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Abstract  65 

Background Delirium in hospitalised older adults is associated with negative health outcomes. 66 

Admission to an alternative care setting may lower the incidence of delirium. The Acute Geriatric 67 

Community Hospital (AGCH) was recently opened in the Netherlands and uses a multi-component 68 

non-pharmacological intervention strategy to prevent delirium.  69 

Objective To describe the incidence of delirium found in the AGCH and compare this incidence to a 70 

hospital control group found in literature.  71 

Design Prospective cohort study; exploratory meta-analysis of proportions.  72 

Setting The AGCH is an acute geriatric unit in an intermediate care facility. 73 

Participants Patients aged >65 years with acute medical conditions admitted to the AGCH.  74 

Methods Delirium assessment using the Confusion Assessment Method (CAM) upon admission and 75 

on day one, two and three or until delirium had resolved. Patients’ charts were reviewed if CAM was 76 

missing. In an logistic mixed-effects model, the delirium incidence rate in AGCH was compared to 77 

pooled delirium incidence rates from six studies found in a high-quality review.  78 

Results 214 patients from the AGCH (mean age 81.9 years, 47% male, 12% with a history of 79 

dementia) were included in the analysis. Delirium developed in 8% (18/214) (95% CI [confidence 80 

interval] 5-13%) of patients during AGCH admission compared to 16% (95% CI 12-21%) in hospitals. 81 

Admission to the AGCH was associated with a decreased delirium incidence rate compared to the 82 

hospital control group (OR [odds ratio]= 0.49, 95% CI 0.24-0.98, p-value=.044).  83 

Conclusions The delirium incidence in the AGCH was relatively low compared to those incidences 84 

found in general hospitals.   85 
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Introduction 86 

A common complication of hospitalisation in older adults is the development of delirium, an acute 87 

disturbance in attention and several cognitive functions (1). The aetiology of delirium is considered 88 

multifactorial (2). Delirium is associated with negative health outcomes, including functional and 89 

cognitive decline, institutionalisation, and mortality (3, 4). The prevalence and incidence of delirium 90 

is known to vary between settings and populations, with new-onset delirium during hospitalisation 91 

ranging from 10% to 56% (5).  92 

An alternative to conventional hospitalisation is admission to an acute geriatric unit outside 93 

of a general hospital. This unit may be better adapted to the needs of older adults (6). In the 94 

Netherlands, the Acute Geriatric Community Hospital (AGCH) was introduced in 2018 (7). This 95 

geriatrician-led unit within an intermediate care facility integrates specialised medical treatment with 96 

geriatric nursing care. A non-pharmacological multi-component delirium prevention strategy has 97 

been implemented, consisting of nurses encouraging early mobilisation, preventing overstimulation 98 

(single rooms, noise reduction), management of delirium-inducing drugs and improving orientation 99 

through e.g. family involvement (6, 7). It is unknown what the effect of these interventions is on the 100 

incidence of delirium in this new care setting. This is the first unit of its kind in the Netherlands but 101 

there are other examples internationally (8). 102 

We hypothesize that the non-pharmacological interventions at the AGCH may reduce the 103 

incidence of delirium compared to incidence rates found in general hospitals. Therefore, the 104 

objective of this study in the AGCH was to determine the incidence of delirium compared to those 105 

incidence rates found in literature from general hospitals.  106 

As secondary aims, we determined the duration of delirium and we quantified the use of 107 

pharmacological delirium treatment. The duration of delirium is relevant as it can also be shortened 108 

by a multi-component non-pharmacological intervention (9). Moreover, it is clinically relevant to 109 

know if patients (with or without delirium) were prescribed antipsychotics and/or benzodiazepines 110 
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for the pharmacological treatment or prevention of delirium. According to the Dutch delirium 111 

guideline, prescription of antipsychotics and/or benzodiazepines is not indicated for the prevention 112 

of delirium, but may be indicated when delirium is present in a patient (10).  113 

