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1. AEHE

1-1 FAEDCHH

2001 2 HARITEA SN K7 X —~ U IX2GE B S EEA[1]. 2013 4 0 HH)
PEEUE 20,000 fEA2#E 2 72, 2011 4F 3 HICB E T RAARREXIZBNT, K72 —~1
X b U 77— (Triage). BiHH1H(Treatment), & L Cifli 72 0% Transportation) (5 =
FRD 3THIZBWTIEFICRE BB 2 RI- L2, 2Dk H~) aFy—Kank
WARHEANZLEN | AT HFBEATRETRE 21T OSSN FEL ML Tnd, LaL,
JRPERT COREFRE I XRE I & > THOREERGE R & 5, BEOREIC LULRT
AT CREE 2R A T BRI N EERUE B T 2 WIREMEIX 6.0—17.7%I2#ET 5 & &4,
ZHUEITITRICH AT 5 E@EO[3-6], & BT, JRBEAl CIXREHE CEE /KRS Ml
EA G EELRAIHELHEINT 2 Z LML TWAH[7-9], KEFHERO AN LN Z
DX D 7RO —FIZ 2 HITH D30 BT [10]. RFLOIEELATER I T EDORRE
KEEHERENSON D DMERNAE LTV D,

HARERE P2 ROEE T L 2 U XA, KERPR PSR E#EE T LT Y X
un\%;UDﬁmmmwwmmwﬁ4F§4Vﬂﬂﬁ\%ﬁ@fﬁ%?éﬁ%ﬁﬁ@
KT, Basbk, EREEE, £ LRI COREERIE~ %2 A >~ M (Difficult
airway management LA T DAM & BE)Z A< JSHFRERBEE TH Y . BITE DAM OFE
L INTWDE, b7 ITY XADOEER 4 SOMIEIL, (2MENECZS
DENT & K 5F, v A7KIN 0 TRiFu, 2)FM EsmBEEAT 2 FH, KERF
EHATRIC)AN T 7 A R AL CTHEECT 2—T7 OR[ENKELHRT D &
Z L TR B IFE L INEEChIIL HABIXUERR Z1T ) FTH H[11-13], 1> TA
v Ty T EE, FMERE, 17 A MY ARIKGERERT A A Gyl
DAM 3PREFICHGEICT 7B ATE 5 Z Lk, WEEZRI FICB W TRICEE ThH

o LATIZBE D &7 DAM XERE A FINED 2 & —E ST < F, BL U
ATRERE 2 FINE TOZIUCHE LT TIT O FOEEM T, T TITEEO®RE THIR S
NTWD[14-17], Ll KRR 2 —~1 THLNDZ0EEEEIRD, BATOMEYE
KRBEHA RT7A L OBLUSN-130DEASERTNT- O TH D), ZNETHORKR
MR ER TV Tz, ERp 2 FrxiE, (DAFRORBERITZIR CHEL Z LN TE
D5GEE AR, [EMERS R, EH. £ L TABDFHEMIZOWTH LT T S
ZEL BIOQ)ENLOREE GRS DAM 7L T U X A[11-13] DR H B bl 7
EIMDRGET 5 Z L2 A E LT, REZ T L2,
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12 FREHIE
(D)FAERTE

FRIE NPO E AR AV JFEBE R » b U — 27 (HEM-Net)|Z 88k STV 5 37 #IE TR
45 3T R 7 Z—~ Y FLHIEBE (http://www.hemnet.jp/where/ #f5t H 2015 47 H)

QFREHE

& 5 RN E R R P 2 B2 ORGR D% (KERE S 2276), 2015 45 HIZH R A
DFHEHE(E RS R) 2Bk LTz, #IE OB CEZ A Hih o 7= HIFEEEC 1E

[ 7 AICHEZEOBEEZIT- T,

@WEHEE

WESL CHEAT S AU 7= Jef THFZECmBERT [18-20]. R&HE [21-23], FERl==v b [24-

2602l S OICHAET — LN Tk - BETLLLT A)-DIZRTHH 2 & ZE 0K

VIANTZ(B B,

A) R Z—~ U FEHYHBEO FERERE MOPIREL, 2014 FEORGHEZ T ANER, B &
K7 B —~ U HEhERR)

B) BRI TR B D EHMEIASE & LU E(~ v F v by a2 BIMEEREEE. I T — AUk
AL, v v aABEEESE, AX ALy b, AT RAT 4 v 77 V— BIORER

ERE A A

E

C) EMESRB(ET AMEEE & T ORgmA . MR S8, TR

D) REBHRHEGFM ESRE, BRABIUORETZT UV = 1)

E) [UEMEHRBEI T 7 A N BLXORIEFE RN

F) B)-E)ICGC#k L7= X 9 72 DAM * 3 #s Boo—a koA K

G) K[EMERICM N T 2FAIERAL. EFRA. HEER. £ L TAT~T 7 X,
Fuaxy, 7wvﬁ:w@8®ﬁ#ﬂ)

H) @5 K7 X —~VIZHERETHAZ v 7 O (M. Fi#EMik, L TIHEANBE)

) K7 X —~VICHET DERMB LOFEEMOEMEER, REEK

) 7 Z—=~VITHERT ZDEMSE A OZHEHELE S5 off the job training DN
EEMEIEE O 7 L — FORBMKER B OWTIINER Y A X\ 600008 9

MDIZHOWTHEM L2, EfE B)-E)NI/RT &L 9 72 DAM %K g8 Ho—a iz >\ T,
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B TROMPETHIZZ DI HONT b adalz, ARHIRGERMECR R 2%, ek By 22
FIGIBAS » K22 Dy, AR EXT OB EXBI LT,

B) TV NI LEE

A AR S XOEE T L T Y A A1), KERRR S REERGET LT Y X4
[12]. 3 X O Difficult airway society 71 K7 A ‘/[13] ITREEBRICBWNT, LFD 45
DAT v T L THREL TWD &5 5 MBEAFER LR T DISE & 25
L. TATWRN TS TRIUL2)FM B EAFHAT L, VT A MU EEHL
THEFEIZXETFE 2R T 5. £ L TIK LT bR THIUT 45 BB ETR IR &
179, MEAITIAREY 2=~V THRLNADXUEEHENS, 25 OBLE BT
EIET U MILEEE Lic, DEREAEET ) 1ZEMR 24U E R 22—~V
BRI DGHERFTRETH D W Lz, BEIIARL TIIBED L Z A, FROEIEA]
IZxt L CRERMO AP KERFECHF M L BEOFA LT SN TWVEINLTH D, HHE
ANBIFAZ v 7 LV OER, IHEE, Fi#hl, £ L TREKE TH L miethnd 5
TZODEMDO NI T > b Uieholz, THMEREZBATL) BEIW 7 A b
UZEH L CREHREZMRT 5] X, ThEnFMERE, h7 7 A MY 2HTE
T ED TV DG EEN TR &HIWT L7, AMBHIRGERRIR 217 D 1. ik AR Hs
ZHRIGIFASX >~ Ry, AREXT OBy hOELLPNHRERTTHHE LD & &0
RFTRE T D & fe L7z,

QL2

F7. MEEAOZNZNIZ OV TRBHE T L7z, »EIC, LD 45D R
Ty AN, BEMIEEEO B 2 —~ VAR HEBIE L, HBsCRA A/ AAR), 72—
A~V EERMAREI N AL KT L TNDENE D D Fisher EZEH L THET L=, R
72—~ VAR B RO i A Al o T 2 BRI e, MBI RS T
(http://www.jma.go.jp/jma/index.html, % H 2015 4= 11 H 30 H)DERIZHEV I H AL
E, b, BEEEE. JbkE, I JOWE A ARGTR. PEL UE, LU, mEi
ML RN T Tz, BT Z—~ U HZERRMARAI L, FIHIEAZHE(2001-2008 4) & Bk R
NEFE(2008-2015 FENCHED VT LTe, #ERHFRIMATIZIZ IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows,
version 21.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA)Zffi ] L, p<0.05 CHFHFHIAEZEZD D & ¥
Wr L7z,
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2B R

