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1. AEHE

1-1 FAEOLEERL B/

IHEARERIRREOKETE T E LSFHE L, IR (LT ICU) DR & A
TW5, JBEAEFEE OF — 21 XL, ICU OFFFEEIT Z 25T 50%8Mm L (X
D. ICUICBITAREHEOHELIZ TS, LrLARNE, ICUICBIT 2K ETH
B, SESERBEREED [1-8], BIZIERSHNRWEERFRE ., SR IKERE M
fiE, AREEMENiZ, & L CME IR COEEREIHEN R & 51T, ICU TIXFi=
L FolEmn [1-8], BB IHED S  ITREEXGEEH (Difficult airway
management: UL N DAMIZESHE L TR Z 5 Z EARS TV 5[2-8], ICU IZBWTH
HELOEIERN B T D MERIT 10-21%IC B L5 E S [2-6]. FATE CHREESGE I EE
THAREMEL D HELITEW [5,9, ZHHDZ LN BERIRFEEREEIZE > T DAM
IFFEFICHER N Y 7 Th D,

DAM (2B W T, EEIRKGEERT A AL, MEDT-DD NBEMHRT 2 Z &3k
ERARAEHLETH S [8,10-13], JLATHFZEIC & Y 8172 NES° DAM 7 /34 A D RAN
N, HERKEREOAIHELBEET 2 Z EAVRIN TS [8,13-15], TNz
ICU @ DAM xR EPIZFINED LN LFRED L DIZTHRETH D) LR < HELE
INTWD [8,13-15], HABEE 2 [10]). KERREEF23[11]. Difficult airway
society [12]DKGEEIRHT A KT A NI FINBIZHEMR S5 XX DAM &R % Bkl L C
Wb, BATURIAI R Z—~UN, ZNOLDOHA KT AHEL T2, Y ex0EE
HERZHZ TWAENEIIE LR [16], LLAnb, AFICU IZBWTE LN
HANERCDAM T8 AN, TS O LIZKGEEET VY XA [10-12] 080>
DI E D DI RHETH 5,

FEBRIEROEMRRKE T = — 7 EOHZIE DAM ICB W THLEARF RRER T
BH5 [10-12], [EMFHET 2 — TN EOMRIZ, BT 7 A NV ITHEZEM L 0 EE D FF
RELEWI ERAREINTVD [17-19], A LMEREFRIZBWT, [EFETF 2 —7X
K[EYHT 2 — 7 O BEOTIUIBSEMIC/R D 55 (8,14, ThbDOFEER
RN TS 2 SR 2B ER R, (6o TEL OWEN, ICU TH T
FLRILE DT, [LERENOHKEET, ML TH 7/ 7T 727 o R &
ThHhoHrELTND [8,13,14], LOLARBL, AIICUILBITL I 7 A M OFEH
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ARFA T A AL PR AR ERTIRRETFMEIME R 2 R LT 5, EEBL O
WIFECdh D, ZHHOXRIERD ) A MILLFD URL 20O AFFRETH 5:
http://www.jsicm.org/senmon/member_k.html, ¢ H 2015 4 11 H)

B RANLER R P ML B2 OEGRO% (KFEE S 2521), 20154 11 AIZHCRA
KOFERE BROGHZR)EZ, EEPIRREMENHER R (47 MERT R 289 Hfiizk)iZ
Bk L7z, MIE DRSS CRIZ DG DAL > ik IZiE, 2016 4F 1 A IZFHA SOk
ZITo 7,

ks, HEPIRFEMEIHE L KD 1-4 OFEBE D&% Bf L T\5 ICU Th
% (http://www.jsicm.org/pdf/senmoni_sinsaisoku.pdf, #f5¢ H 2016 43 H) :
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2. HARBETIBREZRNBET 2R PIRREMEN 1T AU L SEL TS Z L,
3.y FEAKRU EEZHERFLTND Z L,

4. JEETHBE N ED DREETIEREE IR LG L TWD Z &

B, LRD 4 ORATHEE DN E D D FEE TR EE HNRE BRSO RMFTLL T D a-d
TH 5 (http://www.jsicm.org/pdf/ICUsinnryou2014.pdf, #%fc H 2016 43 H),

a. BAREAIANE R, FEETIRRENICEE L TW\WD 2 &, YHEEEMIC, FE
EPRRERERE S L AT DEMZ 24 EETe &,

b. FrEETEREEHR LT O ICS SO LVHAREETIERELA L TBY ., U4
FrE e TIRIRE DRSS TR ETZ0 20m* LLETH D Z &,
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(2) WEEE

PHAIE H 2 38IRT D10 T2 » T, Bx 1T ThEAT S BB A THFZE (ICU
[20-24], Fifr= [25-28]. KA [29-31] Perl [32-34]. PEFI—~=v } [35-37)%
LT, ZOWETHEH LZHEZITERICERE LTRTLTH D,

FEHAIZLLTO@EY Th D -

A) FEHIRERRE R O SEBERE (RIRAER, ICU iRk, M ICU AT
B) SEHIREGRERL D X A 7 (Closed ICU, semi-closed ICU. #}£1% ICU, A& ICU,

AR ICU) ®!

C) ICU # &N T DL 5 EEMEIASE & AN AR (v v X v by v 2 BIREAEE, X 7

—RIMEEASE, ~ v I A RMEIABE, AXA Ly b TLAZTRAT 407 TV— BX
D) ICU MFEANTH LN LB &R (B 7 A MRS & £ Opfandn ., Mk UE S8,
- \

E) ICU &N TH L 2 A AR A (PP ERRE L 2 opgi 4, R8BI ORE
TT T xA)

F) W77 AN UVRERLZORJERERFOMABE (FRES | FExflio | &< b
RN, AT 7T TR OBE (FRE S REa S, DR

G) ICU EBERNITHH STV D IR (htiEAl, £ L TAAT~T 7 A, Frky o,
7= ¥ =L 8 ORHA

H) ICU #EN O NE#ELXE (DAM) T — h OFE L NE

) ICU OEEHHIO~ R T — (HEHOEMEES, R OEMKES, KHaLR
(CBENBIERE 2 & BN EE S ME H D 22 E 9 D)

1) ICU &5 1= il O B fA = & 57

K) ICU ICBITABAFEIFICIEZ L TNWAZ L0, TRLTWAZ L (HHTH)

L) ICU THEBHLEZHTOICEBE L TWAZ LR, TRLTWASZ L (HHTH)

M) ICU THEFRHZIEZE L TVWAH Z e, TRLTWAZ & (HHEH)

N) TOMOERL =T A b (HHFEH)

BURE I IXE £ o 7208, Frex IZEIE RS KWL ICU 2>, dihwkt ICU 2>
B LTz, £, FMICU IR EDF— =g (EA7 33.3%) & H LT [38].
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High volume ICU 7>, % 9 TZaW ) L7z, 4 1% Closed ICU % [ICU A= H
T, EHREENERE L 2V EEEZITH | Mk [39,40]& EF L. Non-closed ICU %
MCU ICAZE S H 2 KB OERNTIRETH 2 B3 FRHETIREEEMATFEL, &8
DRI D | gk [39,40]& B LTz, FMESR ICU 1A EAE O KER 03 FHE i
WTh ks, BAICU IZIAEBEHEOKRMBOBREREND (B AT OHEEZE, Kz
R AME. SR TR &) Th HEEX (coronary care unit <P stroke unit |3 ICU
&5 L ICEREDIT). £ L TZEDOMOD ICU I pediatric ICU 9IRS ICU % &
EFR LT,

B EPMRIB O T L — FIZOWT, YA AP/ oND0E I NCHONTHE

Fll:ﬁ [Jf:o
E3 VB RGERECR AR X, R ARV RGBS bR DDy AR LT L DIh
Z KBl L7z,

B4 RBHAIRERIZOWT, BV A AR/ ONDENE I DO N THEM LT,
ESICU #isEM & U CRIRE/MSIMEE I v > M 508, FIIBHEEIZIh v R L
2, RAEZEICS FEROIERE S 72 (BROEEIZS ),

Bz ZTEH Rl &id. BIAIEMRRORER 2 CREEHICHE LR 6 0
SR ZAE LTc, SAEZEIC S FIROIERZ D172 CBROEEIZIR),

E7ICU )75 = Al O BEF G A 13— A N B ABE P O 8 #% (http:/www.japan-
senmon-i.jp, #&fEH 2016 4 3 A)THE- T2,

3) TV N AEE

AR OT U I AL (1) 24 K] 2 ALLED AT R TE 20 (2) FM LaR
ANRGoNn5h 3)DAM I — RS LN 5D @) AFRHORGERRESR ARG LD
D, (5) R[REFEOMRIZEICH T 7 A N ZHEHL TS0, £ LT (6) ALK
TRIEBE DN T 7 7T T e FIAT>TWbdy Thd, Lo (1)-(4) 1EH
AIRER R KERPYEE2 . Difficult airway society 73318 U CHRFH L TV D EHEL
72DAM EJRTH D [10-12], 24 B 2 AL EONFERFERTE 5] 1%, &b ICU
(22 4 LN BERIDEIE LT 20y, FICEENBIERE 5 & R O BFE M AT RE /235612
R ATRE) & HIlbr L7-, SVRHROSRGEMECRSR B, Sk R 2RI BB =~ R 2s,
AREXT O EL LRGN DEEIT TR & L7z,

11



(4) MEEHENT

FT. HEHAOZNEUTHOWTCRERH R THT L7z, RIZ, EREO7T 7 71 A
FRIE & ICU ¥ A 7" (Rl ICU/iH9PE ICU,  Closed ICU/Non-closed ICU,  High-
volume ICU/Z LIS, SAELR ICU/Z LIS & DFF# % | Fisher € 248 1 L THEHT L
Too T OFFEFT TILRIBAE 2 FR: L complete data set 2 L7-, #EHF00MHTIZ 13 IBM
SPSS Statistics for Windows, version 21.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA)Zf# fl L. P <0.05
TR FIAEZED D & LT,

6) B I NY A AkE

7T = T DEBRE T 41X G*Power 3 for Windows (Heinrich Heine University,
Diisseldorf, Germany) % fii f§ L "C Power analysis #1772, 4 OEEEA K SED . ICU
% A 7" & DAM EIROBHEIZ OV CHE LI BT R IT e o T, 2 22 R %
FAEY 5%, F 4 d Cohen (2 & % Power table (Power primer) % 2 L 72 [41], ZhRE%
medium (w=0.3) [41IZFEE L, @D o=0.05 &35 L, FRES DY 7V (&IKT
176)7% 80% D15 Hi 1) & R~ 5 T2 DI & FHR S 47z,
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2. AERER

2-1 74— MEIER

A AR IR PR MGRE T 2 HE IR S P EHEERR 289 Fak D 2 B 196 sk A i A 22
(ZEIZE LTz (B 67.8%).

