characteristics of the 13 included intensive care units.

Patient characteristic Admission Patient-shifts with at least one
count (%) pain
measurement, %
ICU admissions 8136 81.2 (65,565/80743)
Gender male 5140 (63.2) 81.1 (42,940/52971)
Admission type
Medical 3714 (45.6) 79.8 (40,745/51068)
Surgical 4422 (54.4) 83.6 (24,820/29675)
Mechanical ventilation first 4497 (55.3) 80.7 (44,527/55170)
24 h
Median (IQR)
Age in years® 67.0
(57.0-74.0)
Mean (SD)
APACHE IV mortality 0.17 (0.23)

probability?

@ Presented as median with interquartile range (IQR) or mean and standard deviation
(SD), but included as splines in the regression analysis

between these ICU organizational characteristics and pain management
before. Within this multicenter study we aim to gain more insight into
the organizational characteristics associated with adequate pain man-
agement in Dutch ICU patients during their admission.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Data collection

In the Netherlands, the National Intensive Care Evaluation (NICE)
registry, enables ICUs to monitor and improve their quality of care.
The NICE registry provides all 83 Dutch ICUs with audit and feedback
(A&F) information on patient outcomes such as mortality and length
of stay, and optional on topics such as organizational characteristics,
complications, sepsis and sequential organ failure [15]. In 2017, the
NICE registry developed and implemented a web based module with
four actionable quality indicators in order to improve quality of pain
management [16]. The data needed to calculate the pain indicators con-
sist of date and time of pain assessment, pain score, and type of assess-
ment tool [17]. Pain measurements were performed in patients at rest,
usually by nurses, but also by physicians, and measured with validated
measurement instruments. The Visual Analog Scale (VAS) or the Nu-
meric Rating Scale (NRS) was used in patients able to self-report pain
and the Behavioral Pain Scale (BPS) or Critical-Care Pain Observation
Tool (CPOT) in patients not able to self-report, e.g. sedated or mechani-
cally ventilated patients [8,18,19].

We used data from thirteen (15.7%) mixed medical-surgical ICUs
that voluntarily engaged in the pain management module of the NICE
registry and for which data on organizational characteristics and pain
management was available for all patients admitted between December
2017 and June 2018. The ICUs extracted these data from their electronic
health record (EHR) in addition to their regular uploaded NICE data on
patient demographics, physiological and diagnostic data such as comor-
bidities and reason of admission [ 15]. Patients who were not delirious or
comatose and had a Glasgow coma score > 8 at the first day of ICU ad-
mission were eligible for inclusion, because the pain instruments are
only validated for these patients [20].

2.2. Outcome measure

Our outcome measure was the proportion of ICU patients per shift
with adequate pain management. Our unit of observation is a patient
shift as the availability of nurses and intensivists, and bed occupancy
rate change over shifts. Adequate pain management for a patient during
a shift (day, evening or night shift) was defined as ‘yes (1)’ when at least
one pain measurement was performed during that shift and all mea-
surements performed had acceptable pain scores OR in case of an

unacceptable pain score the pain was re-measured and normalized
within 1 h [16,21]. A pain measurement had an unacceptable score
when VAS/NRS > 3, CPOT>2 and BPS > 5 [8,18,19]. We excluded the
first shift of patients' ICU admission because presence of pain is not in
control of the ICU when patients from the operating room or from the
emergency room arrive at the ICU with high pain scores.

2.3. Organizational determinants of adequate pain management

Based on literature, expert opinion and the availability of data in the
NICE registry we explored the impact of four potential organizational
determinants of adequate pain management: nurse to patient ratio,
bed occupancy rate, intensivist presence (hours) during workdays and
intensivist presence (hours) during weekends. Nurse to patient ratio
was determined by dividing the number of full-time equivalent (Fte)
ICU certified nurses during a shift by the maximum number of patients
present at the ICU during that shift. Bed occupancy rate was determined
by dividing the maximum number of patients present at the ICU during
a shift by the number of available ICU beds during that shift, multiplied
by 100.

