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ABSTRACT 

Objetive:  To analyze the effects of the implementation of an ERAS program in patients undergoing pulmonary resection 

in a tertiary university hospital on the rates of complications and readmission and the length of stay. 

Methods: ambispective cohort study, with a prospective arm of patients undergoing thoracic surgery within an ERAS 

program versus a retrospective arm of patients before the implementation of the protocol. We recluited 50 patients per 

arm. The primary outcome was the number of patients with 30-day surgical complications. Secondary outcome included 

ERAS adherence, no-surgical complications, mortality, readmission, reintervention rates, pain and hospital lenght of 

stay.  We performed a multivariate logistic analysis to study the association of coutcomes with ERAS adherence. 

Results: We found no difference between the two groups in surgical complications [Standard 18 (36%) vs 12 (24%], p 

=0.19]. ERAS group was significantly lower only in its readmission rate [Standard 15 (30%) vs 6 (12%], p =0.03]. In 

multivariate analyses, ERAS adherence was the only factor associated with a reduction in surgical complications [OR 

(95%CI) = 0.02 (0.00, 0.59), p = 0.03] and length of stay [HR (95%CI) = 18.5 (4.39, 78.4), p < 0.001]. 

Conclusions: ERAS program was able to decrease the readmission rate at our centre significantly. The adherence to 

the ERAS protocol influenced the reduction of surgical complications and length of stay. 

Keywords: Fast-track rehabilitation; Enhanced recovery after surgery; VATS.  
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INTRODUCTION 

 Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer death worldwide, representing 

20,55% and 14% of cancer deaths in Spain1 and the United States2, respectively. 

Currently, pulmonary resection is the treatment of choice for lung cancer3. However, 

this surgery is associated with significant complications in almost 50% of the cases, 

possibly delaying patient recovery and consequently increasing hospitalisation costs4. 

 Professor Henrik Kehlet described ERAS programs at the end of the last 

century5. His ideas were that the application of specific measures based on scientific 

evidence during the perioperative period of the patient could decrease the stress 

produced by surgical aggression6. Thus, in recent years, ERAS programs have proven 

effective in reducing surgical complications, length of stay and hospital costs7–9. 

 Over the last years, specific ERAS surgical approaches have been described 

for thoracic surgery10–12. Nevertheless, there is still a lack of evidence to support ERAS 

programs for pulmonary resection surgery, particularly in terms of clinical results 

combined with minimally invasive procedures. 

 Our study aims to analyze the effects of the implementation of an ERAS 

program in patients undergoing pulmonary resection in a tertiary university hospital on 

the rates of complications and readmission and the length of stay.  
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METHODS 

Study design and participants 

 This study analyzes the implementation of an ERAS program in a thoracic 

service of a third level hospital (Hospital Fundación Jiménez Díaz, Madrid, Spain). To 

this end, we designed an ambispective cohort study, with a prospective arm of patients 

undergoing thoracic surgery within an ERAS program versus a retrospective arm of 

patients before the implementation of the protocol. Our centre's ethics committee 

approved our study before the start of patient recruitment, January 2018 Ref: EO071-

18_FJD and has been registered in the database of clinical studies ClinicalTrials.gov 

Identifier: NCT04579601. This study followed the Strengthening the Reporting of 

Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) reporting guideline for cohort 

studies13. 

 After informed consent, we included patients consecutively since the 

implementation, except those who refused the inclusion in the study or were under 18 

years old. We also asked for informed consent from the patients who were part of the 

retrospective cohort. For the calculation of the required sample size, we assumed that 

the ERAS program would result in a 25% reduction in the absolute risk of suffering a 

surgical complication. Since the surgical complication rate for our patients in 2016 was 

40%, a type-I error of 5% and a power of 80% would require 47 patients per arm.  