2-2 &R DEATE H

[R5 fE 3% ORIFIR S, ICU IRk, 4EM ICU A=3,. # L TICU # A FhEie iRl
WAELLTORITTRT,

EAEHR N=196 HIUE (25%1E, 75%fH)
TP R EL 613 (500, 832)
ICU iR 10 (6, 12)

2014 4EFE D ICU £ A= S B! 688 (530, 1000)
ICUDEZAT N (%)
EHEE (N=196)

KTl ICU 93 (47.4)
iR RBE ICU 103 (52.6)
BHEFR (N=192)

Closed 65 (33.9)
Non-Closed 127 (66.1)
INABERME (N=193)

S ERR ICU 57 (29.5)

R ICU 67 (34.7)
TSt 69 (35.8)

3 1AM ICU INB O FE— =/ 511 878 TH 5D, #%ikd 523, 878 LV ICU 4[]
NEBEMN LU sk % High volume ICU & EF L 7=,
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2-3 EEEMEERGE L BB R, REmESRE. AR SEmRRS R

ICU T bV 2 EEMEEasE & Bmg B (RBFE S B, AR SGE MR A
IZOWTHER L, YL TORITRTRIZEAZET,

IHH N=196 N (%)
ELEEMETRSE & B g A !
v v by v BN (71— i) 196 (100)
B A AOMB T L — R&2RAH 192 (98.0)
X T —HIMEERSE (7L — FE) 93 (47.4)
B A AOBER T L— RERH 80 (40.8)
~ v 2 A BUMEEESE 32 (16.3)
AAA Ly b 196 (100)
HETTG AT 7T V— 119 (60.7)
Fa—T T AF 2T — 154 (78.6)
Je FIT IR B e 5 156 (79.6)
REFERE
B A M ! 165 (84.2)
Airway scope® 134 (68.4)
McGRATH MAC® 102 (52.0)
GlideScope® 11 (5.6)
C-MAC® 3(1.5)
Airtraq® 2 (1.0)
King Vision® 1(0.5)
MultiViewScope® 1(0.5)
COOPDECH Video Laryngoscope® 1(0.5)
P S SR 182 (92.9)
WATHRRE v b 11 (5.6)
B ROERER AR 188 (95.9)
stk PRS2 - BIBH = > B 166 (84.7)
AALAT 22 (11.2)

E1 R
~od by VA MG L A S A Ly MIT N TORERR THLND Z LR ahol,
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80% &A% % ICU 73BT AMRBREE A FITFF L TV, Airway scope®D3 i H 2% < |

I McGRATH MAC® T - 7=,

B 7 A MEIEEE ICU M NICIT WS, BEET 2 FIREN S LEHILTV-DTH
FFoTAZ&NTEDHET Y —a X FCTRHZE LI igkhs 3 figxd > 72,

95.9% D ICU AHMEHASGE IR A E (84.7 % 0D sk A3tk FORENHE 2250 - GIBHF » K,
11.2 % DJigEN A AL XT NEH LT,

2-4 REHMREE

ICU THE LN DA EIZOWTHEM L, ITORIIRTHEZGT,

REBLTAHBE N=196 N (%)
Y s EE 118 (60.2)
B A XRA 110 (56.1)
[-gel® 68 (34.7)
Air-Q® 16 (8.2)
LMA ProSeal® 40 (20.4)
LMA Classic® 28 (14.3)
LMA Supreme® 3(1.5)
LMA Flexible® 1(0.5)
Laryngeal tube® 2 (1.0)
Ambu AuraOnce® 2 (1.0)
Ambu Aura-i® 1(0.5)
Combitube® 1(0.5)
BT A 183 (93.4)
BETT 7oA 192 (98.0)
G- (R

RHAMRETT U A1 9 FILLEROND S, FM LS ENSE 6N DHERRIEHK 6 HITH
STz, F EERE O top share |3 I-gel® T, ¥KiL LMA ProSeal® ThH -7z,
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2-5DAM F— bk

ICU T 1) DAM 1 — F MG HN500E 95 ), BLTU2) DAM U — MIEEN L EHH
IZOWTERM L, L TFTORIRTEIE 215372,

IHH N=196 N (%)

DAM B — 23 H % 119 (60.7)
DAM 71— N O N=119

EHEMERSE & A A XAEEO T L— R 110 (92.4)
T A MESABE 85 (71.4)
B A ADOKEF 2 —7 111 (93.3)
~ X — L1 94 (79.0)
HEALTGAT 4 7TV — 57 (47.9)
Fa—T T AF 2Py — 62 (52.1)
7 B2 A 74 (62.2)
TT 7oA (FRO/FEE) 105 (88.2)
MBI ROE e PR B 69 (58.0)
AT ABY 36 (30.3)
AH=T I A (T VT 4 A4 V) 16 (13.4)
N TINNT 2 A 87 (73.1)
Yo —Rgs5F 7 27 (22.7)
Z O 13 (10.9)

DAM 71— k73 ICU $BEBNIZ & D fiiklE 6 EIREE TH 0 | 12T 2Miix T DAM U — I
GENTON DT, EHGETESE & ) A XFEHO T L— R (924%) & BE A

ADF 2—7 (933%) Tholz, TNLUND 2T UV IFEHEHR TR DXL O X

o7,

1 ZOMOWNERIL, apneic oxygenation Hds l = = — 7 L EERREFH(SVTLL ED
D), EET—7, F—=FY~=77 Yy N Fl—var RFALy b JE
NP, Fvabf v AT L—, TrA R "—f~AI AXAL v hRa—7,
UG —7n— I=rT7v7, JEGYHFY MelThoT,
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728, DAM B — MZOW TN DONDlER O LL O 7 Y —a X M &AW,

@ DAM I — & LTIHFEVWTWARWREMITIZIEDL S
® DAM »— MIEZM OAH TN L

& T IANY, YU ARRGIFa—T Ny TNV T AT FINy FREICE
i

® BV — K& DAM I — hEZIT TR,

® TS ATTARNTHEANyY NIZEELTWD

& =TI vr, REURXY N, BT =X TR ANTHEREGRIIOWVTND

® [T 2 ORICIEDAM I — F BBV TR THDH, AN~T 7 AL D

26 A7 ARV

ICUDOH T ) A NIRE L. ZOKERERFOMASEE, b7 7T 7 FRikERE 0
FEIZHOWTHER L., L FOERIRTEIE Z157-,

HE N=196 N (%)
T ARIDBHD 182 (92.9)
K[EHEROL T ) A MY R

HRHE S 109 (55.6)
IRf 2 A5 51 (26.0)
AL fEHDRN 36 (18.4)
ANIMEREBED D T ) 7T 7 Fifeistil
LTV 109 (55.6)
Fpe LTV 5 63 (32.1)
2 LTV 24 (12.2)

BT A B UMNICU HENICHE RSN TV D HiaRIE 9 ELL ETh o 7208, HEEICHE
R 4% LI LR, BEXOERD T ) 79 72 mEH L Wb LRIZE L=
FFKIIWVT I 55.6% T, 6 BN /=72 0v o 72,
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2-7 FA

ICU TH b2 3EA (st & AN O W TERI L. FRISR IR R E /7,

HH N=196 N (%)
i AR A

R7BR= L (TAT T AIRE) 167 (85.2)
RIB=T L (RAX 2T v 7 Rg L) 68 (34.7)
Nerma=uhk (IF7vvripd) 3(1.5)
Pr=naly (BrvriRy) 25(12.8)
Z it 0(0)
oA

AT=T I A (T IVT 4 A7 E) 128 (65.3)
TNwEB= L (T RFH— L) 124 (63.3)
Fuoxyyr 94 (48.0)
XFAF T I (VIAAF T I U7 L) 57 (29.1)

2-8 ¥ /N —

EHIBFE OB HR DO~ o NU —IZHOWTERM L, FRIORTHRER A/,

ICU B EMEK (BEIEHY N=196) N (%)
SO

1 A 58 (29.6)
2 N R 138 (70.4)
KEH

1 A 128 (65.3)
2 N R 68 (34.7)
BEPN BB 2> B 512 iR 256 53 T RE 107 (54.6)

2 ANLLEDERIA ICU NIZEIE L TV D liisk (% H #H T 70.4%., REH T 34.7%Th o
720 BRPNBIERE (MR RCEEL 2 YD B I EHH DB RS T & D ki 54.6% T -
7o 12 ALLED NTFI3 24 BFEAH| CHER TX 5 skl 89.3% ThH -7,
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2-9 ICU BB ERI OHEMEZHK