2-1 7 > — FEIER 93.3%(42/45 EHRE )

2-2 [BIEHERR DEAIEH

R 7 2 —~ 1 JEHF B ORIFRIR S, 2014 F-E OFRIEFES T AN B, B IO
W K27 % —~U HBEEIZOWTOERI L, UL TFORIZEZ S,

EAFHR (N=42)

FRIE (Be/IME, HATE)

IR AR ER
MBER T ANEE
7 & —~U HEHEK

653 (311, 1182)
3859 (1023, 8815)
447 (78, 1570)

2-3 [EWREHSRE

JRPERTIZIE T LN D RETFRE B OWTERI L, UTFTOERB LB RTRIZE 2157,
<X by v 2 MMEEASE X T R T O IEMIFEHE THE B AL, 92.9% D M T & b
— RO T AMEESE NG B D 2 E NI LN R 5T,

XEHEHSE (N=42)

n, (%)

<y F by Vo RGERE (7 L— Filif)

B A AORANHT L— R
MNREAT7TL—R

I T —BIMEEREE (7 L— FER)
BEDORAH 7 L— R
IR L—FR

< v 2 BUMEEESE

REA Ly b

HEATLTFG AT 47 7Y— (GEB)

SRR SEE A

BT A MEEHSE X

REXE

PITHERE X > b

42 (100)
40 (95.2)
39 (92.9)
31 (73.8)
3(7.1)
31 (73.8)
0 (0)
41 (97.6)
13 (33.3)
9 (21.4)
39 (92.9)
3(7.1)
1(2.4)
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v v XU by v 2 BIGEESS
I T —BUMEERSE
< v aAf BUGEEEEE
AFZAL Vv b
HETLTRAT 497 TV—
JRPTR B SRE B A
E T A MR EAE
K[EXE
WATHRE % v b

0 20 40 60 80 100 %

ek, BT AMEEHEOWNFIILL FIZRT#@Y Th 5,

B AMEEREEDONR (EEEZ) N=39 n, (%)
TT Uz RAA—T® 33 (78.6)
~v I 7T A® 12 (28.6)
FVVNRRAZT YA RV AV PERSL VR —T® 2 (5.1)
FUEYa e 1(2.4)
TT T I® 1(2.4)

9 JEHFEBEA 2 -0, 1 FEHREEN 3 0 B 5F A MEiESE 4 Frde L CUh=,
TT VoA Aa—T7RN8ENEDL =T, IO TWD BT A Meiass X
I TTARTH T,
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2-4 BB E
IRBERTZIR TR O N DU IKER B ICHOWTER L, T OFRB L ORISR EE 2157,

HY (N=42) n, (%)
R L2 E 7 (16.7)
B A XD A 5(11.9)
AN B A 5(11.9)
intubating laryngeal mask* 2 (4.8)
BEXR—YNV) =T A 36 (85.7)
BHEAA X 28 (66.7)
NV A X 8 (19.0)
BOoEF—sm=7rv=A 21 (50.0)
BHEAA X 13 (30.9)
/NRAFA X 16 (38.1)

* BRHAZWM L CREHE CE D44 70FEM Ei A

BA=r o=
rrpgn=7 =4 |Gz
Bn=7y=1
ARARR=T Y= |
) oo -1 _
0 20 40 60 80 100 %

A EREIE 16.7% D EEHFEE T LS O NN E R g o T,



2-5 AR IRGERER S B
RBERTZIR TS b N D ABHI A IE IR ZR BIC W TER L, LTFoRB X OXIZTR
ERCIEAT Y

ABTAEREIRT 31 2 (N=42) n, (%)
Hik FOREN 220 - BIRES > b 26 (61.9)

Hlk FARELH Z2RIEIBE & » MidkZeWVA3, 16 (38.1)
AR ERT U CHRHIKE LR FTRE
LEROWFThILOED 42 (100)
2T OHHIFFBED ik FAREIE 2201 - UIBA > RO LT A R/RT U Z2FTRFL TR
0. AEHSGERER FTREZR YEf 288 2 T Tz,

2-6 FHEHERSRE
SRR CAE LN AR AREICOWTER L, UTOEIRTHE 21
7.

HY (N=42) n, (%)
HEFEY)L T ) AR 28 (66.7)
REFRERMS 7 (16.7)

Z O, 2 FEHFEEE N AR OREET AT =X — &M H L, 2 MBS N TIERE
DAT 7 APIMERTELLEDZ ETH-T,

2-7 KOEEHEBZED—a
IRETRLTE REFRBEES LSRN TN E S HER L, Riord
= %/%f:o

e

HY (N=42) n, (%)

ELA 16 (38.1)
—HE D F 15 (35.7)
AV 11 (26.2)

BRA DA 72 < DAM {HREM B H 2 X512+ 21238k L T LE R H
D, BRI —T D EBE 2 ek 1L 38.1% CTH o 7=,
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2-8 A
SRR TR OND, [EFELZERSICT L0 OEANCHOWTER L, LLTFO
FIORT A 21T,

(1) ERE
HY (N=42) n, (%)
L 2=V, 7 13 (31.0)
FEIV (FET—NRE) 12 (28.6)
EEEE L b X 16 (38.1)
RUBT /(IR T, X B Y) 25 (59.5)
TTVINT 4 (LR_RE 7 E) 15 (35.7)
"BEAY KA 6 (14.3)
URIAVEER) K74 v 77 E) 29 (69.0)
Fo<= F—=N(FT~v—7ip L) 0(0)
Z DAt D ST Al 0(0)

LEHIROR 34BN T =2 ¥ =)0, B | IV E R E DRSO
S 2 RIS b FF > TV & A LT,

(2) EHEEK

HY (N=42) n, (%)
SHEVTA (KVI B L) 39 (92.9)
DTERA (BT d) 38 (90.5)
FuRT 3= (TAT VR E) 10 (23.8)
FARCE—V (TR ) 4(9.5)
FeXY F— (Re L 7Z 7 E) 0 (0)
Ny F— (BELx—R7RL) 2 (4.9)
Z DD SEFHA 0 (0)

REE D HMIEEEAIEFERTOBERAI L L TR Y DT PEVRER(I LY T L, ¥
TR EEATEANZEZ DTV,
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(3) MR

HY (N=42) n, (%)
nrnu=9h (A7 v 7 RA%E) 19 (45.2)
Rr7Bp=Uhk (FAFX2T7 v 7 RARE) 18 (42.9)
NRryzua=gh (IA7myr7Y) 0 (0)
Fr=naly (Broril) 0 (0)
EEREOWThNOED 34 (81.0)
% DA 7 bR Al 0(0)

o= nal s N a=y B TOL SRR /R o 72, AhstfEAl 2
JRPERT TR B LI W IEHERE S 19%5 - 77,

4) FBHLA

HY (N=42) n, (%)
a=E= SV 1(2.4)
ABT I A (T VT 4 A7 E) 5(11.9)
TN (T RFH— Rl 12.4)

JuaxVr, IV iENETN - REBHIEROBNES T 50 ThHo7-, I
i 55 R A A Dl S I CH A AT~ T 7 AN THEL NS, LAl
L 7= FEyREEl 11.9% Th - 7=,
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2-9 NHIEIR

1) K7 F—~VEREDANE L HERL

N7 Z—=~VIZEFEFRDLANBOEENFITONWTEM L, LLFTORITRTEIZE 215

726

774 PABDOEEWNER (N=42)

n, (%)

=14, FBEA 14
Efi14. BEMi14. THEAB 14
EHH 24, BEA 14

20 (47.6)
16 (38.1)
6 (14.3)

HHEANBOIT EE)X, FL—=27Hox% v 7 (EM, F#HTHo720 . B
BETH-TD, mtEThHo720TDHLDRENRLLNT,

PR 05 (Difficult airway) |2 X443 5 1213 2 4 UL EOXGEE PRICRGE U 7 ERH % fefr
THZEREELWVEIN TS, LA LUEBRITIE 14.3%0 SEEHHFE O A2 ERT 2 A