 

Procedures 

 We recruited 50 patients throughout 2018 and 2019 and compared them with 

data from the last 50 patients in 2016, the year in which we knew the surgical 

complication rate. We followed up each patient for 30 days after surgery through 

hospital and primary care medical records. Demographic and comorbidity data were 

collected from all patients, from which we calculated Charlson's comorbidity index14 for 

all patients.  
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 We designed our centre's ERAS program through different measures during the 

preoperative, intraoperative and postoperative period. During the preoperative period, 

the patients and their families received comprehensive multidisciplinary information 

about the protocol, as well as their daily goals and expected discharge date. Also, a 

team specialized in therapy against lung diseases taught patients pulmonary expansion 

exercises to be carried out until surgery was performed. Smoking cessation and 

nutritional screening of the patient were also part of this stage. 

 The patients underwent video-assisted thoracoscopic surgery (VATS), 

whenever possible, leaving a chest tube at the end of the surgery. All subjects received 

antibiotic and antithrombotic prophylaxis. Intraoperative management of patients was 

performed under general anaesthesia combined with regional techniques for pain 

control, avoiding the use of benzodiazepines and opioids. Those patients in whom 

thoracic epidural catheter was implemented during surgery continued its use through a 

patient-controlled analgesia system. Besides, a hot air system warmed the patients 

during surgery to maintain normothermia. Extubation was performed as soon as 

possible after the end of the surgery, and we encouraged early removal of the urinary 

catheter. 

 From the time of extubation, the patients began oral tolerance and respiratory 

physiotherapy exercises. Also, the patients were allowed to walk around early. The 

patients were discharged when they were free of complications, without severe pain, 

urinary catheter or chest tube. 

 

Outcomes 

 The primary outcome was the number of patients with 30-day surgical 

complications. We defined air leakage, bleeding, infection, and reintervention as 

surgical complications. Secondary outcome included ERAS adherence, no-surgical 
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complications, mortality, readmission, reintervention rates, pain (defined as any level of 

pain that prevents early ambulation) and hospital lenght of stay. To evaluate ERAS 

adherence, we defined seven items: VATS approach, regional analgesia, oral tolerance 

within 6 hours, urinary catheter removal within 24 hours, ambulation within 24 hours, 

respiratory physiotherapy within 24 hours and chest tube removal within 48 hours.  

 

Statistical analysis 

 We analyzed outcomes depending on whether the patient belonged to the 

ERAS program or the retrospective standard cohort. The discrete and continuous 

variables were described as number and percentage and median (interquartile range 

[IQR]) and their differences analyzed using the Pearson test or the Wilcoxon rank-sum 

tests. Subsequently, according to the adherence rate to ERAS items (regardless of 

whether the patients belonged to the ERAS or the retrospective standard cohort), We 

performed a multivariate logistic analysis to study the association of complication rates, 

readmission or pain with ERAS adherence, clinical and demographic data, presenting 

the results in forest plots as odds ratio with 95% confidence interval. Similarly, we used 

Cox regression for multivariate analysis of length of stay, presenting the results in 

forest plot as hazard ratio with 95% confidence interval. To avoid errors by multiple 

comparisons, we calculated the respective q-value for each p-value to maintain a false 

discovery rate below 5%15. We considered comparisons in which p-value and q-value 

were below .05 as being statistically significant.  
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RESULTS 

 No patient declined inclusion in the study. The demographic characteristics and 

comorbidities of the patients are shown in Table 1. The two cohorts were not totally 

homogeneous, with a higher number of patients with hypertension in the standard 

cohort [26 (52%) vs ERAS 15 (30%), p = 0.03] and chronic obstructive pulmonary 

disease [12 (24%) vs ERAS 4 (8%), p = 0.02]. Although the number of patients with 

ASA class > 2 was higher in the standard group [26 (52%) vs ERAS 15 (30%)], we 

found no difference between the cohorts in Charlson's comorbidity index. We included 

these three items, along with age and sex in the subsequent multivariate analyses. 

 Data on ERAS adherence and compliance for each of the protocol items are 

shown in Table 2.  Adherence to the ERAS protocol was significantly higher in the 

prospective than in the retrospective cohort [Median: Standard 0.29 (0.14-0.43) vs 

ERAS 0.71 (0.57-0.82), p < 0.001]. The VATS approach was greater in the ERAS 

group [29 (58%) vs Standard 11 (22%), p < 0.001], and the number of patients who 

ambulated on the first postoperative day [40 (80%) vs Standard 0 (0%), p < 0.001], but 

no difference was found in the use of regional analgesia. Also, the times to oral intake 

and removal of the urethral catheter were lower in the ERAS group [Median (h): 

Standard 24 (24-24) vs ERAS (6-7.5), and Standard 48 (24-48) vs ERAS 19 (6-24), 

respectively). 