ICU ) EROFMEZRICOVWTERM L, FTRIOR TR 2GS @HE%),

= Afike %k N=2,546 N (%)
JERIPFRL B = 626 (24.6)
KRR = 633 (24.9)
LR E M E 474 (18.6)
SMEHRLFH 271 (10.6)
WA IRERA RS A ES 87 (3.4)
b} B P = 101 (4.0)
AR R = 83 (3.3)
TR 2 N R = 213 (8.4)
MR 2R N LR T = 34 (1.3)

R MR R R = 33 (1.3)
/NRAL 101 (4.0)
Z Do HFHE 158 (6.2)

HEPIREGRE fiak D PR T B T 2 EM O M EER T 2V O N KERE
FHEE (24.9%). RN THREEEEBPHEE (24.6%), SRR HEME (18.6%) T - 7=,

ZORERIE. 2014 4F 10 HIZHifT Sz, B 5T X5 JSEPTIC BRRWIZEER B &l B
7 4 — MIAAE (http://www.jseptic.com/rinsho/pdf/questionnaire 141030.pdf, #%f5¢ H 2015
F11 H), BLUVN2009 4 & 2012 FiChifT Sz, REDIZE D HAERREESS
BIRH R & EiakE (ICU) OBLREBEICET L7 7 — Mk
(http://keio-anesthesiology.jp/kantoukoshietu/pdf/survey results0307.pdf, 6t H 2015 4F 11
H) LTSN ENTHERTH D,
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2-10 7V b LFEEE

o2 1T A ABRERL P2 OKIEDREEL 2, Difficult airway society 73 il U THERE S 2
EE2 DAM &R [10-12]TH D (1) 2 ALLEDOATF (2) = EEE 3) DAM 71— b
BIO @) SMFHOKGEMMR R EOARIRICU 2B 5 AT ATEME: & | (5) [ETRE DR
W T 7 ARV EFEHLTCWDN, LT (6) NLMRESEREDO LT ) 757
Fts il F AT o TV AN E I NET U M AEIEICRE LI, 26D T U M A
DFEBUAHENEZ TRITRT,

HH N=196 (%)
2 NULEDAFEREITHELND 89.3
A EERENSELND 60.2
DAM 71— R 33 H 405 60.7
AR SOE DRI E G B L D 95.9
LETRE OMERIZHE A 7 7 A MU 2 55.6
NLWERIELEBED N T ) 7T 7RGl 2 H I AiT>TnD 556
RLOA TR AT RE 20.9

FrDERICELL, 2 AL EOAFREIH LN D HiRIT 89.3%H 1 . A EHHIKIEE
Trar B3 95.9%Dlisk CTAFAIREThH o7, LLRNRL, ZOMOT 7 b LDE
BCATRRIL, Wb 6 BIfEE CTh o7, TXTDORT v TN ATRE/R sk 1% 41 Hisk
(20.9%) & - 7=,
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2-11 7V M ABIECB XIS BEER

WIZ, TNBHDT D R HAEEE L ICU ¥ A 7 (KRBT ICU/TTH95EPE ICU, Closed
ICU/Non-closed ICU,  high-volume ICU/Z #LLAS 36 L USMEL R ICU/Z LS & DR
7% Fisher ME 21 U CTHREMT L7z, RERZLLFORITRT,

HH N (%) OR (95 % CI) p
BIZ2 A EDAFERDH B
KFIHBE ICU N=93 86 (92.5) 1.9 (0.7-5.0) 0.2
Closed ICU N=65 59 (90.8) 1.3 (0.5-3.4) 0.8
High-volume ICU N=63 60(95.2)  3.1(0.9-10.3)  0.08
AL FE R ICU N=57 51 (89.5) 1.0 (0.4-2.8) 1
=M ERE
KFIHBE 1ICU N=93 61 (65.6) 1.4 (0.8-2.6) 0.2
Closed ICU N=64 44 (68.8) 1.6 (0.9-3.1) 0.2
High-volume ICU N=64 39 (60.9) 1.1 (0.6-2.1) 0.8
AL ELR ICU N=57 38 (66.7) 1.4 (0.7-2.7) 0.3
AR KB R
KEFIHBE ICU N=93 91(97.8) 3.0 (0.6-14.3) 0.3
Closed ICU N=65 63 (96.9) 1.5 (0.3-7.7) 1
High-volume ICU N=63 61 (96.8) 1.4 (0.3-7.3) 1
AL ELR ICU N=57 56(98.2)  3.0(0.4-24.7) 0.4
DAM 5 — b
KEFJBE 1ICU N=93 60 (64.5) 1.3 (0.7-2.3) 0.5
Closed ICU N=64 44 (68.8) 1.6 (0.8-3.0) 0.2
High-volume ICU N=62 43 (69.4) 1.6 (0.9-3.1) 0.2
HM B R ICU N=57 34(59.6) 0.9 (0.5-1.7) 0.7

(RAR—1ZHE< )
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(FE&)

HHE N (%) OR (95 % CI) p
K[EFRERERY S 7 A N 2EH
KHE 1CU N=93 57 (61.3) 1.5 (0.8-2.6) 0.2
Closed ICU N=64 43 (67.2) 2.0 (1.1-3.7) 0.03
High-volume ICU N=62 37 (59.7) 1.2(0.7-2.2) 0.6
S FLR ICU N=57 25(43.9) 0.5 (0.3-0.9) 0.03
WhRH T ) 7T 7R
KFBE 1CU N=93 60 (64.5) 1.9 (1.1-3.4) 0.04
Closed ICU N=64 41 (64.1) 1.6 (0.9-3.0) 0.2
High-volume ICU N=62 35 (56.5) 1.0 (0.5-1.8) 1
A EL%R ICU N=57 31 (54.4) 0.9 (0.5-1.6) 0.8
TRTORT v 7 IERKFIRE
KBE 1CU N=93 22 (23.7) 1.4 (0.7-2.7) 0.4
Closed ICU N=65 18 (27.7) 1.8 (0.9-3.6) 0.1
High-volume ICU N=63 12 (19.0) 0.8 (0.4-1.8) 0.7
A EL% ICU N=57 9 (15.8) 0.6 (0.3-1.4) 0.3

&8 : OR: odds ratio, CI: confidence interval

EREIZ, KREFEBE ICU, Closed ICU,  high-volume ICU |X DAM &5 A L 0 3~ T
WADERR S > T, KEFERFED T A N 263 2RI Closed ICU THEIZ
i< (OR2.0,95%CI1.1-3.7,P = 0.03), #F}5% ICU THEIZIKA -7 (OR0.5,95 % CI
0.3-0.9,P=0.03), ATIEGHHEIED T ) 7T 7R+ 2MRT, AEICRKRFRb
ICU CTEi2r> 7= (OR 1.9,95 % CI 1.1-3.4, P = 0.04),

24



2-11 BAFSRHIIEBEL VWA I LR, TRLTWEZE (HAEH)

A. BEOEMTIT S, BEOEN THIET 5,

®  FINENERIZH VD FRFLF Dr OIEAZ WO THHHH T &N TE S, £z, CCU
Dr DI E S Dr HIZIEHEE L TS 72~ U — (I, Wo7
BRIZIZ I <ISTEEZ B H 9 KOl L Tnad,

® JLKMIZERI 2 NTIT O,

® 2 A NULETHET 2—7DONEMR () 2L Tn5,

® 24Ul EDOERINWDIREETIT O,

® FEEARRVHE AL v T TITHI LHITLTND,

® A[REZRIR W BELDIEMIN VD RIMICT D Z ENKFETT,

® ANEHEDDLIMIFHTA L,

0 ANEMESZENKRLEETHD,

o WHHATHFEFICHES,

& WHHADEMINTELETEDLLLIICLTVET,

® EHDEM, FHHEMTHIEL TWND,

® HiffEffi2 ALLETIT O,

® FRERIR Y ZEDIEMNE S TS L oI L TWD,

b= SV

O 30 B2 DR O RIROEIENH - 7=, EEO NBOMELIL DAM 713 Y X
LD first step 7> Ok b EERAEH TH D [10-12], FhiakidZ OEEMEL B <

T EAVRIER S T,

TR ANN— MOEKT D/ mF AN— K E1T9

ICU LIS D #h#s 2 500 T, YBe TIERREMEF R EDS 4 4, BOSFRI R ED 4 440
HDOT, BEFERFIIZZENONEETHICT AL 2L TN D,

PRI REFI IR £ 4T 9 6

EIERREERHE SR AR L TV D,

72 B XL TR VI ERIDT 9 o

Difficult airway 23 T &40 2 FRIZIZRFAFRHEIZ VL B R > TH B o T D,

A M BT AEHEL D FRIFERHE R T L L T D,

TE LMY ETEREMESCHETEMENREFELTHL0I2L TS,
FRIRHE I SIS Z ZGE LTV D,
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® RN T — LI D T ENLVNTESR open ICU 72 D THAF CREMHE 1T 2
bbb,

® EHHEHOLAITITITE 22T RN OInEZ LU0 2 AL ECTRAHE ICH
2%, FRICHEIMEET S & T BRERSL,

® EHOMMEIEMELEET 5,

®  JIRIFERLEE AT OO L

® TXALETHEANCIIFAAIED L IISFE (FHME)NAZ A5

aA b
HIEREOREFEICB W T, FRFEZ EOBRHENFHZITH L EPHE D A 7 )N
W2 2 L BRITFEEBORE TRENTWD [6,42,43], LA FEES N2V BEE IS
T HRETRE L, FROIE ORBR S BB/ 8% T,