2.4. Data analysis

We performed unadjusted - i.e. univariate and case-mix adjusted -
i.e. multivariate mixed-effect logistic regression modeling to investigate
the association between each of the four organizational characteristics
and adequate pain management. Nurse to patient ratio and bed occu-
pancy rate were included in the models as quintiles and intensivist pres-
ence during workdays and weekends as dichotomous variables (<24 h
vs. full time coverage i.e. 24 h).

In 2007 Chanques et al. [4] showed that the intensity of NRS scores at
rest were higher in ICU medical patients as compared to surgical-
trauma patients. Other factors that have been shown to be associated
with higher pain scores in ICU patients are a young age, number of co-
morbidities, colon cancer, and abdominal surgery [22-25]. Therefore,
in each of the multivariate models we adjusted the effect of the organi-
zational characteristic for age, gender, admission type (medical vs. sur-
gical) and Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation (APACHE) IV
mortality probability. We included APACHE IV mortality probability as
an overall measure for severity of illness as it includes the combined in-
formation on comorbidities, physiological disturbance, and admission
diagnosis and because the limited number of included ICUs (n = 13) re-
quires a strict policy on the number of covariates in the model. Age and
APACHE IV mortality probability were included in the model as re-
stricted cubic splines to allow a non-linear relationship with adequate
pain.

We included a random intercept for ‘ICU’ and for ‘patient admission’
to account for clustering effects of observations within ICUs and for re-
peated measurements within patients. We tested with ANOVA whether
the model including a specific organizational characteristic improved
compared to a model with only the case-mix variables and random

Table 2
Characteristics of the 13 included intensive care units.

n=13

182 (59-651)
0.75 (0.68-0.84)
73.9 (67.8-84.1)

Organizational characteristic

Number of admissions mechanically ventilated in first 24 h*
Nurse to patient ratio, average per shift®
Bed occupancy rate, average % per shift®
Intensivist presence (hours)
Working days, n (%)

<24.0 6 (46.2)

24.0 7 (53.8)
Weekends, n (%)

<24.0 6 (46.2)

24.0 7 (53.8)

2 Presented as median (interquartile range; IQR)
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Fig. 1. Distribution of percentage of patients with adequate pain management per shift
across the included intensive care units over a 6-month period.

intercepts for ‘ICU’ and ‘patient’ included. We defined improvement as a
p-value smaller than 0.05.

As post-hoc analysis we repeated the multivariate analyses that re-
sulted in a significant association for subgroups medical vs. surgical ad-
missions and for patients mechanically ventilated in the first 24 h vs. not
mechanically ventilated in the first 24 h. Statistical analysis were per-
formed using R version 3.4.3 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing;
Vienna, Austria).

3. Results

Of the thirteen included ICUs six were located in a general hospital,
five in a teaching hospital and two in a university affiliated hospital.
The median number of ICU beds was 14.0 (interquartile range (IQR);
8.0-30.2). Supplementary material 1 shows the flow of patient inclu-
sion. Table 1 shows characteristics of the 8136 included patients to-
gether with the percentage of patients per shift with at least one pain
measurement. Table 2 describes per organizational characteristic the
median and interquartile range (IQR) of the thirteen included ICUs.
For all ICUs the presence of intensivists appeared to be equal for week-
days and weekends, therefore this variable was combined in the regres-
sion analysis. The percentage of patients with adequate pain
management during a specific shift ranged from 57.6% to 84.8% in the
thirteen ICUs (Fig. 1).

Table 3 presents the unadjusted and adjusted odds ratios for the as-
sociations between the organizational determinants and adequate pain

management. The unadjusted nurse to patient ratio of 0.55 or higher
was significantly associated with a higher percentage of patients with
adequate pain management as compared to a nurse to patient ratio of
0.55 or less. This association remained significant for the nurse to pa-
tient ratios of 0.70 to 0.80 and over 0.80 after case-mix adjustment.
Adding nurse to patient ratio to the model that only included the
case-mix variables and random intercepts improved the model signifi-
cantly (ANOVA p <.001). Bed occupancy rate and intensivist presence
were unadjusted and adjusted not associated with adequate pain man-
agement and did not improve the model that only included the case-
mix variables and random intercepts.