 The primary and secondary results are shown in Table 3. We found no 

difference between the two groups in either surgical complications [Standard 18 (36%) 

vs 12 (24%], p =0.19], non-surgical complications [Standard 21 (42%) vs 12 (24%], p 

=0.06] or length of stay [Median (days): Standard  4 (3-6) vs 4 (3-5], p =0.19], and the 

ERAS group was significantly lower only in its readmission rate [Standard 15 (30%) vs 

6 (12%], p =0.03]. No deaths were recorded in the ERAS group, compared to two 

deaths in the retrospective cohort. 
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 Multivariate analyses are shown in Figures 1, 2 and 3. ERAS adherence was 

the only factor associated with a reduction in surgical complications [OR (95%CI) = 

0.02 (0.00, 0.59), p = 0.03, Figure 1A], and postoperative pain [OR (95%CI) = 0.01 

(0.00, 0.28), p = 0.01, Figure 2B]. It was also associated with a lower readmission rate 

[OR (95%CI) = 0.01 (0.00, 0.24), p = 0.007, Figure 2A] and an increased likelihood of 

discharge from the hospital [HR (95%CI) = 18.5 (4.39, 78.4), p < 0.001, Figure 3]. The 

thoracic epidural analgesia was the only factor that showed an association with lower 

rates of non-surgical complications [OR (95%CI) = 0.09 (0.01, 0.49), p = 0.008, Figure 

1B]. It was also associated with lower rates of postoperative pain [OR (95%CI) = 0.16 

(0.03, 0.86), p = 0.03, Figure 2A] and increased probability of discharge from the 

hospital [HR (95%CI) = 3.14 (1.39, 7.07), p = 0.006, Figure 3]. The intercostal blockade 

also increased the latter likelihood [HR (95%CI) = 7.55 (2.94, 19.3), p < 0.001, Figure 

3].  

 No significant p-value was rejected after the calculation of q-value within the 

multiple comparability study.  
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DISCUSSION 

 Our study has shown how the degree of adherence with the ERAS protocol is 

one of the essential points towards the reduction of complications in patients 

undergoing pulmonary resection. Thus, the increase in the degree of adherence was 

associated with a decrease in complications and length of stay. In other words, while 

small marginal gains caused by each of the items in isolation show little effect on the 

results, it is the set of all the measures applied that are responsible for the 

improvement. These findings are consistent with those of Madani et al.10, who 

observed how compliance with the full ERAS program is probably the most critical 

factor, more than individually applied elements.  

 However, it is also important to note that it is one thing to include a patient in an 

ERAS program and another to have the patient comply with all the items in that 

program. Resistance to change, especially in the initial phases of the program, can 

make it challenging to implement the program16. If we add to this the fact that there is 

often a lack of multidisciplinarity on the part of the professionals and that it is not easy 

to get the patient out of his passive role, we obtain apparent ineffectiveness of the 

ERAS program. A clear example in our country was the POWER study17, a prospective 

multi-centre study of 80 centres and more than 2000 patients in which the centre 

declared whether or not it performed ERAS programs on its patients and then 

independently collected the adherence to such programs. The results of the study 

showed that although there were no differences in moderate or severe complications 

between the two groups, there were differences if the patients were divided into 

adherence quartiles. 

 One of the critical points of the ERAS programs is that it facilitates 

standardisation in perioperative patient care. This standardisation tends to translate 

into improved outcomes, and several studies show it. Cerfolio et al.18 implemented an 

ERAS program for pulmonary resections with an approach focused on the education of 
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the patient, the use of epidural analgesia, the standardised and early withdrawal of 

urethral catheters and chest drains and early ambulatory. These interventions enabled 

early discharges without negatively affecting morbidity or mortality. Another example is 

the randomised controlled clinical trial conducted by Muehling et al.19, who observed 

how a protocol based on avoidance of extended fasting, regional analgesia, early oral 

feeding tolerance, and early ambulation resulted in a significant reduction in pulmonary 

complications.  