 114 

Methods 115 

Design and setting 116 

Data from a prospective cohort study were used. The study protocol was published 117 

elsewhere (7). Data collection started in February 2019 and was temporarily ceased in March 2020 118 

during the Covid-19 pandemic. The aim of the study was to measure the readmission to hospital rate 119 

90 days post-discharge and to compare this rate to the rate found in two historical cohort groups of 120 

older adults admitted to general hospitals. This exploratory analysis focuses on one of the secondary 121 

outcomes, incident delirium.  122 

Patients seen at the emergency department (ED) of the Amsterdam University Medical 123 

Centres were assessed by an on-call geriatrician. Patients admitted to the AGCH were 65 years or 124 

older, presenting with an acute medical problem requiring hospitalisation and one or more geriatric 125 

conditions, such as a fall, functional impairment or polypharmacy (11). Patients who did not require 126 

hospitalisation, but needed short-term care in an intermediate care facility, i.e. nursing home, were 127 

excluded from admission to the AGCH. See the study protocol (7) and appendix 1 for complete 128 

admission eligibility criteria.  129 

Ethical considerations  130 

The local Ethics Committee of the Amsterdam UMC, location AMC waived the obligation for 131 

the study to undergo formal ethical approval as described under Dutch law. We included patients 132 

who, or whose legal representative, could provide written informed consent.  133 

 134 
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Control population  135 

We wanted to compare the delirium incidence in our newly opened acute geriatric 136 

community hospital in the Netherlands to those incidences found in older adults in acute hospital 137 

medical or geriatric units. However we did not recruit a control group during the study period. Two 138 

historical control groups are planned to be used to compare the study´s primary outcome to, but 139 

these studies did not measure incident delirium (7, 12, 13). We therefore searched for sources of 140 

aggregated data on the incidence rate of delirium in medical or geriatric (non-surgical) inpatients 141 

with a mean age of about 80 years (search strategy- appendix 2). Furthermore, we excluded sources 142 

with case-control studies or with studies reporting the incidence of patients participating in an 143 

interventional study (excluded studies- appendix 3). Finally, we selected six studies from a review by 144 

Inouye et al. as a control group (5). One of the aims of this review was to provide an overview of 145 

delirium incidences in various hospital departments found in high quality studies— with a sample size 146 

of 100 or more, a prospective sampling method and meeting the Strengthening the Reporting of 147 

Observational Studies in Epidemiology [STROBE] criteria (14).,  that were published between Jan 1st 148 

2004 and August 31st 2012. The six studies that we selected reported delirium incidence on general 149 

medical and geriatric wards. We checked in each paper if multi-component delirium prevention 150 

strategies were implemented at the participating ward.  151 

Primary Outcome 152 

Incident delirium was the primary outcome of this study and was defined as ´the number of 153 

new cases that develop within a cohort over a defined period´ based on the National Institute for 154 

Health and Care Excellence (NICE) guideline on delirium (15). As we wanted to evaluate if patients 155 

developed delirium during admission to the AGCH, patients were excluded from our analysis if 156 

delirium was already present at the ED. The diagnosis of delirium was made by the geriatrician or 157 

geriatric nurse specialist by clinical assessment and using the Confusion Assessment Method (CAM) 158 

(16). The CAM was filled out upon presentation to the ED and during the first three days of admission 159 
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or until delirium had resolved. Nurses screened for signs of possible delirium, three times a day, 160 

during the first three days of admission using the Delirium Observation Screening Scale (DOSS) (17). 161 

Patients were assessed by the same geriatrician/nurse specialist for several consecutive days to 162 

recognize changes in mental status. On the weekend an on-call geriatrician assessed delirium status 163 

if delirium was clinically suspected. The DOSS and nursing chart covering the previous 24 hours were 164 

also considered in the delirium assessment. If there was a possible delirium after day three of 165 

admission, CAM assessments were continued until delirium had resolved. 166 

Duration of delirium 167 

The duration of delirium was counted from the day the diagnosis was made until the CAM 168 

was permanently negative and/or the treating physician stated the delirium had resolved. In patients 169 

with an unresolved delirium at the time of discharge, we defined the first day of delirium until 170 