C. HEREEDFH &3t

R RO TR LIATOMERE. BEELZ SR 5,

78 IR R IR L2 T URREMEL O Back up, S H AV, Ope ZE TOEAEMFIT 5,
HE NS TR SN0 TIE, ABOHMR, ARRRIERR DO HEH 2T 5,
R B AGE 23 Tl S 00 2 5 A LT RRIR R Y B = I AR 3 5,

IAVB:

ICU 1281 44 N #EE 2 P9 %> —/L & LTI De Jong 5 23EME L7-. MACOCHA
score [6] 3 F 4 Th D, HEREHE & 72 5 B35 N 11X Mallampati score 3 LA_F,  BAZEM: IR I
TERFUE R OBETE, SHEHERPEORIIR, B AFEE (Bem), FHERGE, HE 2 (KERSE e
(Sp02<80%)72 ETH V. WHRFIFIRMMFIETH L Z L Th D,

D. B A MEEESE DOfEF

Ope ENDL~ v 7 77 A%ED TL 5,

BEZ Ope 3 5 D CTHLEITIL U C VT AMRIREE A FF 27 5,

FNT7%T7A4 MO,

T T AMEIASII T ITEZL D L H I L TEL,

JRIERL D3 T 5 & S TITHRE REER TR SN WEE Th > THIERNES T
LT~y 7 T T A EFE IR LTND,
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BT A MEBRER 0D (i

RN % b B T2 O I CFERRAIC 7 A MEEEsE A L TV E T,
BBORAETAMHEZHEH L TWD (v 7 T TR 774 RRAa—7%),
~v I T T AEFBHT L,

W~y 7 77 A %MHL TS,

C-MAC Z B <fioTWET,

WP e T AMEIEEE A D,

BT AMEEREE D A X LR BAT D,

U7 AMREASE SO 2D L O I LT\ B,

B A MEEESE 7 PEB TR TE A b OZMEH LTS, DDt DAM 4
— hOIEHAEB 2 THETN,

® U7 AMEBHER-CHKMESUE X EDOT AN A A& L TIT 9,

IAVB

EFRO X 9ITEE D ICU 2T AMEIREE O A APEZ fE L Tuie, HIRRE T
T AMEBRSEOA AMEA FFE LT, O BT U ANRFET D [44-46], ZiuHDH
HRLZ O BFIHEMIC R EN A8, ETL BT AMRERSE A DAM IZELD AT 2
CIFEETH D,

E. =y 7 VXD

® FxvovJURAMEHALET,
® F v/ URFNEEALKESHOMRCIERILE, MR ORRELZTT > TV
%y

IAV B

B L S - B AKERE bundle Z#HUD ALDH Z LT, ICU IZBIT 2 BAKEHEIC
B L -G HEZ B CE o, &3 2HENH D [1], Jaber & [11I1Z LiLiX(pre)
intubation bundle |3 2 AL LD Oel, Frfcsaik O U, Wik &, NPPVIZ XKD
pre oxygenation, HEYELI NI RSIOHEHEEY » 7 FHETH Y . post intubation bundle
A7 7 A MY OMER, BHOFEROEL., Frgitai OB, MRERK OGN
&%, ZILHO” intubation care bundle” D BHIAT. . ICU I3 D BSEH  KETE DA
OHERA EIZHAD Le CEART 34% HA% 21% p=0.03),
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+ R DYENE, Ny T T TN, ZADOHEE, DAM b — b O ¥E(E

SOEBRRF O 2, KUIRSH ., EA A, P55

BEOT SA ADMEZ DRI HE i L TH<,

VP RE A — k& DAM 1 — O & W LT\ D,

ICU FH @D DAM 71— MEZ2 WA, B L TW DRI LA O b DI dh v 5
IZH T2 T R TOXGEEHGHRE AL IEH L T\ D,

V3 DAM B — N & HEfF L £,

DAM /3 v 7 D Hfj,

W7 T v 72 L THRETL2L)ICHBTLVWET, MERETH-T-
BARDOF A FICHICE VTR L,

FREREENE D 2FHl LT S A ZDIRAATU, HITHRE REERF O back up device
(BT AMEBRBE RS B, AR RGERER O W) 2 i L T\ 5,

DAM TRE 72 H DN HIUX OP ENHFEF->TL 5,

DAM 71— b, BRIk FAREZRAIIEIBE 2 » b, KBS 7 A 23—, RSIDHE
i, 77T 4 AU FEDOHEZ L TH<,

DAM 51— + H#E,

DAM 7 — h &Ry R¥A R,
REXT7ANRN=LV 2y FPRUFL—y a3 U EEFEL TNV D,

DAM DiEBE%2 %A 2 THL,

VI TTA, T oA A= igel, 7 7 A N—70 E RGN U T HE(E S
Do

DAM 71— F & ZIRITEWNTE L,

DAM 71 — M9 %

G. ERKET 22— 7 DHER

ETCO, E =% —Offi [, Xp TOFE T = —7 ONLEME.
SRUE B D YA,

8 AR DU,

ETCO, 7

AR

EX

BRARERICREL T, 7/ A MY PHEZHEMEI Y bEREORFRELHWHIETH S

ZENRINTWD [17-19], S HICEREORFEGFE SlIZHBWT, A7/ A MY OKRIMIX
DI LN ONDOBIE R A IHE L BIENRH 72 & STV 5,
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Z DA

iz (ICUHR) [CEAPAD LI LTnD, AIRANSE TN D,
==Xy 713 B AAD Z & Nasal cannula 10L OFFHZ1T-> T 5,
KHETA RT74 ]I TIT 9,
Fer LlilEE 905 (E&D%Lb)“(é‘élﬁ) DA HE 2 FIEOAR Ns (IZHER T 5,
D DI, 272 DANIHIE L TV, ICU TREIFEFIZRS72DITZ 210
Ef%%@@1m<%wt&ﬁﬁbfwéo
Full stomach R°Z FUIZHET 2 RPL TR D 1 TSE 2 OF FH L T B ISR 2 5% L CHf
BT D,
FEARITRFEIZ,
UZ&@E%%%EW%LT%%5

PEEE O BT/ NRIZE B, AtiFEANIIME D720,
H&H#WA@QWO
st AN LRI 9IC L TWET BEREIZIZIRSI 217> TV ET,
Y =nal CpMERTE D55 ITIEREMmAICHAE 5,
EEPHFRIRIEERD AT TE D X212 LT 5,
RRBIEL o6 LTI, W51 21T D, AN TIPSOV T ME FFOM L
~ R — R 153,
FREEEHHE CTT DO TDAM 7L 3 Y A L2 WO THENTEL L 9ICLTHY &
T, MC787 R O0R7Z2OTHY A,
KED/PNETHY | fFETFT 2 —7T DA XEREZRIZCLTRADL LS IZL T
Do
A DAM ¥R = L— 3 v 2 E,
SRR,
Ns DIt hL—=0 7

BREICZIZEDLR,

JﬁlrfﬁT KT OMEET D,
iR O I AENENTH D
Awake intubation Crush induction % Double setting L T# <
stRE AN I ) (12 & A EYBEH L72\, Semi-awake or awake (e TR D 7)
intubation 1T 9,
FWREE Ay REEAIOMZ 4 LT 5, JR [\ T 15L/min B2 5 % tight mask
TIT>TWD BERANCH DKM E=4 — 2B AT 5
rEIOEREBET S,
MO OMFEERERE B E L CRekT 5
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® FEHIDUE & s
o NEDOKHEABIR L7 S AR ICHhigANE R o 2 v 7
® )N D R il

= IV

FERFOBAIEDMW S, BEFEDHER Y, FHRIZE > THRARZX TN HDH Z
EDURIE X7z, f8H simulation training 21T 9 72 £, FEHIC DAM IZBE L TE#OE W
ICU b A biiz,
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2-12 ICU THHERE L STDITERL TVH I LR, TRLTWS Z L(HHER)

A

. EC e SRR, B X ONEE 2 HnH

W) 7w B,

TR,

BEERA, SR A OB A R AT O,

DAD O #, RN TR OBERLZ ) TREIZ IS U T,

EALRBE DB & B3k L~ TIE U B O RAF Y

W 7R BRSO SO FERA DR EEMEE=2:1) DD+
I e G G AVA AN

Y BEIE semi-closed 72 O TR I EIZABHE Y E N £ CTh D DR & FLCZ Uiz B
£ 2 85 O FLT ICU 84 O FREMEHE 2 M2 T > T D,

WU 2R BAER B L VR L UL R O check

74V AT AT A PIMS BB EBEIEIA— X —2RFAE TE 5 X9
IZLTWD, ZIUIEERRD HBRA—F—T& 5,
HEERVEIZE Ll O R85 217> T b,

RASS 2 —/N%&2F % #iflz3 2%,

PAER/BUR 2 L TT O, ISHRE E I LT <, OREZEIILTIET2)
W) 7R B L ~L il oA
BEOERERY, BEBEN ENIBREEZIED,

Sedation (RASS NRS CAM-ICU) CTO#EAli CAM ICU (2 X 5t A= i,

ICU F—RIZ k8L~ FAELNVDOTF =y 7, HHREIZXIDHEIOZ
7R,

Roooffl I h A,

P, HEiFORE . OO, BT A= EFHLTTICRIIT D L
INZT B,

YR EE . R, KITENEET,

MR TS TR EE 12 TEBEZIT-oTNDT0,

W e SRRl L& 2 R WREITIE AR A OO /N TSR RS e 55
BNk DT,

B & 5 BE TIHTE LR AZ T 5,

W) 72 B L L DORERF,

Sedation D FEAM & ~OFLH]  LLZE &R U 7= 55 2 I & 4,
FERATENDS HAUTINHI 21T > TV D,
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Fi > TWDOENE, Wi oM,