{ZIK%IJVG% D f:o

(2) 794 b R Z—DOHEMERK

774~ 7 Z—=OFMEERKICOWVTHEM L, LUFORITR I 2457 (]

2o

EHAE (N=347)

n, (%)

AR EME
SABIEE
SEhIREME
IR R E
SRR =
BRI EME
ERBSNEIEME
FER A NEL B E
Z DDOEFE

263 (75.8)
54 (15.6)
52 (15.0)
35 (10.1)
16 (4.6)
14 (4.0)
14 (4.0)
4(1.2)

55 (15.9)

JFEEIRZ LS BEFEME, KISHBFEMETH -7z, FREEFREMEIT 10.1%TH -
2o TOMOEMEI/NIREMERETHST,
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3) 794 NF—ADBRELEHK
774 N —AOREERIZOWTEB L, LUFORITTRTRIE 2157 (BRI,

EATRE (N=326) n, (%)
BEEE 58 (17.8)
g£HrT 3(0.9)
FiEE 0 (0)
NRBEEE 1(0.3)
Z DO EER 5 (1.6)

REFERTCTEZRSE L TWD T —RA X8R D 178% Th-7-, T DOMDOBEEHK %
FFo TWAH T —RITIEFITDINZ L3 hoT-,
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2-10 794 PRE v 7DKEFHEES

1) 774 F R7Z—DXERES
TIA4 R =D%GEMLEL LT LHHE I OWTEM L, UTORIIRT
(125 2 45 7 (BRI 250 )

B (N=41) n, (%)
JATEC 31 (75.6)
ACLS 26 (63.4)
JPTEC 25 (61.0)
BLS 20 (48.8)
ICLS 12 (29.3)
Ko #—~)#EES 8 (19.5)
ATLS 7(17.1)
Emergo 6 (14.6)
DMAT 6 (14.6)
BENOMED hL—=rF a—2 6 (14.6)
MIMMS 5(12.2)
MCLS 5(12.2)
BEEME 4(9.8)
T DAt 11(26.8)

#ZOMONFRIL, ISLS(n=3),FE Rk MR (n=3),DAM(2),PTLS(n=2),iE{ T2 4EIZ L %
T4 NAE v 7 EEHFEZ0=1)Th o7z,
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Q) 774 bFr—20ONEHEES

7794 NP —AD%#EEMMEL L TWHESHER IO W THEM L, LFDOFEIZ
RYRIE & S - (R,

[EIE% (N=41) n, (%)
JPTEC 35 (85.4)
BLS 25 (61.0)
ACLS 25 (61.0)
JNTEC 13 31.7)
ICLS 11 (26.8)
Ky Z—~VEES 7 (17.1)
DMAT 6 (14.6)
MCLS 4 (9.8)
JATEC 2 (4.9)
ISLS 2 (4.9)
Z DAt 8(20)

T DOMOWNERIX, PTLS (n=1),F_EFFZR R (n=1),Emergo(n=1),> X = L — a Y HE
(M=), AFXNLF = v 7 0=1),7 UV =HLTFZ—L~L 3L En=1),MIMMS (n=1),% LT
PALS(n=1)T& > 7=,
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2-11 ZDOfh(E HFEHIEE)

® [ERIZOVWTIHAENDA VA NT 7 X —% R L T ET, HREKAHELREL
TWET, RIZF—Ny T FT—=ARNyT7FZEDIHIIITTEBY, ThEhd
HII 0 7T L72OPFY T2 NTg, **

® HITEMMITTE 27200 5 L5 ILBTTCVET, AL Lo T,

e gy
BERESIERRETIE, KX =Ry TNy 7 NN 7Y =2y 7
DT TEY, ANy 7 7.65kg /NS> 7 455kg F—ANw 7 55kg Th D,

R R, RO E R, HEREN A, B LUBHIKOEREMRT A ALY 2 —

Ny I A->TRY, HENIFT—ANNy ZTIZ A>T 5D,

Iz
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2-12 7V b AR

HABRER Y2, 36 KLOCKERIR A2 KOEE BT L = ) X L8 L CHERE S
5. 4O0 DAM RGN AIR KT 2=~V THLNLH00E I DREEL, LT DR
L ORI RER E 15T,

EI&$ (N=42) n, (%)
BEIMELNS 6 (14.3)
P LBENBLND 7 (16.7)
BT AR BELND 28 (66.7)
ABASEFERT A ABRELND 42 (100)
LROETHE/LNDS 0 (0)

JSED/OND h
=R ERE NSNS
A7 /7205 %Eo0s I
sepaEmRR T (2005 I

E2TH/LND

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

ANBRZIBEWER T A ZAIARFAEICEE L2 _TO K7 Z—~ 1 FEHHERE 55
o BiFiE 14.3%., =P EEZREIE16.7%. 7 A VI 66.7% THELILD Z ENHAL
NI oT2, 4 OETHOAT v TINERTRE T D FHIFIL LR o 7=,
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2-13 7 b AEEICB XIS TEEER

KIS, T4 H O DAM A7 v 7 OFEH AN A EMIREOFR B 7 2 —~ U H#)
g, MU, 22—~ U B AGIRAN K F 9523 DU T Fisher ME CTHEAT 217
STz, FERZLTORIIRT,

FH K7 & —~Y HEWEE HiER

>447 <447 p L 4=P:N [iE)=P:N p

N=21 N=21 N=22 N=20
Bign/oinsd  3(14.3) 3(14.3) 1.00 4 (18.2) 2 (10.0) 0.67
75 P L35 B 2(9.5) 5(23.8) 0.41 5(22.7) 2 (10.0) 0.41

Bohsd
BT ARNUNR  14(667)  14(66.7) 100 17(77.3) 11(55.0)  0.19
Bohb

K7 57—~ R
2001-2009  2010-2015 p

N=19 N=23
BB onsd 2 (10.5) 4(17.4) 0.67
Ve s 3= 0 3 (15.8) 4(17.4) 1.00
B/ohd
BT ABNUB 13 (68.4) 15 (65.2) 1.00
/ohd

N7 Z—~UERHEME, ik, BX O F7 2 —~U FEMED & DAM 27 v
T OEBATREVEDO A B BEIT R o o7,

22



!é'l%

-

FDORIE LIRS

23



3. MEHIEORIE LIRS

AIR KR 7 B =~V EHIFEGEZ 31T D DAM SR EHFIC OV T Lz, RO RGE
FEfRT /3 A AT R COFMIFERE THE(F AL Ty, BB PR KEE T L
Y X A[11], KEFERFESREERGE T LT Y X A[12]. B L O Difficult airway
society 7 A R Z A L[13]53 48 L CHESE S 2 i 3 DD EE /2 DAM X R E RS D E
i, AR, BT A R UK DU R HYERE TR Ao TR Y, £ T
DF O DML o Tz, RO ERIC X 28000 &AM ERREAGE LI N
ERA ST o0z, FerlTRBERIXERE 21T OBRIT. 20X 9 R AR L UEHK
MOHIBREZE#H L THL LERH D, DAM IZEW T ARG RS0 Y 22 25 & st O K
i, HERSENCARFITH H[10], FHx LD X5 RAMRRE TREFE LTI U A
JERXT 4y FERBTLONENRD D,

3-1 JEEERT CIGE O EFFIIEE ICRETH S

85%LL LD fiEk T, FBERNZ BV THIDERM OB 23MF B2 L 52T/
ST, ISEOEFEIL, DAM 7 L3 ZADEAIID AT v 7 ThHY | b ST
HIRTHHH[11—13], Jaber HIFITE, AL EDHTENND L BEKERE DK
FNH L, AOHEME T 5 LA L72[27], BEEAEOKEEICB T, IGEN
‘O T SITHEIHICAF]ITH Y | RN TOXGEE R L ORKOHESTH &
5. S HITBAAOREREICIV L, B, AN—2OHfIR, BEERMLOHIRZ L
BEN & 1372 5% < ORESR AT D RIREMEDN B 5, LD 2 IRBEal2 i C IR EHEK
BIZEET 2 AR L T o & @< [3—6]. EHERAGOHE b FAE LT W
[28,29], fE-> T, XUEDHERF S, + R EBIENTETNDLOTHIIL, B
NClEdh 2 TREHE &I LRV ERA T 2B/ MLETH D, JIUIHEEREN
FANC TR SN L2HAE. SOICEEICRD[10], & HITHBEATRERE 2 % &
TBTLLVIEEREDOH L =BT v RFBIR R CHEE T, L LA THROE(E DR
AR DM NV Besb I IR[30, 31], SMEVEIMIAE[32-34]. ZHIME35-
38 INHERTEZBZGDED L. B OREMERITE ITRE R BE% & O %
ERLTUUTORERD D,
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32 FEM LB EDORKBERT L AF 2 —F A XL LTORABITBEIN TS