discharge as the duration of delirium. We reported the median duration of delirium as this measure 171 

is adequate for reporting skewed data and is least influenced when in some patients delirium had not 172 

resolved upon discharge.  173 

Use of antipsychotics and/or benzodiazepines  174 

The administration of haloperidol, other antipsychotics, and benzodiazepines was collected 175 

from patients’ charts. The researcher also checked if patients categorized as not delirious had 176 

received antipsychotics. This was 1) a check to see if no patient with a delirium diagnosis was missed 177 

by the researchers and 2) a measure to quantify the use of antipsychotics and/or benzodiazepines as 178 

a preventive measure for delirium, although prescribing medication to prevent delirium is not 179 

recommended by the Dutch guideline on delirium (10).  180 

Statistical analysis  181 

Descriptive statistics, chi-square, t-test, and Mann-Whitney U test were used to compare 182 

patients with and without delirium upon admission. To compare incidence rates from literature we 183 
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pooled studies in a meta-analysis of proportions, using a random-effects model (18). We tested if the 184 

difference in delirium incidence was statistically significant by creating a logistic mixed-effects meta-185 

regression model with the location of the study (hospital versus AGCH) as a moderator (19). We 186 

found significant heterogeneity in our analysis, meaning there were large variations in estimates 187 

between studies. We did not perform meta-regression of other covariates because the number of 188 

included studies was limited (<10) (18). All analyses were performed using SPPS version 26.00 (IBM 189 

SPSS Statistics, IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY) and R version 3.6.1. We used the metaphor 190 

(Viechtbauer, 2010) and meta (Schwarzer et al., 2015) packages in R. 191 

Results 192 

Between January 31, 2019 and March 13, 2020, a total of 466 consecutive patients were admitted to 193 

the AGCH (figure 1). 34 of these admissions were readmissions of study participants and 125 patients 194 

were not approached based on the exclusion criteria. Of the remaining patients, 46 patients did not 195 

consent to participation. Three patients were excluded because delirium assessments at the ED were 196 

missing and 44 because of a prevalent delirium. The sample for this study therefore consisted of 214 197 

patients (figure 1). Mean (SD) age was 81.9 (8.1) years, 47.2% was male, 12.1% had a diagnosis of 198 

dementia, and 47.2% of the patients was frail (table 1). Development of delirium during admission 199 

occurred in 18 out of 214 patients, which is an incidence rate of 8.4% (95% CI [confidence interval] 5-200 

13%).  The median (IQR [interquartile range]) duration of delirium in the AGCH was 2.5 days (1.0-5.3) 201 

(table 1). Incomplete resolution of the delirium at the time of discharge occurred in two patients. 202 

Mean length of stay (SD) was 9.6 (7.3) days in all patients, 9.4 (7.4) days in patients with no delirium 203 

and 11.9 (6.4) days in patients with delirium. Median length of stay (IQR) was 7.0 (5.0-11.00) days in 204 

patients with no delirium and 10 (7.5-16.8) days in patients with delirium.   205 

Pharmacological treatment for delirium  206 

Eleven out of 18 patients (61.1%) with a diagnosis of delirium were administered medication for the 207 

treatment of delirium. Haloperidol was administered most frequently (n=11), followed by additional 208 
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benzodiazepines (n=4), and any other type of antipsychotics (n=1). The regular prescription of 209 

haloperidol was 0.5-2.0mg per dose, typically given once a day, or twice in case of severe delirium, 210 

with a maximum of three dosages. Five (5 out of 196, 2.6%) patients without delirium were 211 

administered haloperidol, either as prevention due to a high risk of delirium or as treatment for pre-212 

existing symptoms unrelated to delirium (table 1). 213 

Delirium incidence in comparison to reference group from literature  214 

The reference group was based on six studies that were included in the 2014 review by Inouye et al. 215 

(5): in total 1546 study participants with an overall mean age of 80 years (figure 2 and table 2).   216 

None of the studies, except for Friedman et al. (20) reported to have multi-component delirium 217 

prevention strategies in place at the ward, we therefore assumed usual care was delivered.  The 218 

pooled delirium incidence rate of these six studies was 16% (95% CI random effects model 12-21%) 219 