MBS U CTHERI R 21T > T 5,

TRERHNHI & BEFREREE DHERT,

YR BEER B, Bif R ala=br—Ta

PEEE AR T DDA EHICIRD,

) 70 BEER & B EMIC L A SIS, MBS U T,

RASS +0 127 %

BRI, RTEETRy R4 REHRDBEOMH ZHIE L TV ET,
PF A (2hr 1)

/N O REME A T ZE U 72 36 BT 7 R SR SK oD A o Hm

1 Y1) 7 B

U AT R@EnE b s BE TG %35,

PEER . B AEDOFANIIATE EAT AR 1 EILLEATV, MBS U TR & fE
HIZAT 9

BEEDITR « FEENEDHER

WY F— 2N EH 2 AERET 2 — 7 ORE, HET—7 DD H%E MR LT
W5,

Fa—TEEDOHNILREEFRT X2 BM LT T —7Z>Tno, 7§
T EICEENMNEOMR L EEREBE T = 7,

INREE T TH DI DBREIGI 2 FE i L T\ D, FEREREIROT v g 73
EOLBRBRVWEDIZEET =T DD HHMNBIRNEHITIHERE L TS,

T —=T77 A MERT 5, Bkl ULz E < R,

BHXp CFa2—7 DRI ZMHERL TS, FroBEEEEZRATHEHAL TV,
B E,

ORI Xp 12 L5 tube (LEDFAM  MHAD Xp IZ LD F = —TTRS DFtsk,
FET 2 — 7 OEENE (N0 8 FEFIZEHAL 1 10 check # LT\ 5,
RET 2 — 7 ZEITEHN T,

T T AR,

RHHRED T EN 5558 TEICAHER R FEEEOENTWD T U —7
7 A RNEFEHAL TS, CAM-ICU IZ X 5 AZHMEEI TV A ZDOREITIER L
TW5, E#IF 22— OREDZTNF = v 7 BITVAEr 7 Fa—7
Ex LRBTBICEMILENDOLDTITI,
Fa—TEHEET o H—T 7 ARTLTWVET,
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W 2 — 7 OFEREE T 2 —7 OFNHECIZK W HDIZ LTS (Anchor
Fast, Hollister),

AR EDBRIR I3 TF 2 — T O a 7 ) —IZ L TR L TE Y £7,
HRIEE SEMEEE X bA LT (NI,

fi H O Xp CTHLEMERD,

Xp CF = — 7 BHledh, 7— Wik, MRHO-MA (LE)

INEORE AR LIZRE T 2 — 7 OREETT A

F a2 — TNLE DO ZHSARN AT ERON b S WA RANE 35,

. BARDHEM HA KT A v DESF

PAD&IJPAD HA R A NZHED,

Jpad |2 L DU 2R 80R /8RO 7 0 b 3 — LA REICIT O X O I LTV 5,
HAZH RASS BPS,

PAD T A R A AN U TCERmEHE R, [UET 2 — 7 EEHIEO LR Fri/h
),

HFAETH., FAZRHBEMIE (R v 7HEMRIL),

H AR,

30/ AL B A EE R S,

BARAT ) —= T LIRE,

HFAZDOFIZE>H VT D

. FO

TEEPEE ALK L THIFB OB S5 217> T\ 5,

R (5lo0E D £ 572 DEBENRN),

s TITo TCWDH I L EEDD 72wy,

EIRA S 7 TOFRET, HLEY

Bw ORI,

BB T2 2FE Uil L O, B8, FEE v eEs-o T
Juy,

TV E=Z —TOHR A2y T7~OfERTHM N —=7 (KYTHH.
CIWIDKFAAI VT ERELED I ERLERIICHEE TS Z L,
FHRE,

RERERE 270 <

FICBIELISMTRRIZ e L,
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ETCO, E =% —% HIZ21F T %,

KR OMER U e i

i NICBT DR A =D FIH

NS E{RD sedation protocol BEDERE DAL T 73537025 K D I DOBED —HN T T A
VR EDEHN T Ao TV D,

BN T 7T ABEIB) 2T TWET

H XA TS B i~ Y —~ o TH—2 %21 5

PAFRIE A O TRECIIML TR EANEK Z & 0 Ml E00n onk i
LTWb,

ETCO, & =% — I N LIS BB 2N LT D

A THERTDHZ &
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2-13 ICU CHERHIZEBLTWVWAZ LR, TRLTWAZ L

A.

FERE DYl

FTTICFHFE T L0 ICHElRZ L TH<,

Bag and mask O YE(  FRFRE OUEf 2 HIZ L TR,
FHRE OWEEZ L T LHE LT\ 5D,

FHEE OMER (1 YA XN T 2—7),

DAM /3 v 7 D Hfj,

’ﬁﬂﬁ’iDMﬂﬁ—k%L ZHf LFHRE TE D X0 I L TV B,
PERFIZIZ 2RI TDAM 7 — h &2y RYA RICHE(F L T 5,
ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁf%zﬁbfk<
FHRE RSN TR SN D551 DAM h— a2 ¥EF LAEZHED 5,
BifE v b O,

BEICHZ T 28 WEOHMAEEIZL TV,

FHEE 2 B I SEICB O THH LTV 5,

T ICHIFE TE AL L TH <,

FHRE 24808 L CROUBREROHERZ L TWET,

DAM 7 /31 2 & Wi 5,

HiFEE v b O,

RO Z LTI NHFRELER L2 Z i L T\ D,

FHERE O (FFIC CVCI NFITR Z D AalRetEnd 5 2 & 248 E L)

27af ROERH Fa—TzI7XFzrP¥—0FERA T7RLFUUVBRA &
BEFED R & 34

7'a b 3= I TRIFRERITIIAT v A REEHT 5,

M- A B R 41 _fxofb\‘éiﬁ/\ XHAERNCAT v A &G Z2RET 5,

B RIOFM 2 £l LLEHIIEAT oA FEHEEZIT- TS KERKICF 2—7
I?X?I//? EHETLZENH D,

SEREIEN CIXREMI O AT oA RRGA2EEBT 5
Eﬁﬁﬁ%’?%ﬁ@ﬁﬂ%ﬁ% DZEIBRGEREDOEHENH Y E 5 25 ATa A R
fifi 1 & st
72 KL EOKEFEEHOYE . JRAlE UCHEIEERE T DA T v A K4
LCW5, £EHIERNICY —27 T A &7,
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R 12 FERT D IRE £ T4 RHRBEICAT AT L K=Y 12 20mg % Div L T
W5,

R XD TR HRERBEN TR SN DIEFNNLTTF 2 —T 2 AF =2 Vv —%
HELTHOHEETLZZENDHY £, HHERIZIT FLT U UVRAZITORLH
nET,

RGBT BE D D IEG T E AT I H BFHEIC X 25Hb 21T > T\ 5,
T 7V — 7 O

V—2 7 A MNIMLTT 5,

EWFERHIN 7 ) —7 7 A MERLE e b RFFMFTL Y A7 a4 NEE,
V—27 T ANEAT A RAEGEIT I,

EHAEE, b LI EREICREREDON2HEIZITR 7Y — 27 7 2 N 20317
Do

FEWFEEFI TR 7Y =27 T A AT oA RO,

Cuff leak DFER—AT 1A ROET, tube exchanger OffET, & HiIlZ FiO2 100%
PEEP 15-20cmH,0 & 3% Z &,
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Abstract

Purpose The availability of difficult airway manage-
ment (DAM) resources and the extent of capnometry use
in Japanese intensive care units (ICUs) remained unclear.
The purpose of this study was to clarify whether: (1) DAM
resources were adequate, and (2) capnometry was routinely
applied in Japanese ICUs.

Methods This nationwide cross-sectional study was con-
ducted from September 2015 to February 2016. All ICUs
received a mailed questionnaire about their DAM resources
and use of capnometry. Outcome measures were availabil-
ity of: (1) 24-h in-house backup coverage; (2) a supraglot-
tic airway device (SGA); (3) a dedicated DAM cart; and (4)
surgical airway devices, and (5) routine use of capnometry
to verify tube placement and for continuous monitoring
of ventilator-dependent patients. The association between
these outcomes and ICU type (academic, high-volume,
closed, surgical) was also analyzed.
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Results Of the 289 ICUs, 196 (67.8 %) returned completed
questionnaires. In-house backup coverage and surgical
airway devices were highly available (89.3 and 95.9 %),
but SGAs and dedicated DAM carts were not (60.2 and
60.7 %). The routine use of capnometry to confirm tube
placement was reported by 55.6 % of the ICUs and was
highest in closed ICUs (67.2 %, p = 0.03). The rate of con-
tinuous capnography monitoring was also 55.6 % and was
highest in academic ICUs (64.5 %, p = 0.04).

Conclusion In Japanese ICUs, SGAs and dedicated DAM
carts were less available, and capnometry was not uni-
versally applied either to confirm tube placement, or for
continuous monitoring of ventilated patients. Our study
revealed areas in need of improvement.