 On the other hand, we must also be clear that the fact that it is the sum of the 

marginal effects of each factor that is responsible for the benefit of the ERAS programs 

does not mean that the influence of each factor is the same, but that there are more 

influential factors than others. At this time, the literature does not establish whether it is 

the adherence to the program or the weight of specific points individually that is 

responsible for the improvement in thoracic surgery. However, experience in colorectal 

surgery indicates that both approaches may be correct20. 

 We only found the influence of regional analgesia in the improvement of results, 

and exclusively in multivariate analyses. This factor has a vital influence on other areas 

of the protocol since pain is responsible, like immobility. Immobility after thoracic 

surgery is not uncommon due to factors such as pain, nausea or keeping the chest 

tube in place21. The early mobilisation is a critical factor in the reduction of 

complications in ERAS programs22, but we were unable to find this influence in our 

study. Another influential factor in early mobilisation is the early removal of chest tubes. 

Although our study does not show any influence either, the literature shows that the 

more aggressive the early removal, the better the results23,24. 

 Our study also found no effect of VATS on the results. Minimally invasive 

surgery seems to be an independent predictor of favourable outcomes after colorectal 

cancer surgery in ERAS programs25. Along these lines, pulmonary resection surgery 
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through VATS has gradually increased its popularity in the light of the new data 

regarding its effectiveness while results are potentially improved26,27.  

 The feared consequence of implementing an ERAS program for pulmonary 

resection surgery is the increase in readmissions; this is associated to a reduction of 

survival in both the short and long term28. Throughout the implementation of the ERAS 

program for pulmonary resection an increase in readmissions has not been found10. In 

our study, the readmission rate was 12%, and it was the only outcome where mere 

inclusion in the ERAS program was favourable, consistent with other published 

studies28. 

 Our study found no relationship with performance improvements in certain items 

of the ERAS protocol. We believe that the main limitation of our study causes this lack 

of significant findings, that we were too optimistic about the theoretical effect of the 

ERAS protocol on the complication rate. The estimated value of a 25% absolute risk 

reduction resulted in a reduction in the theoretical sample size and a decrease in 

power. A more conservative value would have increased the power of the study. 

 In conclusion, the ERAS program was able to decrease the readmission rate at 

our centre significantly. Likewise, the adherence to the ERAS protocol influenced the 

reduction of surgical complications and length of stay.  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 9, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


REFERENCES 

1.  Sociedad Española de Oncología Médica. Las cifras del cáncer en España 2020. 
Soc Esp Oncol Médica. 2020;36.  

2.  American Cancer Society. American Cancer Society | Cancer Facts & Statistics 
[Internet]. American Cancer Society | Cancer Facts & Statistics. [cited 2020 Aug 5]. 
Available from: http://cancerstatisticscenter.cancer.org/ 

3.  Royal College of Physicians. Lung cancer clinical outcomes publication 2018 (for 
the audit period 2016) [Internet]. RCP London. 2019 [cited 2020 Aug 5]. Available 
from: https://www.rcplondon.ac.uk/projects/outputs/lung-cancer-clinical-outcomes-
publication-2018-audit-period-2016 

4.  Chen FF, Zhang D, Wang YL, Xiong B. Video-assisted thoracoscopic surgery 
lobectomy versus open lobectomy in patients with clinical stage � non-small cell 
lung cancer: a meta-analysis. Eur J Surg Oncol J Eur Soc Surg Oncol Br Assoc 
Surg Oncol. 2013;39:957–63.  

5.  Kehlet H. Multimodal approach to control postoperative pathophysiology and 
rehabilitation. Br J Anaesth. 1997;78:606–17.  

6.  Kehlet H, Wilmore DW. Evidence-based surgical care and the evolution of fast-
track surgery. Ann Surg. 2008;248:189–98.  