The post-hoc analysis (Table 4) showed that a case-mix adjusted
nurse to patient ratio of 0.63 or higher was significantly associated
with a higher percentage of patients with adequate pain management
in medical and mechanically ventilated patients. For surgical and non-
mechanically ventilated patients we found no association.

4. Discussion

We examined the association between four ICU organizational char-
acteristics and adequate pain management. This study shows that nurse
to patient ratio is significantly associated with adequate pain manage-
ment in Dutch ICUs especially in medical and mechanically ventilated
patients. For bed occupancy rate and presence of intensivists we did
not find an association with adequate pain management.

Our finding that a higher nurse to patient ratio increases the per-
centage of patients with adequate pain management per shift confirms
the results from earlier mostly qualitative studies in which ICU nurses
indicated that a lack of manpower and time withheld them from ade-
quate pain management [11,12,26]. However, this does not necessarily
mean that patients admitted to an ICU with lower nurse to patients ra-
tios experience more pain. An alternative explanation for our finding is
that pain is treated appropriate at all ICUs, but ICUs with a higher nurse
to patient ratio may have more time to record the normalized pain score
into the EHR. However, complete registration is part of adequate pain
management to avoid excessive use or side effects of pain medication
due to missing normalized pain scores [27]. Our hypothesis was that a
high bed occupancy rate would be associated with a decreased percent-
age of patients with adequate pain management during a shift. How-
ever, bed occupancy rate did not show to be associated with adequate
pain management. A possible explanation is the fact that the bed occu-
pancy rate does not account for patient turnover. Patient turnover is a
factor within the ICU work environment that disrupts workflows asso-
ciated with the nursing process resulting in increased nursing workload.
Consequently, when the time cost of patient turnover exceeds the time
available within a nurse's schedule this might result in less adequate

Table 3
Odds ratios (ORs) for adequate pain management of unadjusted and case-mix adjusted analyses.
Organizational characteristic OR (95% CI) p-value Adjusted® OR (95% CI) p-value
Nurse to patient ratio
Up to 0.55 Reference Reference
0.55 to 0.63 1.06 (1.00-1.12) 0.047 1.06 (1.00-1.12) 0.05
0.63 to 0.70 1.07 (1.00-1.14) 0.04 1.06 (1.00-1.13) 0.06
0.70 to 0.80 1.14 (1.07-1.22) <0.001 1.14 (1.07-1.21) <0.001
Over 0.80 1.17 (1.09-1.25) <0.001 1.16 (1.08-1.24) <0.001
Bed occupancy rate
Up to 69.0 Reference Reference
69.0 to 80.0 1.01 (0.95-1.08) 0.77 1.01 (0.95-1.08) 0.68
80.0 to 88.2 1.03 (0.96-1.11) 034 1.04 (0.97-1.11) 0.29
88.2 t0 96.3 1.01 (0.94-1.09) 0.72 1.02 (0.94-1.09) 0.67
Over 96.3 1.02 (0.95-1.10) 0.53 1.02 (0.95-1.10) 0.53
Intensivist presence (hours)®
<24.0 Reference Reference
24 0.88 (0.41-1.88) 0.74 0.94 (0.43-2.08) 0.88

¢ Adjusted for the case-mix variables gender, age, admission type (medical or surgical), and Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation (APACHE) IV mortality probability.
b The results for working days and weekends are presented together because ICUs with an intensivist present 24 hours per day during working days had this also during weekends.



4 M.-J. Roos-Blom et al. / Journal of Critical Care 56 (2020) 1-5

Table 4

0dds ratios (ORs) for adequate pain management of case-mix adjusted analyses within medical vs. surgical and mechanically ventilated vs. non-mechanically ventilated patients.