Keywords Airway equipment - Capnometry -
Supraglottic airway device - Portable storage unit - Postal
survey

Introduction

The number of critical care beds in Japan has been grow-
ing rapidly. According to data from the Japanese Ministry of
Health, Labour and Welfare, the number of intensive care
unit (ICU) beds has increased by approximately 50 % in the
past several years (http://www.mhlw.go.jp/file/05-Shingikai-
12404000-Hokenkyoku-Iryouka/0000101005.pdf; and http://
www.mhlw.go.jp/shingi/2009/03/d1/s0325-9k.pdf both in Japa-
nese, accessed 3 March 2016). With the steep growth in critical
care, endotracheal intubation (ETT) in ICUs has become much
more common. However, ETI in critically ill patients is a chal-
lenging procedure because these patients have very little physi-
ological reserve. Severe ETI-related complications, including
hypoxia, esophageal intubation, aspiration, and cardiac arrest,
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are likely to occur in ICUs [1-8], especially when associated
with difficult airway management (DAM) [2-8]. The rate of
difficult ETI in ICU settings ranges from 10 to 21 % [2-6],
which is much higher than the rate in the operating room (OR)
[5, 9]. Because ETI-related complications in ICUs are associ-
ated with devastating outcomes [8], it has become even more
important for ICUs to have proper DAM equipment, and the
issue has also become more relevant for intensivists.
Immediate access to appropriate human and equip-
ment resources is a vital element of DAM [8, 10-13]. The
limited availability of proper DAM resources are in part
responsible for severe ETI-related complications in the
ICU [8, 13-15], and many authors strongly recommended
that DAM resources in the ICU be the same as those used
in the OR [8, 13-15]. Airway management algorithms that
have been advocated by the Japanese Society of Anesthe-
siologists (JSA) [10], the American Society of Anesthesi-
ologists (ASA) [11], and by the Difficult Airway Society
(DAS) [12], specify the standard DAM resources for the
OR. We previously audited whether Japanese helicopter
emergency medical services were adequately equipped
regarding these recommended guidelines [16]. However, to
date no objective information has been available regarding
whether human and equipment resources in Japanese ICUs
are compatible with established OR standards [10-12].
Verification of endotracheal tube placement is an indispen-
sable part of any DAM strategy [10-12]. Capnometry is both
more sensitive and more specific than auscultation alone in
recognizing correct tube placement following emergency intu-
bation [17-19]. In the management of ventilator-dependent
patients, early recognition of endotracheal tube dislodgement
and obstruction is vital, because loss of airway patency can
lead to catastrophic consequences [8, 14]. Therefore, numer-
ous authors, including a national survey performed in the UK,
have clearly recommended continuous capnography monitor-
ing from intubation to extubation in the ICU [8, 13, 14], as in
the OR. However, the current use of capnography both for ver-
ifying endotracheal tube placement and for continuous moni-
toring of ventilated patients in ICUs in Japan remains unclear.
Therefore, in this study we investigated: (1) the availability
of DAM equipment, and specialist care providers; (2) whether
these resources are sufficient regarding the JSA, ASA, and
DAS guidelines [10-12]; and (3) the current status regarding
the use of capnometry for intubation and for continuous cap-
nography monitoring of ventilated patients in Japanese ICUs.

Materials and methods
Study design and sites

This nationwide cross-sectional study was conducted from
September 2015 to February 2016. After approval by the

@ Springer

institutional review boards of Fukushima Medical Uni-
versity (No. 2521), self-administered questionnaires were
mailed to the directors of all ICUs (289 hospitals in 47
prefectures) registered as certified training facilities by
the Japanese Society of Intensive Care Medicine (JSICM)
in November, 2015. A complete list of these hospitals is
available at: http://www.jsicm.org/senmon/sisetu_all.html
(in Japanese, accessed 7 February 2016). The criteria for
a JSICM-certified ICU include: (1) an independent, central
clinical division of the facility; (2) one or more dedicated
JSICM board-certified intensivists on staff; and (3) more
than four critical care beds (http://www.jsicm.org/pdf/sen-
mon_sinsaisoku2016.pdf, in Japanese, accessed 24 March
2016). JSICM-certified ICUs constitute approximately half
of all critical care beds in Japan.

Survey items

When selecting items in the questionnaire, we referred to
previous studies conducted in other countries and address-
ing both similar settings (ICUs [20-24], ORs [25-28], and
emergency departments [29-31],) and different settings
(pre-hospital emergency medical services [32-34], and
obstetrical units [35-37]).

An English version of the Japanese questionnaire used
in this study is available in the supplementary mate-
rial (Online Resource 1). Survey items consisted of basic
information regarding the numbers of hospital beds, ICU
beds, annual ICU admissions in 2014, the types of ICU,
and the availability of the following materials in the ICU:
(1) direct laryngoscope and adjunct equipment (curved
blade, straight blade, McCoy laryngoscope, stylet, gum
elastic bougie, tube exchanger catheter, and local anes-
thetic spray); (2) alternate intubation equipment (rigid
video laryngoscope, flexible fiberscope, retrograde intu-
bation kit, and surgical airway equipment); (3) alternate
ventilation equipment [supraglottic airway device (SGA),
and oral and nasal airways]; (4) capnometry; (5) a port-
able packaged unit containing several DAM kits (DAM
cart); and (6) neuromuscular blocking agents to facilitate
endotracheal intubation and reversal agents (sugammadex,
neostigmine, flumazenil, and naloxone). In this survey, we
divided ICU types into (a) academic or community, (b)
closed or not-closed, (c) high-volume or not, (d) emer-
gency or surgical or other type including medical, mixed,
and pediatric ICUs. Academic ICUs were defined as units
in university-affiliated hospitals [38]. Closed ICUs were
defined as units that transferred all patients to an intensive
care team that directs patients’ care with primary respon-
sibility for the therapeutic plan and patient care [39, 40].
Non-closed ICUs were defined as ICUs where the inten-
sive care team provides expertise via elective or manda-
tory consultation without primary responsibility for the


http://www.jsicm.org/senmon/sisetu_all.html
http://www.jsicm.org/pdf/senmon_sinsaisoku2016.pdf
http://www.jsicm.org/pdf/senmon_sinsaisoku2016.pdf

J Anesth

patient care [39, 40]. High-volume ICUs were defined
as units in the upper tertile of annual patient admissions
[38], and emergency ICUs were defined as units in which
most patients were from an emergency room, and which
were likely to receive patients suffering acute-onset medi-
cal conditions, or surgical illnesses including trauma,
burns, intoxication, acute coronary disease, and stroke. We
included coronary care units and stroke care units in the
emergency category. Surgical ICUs were defined as units
in which most patients were from ORs, and which were
likely to provide post-operative intensive care.

The questionnaire also asked about the availability of
direct laryngoscopes and alternate ventilation equipment
in assorted sizes; the product name of the rigid video
laryngoscopes and SGA used was also requested. Surgical
airway equipment was categorized as a cricothyroidotomy
kit, or a set containing a scalpel and hemostat. If capnom-
etry was available, we asked whether: (a) capnometry was
used to verify tube placement (routinely, sometimes, and
never) [20], and (b) whether the ICU used continuous
capnography monitoring for ventilator-dependent patients
(routinely, sometimes, and never) [20]. If a dedicated
DAM cart was present in the ICU, we asked respondents
to specify the contents. We also requested information on:
the usual number of on-duty staff ICU physician(s) dur-
ing the day and overnight; whether in-house experienced
(anesthetic or emergency medicine) back-up coverage
can be called during overnight hours; and whether staff
physicians were board-certified. We included senior resi-
dents (post-graduate year 3 or more) as staff ICU physi-
cians, but not junior residents (post-graduate year 1 or 2).
We deemed that “24-h in-house back-up coverage” was
obtainable if: (a) two or more physicians were usually
on duty, including overnight, or (b) in-house experienced
back-up coverage was available overnight. Board-certified
physicians were defined based on the Japanese Medical
Specialty Board criteria (http://www.japan-senmon-i.jp/,
in Japanese, accessed 7 February 2016). ICUs that did not
respond to the initial survey were sent a repeat mailing on
January 2016.

Outcome measures

Outcomes of interest in this study were availability of: (1)
24-h in-house back-up coverage, (2) an SGA, (3) a DAM
cart, (4) surgical airway equipment; and routine use of: (5)
capnometry to confirm ETI, and (6) continuous capnogra-
phy monitoring of ventilator-dependent patients. Of these,
(1)-(4) are important DAM resources commonly endorsed
by the JSA, ASA, and DAS airway management guidelines
[10-12]. The availability of “surgical airway equipment”
was defined as a cricothyroidotomy kit or a scalpel and
hemostat, present in the ICU.

Statistical analysis

First, all survey items were evaluated using descriptive sta-
tistics. Second, the association between our outcomes of
interest (DAM resources and the use of capnometry), and
ICU type (academic, closed, high-volume, and surgical)
were analyzed using Fisher’s exact test. For this statistical
evaluation, we excluded missing data and used complete
data sets. All statistical analyses were performed using
IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, version 21.0 (IBM
Corp., Armonk, NY, USA), and p < 0.05 was considered
statistically significant.

Sample size

During the planning of this study, we performed a power
analysis using G*Power 3 for Windows (Heinrich Heine
University, Diisseldorf, Germany). Because no previous
study, to our knowledge, has examined the association
between the type of ICU and DAM resources, we assumed
an effect size using Cohen’s power table (Power primer)
[41]. With an effect size, “w” of 0.3 (medium size [41]), 88
samples per group (total, 176) provided 80 % power at two-
tailed o of 0.05.

Results

Of the 289 Japanese ICUs, 196 returned a completed ques-
tionnaire (response rate, 67.8 %). Table 1 shows the demo-
graphic information of the responding ICUs. The median
number of annual ICU admissions was 688 (interquartile
range 530-1000, upper tertile 878); the median number
of ICU beds was 10 (interquartile range 6-12). Of these,
47.4 % were academic ICUs, 33.9 % were closed, 29.5 %
were surgical, and 34.7 % were emergency units.

Table 2 summarizes the intubation, alternate intubation,
and alternate ventilation equipment available in Japanese
ICUs. Among the ICUs that responded, a curved laryn-
goscope blade and stylet were universally available, 118
(60.2 %) had an SGA, and 188 (95.9 %) possessed a surgi-
cal airway device; either a cricothyroidotomy kit (84.7 %),
or scalpel and hemostat (11.2 %). Dedicated DAM carts
were present in 119 (60.7 %) ICUs, but the contents varied,;
almost all contained rigid laryngoscope blades of variable
design and size (92.4 %), and tracheal tubes of assorted
sizes (93.3 %) (Table 3). Although the availability of cap-
nometry was high (92.9 %), the percentage of ICUs rou-
tinely using capnometry for ETI and continuous monitor-
ing of ventilated patients were both 55.6 % (Table 4).