7.  Nicholson A, Lowe MC, Parker J, Lewis SR, Alderson P, Smith AF. Systematic 
review and meta-analysis of enhanced recovery programmes in surgical patients. 
Br J Surg. 2014;101:172–88.  

8.  Lee L, Mata J, Ghitulescu GA, Boutros M, Charlebois P, Stein B, et al. Cost-
effectiveness of Enhanced Recovery Versus Conventional Perioperative 
Management for Colorectal Surgery. Ann Surg. 2015;262:1026–33.  

9.  Paton F, Chambers D, Wilson P, Eastwood A, Craig D, Fox D, et al. Effectiveness 
and implementation of enhanced recovery after surgery programmes: a rapid 
evidence synthesis. BMJ Open. 2014;4:e005015.  

10.  Madani A, Fiore JF, Wang Y, Bejjani J, Sivakumaran L, Mata J, et al. An enhanced 
recovery pathway reduces duration of stay and complications after open pulmonary 
lobectomy. Surgery. 2015;158:899–908; discussion 908-910.  

11.  Giménez-Milà M, Klein AA, Martinez G. Design and implementation of an enhanced 
recovery program in thoracic surgery. J Thorac Dis. 2016;8:S37-45.  

12.  Scarci M, Solli P, Bedetti B. Enhanced recovery pathway for thoracic surgery in the 
UK. J Thorac Dis [Internet]. 2016 [cited 2020 Aug 5];8:S78–83. Available from: 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4756243/ 

13.  von Elm E, Altman DG, Egger M, Pocock SJ, Gøtzsche PC, Vandenbroucke JP. 
The Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology 
(STROBE) Statement: Guidelines for reporting observational studies. Int J Surg 
[Internet]. 2014 [cited 2015 Jan 26];12:1495–9. Available from: http://www.journal-
surgery.net/article/S174391911400212X/abstract 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 9, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


14.  Charlson ME, Pompei P, Ales KL, MacKenzie CR. A new method of classifying 
prognostic comorbidity in longitudinal studies: Development and validation. J 
Chronic Dis [Internet]. 1987 [cited 2013 Apr 5];40:373–83. Available from: 
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0021968187901718 

15.  Storey JD. A direct approach to false discovery rates. J R Stat Soc Ser B Stat 
Methodol [Internet]. 2002 [cited 2020 Aug 4];64:479–98. Available from: 
https://rss.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/1467-9868.00346 

16.  Casans Francés R, Ripollés Melchor J, Abad-Gurumeta A, Longás Valién J, Calvo 
Vecino JM. The role of the anaesthesiologist in enhanced recovery programs. Rev 
Esp Anestesiol Reanim. 2016;63:273–88.  

17.  Ripollés-Melchor J, Ramírez-Rodríguez JM, Casans-Francés R, Aldecoa C, Abad-
Motos A, Logroño-Egea M, et al. Association Between Use of Enhanced Recovery 
After Surgery Protocol and Postoperative Complications in Colorectal Surgery: The 
Postoperative Outcomes Within Enhanced Recovery After Surgery Protocol 
(POWER) Study. JAMA Surg. 2019;154:725–36.  

18.  Cerfolio RJ, Pickens A, Bass C, Katholi C. Fast-tracking pulmonary resections. J 
Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 2001;122:318–24.  

19.  Muehling BM, Halter GL, Schelzig H, Meierhenrich R, Steffen P, Sunder-
Plassmann L, et al. Reduction of postoperative pulmonary complications after lung 
surgery using a fast track clinical pathway. Eur J Cardio-Thorac Surg Off J Eur 
Assoc Cardio-Thorac Surg. 2008;34:174–80.  

20.  Gustafsson UO, Hausel J, Thorell A, Ljungqvist O, Soop M, Nygren J, et al. 
Adherence to the enhanced recovery after surgery protocol and outcomes after 
colorectal cancer surgery. Arch Surg Chic Ill 1960. 2011;146:571–7.  

21.  Agostini PJ, Naidu B, Rajesh P, Steyn R, Bishay E, Kalkat M, et al. Potentially 
modifiable factors contribute to limitation in physical activity following thoracotomy 
and lung resection: a prospective observational study. J Cardiothorac Surg. 
2014;9:128.  