Organizational characteristic ~ Medical admission Surgical admission

Mechanically ventilated Non-mechanically ventilated

Adjusted® OR (95% CI)  p-value  Adjusted? OR (95%CI) p-value Adjusted” OR (95%CI) p-value Adjusted” OR (95%CI) p-value
Nurse to patient ratio
Up to 0.55 Reference Reference Reference Reference
0.55to 0.63 1.05 (0.98-1.13) 0.19 1.08 (0.98-1.18) 0.12 1.06 (0.99-1.14) 0.08 1.06 (0.95-1.18) 0.28
0.63 to 0.70 1.10 (1.01-1.19) 0.02 1.01 (0.91-1.12) 0.83 1.08 (1.00-1.16) 0.05 1.04 (0.92-1.17) 0.52
0.70 to 0.80 1.20 (1.11-1.30) <0.001 1.04 (0.94-1.15) 0.47 1.16 (1.07-1.25) <0.001 1.10 (0.99-1.24) 0.09
Over 0.80 1.25(1.14-1.35) <0.001 1.01 (0.91-1.12) 0.88 1.22 (1.13-1.33) <0.001 1.04 (0.93-1.17) 0.49

2 Adjusted for the case-mix variables gender, age and Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation (APACHE) IV mortality probability.
b Adjusted for the case-mix variables gender, age, admission type (medical or surgical), and Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation (APACHE) IV mortality probability.

pain management [28]. However, when the increased need for nursing
care can be accommodated by an increase in nursing staff, patient turn-
over is not a problem. We hypothesized that presence of intensivists
was associated with adequate pain management as physicians prescribe
pain medication which thereafter can be administered by the ICU
nurses. The absence of an association between intensivist presence
and adequate pain management might be explained by the availability
of nurse-driven protocols. All included ICUs mentioned they had a
pain protocol, but unfortunately we do not have any data in our dataset
on whether this were nurse-driven protocols. A nurse-driven protocol
enables ICU nurses to make decisions on their own e.g. about adminis-
tering pain medication, without or with less consultation of the attend-
ing intensivist [29,30]. Another explanation might be the use of
computerized provider order entry (CPOE) as these systems can im-
prove pain control by reducing medication prescription errors or initia-
tion of prompts should a intensivist fail to order pain medication for a
patient who reports pain [31].

A strength of this study is that we performed multicenter analysis
and we believe that our results are likely to be generalizable to other
ICUs with similar organizational factors. Next, by analyzing the associa-
tion of nurse to patient ratio and bed occupancy rate with adequate pain
management per shift we took into account that these factors can differ
per shift. A limitation of this study might be that selection bias has oc-
curred because ICUs participated on a voluntarily basis. The ICUs that
participated are more likely to have their pain management practice
and organization well-arranged than those that did not participate. An-
other possible limitation is that we did not have information on mea-
sures that directly influence the process of pain management such as
the availability of decision support in the electronic health record of
the ICUs that prompt to measure or re-measure pain, or to evaluate
the pain medication. Decision support may improve pain management
[32,33], but it can also result in alert fatigue - i.e. health professionals ig-
noring the prompts [34]. Furthermore, the effectiveness of the prompts
also depends on the quality of it. Future research on this type and other
organizational characteristics might further unravel how ICUs might
improve pain management.

5. Conclusion

We found a positive association between nurse to patient ratio and
adequate pain management especially in medical and mechanically
ventilated patients. This finding confirms the believes of nurses that a
lack of manpower withheld them from adequate pain management
and underpins the importance of sufficient nurse staffing levels.

Funding

The board of the NICE foundation financed this study and approved
the study design, data collection and analysis, interpretation of the data.

Declaration of Competing Interest

None.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank all the ICUs who participated in and
delivered data to the NICE registry. Furthermore we would like to ac-
knowledge F. Termorshuizen for his statistical advice.

Appendix A. Supplementary material

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jcrc.2019.11.010.

References

[1] Jacobi ], Fraser GL, Coursin DB, Riker RR, Fontaine D, Wittbrodt ET, et al. Clinical prac-
tice guidelines for the sustained use of sedatives and analgesics in the critically ill
adult. Crit Care Med 2002;30(1):119-41.

[2] Barr J, Fraser GL, Puntillo K, Ely EW, Gelinas C, Dasta JF, et al. Clinical practice guide-

lines for the management of pain, agitation, and delirium in adult patients in the in-

tensive care unit. Crit Care Med 2013;41(1):263-306.