Table 5 lists the neuromuscular blocking agents
available to facilitate ETI in the responding ICUs, and
Table 6 provides information on the ICU manpower, and
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Table 1 Demographic data of 196 Japanese intensive care units
(ICUs)

Basic information N (inter-quartile range)

Hospital beds 613 (500-832)
ICU beds 10 (6-12)
Annual ICU admissions 688 (530-1000)
ICU type N (%)
By funding institute (N = 196)
Academic 93 (47.4)
Community 103 (52.6)
By management (N = 192)
Closed 65 (33.9)
Non-closed 127 (66.1)
By patient characteristic (N = 193)
Surgical 57 (29.5)
Emergency 67 (34.7)
Other 69 (35.8)

Based on the replies of 196 of the 289 ICUs queried

specialty of ICU physicians. Two or more staff inten-
sivists were usually on duty at 138 ICUs (70.4 %) dur-
ing the day, and 68 ICUs (34.7 %) overnight. In-house
skilled back-up coverage (anesthesiology or emergency
medicine) was available in 107 ICUs (54.6 %) overnight.
According to our feasibility criteria, 24-h in-house back-
up staff was available in 175 (89.3 %) ICUs. Among 2546
attending physicians at all ICUs, the most common board
certification was emergency medicine (24.9 %), followed
by anesthesiology (24.6 %), and intensive care (18.6 %).
Figure 1 shows the availability of the DAM resources
specified in the JSA, ASA, and DAS guidelines [10-12],
and routine use of capnometry in Japanese ICUs. Accord-
ing to our feasibility definitions, back-up staff was always
deemed available in 89.3 % of ICUs, and surgical airway
devices in 95.9 %. The feasibility of the remaining out-
comes were all approximately 60 % of ICUs. There were 41
(20.9 %) facilities in which all steps were deemed achiev-
able in the ICUs. Table 7 shows the associations between
the feasibility of outcomes of interest and ICU type. There
was a general trend that academic, closed, and high-volume
ICUs were well-resourced. The rate of routine use of cap-
nometry to confirm ETI was significantly higher in closed
ICU [odds ratio 2.0, 95 % confidence interval (CI) 1.1-3.7,
p = 0.03], but significantly lower in surgical ICUs (odds
ratio 0.5, 95 % CI 0.3-0.9, p = 0.03). The percentage of
routine continuous capnography monitoring of ventilated
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Table 2 Intubation equipment, alternate intubation equipment, and
alternate ventilation equipment in 196 Japanese intensive care units
(ICUs)

Equipment item N (%)
1. Direct laryngoscope and adjunct equipment®
A. Curved laryngoscope blade (Macintosh type) 196 (100)
Assorted sizes 192 (98.0)
B. Straight laryngoscope blade (Miller type) 93 (47.4)
Assorted sizes 80 (40.8)
C. McCoy laryngoscope 32 (16.3)
D. Stylet 196 (100)
E. Gum elastic bougie 119 (60.7)
F. Tube exchanger catheter 154 (78.6)
G. Local anesthetic spray 156 (79.6)
2. Alternate intubation equipment
A. Rigid video laryngoscope® 165 (84.2)
a. Airway scope® 134 (68.4)
b. McGRATH MAC® 102 (52.0)
¢. GlideScope® 11 (5.6)
d. C-MAC® 3(1.5)
e. Airtraq® 2 (1.0)
f. King Vision® 1(0.5)
g. MultiViewScope® 1(0.5)
h. COOPDECH Video Laryngoscope® 1(0.5)
B. Flexible fiberscope 182 (92.9)
C. Retrograde intubation kit 11 (5.6)
D. Surgical airway equipment 188 (95.9)
a. Cricothyroidotomy kit 166 (84.7)
b. Scalpel and hemostat 22 (11.2)
3. Alternate ventilation equipment®
A. SGA? 118 (60.2)
Assorted sizes 110 (56.1)
a. I-gel® 68 (34.7)
b. Air-Q® 16 (8.2)
¢. LMA ProSeal® 40 (20.4)
d. LMA Classic® 28 (14.3)
e. LMA Supreme® 3(1.5)
f. LMA Flexible® 1(0.5)
g. Laryngeal tube® 2 (1.0)
h. Ambu AuraOnce® 2 (1.0)

i. Ambu Aura-i® 1(0.5)

j. Combitube® 1(0.5)
B. Oral airway 183 (93.4)
C. Nasal airway 192 (98.0)

Based on the replies of 196 of the 289 ICUs queried
SGA supraglottic airway device

# ICUs may have more than one of the specified equipment items
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Table 3 Portable storage unit (DAM cart) and its contents in 196
Japanese intensive care units (ICUs)

Table 5 Neuromuscular blocking agents used to facilitate ETI, and
reversal agents in 196 Japanese intensive care units (ICUs)

Item N (%)

Item N (%)
Portable storage unit (DAM cart) 119 (60.7)
Contents of the DAM cart N=119
Rigid laryngoscope blades in various designs and sizes 110 (92.4)
Rigid video laryngoscope 85(71.4)
Tracheal tubes in assorted sizes 111 (93.3)
Magill forceps 94 (79.0)
Gum elastic bougie 57 (47.9)
Tube exchanger catheter 62 (52.1)
SGA 74 (62.2)
Airway (oral/nasal) 105 (88.2)
Surgical airway device 69 (58.0)
Capnometry 36 (30.3)
Sugammadex 16 (13.4)
Bag valve mask 87 (73.1)
Yankauer suction tip 27 (22.7)
Other devices 13 (10.9)

Based on the replies of 196 of the 289 ICUs queried

DAM difficult airway management, SGA supraglottic airway device

Table 4 Frequency of using capnometry for ETI, and continuous
capnography monitoring of ventilated patients in 196 Japanese inten-
sive care units (ICUs)

Item N (%)

Capnometry 182 (92.9)

Use of capnometry to confirm ETI

Routinely 109 (55.6)

Sometimes 51 (26.0)

Never 36 (18.4)
Continuous capnography monitoring of ventilated patients

Routinely 109 (55.6)

Sometimes 63 (32.1)

Never 24 (12.2)

Based on the replies of 196 of the 289 ICUs queried
ETI endotracheal intubation

patients was significantly higher in academic ICUs (odds
ratio 1.9, 95 % CI 1.1-3.4, p = 0.04). Table 8 compares the
availability of DAM resources and the use of capnometry
in ICUs in Japan versus other nations.

Discussion

This national survey clarified the currently available
DAM resources and extent of capnometry use in Japanese

A. Neuromuscular blocking agents®

a. Rocuronium 167 (85.2)
b. Vecuronium 68 (34.7)
¢. Pancuronium 3(1.5)
d. Succinylcholine 25(12.8)
e. Other neuromuscular blocking agents 0(0)
B. Reversal agents®

a. Sugammadex 128 (65.3)
b. Flumazenil 124 (63.3)
c. Naloxone 94 (48.0)
d. Neostigmine 57 (29.1)

Based on the replies of 196 of the 289 ICUs queried

# ICUs may have more than one drug

Table 6 Number of on-duty intensive care unit (ICU) physicians and
their specialty

Item N (%)
Number of on-duty ICU physicians N=196
A. Day time
a. One 58 (29.6)
b. Two or more 138 (70.4)
B. Overnight
a. One 128 (65.3)
b. Two or more 68 (34.7)
c. In-house experienced back-up coverage® available 107 (54.6)
Board certification of ICU physicians® N =12546
a. Anesthesiology 626 (24.6)
b. Emergency medicine 633 (24.9)
c. Intensive care 474 (18.6)
d. General surgery 271 (10.6)
e. Cardiovascular surgery 87 (3.4)
f. Cranial surgery 101 (4.0)
g. Orthopedics 83 (3.3)
h. Cardiovascular medicine 213 (8.4)
i. Respiratory medicine 34 (1.3)
j- Renal medicine 33(1.3)
k. Pediatrics 101 (4.0)
1. Other board certification 158 (6.2)

Based on the replies of 196 of the 289 ICUs queried
# Back-up from anesthesiology or emergency department

b Physicians may have more than one board certification

ICUs and revealed the areas in need of improvement. To
comply with current recommendations, as specified in
JSA [10], ASA [11], and DAS [12] guidelines, the avail-
ability of SGAs and dedicated DAM carts in Japanese
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Fig. 1 Availability of DAM
resources as specified in the
JSA, ASA, and DAS guidelines,
and routine use of capnom-

etry in Japanese ICUs. ASA
American Society of Anesthe-
siologists, ETI endotracheal
intubation, DAM difficult air-
way management, DAS Difficult

In-house back up coverage (24 hours)

Surgical airway device

Routine use of capnometry for ETI

SGA

DAM cart

Routine use of try for conti

Airway Society, ICU intensive
care unit, JSA Japanese Society
of Anesthesiologists, SGA
supraglottic airway device

ICUs must be improved. Capnometry is not universally
used to confirm correct tube placement, nor is it being
used for continuous monitoring of ventilator-dependent
patients. End-tidal carbon dioxide (ETCO,) confirmation
of tube placement and the continuous monitoring of ven-
tilator-dependent patients are ideal safety management
practices.

Use of capnometry in Japanese intensive care units

Our results showed that only 55.6 % of ICUs routinely
use capnometry for ETI verification, and the same per-
centage always monitor capnography in ventilator-
dependent patients. However, this percentage was much
higher than in previous studies conducted in other coun-
tries (Table 8). Our results suggest that ETCO, monitor-
ing was successfully transferred from ORs to ICUs to
a certain extent in Japan, but that there is still room for
improvement.