22.  Das-Neves-Pereira J-C, Bagan P, Coimbra-Israel A-P, Grimaillof-Junior A, Cesar-
Lopez G, Milanez-de-Campos J-R, et al. Fast-track rehabilitation for lung cancer 
lobectomy: a five-year experience. Eur J Cardio-Thorac Surg Off J Eur Assoc 
Cardio-Thorac Surg. 2009;36:383–91; discussion 391-392.  

23.  Bjerregaard LS, Jensen K, Petersen RH, Hansen HJ. Early chest tube removal 
after video-assisted thoracic surgery lobectomy with serous fluid production up to 
500 ml/day. Eur J Cardio-Thorac Surg Off J Eur Assoc Cardio-Thorac Surg. 
2014;45:241–6.  

24.  Cerfolio RJ, Bryant AS. Results of a prospective algorithm to remove chest tubes 
after pulmonary resection with high output. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 
2008;135:269–73.  

25.  ERAS Compliance Group. The Impact of Enhanced Recovery Protocol Compliance 
on Elective Colorectal Cancer Resection: Results From an International Registry. 
Ann Surg. 2015;261:1153–9.  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 9, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


26.  Bendixen M, Jørgensen OD, Kronborg C, Andersen C, Licht PB. Postoperative pain 
and quality of life after lobectomy via video-assisted thoracoscopic surgery or 
anterolateral thoracotomy for early stage lung cancer: a randomised controlled trial. 
Lancet Oncol. 2016;17:836–44.  

27.  Falcoz P-E, Puyraveau M, Thomas P-A, Decaluwe H, Hürtgen M, Petersen RH, et 
al. Video-assisted thoracoscopic surgery versus open lobectomy for primary non-
small-cell lung cancer: a propensity-matched analysis of outcome from the 
European Society of Thoracic Surgeon database. Eur J Cardio-Thorac Surg Off J 
Eur Assoc Cardio-Thorac Surg. 2016;49:602–9.  

28.  Puri V, Patel AP, Crabtree TD, Bell JM, Broderick SR, Kreisel D, et al. Unexpected 
readmission after lung cancer surgery: A benign event? J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 
2015;150:1496–504, 1505.e1-5; discussion 1504-1505.  

  

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 9, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20197962
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


TABLE 1 

Patient demographics and comorbidity data. Pearson or Wilcoxon tests were applied 
depending on whether the variable was discrete or continuous. It is considered 
significant p < 0.05. 

Variable Standard (n = 50) ERAS (n = 50) P 

Age (y), Median (IQR) 64.5 (53.5-70) 64 (57-70.8) 0.82 

Weight (kg), Median (IQR) 70 (63-80) 73 (61-82.8) 0.77 

Height (cm), Median (IQR) 160 (160-163) 165 (158-171.5) 0.04* 

BMI, Median (IQR) 27.5 (24.7-29.9) 25.3 (22.7-29.4) 0.16 

Male, n (%) 31 (62.0) 25 (50.0) 0.23 

ASA class, n (%)   0.25 

   I 2 (4.0) 2 (4.0)  

   II 21 (42.0) 30 (60.0)  

   III 23 (46.0) 17 (34.0)  

   IV 4 (8.0) 1 (2.0)  

ASA class > 2 26 (52.0) 15 (30.0) 0.03* 

Hipertension, n (%) 29 (58.0) 17 (34.0) 0.02* 

Cardiac Arrest, n (%) 5 (10.0) 7 (14.0) 0.54 

Chronic Heart Failure, n (%) 2 (4.0) 0 (0.0) 0.49 

Vascular Disease, n (%) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 

Stroke, n (%) 1 (2.0) 1 (2.0) 1 

Diabetes, n (%) 7 (14.0)  1 

Dementia, n (%) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 

Chronic Kidney Disease, n (%) 3 (6.0) 0 (0.0) 0.24 

COPD, n (%) 12 (24.0) 4 (8.0) 0.03* 

AIDS, n (%) 0 (0.0) 1 (2.0) 1 

Metastasis, n (%) 0 (0.0) 1 (2.0) 1 

Charlson Comorbility Index, Median (IQR) 2 (1-3) 2 (1-3) 0.9 
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TABLE 2 

ERAS adherence data. Pearson or Wilcoxon tests were applied depending on whether 
the variable was discrete or continuous. It is considered significant p < 0.05. 