ARGFHTRB W T, FH R BT 16.7%DEKHFEFE TCOAGE LN D Z E R LN E 2R
ol BINTITb BB oG TiE, AP EZREIIRERTTH > TH 92.0-97.6% A
FAHETH 5H[19,20], H> TARTITFEM EHBMED L AF 2 —FT /4 XL LTOHH
PEFBE I TWD EE X BND, HED DAM HA K714 2B\ T, #F EaRE
[T AHE - AR RE DRI A B ATRE 2 IR IBICE X 13 2 EE 2T 34 A & LT
fFF BN TWA[11-13], B E#BEO L 2% 2 —F /31 2 & L TOH A ZREEE
BT SRz T U ARNEE SN TE Y [11-13], ITFEREER T H BEMEN MRS
LTV 5, Lockey 5[39]%° Combes 5 [40]D#HEIZ K, JHBZal CREFE AR TH
> T NEERGEIEG O3, FM EREEZE L TRKAEETh T2 &b, Zhb
DEET U AWH D L AW THEMBIITHRERTN T 2 0B E & b
CHM LR EAEZD L RETH D,

B, A ESRELZIERICIHRATE 2 X2 ICRD AT —EORBRPMLETH 5,
P EEREOIEREZR 7 4 v b o7 L i ORER L O IEFRS & R 2 W 3
H5H[41]. L DITFM EEREREH D XS RBAORIERE RHE - B HE) T
(X, BFITEEEE MEIC L 0 MEIEBRTORETH Y . FM LA A0S b L
— SV TIERERG, L LS, R RSB AT D ESIT T ETFITLSL T
FIEFICENTH D, RKFMOT T4 b R X =3B ENKE S Z SO, REEHE T
10%FRETH D7, 7 ERREEZHAT 2072 h L —=0 7 OBERRE LT
L0 LivZen, MENZBWTIZORR T v v T2 I —F 572012, 774 FA
2y 7 PNEMINCFIRRICAY | FoKE e o M Las Bafi A OB 2 it 2 &
INTEDVAT APBEIN TN H[42,43], AARTHEPO T v 7T AOBENLEE
Ly,

3-3 77 A RV 13 OEHFER TEHEIT I THRY

ARRFHI BT, K 2/3 OFEHGFEFEORBEETNC T 77 A B Y 28T 5 L& L
oo RETRE OMeELHERIT DAM IZB W CHRERAI R AR BHETH H[11-13], KETF
BOMRIZ, BT 7 A NV IFHEZEIME 0 RELRFREL BN EBERHIN WD
[44-46], FEEE. BN TIIWBEATCd > THHAI 85-100% 4 7/ A MU BMEHFIRETH 5
[19,20], & OITFERRIET A ZfiE 1%, Mok a2l U TR 2 2 Lk, KJEF
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22— OMNETNERHBT2DICHAHTH H[47], Silvestri H[47)1xH 77 A LU R
BT AVE RS CHER SN5E. FERICRERE Tho oL 0% Th o720
XUy AT AU DMER SR D - 2358 IAE RS 23%05 BIEFE 1270 > Tz & #
HBL TS, HEETHI T S - 2EREIC LuE[14], B 77 A R U oL, KEE
FIMESPIEC 2 B EELRKEREOAGIELBEN D T, #7/ A MV &AL
T KUETRE ORERS. 1 L ORISR REE T AT =4 U o ZIEFNE[11-13]1°E 5
FE[N4]TIET TIHREES TIZ R > TV D, ZNE3T, IrFERCEREIE T b P K
el AE=H ) o TOEEENEIRIND L IR -> TE[14,47], W&o TH A ITHE
MENZIRBERT COXKBEERIZ A 7 ) A b Y 2 LR R A e=42 ) 7
(VBT ORERS & T OFHEAR) AL~ E Th 2,

3-4 HFAEDOANY a7 —HAT AT AL OEFERMOBFMHEOMHEE
AEIOBFIZIBNT, 794 b R Z—D R EAEMEEKEZA L TEY,
REERI P 1L 10%FRE CTdh o7z, — HAD YT ETHER RS Y TIE7 T4 b K
7 B —DIRIERFI DN E RN 72 N 2 52 T T2 BRI R T dd 5 [15, 17, 48, 49],  FREFHE 23
FBERTRVE RS 217 2 %G, WEKGEISEB T 2 HENZ OMOFME L A EICK
WETL2HEND D[6], A K7 Z—~VHRIZEN TS K0 R IFRIREE T =
ZIVIAATNLS ZENREE LWVR[S0], AFREREDHENRH Y NEETH D
L7y,

3-5 ARBIRERESR IR 5 BT MR

ARFHA TIEA T O REHIRBE A ROE e RAR B & FTR LT Tz (lek FUR B 22
il - UIBHSF » FATRFT AR 61.9%, A A &~3T L THR R HER 7T RE 72 i 7%
38.1%), AMEHRIERERIZT XTO DAM 73 ZAD@ L7z=> KR4 F T
b H[11-13], BERFEKR CTIIRT & 4 & U — 2SRRGB RER T O8I 72 555
EAYD B[51], Bl 2T HEIERGE PG CAMERIEZE . B S R E T TR BIFE b
LIRSS CTh D, PBLalCE SR RN 22/ BIBR 23 LB C do o 7o B 1T
0.5-2.4% & X#1[39,52,53]. ZAULTIE TR TN LTI 722 5 HHFE(0.005-0.025%)[54]
DELZ 1005 Th D, (o TTRTDT T A b K7 X — IR B FH IR
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WL TRBMERD D, BEOREIZL D EAROKGERMROFREEHERFT D DI
EHI Ry R 2 —F— L —= I RFH5556] ThHoT-L & T

3-6 FERL BT AR R HUA & #5173 5 EHUREE I I

AT 7 AR S WRL i st RS ) A e S5 T3 D SRR 11.9% & D
Ieholo, ZAUTREEIR CROEMMROLIEN B D BF L. Mo HEE 1) SO e
DML S HT20[39,57], 1o & ARRFEEARICHRAN TE R TH U N—=RA 21T,
EWVDIEIRO R 2N L b, Z2ORY . RRRICEHE L & B0 ARRIR
ERERT /S A R & TR 2 HeRITIEF 1T @E o 7,

3-7 AFRTILREERNCHEITT 5 DAM B8 IEREL STV

BUEE CARIM R 2 —~ 1 OBRERIMIL, DAM G2 & & AR L STz

o ARFHIEBWT N7 2 —~VAERM B, Hillk, B3XO N7 & —~ U H2EBIA

Kl & DAM O EB et OICH BE72BEIX R 54T, DAM R &4 3259k Pe D
BRETBRINTND Z AR THMRICR STz, B 5 o [ IibeniaE iRk
W 2 fESL S 2 T2 DI, JRBERTHEA TR # IR ME(L L TR < LN H 5, DAM xR & H=
MIFTGETC B & FRIEN OIS & — I TR RE L LT HEHOBRERH
B[14-17],

AFRI L OKERERI XGEE BT A K74 [11,12], £ L TDAS A K74 [13]
(SR STV O HEREE SRMIILL PR T L B0 TH 5,
B SESERZA T A XADT L—R
© 7 A MEEESE
W ODPDY A XDOKET 2 —7
AEA VY NeHAZT AT 47T V—
B ERRE, RO/BRTT U A 2B LABIRK T A A
AR SGEREIR T A A
IRIETT AT =4 —