The increased use of capnography in the ICU is the
single change with the greatest potential to prevent deaths
from airway complications in ICUs and elsewhere, outside
the OR [14]. A national audit in the UK [8] found that fail-
ure to use capnometry in treating a difficult airway contrib-
uted to at least some of the fatal outcomes in ICUs. Jaber
et al. [1] recently reported that after the introduction of an
“intubation bundle” including the routine use of capnome-
try, ETI-related complications in critically ill patients were
significantly reduced.

Displaced tracheostomy and tracheal tubes were
the greatest cause of major morbidity and mortality in
ICUs [8, 14]. In fact, failure to use capnography in ven-
tilated patients likely contributed to more than 70 % of
ICU deaths [8, 14]. Accordingly, further incorporation of
ETCO, confirmation and continuous monitoring in Japa-
nese ICUs would improve patient management by critical
care medical staff.
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of ventilator dependent patients

Able to perform all procedures #

ing
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Neglect of the importance of a supraglottic airway
device as a rescue ventilation device in Japanese
intensive care units

In this study, an SGA was available in only 60.2 % of
Japanese ICUs. In other nations, SGAs are available in
80-100 % of critical care departments (Table 8). Therefore,
in Japan, SGAs have been undervalued as rescue ventila-
tion devices in critical care settings. Our previous study
found the same trend in the pre-hospital setting [16], which
further supports this undervaluation. Each ICU must have
back-up ventilation strategies [10-12] because: (1) the con-
sequences of failed intubation, especially in the ICU, can
be devastating [8, 14]; and (2) airway difficulties are far
more likely in the ICU than in the OR [2-6]. Since the use
of SGAs is well supported in rescue ventilation strategies
[10-12], the standardization of airway equipment, includ-
ing SGAs, would be beneficial for Japanese ICUs.

Presence of a dedicated difficult airway management
cart in Japanese intensive care units

Our survey results revealed that a dedicated DAM cart
was present in 60.7 % of Japanese ICUs, and that the con-
tents varied considerably. This percentage is smaller than
previous reports (Table 8). In an ICU, the availability of
a DAM cart may have an even greater impact than in the
OR, because areas outside the OR, including critical care
departments, may not otherwise have immediate access to
equipment for airway management [24]. Generally, time
is very limited in airway management of a critically ill
patient, because these patients have very little physiologi-
cal reserve. Therefore, every ICU should have immediate
access to at least one DAM cart [8, 10-12], which should
have the same contents and layout as those used in that hos-
pital’s OR [8]. Suggestions for the contents of DAM carts
are in the JSA [10], ASA [11], and DAS [12] guidelines.
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Table 7 Association between the availability of DAM resources and
the use of capnometry, and ICU type

Ttem N(%)  Oddsratio (95%CI) p

24-h back-up coverage

Academic ICU, N =93 86 (92.5) 1.9(0.7-5.0) 0.2
Closed ICU, N = 65 59(90.8) 1.3(0.5-3.4) 0.8
High-volume ICU, N =63 60 (95.2) 3.1(0.9-10.3) 0.08
Surgical ICU, N = 57 51(89.5) 1.0(0.4-2.8) 1.0
Supraglottic airway device
Academic ICU, N =93 61 (65.6) 1.4(0.8-2.6) 0.2
Closed ICU, N = 64 44 (68.8) 1.6(0.9-3.1) 0.2
High-volume ICU, N =64 39 (60.9) 1.1 (0.6-2.1) 0.8
Surgical ICU, N = 57 38 (66.7) 1.4(0.7-2.7) 0.3
Surgical airway device
Academic ICU, N = 93 91 (97.8) 3.0(0.6-14.3) 0.3
Closed ICU, N = 65 63 (96.9) 1.5(0.3-7.7) 1.0
High-volume ICU, N =63 61 (96.8) 1.4 (0.3-7.3) 1.0
Surgical ICU, N = 57 56 (98.2) 3.0(0.4-24.7) 0.4
DAM cart
Academic ICU, N =93 60 (64.5) 1.3 (0.7-2.3) 0.5
Closed ICU, N = 64 44 (68.8) 1.6 (0.8-3.0) 0.2
High-volume ICU, N =62 43 (69.4) 1.6 (0.9-3.1) 0.2
Surgical ICU, N =57 34(59.6) 0.9 (0.5-1.7) 0.7

Routine use of capnometry to confirm ETI

Academic ICU, N =93 57 (61.3) 1.5(0.8-2.6) 0.2
Closed ICU, N = 64 43(67.2) 2.0(1.1-3.7) 0.03
High-volume ICU, N =62 37 (59.7) 1.2(0.7-2.2) 0.6
Surgical ICU, N = 57 25(43.9) 0.5(0.3-0.9) 0.03

Routine continuous capnography monitoring

Academic ICU, N =93 60 (64.5) 1.9(1.1-3.4) 0.04
Closed ICU, N = 64 41 (64.1) 1.6 (0.9-3.0) 0.2
High-volume ICU, N =62 35 (56.5) 1.0(0.5-1.8) 1.0
Surgical ICU, N = 57 31(54.4) 0.9 (0.5-1.6) 0.8
Able to perform all procedures
Academic ICU, N = 93 22 (23.7) 1.4(0.7-2.7) 0.4
Closed ICU, N = 65 18 (27.7) 1.8 (0.9-3.6) 0.1
High-volume ICU, N =63 12 (19.0) 0.8 (0.4-1.8) 0.7
Surgical ICU, N = 57 9(15.8) 0.6(0.3-1.4) 0.3

CI confidence interval, DAM difficult airway management, ET/
endotracheal intubation, /CU intensive care unit

The association between the type of intensive care unit,
and the availability of difficult airway management
resources and the use of capnometry

This study found a general trend showing that high-vol-
ume, closed, and academic ICUs had well-prepared DAM
equipment. We also noted that capnometry was more
likely to be used for ETI verification in closed ICUs, and
continuous capnography monitoring was more likely in

academic ICUs. It is well known that these types of ICUs
have improved patient outcomes compared with other ICU
types [38-40, 42, 43]. Therefore, it is possible, at least in
part, that having well-prepared DAM resources is respon-
sible for improved outcomes. This fact, and our data, fur-
ther support current recommendations that every ICU have
DAM resources at the same level as that of hospital ORs
[8, 13—15]. We also observed that surgical ICUs were less
likely to use capnometry for ETI verification, but we could
not explain the reason for this finding, based on our survey
results.

Study limitations and advantages

There are four major limitations to this study. First, we
did not include non-JSICM certified ICUs, which com-
prise another 50 % of all critical-care beds in Japan. This
is because a complete list of non-JSICM certified ICUs
was not available. However, it is likely that DAM resources
are less available and capnometry is used less often in
non-JSICM-certified training facilities, because most such
ICUs are not academic or closed units. Our recommenda-
tions regarding DAM resources and the use of capnometry
can also be applied to non-JSICM-certified ICUs. Second,
our survey did not determine the frequencies of difficult
airways situations (i.e., cannot ventilate, cannot intubate),
nor did our survey obtain information on the clinical pro-
tocols for DAM in Japanese ICUs. Third, because our
questionnaire was self-administered, reporting bias is pos-
sible. Fourth, we did not clarify why SGAs and DAM carts
were less available, nor why capnometry was under-used in
Japanese ICUs. These points require further investigation.
Despite these limitations, this study has several strengths.
First, the response rate was quite high (196 of 289 surveyed
ICUs responded), and our survey successfully captured
the findings in various types of ICU from all geographic
areas in Japan including closed, surgical, emergency, and
other types. Our study provides an accurate depiction of
the current state of advanced airway management in Japa-
nese ICUs. Second, our findings provided the associations
between ICU type, and DAM resources and the use of cap-
nometry. To the best of our knowledge, this relationship has
not been clarified previously. We believe that this study is
a meaningful first approach to improve DAM in Japanese
ICUs.

In conclusion, this nationwide cross-sectional study
clarified the available DAM equipment in Japanese ICUs,
as well as areas that warrant improving. Available best evi-
dence clearly states that DAM resources in ICUs should
be consistent with those in the OR [8, 13-15], and the
use of capnometry should meet the same standards that
apply in the hospital’s OR [8, 13—15]. Therefore, it would
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Table 8 International comparison of available DAM resources and routine use of capnometry in ICUs

Authors Georgiou et al. [20]  Kannan et al. [21] Haviv et al. [22] Cumming et al. [23] Porhomayon et al. Present study
[24]
Country UK and the Republic UK Israel UK USA Japan
of Ireland

Year reported 2010 2003 2012 2005 2010 2016

In-house 24-h back-  N/R N/R N/R N/R N/R 89.3
up coverage (%)

SGA (%) 97.8 N/R 100 N/R 80.0 60.2

DAM cart (%) 94.3 N/R N/R N/R 70.0 60.7

Surgical airway N/R N/R 86.0* N/R 38.0° 95.9
device (%)

Routine use of 31.7 15.7 N/R 10.5 N/R 55.6
capnometry for ETI
(%)

Routine use of 25.4 N/R N/R N/R N/R 55.6

capnometry for
continuous monitor-
ing of ventilated
patients (%)

DAM difficult airway management, ETI endotracheal intubation, /CU intensive care unit, N/R not recorded, SGA supraglottic airway device

 This represents availability of a cricothyroidotomy kit. This does not include availability of scalpels and hemostats

be helpful for many Japanese ICUs to standardize DAM
equipment, including an SGA and a DAM cart, and to
incorporate the routine use of capnometry into their clini-
cal practices.
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