Payen JF, Bosson JL, Chanques G, Mantz |, Labarere ], DOLOREA Investigators. Pain as-

sessment is associated with decreased duration of mechanical ventilation in the in-

tensive care unit: a post hoc analysis of the DOLOREA study. Anesthesiology 2009;

111(6):1308-16.

Chanques G, Sebbane M, Barbotte E, Viel E, Eledjam JJ, Jaber S. A prospective study of

pain at rest: incidence and characteristics of an unrecognized symptom in surgical

and trauma versus medical intensive care unit patients. Anesthesiology 2007;107

(5):858-60.

Payen JF, Chanques G, Mantz ], Hercule C, Auriant I, Leguillou JL, et al. Current prac-

tices in sedation and analgesia for mechanically ventilated critically ill patients: a

prospective multicenter patient-based study. Anesthesiology 2007;106(4):687-95

(quiz 891-2).

[6] Puntillo KA, Max A, Timsit JF, Vignoud L, Chanques G, Robleda G, et al. Determinants
of procedural pain intensity in the intensive care unit. The Europain(R) study. Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 2014;189(1):39-47.

[7] Puntillo KA, White C, Morris AB, Perdue ST, Stanik-Hutt ], Thompson CL, et al. Pa-
tients’ perceptions and responses to procedural pain: results from thunder project
Il. Am ] Crit Care 2001;10(4):238-51.

[8] Chanques G, Jaber S, Barbotte E, Violet S, Sebbane M, Perrigault PF, et al. Impact of
systematic evaluation of pain and agitation in an intensive care unit. Crit Care Med
2006;34(6):1691-9.

[9] Gelinas C, Arbour C, Michaud C, Vaillant F, Desjardins S. Implementation of the
critical-care pain observation tool on pain assessment/management nursing prac-
tices in an intensive care unit with nonverbal critically ill adults: a before and
after study. Int ] Nurs Stud 2011;48(12):1495-504.

[10] Joffe AM, Hallman M, Gelinas C, Herr DL, Puntillo K. Evaluation and treatment of pain
in critically ill adults. Semin Respir Crit Care Med 2013;34(2):189-200.

[11] Stevens B, Riahi S, Cardoso R, Ballantyne M, Yamada ], Beyene J, et al. The influence of
context on pain practices in the NICU: perceptions of health care professionals. Qual
Health Res 2011;21(6):757-70.

[12] Wang HL, Tsai YF. Nurses’ knowledge and barriers regarding pain management in
intensive care units. J Clin Nurs 2010;19(21—22):3188-96.

[13] Kizza IB, Muliira JK. Nurses’ pain assessment practices with critically ill adult pa-
tients. Int Nurs Rev 2015;62(4):573-82.

[14] Gelinas C. Management of pain in cardiac surgery ICU patients: have we improved
over time? Intensive Crit Care Nurs 2007;23(5):298-303.

[15] van de Klundert N, Holman R, Dongelmans DA, de Keizer NF. Data resource profile:
the Dutch National Intensive Care Evaluation (NICE) registry of admissions to adult
intensive care units. Int J Epidemiol 2015;44(6):1850-h.

[16] Roos-Blom M], Gude WT, Spijkstra JJ, de Jonge E, Dongelmans D, de Keizer NF. Mea-
suring quality indicators to improve pain management in critically ill patients. J Crit
Care 2019;49:136-42.

[17] Dutch National Intensive Care Evaluation foundation (NICE). Data dictionary: pain
indicators. https://stichting-nice.nl/dd/#793;; 2017. [accessed October 5, 2017].

3

[4

[5


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrc.2019.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrc.2019.11.010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0080
https://stichting-nice.nl/dd/#793;

M.-J. Roos-Blom et al. / Journal of Critical Care 56 (2020) 1-5 5

[18] Gelinas C, Harel F, Fillion L, Puntillo KA, Johnston CC. Sensitivity and specificity of the
critical-care pain observation tool for the detection of pain in intubated adults after
cardiac surgery. ] Pain Symptom Manage 2009;37(1):58-67.