EFEo g H o —1a1{k(storage unit)
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3-8 AREOHRZBEX-BETLD

1. BEshCRUBREMRZAT O BT, FICAMB L OMNEIRICZ LWRE FTTo U A
JERRT 4y FEBBLTIT) 2 &, FEREEG T30 s & BRI
TETWHDO ThiUIE B S, P CIFREREIC Db RV ERE
FFoRxThH[10,17],

2. SUHEPHZENZE L o7z 1) RBAFE T, Mk R 2 KB MRS AR AR & )l
L7ea. (B - KOEBVMGCREEHIEAME )X, 013 0BG CRETRE 217 5 BN
& 5H[58], MEEHEBRAMATH I KUE TR DSAEES &I L 72356 1T IR AR Y
RIEMERZ TUORBEFRICUVEZ & TH D, BEmMIRILIL 2 25 5: 1) AW
B ELOEEGP DR D ALTRGL T CHEEIEIMGEIR 217 5 SARMBLRIERE 25
ToEBE R A PHEDME N 2 5[7-9, 14, 28, 29]. % L T 2)JRBEAiT T/T 5 DAM [ZHF
M2 L. bt COMERIEIR £ TORE 28 58 25 ATetEa mu, Bt
R & PAR ISR 95 2 & A S LTV B [59-61], RBERT DR E MR I H (2 RE
MaEmk L TITHo & ThH D,

3. BRI TE ST L TR LERH D, HEOXTEEEAT A K71 I
A SN TV DHEREE M 11-13[ITR DO L B0 Th D BEHEMEHEEE SEIER
IA T A ZXDT L— R, EFAMEHHEE, G A AOK[EF 2—7, AZA L
Y NETEEZTG AT 4w T V— B EGRE, BROMRBTT U = A 250
KT NA A SBIOKGEIIRT A A, REEFAE=H— ZLTIIhbDOHR

B —11fl(storage unit),

4., 774 NI EZ—NHORKEEHE N —=0 22T DS 2T D EN
b5, WHTIE, FINETHOBOKERHE, FM LHEEMARRRTE2 71
7T LINTTIHER SN TVWDH[42,43], ¥ a2l —H— L —=2 73 ERIR
RO A F VHERHZ A Td 555, 56,
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Abstract

Purpose Immediate access to the equipment required for
difficult airway management (DAM) is vital. However, in
Japan, data are scarce regarding the availability of DAM
resources in prehospital settings. The purpose of this study
was to determine whether Japanese helicopter emergency
medical services (HEMS) are adequately equipped to com-
ply with the DAM algorithms of Japanese and American
professional anesthesiology societies.

Methods This nationwide cross-sectional study was con-
ducted in May 2015. Base hospitals of HEMS were mailed
a questionnaire about their airway management equipment
and back-up personnel. Outcome measures were (1) call
for help, (2) supraglottic airway device (SGA) insertion,
(3) verification of tube placement using capnometry, and
(4) the establishment of surgical airways, all of which have
been endorsed in various airway management guidelines.
The criteria defining feasibility were the availability of (1)
more than one physician, (2) SGA, (3) capnometry, and (4)
a surgical airway device in the prehospital setting.
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Results  Of the 45 HEMS base hospitals questioned, 42
(93.3 %) returned completed questionnaires. A surgical air-
way was practicable by all HEMS. However, in the prehos-
pital setting, back-up assistance was available in 14.3 %,
SGA in 16.7 %, and capnometry in 66.7 %. No HEMS was
capable of all four steps.

Conclusion In Japan, compliance with standard airway
management algorithms in prehospital settings remains
difficult because of the limited availability of alternative
ventilation equipment and back-up personnel. Prehospital
health care providers need to consider the risks and benefits
of performing endotracheal intubation in environments not
conducive to the success of this procedure.

Keywords Airway equipment - Supraglottic airway
device - Difficult airway - Prehospital endotracheal
intubation - Surgical airway equipment

Introduction

Helicopter emergency medical services (HEMS) have been
implemented in Japan since 2001 [1], with recent rapid
increases in their use (Fig. 1). Annual HEMS dispatches
exceeded 20,000 in 2013 (Fig. 1), and the number contin-
ues to rise [data kindly provided by the Japanese Society
for Aeromedical Services, and the Emergency Medical
Network of Helicopter and Hospital (HEM-Net)]. After the
major earthquake in eastern Japan in 2011, HEMS played
a crucial role in disaster-stricken areas by providing triage,
treatment, emergency care, and transportation [2]. With
the rapid growth of HEMS in Japan and the improved
response to catastrophes such as earthquakes, prehospi-
tal endotracheal intubation (ETI) has become much more
common.
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ETTI outside the hospital is challenging even for experi-
enced providers. The rate of difficult ETI in prehospital set-
tings ranges from 6.0-17.7 % [3-6], which is much higher
than the rate in the hospital operating room [4]. Severe ETI-
related complications, including severe hypoxia, esophageal
intubation, aspiration, and cardiac arrest, are likely to occur
in association with difficult airway management (DAM) [7-
9]. Although the limited resources of prehospital settings are
in part responsible for these difficulties [10], data are scarce
regarding the availability of airway equipment, alternative
ventilation devices, and drugs and the capabilities of care
providers in Japanese prehospital environments.

Airway management algorithms have been advocated
by the Japanese Society of Anesthesiologists (JSA) [11], the
American Society of Anesthesiologists (ASA) [12], and by
the Difficult Airway Society (DAS) [13]. These guidelines
underlie the standards and principles that apply to the treat-
ment of a patient with a difficult airway, not only regarding
the induction of anesthesia but also for any other situation aris-
ing in the emergency department and prehospital setting. Their
four key steps are [11-13] (1) call for help if any problems
have occurred; if mask ventilation is not adequate, consider
(2) supraglottic airway device (SGA) insertion; (3) confirma-
tion of ETI using capnometry; and (4) establish a surgical air-
way if a ‘cannot ventilate, cannot intubate’ (CVCI) situation is
encountered. The immediate availability of back-up staff and
of proper DAM equipment, including SGA, capnometry, and a
surgical airway device, is therefore indispensable. The authors
of a report based on a national survey carried out in the UK
concluded that, regardless of the location, DAM equipment
should be consistent with that in the hospital operating room
[14]. In fact, several studies have proposed that ETI in the pre-
hospital setting should be performed according to the same
standards that apply in the hospital [15-17]. However, whether
prehospital airway management resources in Japan are com-
patible with the standards established in the DAM guidelines
[11-13] has not been comprehensively evaluated.

Therefore, by conducting a national survey of HEMS, we
sought to determine (1) the availability of airway devices,
alternative ventilation, ETI confirmation equipment, drugs,
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and specialist care providers and (2) whether these resources
comply with the JSA, ASA, and DAS airway management
algorithms [11-13].

Materials and methods
Study design and sites

This cross-sectional study was conducted from May to July
2015. After approval by the institutional review boards of
Fukushima Medical University (no. 2276), self-adminis-
tered questionnaires were mailed to all HEMS base hospi-
tals (45 bases in 37 prefectures) registered in HEM-Net. A
complete list of these hospitals is available at the HEM-Net
home page: http://www.hemnet.jp/english/where/index.
html (accessed 22 October 2015).