Variable Standard (n = 50) ERAS (n = 50) P 

ERAS Adherence, Median (IQR) 0.29 (0.14-0.43) 0.71 (0.57-0.82) <0.001* 

Antithrombotic Prophylaxis, n (%) 50 (100.0) 50 (100.0) 1 

Nutritional Screening, n (%) 50 (100.0) 50 (100.0) 1 

Avoid Fasting, n (%) 50 (100.0) 50 (100.0) 1 

Surgical Approach, n (%)   <0.001* 

   Thoracotomy 37 (74.0) 16 (32.0)  

   VATS 11 (22.0) 29 (58.0)  

   Reconverted 2 (4.0) 4 (8.0)  

   Robotic 0 (0.0) 1 (2.0)  

Regional Analgesia, n (%) 42 (84.0) 42 (84.0) 1 

Analgesia Type, n (%)   0.01* 

   Intravenous 7 (14.0) 8 (16.0)  

   Thoracic epidural 34 (68.0) 26 (52.0)  

   Intercostal block 9 (18.0) 7 (14.0)  

   Erector spinae block 0 (0.0) 9 (18.0)  

Regional Analgesia Administration, n (%)   0.69 

   No regional 7 (14.0) 8 (16.0)  

   Bolus 9 (18.0) 12 (24.0)  

   Catheter 34 (68.0) 30 (60.0)  

Mobilization on POD-0, n (%) 0 (0.0) 40 (80.0) <0.001* 

Time to Oral Intake (h), Median (IQR) 24 (24-24) 6 (6-7.5) <0.001* 

Time to Respiratory Phisiotherapy (h), 
Median (IQR) 25 (24-24) 26 (24-24) 0.33 

Time to Drainage Extraction (h), Median 
(IQR) 72 (48-96) 48 (48-72) 0.18 

Time to Urethral Cathether Extraction (h), 
Median (IQR) 48 (24-48) 19 (6-24) <0.001* 
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TABLE 3 

Results of main and secondary outcomes. Pearson or Wilcoxon tests were applied 
depending on whether the variable was discrete or continuous. It is considered 
significant p < 0.05. 

Variable Standard (n = 50) ERAS (n = 50) P 

Surgical Complications, n (%) 18 (36.0) 12 (24.0) 0.19 

Other Complications, n (%) 21 (42.0) 12 (24.0) 0.06 

Mortality, n (%) 2 (4.0) 0 (0.0) 0.49 

Reintervention, n (%) 2 (4.0) 0 (0.0) 0.49 

Readmission, n (%) 15 (30.0) 6 (12.0) 0.03* 

ICU Readmission, n (%) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 

Pain, n (%) 16 (32.0) 10 (20.0) 0.17 

Death, n (%) 2 (4.0) 0 (0.0) 0.49 

Lenght of stay (d), Median (IQR) 4 (3-6) 4 (3-5) 0.39 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 

Figure 1 

 Forest plot of multivariate logistic analysis of the influence of patient comorbidity 

and ERAS on complications. A: Surgical complications. B: Non-surgical complications. 

We present the results as an odds ratio with a 95% confidence interval. Results less 

than 1, left of the y-axis, imply risk reduction. We accept p < 0.05 as significant. 

Figure 2 

 Forest plot of multivariate logistic analysis of the influence of patient comorbidity 

and ERAS on other outcomes. A: Pain. B: Readmission. We present the results as an 

odds ratio with a 95% confidence interval. Results less than 1, left of the y-axis, imply 

risk reduction. We accept p < 0.05 as significant. 

Figure 3 

 Forest plot of Cox regression of the influence of patient comorbidity and ERAS 

on length of stay. We present the results as an hazard ratio with a 95% confidence 

interval. Results more than 1,  right of the y-axis, imply increased probability of hospital 

discharge. We accept p < 0.05 as significant. 
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