[19] Ahlers SJ, van Gulik L, van der Veen AM, van Dongen HP, Bruins P, Belitser SV, et al.
Comparison of different pain scoring systems in critically ill patients in a general ICU.
Crit Care 2008;12(1):R15.

[20] Gelinas C, Puntillo KA, Joffe AM, Barr J. A validated approach to evaluating psycho-
metric properties of pain assessment tools for use in nonverbal critically ill adults.
Semin Respir Crit Care Med 2013;34(2):153-68.

[21] Gude WT, Roos-Blom M]J, van der Veer SN, de Jonge E, Peek N, Dongelmans DA, et al.
Electronic audit and feedback intervention with action implementation toolbox to
improve pain management in intensive care: protocol for a laboratory experiment
and cluster randomised trial. Implement Sci 2017;12(1):68.

[22] Al Sutari MM, Abdalrahim MS, Hamdan-Mansour AM, Ayasrah SM. Pain among me-
chanically ventilated patients in critical care units. ] Res Med Sci 2014;19(8):726-32.

[23] Puntillo K, Weiss SJ. Pain: its mediators and associated morbidity in critically ill car-
diovascular surgical patients. Nurs Res 1994;43(1):31-6.

[24] Desbiens NA, Wu AW, Broste SK, Wenger NS, Connors Jr AF, Lynn ], et al. Pain and
satisfaction with pain control in seriously ill hospitalized adults: findings from the
SUPPORT research investigations. For the SUPPORT investigators Study to Under-
stand Prognoses and Preferences for Outcomes and Risks of Treatmentm. Crit Care
Med 1996;24(12):1953-61.

[25] Carroll KC, Atkins PJ, Herold GR, Mlicek CA, Shively M, Clopton P, et al. Pain assess-
ment and management in critically ill postoperative and trauma patients: a multisite
study. Am ] Crit Care 1999;8(2):105-17.

[26] Shannon K, Bucknall T. Pain assessment in critical care: what have we learnt from
research. Intensive Crit Care Nurs 2003;19(3):154-62.

[27] Skrobik Y. Pain may be inevitable; inadequate management is not. Crit Care 2008;12
(2):142.

[28] VanFosson CA, Yoder LH, Jones TL. Patient turnover: a concept analysis. ANS Adv
Nurs Sci 2017;40(3):298-310.

[29] Durant DJ. Nurse-driven protocols and the prevention of catheter-associated uri-
nary tract infections: a systematic review. Am ] Infect Control 2017;45(12):
1331-41.

[30] van Valen R, van Vuuren H, van Domburg RT, van der Woerd D, Hofland |, Bogers AJ.
Pain management after cardiac surgery: experience with a nurse-driven pain proto-
col. Eur | Cardiovasc Nurs 2012;11(1):62-9.

[31] Blankenship JF, Rogers L, White ], Carey A, Fosnocht D, Hopkins C, et al. Prospective
evaluation of the treatment of pain in the ED using computerized physician order
entry. Am ] Emerg Med 2012;30(8):1613-6.

[32] Carrothers KM, Barr ], Spurlock B, Ridgely MS, Damberg CL, Ely EW. Contextual is-
sues influencing implementation and outcomes associated with an integrated ap-
proach to managing pain, agitation, and delirium in adult ICUs. Crit Care Med
2013;41(9 Suppl 1):5128-35.

[33] Grol R, Grimshaw J. From best evidence to best practice: effective implementation of
change in patients’ care. Lancet 2003;362(9391):1225-30.

[34] Backman R, Bayliss S, Moore D, Litchfield I. Clinical reminder alert fatigue in
healthcare: a systematic literature review protocol using qualitative evidence. Syst
Rev 2017;6(1):255.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0883-9441(19)30932-3/rf0170

	Association between organizational characteristics and adequate pain management at the intensive care unit
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Data collection
	2.2. Outcome measure
	2.3. Organizational determinants of adequate pain management
	2.4. Data analysis

	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusion
	Funding
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Supplementary material
	References