Survey items

When selecting items in the questionnaire, we referred to
previous studies conducted in other countries and addressing
similar (prehospital settings [18-20], emergency departments
[21-23]) as well as different (obstetric units [24—26]) settings.
We then circulated drafts among survey team members con-
sisting of an epidemiologist, anesthesiologists, and physicians
and nurses specializing in emergency medicine to finalize.
These survey items consisted of (1) basic information
regarding the numbers of HEMS dispatches in 2014 and
hospital beds, and the prehospital availability of the follow-
ing materials—(2) direct laryngoscope and adjunct equip-
ment (curved blade, straight blade, McCoy laryngoscope,
stylet and gum elastic bougie); (3) alternative intubation
equipment (rigid video laryngoscope, flexible fiber scope,
retrograde intubation kit, and surgical airway equipment);
(4) alternative ventilation equipment (SGA, oral and nasal
airways); (5) device to confirm ETI (capnometry, esopha-
geal detector); (6) a packaged unit containing the items
listed in (2)—(4); and (7) drugs to facilitate ETI and rever-
sal agents (analgesics, sedative, neuromuscular blocking
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agents [NMBAs], sugammadex, flumazenil and naloxone).
In addition, information about (8) the prehospital care
providers (number of prehospital physicians, nurses and
on-the-job trainees) usually on board the emergency heli-
copters and (9) the board certifications of the prehospital
physicians and nurses was obtained. Among these items,
in (6)—(8) and in (9), the board certification of nurses had
not been included in previous studies [18-26]. However,
it was included in this study after discussion and mutual
agreement among the authors. An English version of the
Japanese questionnaire used in this study is available in the
supplementary material. The questionnaire also queried the
availability of direct laryngoscopes and alternative ventila-
tion equipment in pediatric sizes. The product name of the
rigid video laryngoscopes used was also requested. The
contents of the packaging unit were determined according
to the airway management guidelines of the JSA [11] and
ASA [12]. Packaging was graded as complete, partial, and
none. If SGA was available, its inclusion of an intubating
laryngeal mask was determined. Surgical airway equipment
was categorized as a cricothyroidotomy kit or a set contain-
ing a scalpel and hemostat. Board-certified physicians and
nurses were defined based on the criteria of the Japanese
Medical Specialty Board (http://www.japan-senmon-i.jp/,
in Japanese, accessed 22 October 2015) and Japanese Nurs-
ing Association (http://nintei.nurse.or.jp/nursing/qualifica-
tion/cn, in Japanese, accessed 22 October 2015), respec-
tively. HEMS base hospitals that did not respond to the
initial survey were sent a repeat mailing.

Outcome measures

The JSA airway management algorithms [11], ASA DAM
guideline [12], and DAS guideline [13] commonly endorse
the following four steps in the treatment of an airway—
(1) call for help if difficulties are encountered; (2) attempt
SGA insertion if mask ventilation is not adequate; (3)
use of capnometry to confirm correct endotracheal tube
placement; and (4) establish a surgical airway if a CVCI
situation has occurred. Outcome measures in this study
included the feasibility of these four steps in the prehos-
pital settings. ‘Call for help’ was deemed feasible if more
than one physician was usually on board. This is because,
in Japan, only physicians are permitted to perform ETI
and SGA insertion. On-the-job medical trainees were not
regarded as physicians because they could have been staft-
level physicians, junior residents, nurses, or paramedics.
‘SGA insertion’ and ‘confirmation of ETI using capnom-
etry’ were presumed possible if the respective devices
were carried on board. ‘Surgical airway’ was deemed prac-
ticable if a cricothyroidotomy kit or a scalpel and hemo-
stat were available on board. All outcome measures were
defined by mutual consent among the five authors (YO,

KS, AG, JS, and CT), which included three board-certified
anesthesiologists.

Statistical analysis

First, all survey items were evaluated using descriptive
statistics. Second, the association between the feasibility
of the four steps and annual HEMS dispatches, regions,
and foundation date were analyzed using Fisher’s exact
test. For HEMS dispatches, the values were dichotomized
using the median. Regions were divided into east (Hok-
kaido, Tohoku, Kanto/Koshin, Hokuriku, Tokai) and west
(Kinki, Chugoku, Shikoku, North and South Kyushu,
Okinawa) according to the classification of the Japanese
meteorological agency (http://www.jma.go.jp/jma/indexe.
html, accessed 22 October 2015). The foundation date was
divided into an early phase (2001-2008) and a late phase
(2008-2015). All statistical analyses were performed using
IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, version 21.0 (IBM
Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). A p value < 0.05 was consid-
ered to indicate statistical significance.

Results

Of the 45 HEMS base hospitals, 42 returned the completed
questionnaire (response rate = 93.3 %). None of these
hospitals were excluded because of incomplete responses.
The median number of annual HEMS dispatches was 447
(interquartile range 366—550); the median number of hos-
pital beds was 653 (interquartile range 579-768). Table 1
summarizes the airway equipment available in Japanese
HEMS. Among the HEMS bases that responded, only
seven (16.7 %) had a SGA, five (11.9 %) of which also
carried a pediatric-sized device. Capnometry was avail-
able in 28 (66.7 %) HEMS. All bases possessed a surgi-
cal airway device, either a cricothyroidotomy kit (61.9 %)
or scalpel and hemostat (38.1 %). Table 2 lists the drugs
available to facilitate ETI in prehospital settings. None of
the HEMS had depolarizing NMBAs; 34 (81.0 %) had at
least one non-depolarizing NMBA, 5 (11.9 %) had sugam-
madex, and 8 (19.0 %) did not have any type of NMBA.
Table 3 provides information on the prehospital care
providers. Two physicians were usually on board at six
(14.3 %) bases. Of 347 attending physicians at all bases,
the most common board certification was emergency
medicine (75.8 %), followed by general surgery (15.6 %).
Board-certified anesthesiologists comprised 10.1 % of all
prehospital physicians. Figure 2 shows the availability in
Japanese HEMS of the DAM resources specified in the
JSA, ASA, and DAS algorithms. According to our feasi-
bility definitions, ‘surgical airway’ was deemed attainable
in all bases, ‘call for help’ in 14.3 %, ‘SGA insertion’ in
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Table 1 Airway equipment at 42 Japanese helicopter emergency
medical services (HEMS)

Equipment item N (%)
Direct laryngoscope and adjunct®
Curved laryngoscope blade (Macintosh type) 42 (100)
Pediatric size 39 (92.9)
Straight laryngoscope blade (Miller type) 31(73.8)
Pediatric size 31 (73.8)
McCoy laryngoscope 0(0)
Stylet 41 (97.6)
Gum elastic bougie 14 (33.3)
Alternative intubation equipment
Rigid video laryngoscope® 39 (92.9)
Airway scope® 33 (78.6)
McGRATH MAC® 12 (28.6)
King Vision® 1(2.4)
Airtraq® 1(2.4)
Flexible fiber scope 3(7.1)
Retrograde intubation kit 124
Surgical airway equipment 42 (100)
Cricothyroidotomy kit 26 (61.9)
Scalpel and hemostat 16 (38.1)
Alternative ventilation equipment®
Supraglottic airway device 7(16.7)
Pediatric size 5(11.9)
Intubating laryngeal mask airway 2(4.8)
Oral airway 21 (50.0)
Pediatric size 16 (38.1)
Nasal airway 36 (85.7)
Pediatric size 8 (19.0)
Device to confirm endotracheal intubation®
Capnometry 28 (66.7)
Esophageal detector 7(16.7)
Any other devices 4(9.5)
Packaging unit containing items 1-4
Complete packaging 16 (38.1)
Partial packaging 15 (35.7)
No packaging 11 (26.2)

Based on the replies of 42 of the 45 HEMS queried

* HEMS base hospitals may have more than one of the specified
equipment items

16.7 % (11.9 % in pediatric cases), and ‘confirmation of
ETI using capnometry’ in 66.7 %. There were no bases
in which all steps were deemed achievable in the prehos-
pital setting. Table 4 shows the associations between the
feasibility of airway management guidelines and annual
dispatches, region, and the foundation dates of the HEMS
surveyed. None of the associations were of statistical
significance.
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Table 2 Drugs that facilitate prehospital endotracheal intubation and
reversal agents carried by Japanese helicopter emergency medical
services (HEMS)

Item N (%)
Analgesics®
Fentanyl 13 (31.0)
Morphine 16 (38.1)
Ketamine 12 (28.6)
Pentazocin 25(59.5)
Buprenorphine 15 (35.7)
Lidocaine 29 (69.0)
Lidocaine spray 6 (14.3)
Any other analgesic 0(0)
Sedatives®
Midazolam 39 (92.9)
Diazepam 38 (90.5)
Propofol 10 (23.8)
Thiopental 4.(9.5)
Haloperidol 2 (4.8)
Any other sedatives 0
Neuromuscular blocking agents®
Rocuronium 19 (45.2)
Vecuronium 18 (42.9)
Pancuronium 0(0)
Succinylcholine 0(0)
Any other neuromuscular blocking agents 0(0)
Reversal agents®
Sugammadex 5(11.9)
Flumazenil 12.4)
Naloxone 1(2.4)

Based on the replies of 42 of the 45 HEMS queried

# HEMS base hospitals may have more than one drug

Discussion

In Japan, compliance with standard DAM algorithms [11—
13] in prehospital settings is not currently feasible because
of the limited availability of back-up personnel and alter-
native ventilation equipment. Our study showed that addi-
tional assistance and SGA were available in <20 % of
HEMS bases. Although surgical airway was attainable at
all base hospitals, no hospital was able to attain all of the
steps. Of note was that only one in ten prehospital physi-
cians were board-certified anesthesiologists. These findings
suggest that, in their current form, prehospital settings in
Japan do not allow safe ETI. All care providers who par-
ticipate in prehospital airway management should be aware
of the limited human and equipment resources encountered
under current working conditions. If the patient is expected
to have a difficult airway, ETI should not be attempted in
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Table 3 On-board medical members in Japanese helicopter emer-
gency medical services (HEMS)*

Item N (%)
On-board staff members N=42
Two physicians and one nurse 6 (14.3)
One physician and one nurse 20 (47.6)
One physician, one nurse, and one on-the-job trainee 16 (38.1)
Board certification of on-board physicians® N =347
Emergency medicine 263 (75.8)
General surgery 54 (15.6)
Intensive care 52 (15.0)
Anesthesiology 35(10.1)
Cranial surgery 16 (4.6)
Orthopedics 14 (4.0)
Cardiovascular medicine 14 (4.0)
Respiratory medicine 4(1.2)
Any other board certifications 55 (15.9)
Certification of on-board nurses® N =326
Emergency nursing 58 (17.8)
Intensive care 3(0.9)
Pediatric emergency nursing 1(0.3)
Any other certifications 5(1.5)

 Based on the replies of 42 of the 45 HEMS queried

b Physicians and nurses may have more than one on-board certifica-
tion

Fig. 2 Availability in Japanese
helicopter emergency medical
services of the difficult airway
management resources specified
in the JSA, ASA, and DAS
airway management algorithms.
ASA American Society of
Anesthesiologists, DAS Difficult

Airway Society, JSA Japanese SGA and

Capnometry available

Can establish a surgical airway

Can call for help and capnometry is available

the prehospital setting, except in immediate life-threatening
scenarios (i.e., airway obstruction). Otherwise, to avoid a
potentially catastrophic situation, oxygen should be opti-
mized and hospital transfer accelerated to obtain prompt
access to advanced in-hospital human and equipment
resources [10].

Limitations in the call for help in prehospital settings

More than 85 % of the bases in this study had no back-up
personnel. The ‘call for help’ is the first step and the most
important aspect of the DAM algorithms [11-13]. Jaber
et al. [27] recently reported that having two care providers
present was a vital element for successful ETI of critically
ill patients. Limited help is one of the greatest disadvan-
tages of HEMS and the situation most unlike that of a hos-
pital. DAM in the poorly prepared prehospital setting can
lead to serious adverse events regarding patient care. Past
reports from outside Japan have shown increases in ETI
difficulty [3-6] and severe ETI-related complications [28,
29] when the procedure is performed outside hospitals. In
fact, under these high-risk conditions ETI should not be
attempted if manual ventilation is successful. Paal et al.
[10] also emphasized the importance of avoiding repeat ETI
attempts in prehospital settings. According to the best avail-
able evidence, prehospital ETI does not provide any survival

Can call for help

SGA available

100.0%

0 2.4%

Can call for help and SGA is available
1 71%
try are availabl 11.9%

Society of Anesthesiologists,
SGA supraglottic airway device

All steps are achievable

All steps are achievable except establishment of a surgical airway | 0.0%

0.0%

0.0% 20.0% 40.0% 60.0% 80.0% 100.0%

Table 4 Association between the availability of difficult airway management resources specified in the JSA, ASA, and DAS airway manage-
ment algorithms and the number of dispatches, region, and foundation date in Japanese helicopter emergency medical services (HEMS)

Number of dispatches (year) Region

Foundation date

N (%) N (%)

N (%)

>447N=21 <447N=21 p*

East N =122 West N =20 p*

2001-2009 N =19 2010-2015N =23 p?

Can call for help 3(14.3) 3(14.3) 1.00 4 (18.2)

Supraglottic airway 2(9.5) 5(23.8) 041 5(22.7)
device available

Capnometry available 14 (66.7) 14 (66.7) 1.00 17 (77.3)

2(10.0)  0.67 2(10.5) 4(17.4) 0.67
2(10.0) 041 3(15.8) 4(17.4) 1.00
11(550)  0.19 13 (68.4) 15 (65.2) 1.00

Based on the replies of 42 of the 45 HEMS queried

ASA American Society of Anesthesiologists, DAS Difficult Airway Society, JSA Japanese Society of Anesthesiologists

& p values derived from Fisher’s exact test
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benefits for patients suffering out-of-hospital cardiac arrest
[30, 31], traumatic brain injury [32-34], or multiple trau-
mas [35-37]. These patients are the most vulnerable to the
detrimental cardiovascular effects of the positive pressure
breaths delivered through an endotracheal tube [38]. Davis
et al. [32] showed that, even after adjusting for multiple
clinical variables affecting outcome, prehospital intuba-
tion was associated with decreased survival among patients
with moderate to severe traumatic brain injury. Warner et al.
[34] found a correlation between patients with severe trau-
matic brain injury who received prehospital rapid sequence
intubation (RSI) and both mortality and hyperventilation
(arterial PCO, < 24 mmHg). Shafi et al. [35] demonstrated
that prehospital ETI in trauma patients is associated with
decreased survival, possibly because of positive pressure
ventilation during the hypovolemic state. Stockinger et al.
[36] found that prehospital ETI conferred no survival ben-
efit over bag valve mask ventilation and increased prehospi-
tal time. These studies, together with our own, suggest that
the threshold for ETI outside the hospital should be higher
than in the hospital emergency room. At least in Japan, if
not elsewhere, the evidence underlines the need for a delib-
eration of the risks and benefits of prehospital ETI.

Neglect of the importance of SGA as a rescue
ventilation device in prehospital settings in Japan

In this study, SGA was available in only 16.7 % of the
prehospital settings, and a pediatric-sized device in only
11.9 %. In Europe, SGA is available in 92.0-97.6 % of
prehospital settings [19, 20]. Thus, in Japan, SGA has been
undervalued as a rescue ventilation device in prehospital
settings. Each HEMS must have back-up ventilation strat-
egies [11-13] because the consequences of failed intuba-
tion can be devastating. SGAs have several advantages for
use in rescue ventilation [11-13] and should be available
wherever anesthesia is carried out in the prehospital setting
[15, 16]. Lockey et al. [39] and Combes et al. [40] reported
that all patients whose tracheas could not be intubated in
a prehospital emergency setting were successfully rescued
by SGA. Our study showed that prehospital airway equip-
ment was arbitrarily selected by each base. However, its
standardization, including a SGA or other rescue ventilator
device would be beneficial.

Successful SGA insertion is related to operator experi-
ence [41]. In a CVCI scenario, which is a definite oppor-
tunity to use SGA [11-13], the victim is at high risk of
cardiac arrest due to hypoxemia. Therefore, appropriate
training in SGA insertion is crucial for health care profes-
sionals who are likely to participate in airway manage-
ment. Nevertheless, other than elective surgery, the clinical
settings in which patients are ventilated with SGA are rela-
tively rare. To gain SGA insertion experience and airway
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management competence, HEMS physicians should par-
ticipate in a certain number of these procedures in the hos-
pital operating room [42, 43]; this is especially important
for those whose clinical background is not anesthesiology.
Thus, as in other countries [42, 43], airway management
training programs in the operating room for HEMS physi-
cians should be established throughout Japan.

Limited availability of capnometry in prehospital
settings in Japan

Capnometry was available in approximately two-thirds
of the HEMS bases surveyed. By contrast, capnometry
is available in 85-100 % of the prehospital settings in
Europe [19, 20]. Verification of endotracheal tube place-
ment is an indispensable part of any DAM strategy [11-
13], and capnometry is both more sensitive and more
specific than auscultation alone in recognizing correct
tube placement following emergency intubation [44—46].
Continuous end-tidal carbon dioxide (ETCO,) monitoring
is also useful to detect inadvertent tube dislodgement dur-
ing patient transport [47]. Silvestri et al. [47] reported that
when paramedics used continuous ETCO, monitoring in
prehospital settings, there were no cases of unrecognized
misplaced intubation in patients upon emergency room
arrival, whereas the misplaced intubation rate was 23 %
when continuous ETCO, was not used. A national audit in
the UK [14] found that failure to use capnometry in treat-
ing a difficult airway probably contributed to at least some
of the fatal outcomes. ETCO, confirmation of tube place-
ment and continuous monitoring of the endotracheal tube
position are now a standard of care in the operating room
[11-13] and in the intensive care unit [14]. As a result,
the use of ETCO, monitoring has become an important
aspect of emergency medicine [14, 47]. The incorpora-
tion of ETCO, confirmation and continuous monitoring
into out-of-hospital airway management would therefore
improve patient management by prehospital health care
professionals.

Shortage of board-certified anesthesiologists
as prehospital physicians in Japan

According to our survey, board-certified anesthesiologists
comprised only 10.1 % of all prehospital physicians in
Japan. In Scandinavia and Germany, by contrast, prehospi-
tal airway management is mostly performed by anesthesi-
ologists with specific prehospital training [15, 17, 48, 49].
As concluded by Lockey et al. [15] and clearly stated in
the prehospital advanced airway guidelines of Scandina-
via [17], the providers of prehospital airway management
should have the same level of competence as in-hospital
anesthesia providers. To date, standard airway management
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competence for HEMS physicians in Japan has not been
defined. Breckwoldt et al. [6] investigated the incidence of
difficult ETI (number of ETI attempts >3) in the prehospi-
tal setting, comparing emergency physicians with a clinical
background in anesthesiology (expert status) and those with
a background in internal medicine. They found an associa-
tion between expert status and a significantly lower inci-
dence of difficult ETI and thus proposed that the value of
day-to-day ETI experience be considered in the treatment
of a difficult airway outside the hospital. As we pointed out
in a previous study, the skill and knowledge of anesthesi-
ologists should be fully employed for high-risk ETT rather
than limited to the operating room [50]. To improve pre-
hospital airway management in Japan, more anesthesiolo-
gists are recommended to participate in prehospital medical
care. There is however a lack of anesthesiologists in Japan,
and the regular training of HEMS (non-anesthesiologist)
physicians in the operating room would also be beneficial
for airway training and to gain experience [42, 43]. For
the retention of ETI skills, HEMS physicians should be
required to perform a certain number of procedures within
a defined period [51].

Preparedness of HEMS to perform surgical airway
management

While all bases had surgical airway devices, few had rever-
sal agents. This finding probably reflects the fact that in the
field of emergency medicine, even if difficulties are encoun-
tered, waking a patient following RSI is rare [39, 52],
because a patient requiring emergency ETI is absolutely in
need of a definitive airway. In these settings, a timely surgi-
cal airway may be life-saving [53] and more important than
waking the patient. Previous studies reported an incidence
of prehospital cricothyroidotomy of 0.5-2.4 % [39, 54, 55],
compared with 0.005-0.025 % [56] in the operating room.
The need for an emergency surgical procedure was 100-fold
higher in prehospital settings than in the hospital operating
room. All HEMS physicians therefore must be proficient in
this alternative intubation technique. To maintain their pro-
ficiency, they should receive regular off-the-job training in,
for example, the use of a simulator [57, 58].

Recommendations from this study

This study revealed that the limited availability of back-
up personnel, alternative ventilation, and confirmation
equipment in prehospital settings in Japan greatly hinders
DAM. Given the current situation in Japan, rapid transport
is preferable over active airway management in the field if
ventilation and oxygenation are acceptable. Avoiding a pre-
hospital ETT attempt is particularly important if a difficult
airway is anticipated [10]. As stated by the Scandinavian

Society for Anaesthesiology and Intensive Care Medicine
[17], “Even for maximally skilled personnel, it should
always be considered whether ETI attempts should be per-
formed pre-hospitally or be postponed till more advanced
in-hospital techniques are available.” Nevertheless, ‘forced
to act’ scenarios may arise despite an anticipated difficult
airway [59]. Examples include a patient with immedi-
ate or deteriorating airway obstruction or a patient whose
oxygenation is unacceptable even after manual bag mask
ventilation. In these cases, multiple ETI attempts should be
strictly prohibited and a rescue technique, including a surgi-
cal airway, should be performed without hesitation because
(1) multiple ETI attempts in a setting of limited human
and equipment resources are known to increase the risk of
severe complications [7-9, 14, 28, 29] and (2) complica-
tions in the management of a difficult airway can increase
prehospital time, which is associated with an adverse out-
come [60—62]. Thus, in prehospital settings, a difficult air-
way should be managed in a time-sensitive manner [59].
There is a tendency for laryngoscopists to persist with an
ETI even if it is proving to be difficult [63]; this inevitably
results in the delayed implementation of alternative intuba-
tion techniques. However, any hesitancy regarding the lat-
ter will be readily overcome once proficiency with an alter-
native rescue technique is acquired [57].

In Japan, prehospital airway equipment is not standard-
ized; it is selected at the discretion of the manager of each
base. To ensure homogeneous prehospital airway strategies,
the equipment carried out-of-hospital needs to be standard-
ized and should be consistent with that of a hospital operat-
ing room [14]. Suggestions for DAM resources have been
proposed by the JSA [11], ASA [12], and DAS [13] which
include rigid laryngoscope blades of alternate design and
size from those routinely used, video laryngoscope, tra-
cheal tubes of assorted sizes, tracheal tube guides includ-
ing a stylet and a gum elastic bougie, noninvasive airway
ventilation equipment including assorted sizes of SGA and
nasal/oral airway, equipment suitable for emergency inva-
sive airway access, an exhaled carbon dioxide detector, and
a portable storage unit containing these devices.

Adequate experience and the training of every HEMS
physician in the use of this equipment are absolute require-
ments. Airway management training programs for HEMS
physicians [42, 43] that include sufficient ETT and SGA
caseloads in the operating room should be available
throughout Japan. Regular off-the-job training can aid in
maintaining the skills needed for surgical airway manage-
ment [57, 58].

Study limitations and advantages

There were two major limitations to this study. First, our
survey did not determine the frequency of difficult airways
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and CVCI situations, nor did it obtain information on air-
way management practices in prehospital settings. The
optimal management of difficult airway situations despite
the limited resources of HEMS bases remains to be deter-
mined in future works. Second, because our questionnaire
was self-administered, there may have been reporting
bias. Nonetheless, in our survey of HEMS hospitals in
Japan, the response rate was extremely high (42 of 45).
Our study thus provides an accurate depiction of the cur-
rent state of prehospital advanced airway management in
Japan but it also reveals the areas in need of improvement.

Conclusion

In Japan, compliance with standard airway management
algorithms is currently not practicable [11-13] in prehos-
pital settings, given the limited availability of alternative
ventilation equipment and back-up personnel. Because
the prehospital setting in Japan is not conducive to suc-
cessful DAM, all healthcare professionals working in
this environment should seriously consider whether ETI
should be performed or whether the more prudent deci-
sion is to postpone the procedure until more advanced
in-hospital techniques and an adequate number of per-
sonnel are available. In addition, the airway equipment,
alternative ventilation equipment, and confirmation device
carried out of hospital should be standardized. Because
adequate experience is essential in the successful manage-
ment of challenging situations, airway management train-
ing programs for HEMS physicians should be made avail-
able throughout Japan.
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