(figure 2). The meta-analysis showed a high heterogeneity (I2=84%).  In a separate logistic mixed-220 

effects model comparing general hospitals (reference category) versus the AGCH, we found that 221 

admission to the AGCH was associated with a decrease in delirium incidence (OR [odds ratio]= 0.49, 222 

95% CI 0.24-0.98, p=.044).  223 

Adherence to CAM evaluations and missing data  224 

Based on the CAM evaluation and daily delirium assessment by the attending physician/nurse 225 

specialist we could ascertain the presence delirium in the first three days of admission in all patients. 226 

In patients with delirium 27.8% of total CAM evaluations and 46.3% of total DOSS scores were 227 

missing during the first three days of admission. For patients without delirium 46.9% and 66.7% were 228 

missing, respectively. In 15% of all cases all three CAM evaluations were missing, here we only used 229 

physicians’ notes and discharge letters to ascertain whether delirium had occurred. Discharge letters 230 

mentioned whether a patient had experienced a delirium or not in 88.9% of patients with delirium 231 

and in 84.8% of patients without delirium.  232 
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Discussion 233 

We implemented a non-pharmacological multi-component delirium prevention strategy at the AGCH 234 

and found an incidence rate of delirium of 8.4%. This incidence is significantly lower compared to 235 

rates found in hospital medical or geriatric wards. We would expect to find a higher incidence in our 236 

study sample, because delirium risk factors such as higher age, previous delirium, dementia, 237 

comorbidities, poor ADL-function and polypharmacy were highly prevalent, moreover patients were 238 

admitted for acute medical events requiring hospitalisation which increases the risk on developing 239 

delirium compared to non-hospitalized patients (10, 21). A 2016 Cochrane review on interventions in 240 

preventing delirium in hospitalised patients reports moderate quality evidence that multi-component 241 

interventions in medical, non-surgical, patients lower delirium incidence, with a risk ratio of 0.63 242 

(95% CI 0.43-0.92) for patients who receive a multi-component intervention versus those who did 243 

not (6). Our findings are in line with this finding because the incidence that we found is on the lower 244 

spectrum of those incidences reported in literature (5). Moreover, the median duration of delirium of 245 

2.5 days is comparable to the duration that is found in literature on non-pharmacological 246 

interventions (22). The prescription rate of medication (61.1%) may be lower in the AGCH compared 247 

to other studies, which report rates of 74-86% (23, 24). The Dutch guideline on delirium, and 248 

international guidelines alike, recommends to take a cautious approach to the prescription of 249 

medication for the treatment of delirium (10, 25). Also, only a few patients received medication, in 250 

this case haloperidol, for the prevention of delirium, meaning that there were not many non- 251 

delirious patients receiving haloperidol.  This is relevant because, administration of anti-psychotics 252 

such as haloperidol could lower delirium incidence rates in high incidence groups (10).  Furthermore, 253 

in the Netherlands physicians prescribe relatively low dosages of haloperidol, 0.5-2.0 mg per dose.  254 

Limitations  255 

This study has multiple limitations. Firstly, the incidence rate of delirium could have been influenced 256 

by selection bias: legal representatives of patients could not always be contacted to obtain consent. 257 
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Secondly, several CAM and DOSS assessments were not reported during the first three days of 258 

admission. However, daily clinical delirium assessment by a geriatrician/trained nurse specialist and 259 

nursing charts from every nursing shift (three per day) were available. Therefore, we do not have 260 

missing data in the outcome incident delirium. Also, as this was an exploratory analysis of a 261 

secondary outcome, no sample size was calculated, and our analysis may therefore be 262 

underpowered. We also did not have insight into all of the baseline characteristics of the control 263 

group from literature; the mean age was similar, but we did not or could not review information on 264 

ADL (activities of daily living)-impairments or cognitive status available for each of these studies. This 265 

makes it more difficult asses the comparability of this control group to our study sample. Moreover, 266 

we could not definitively ascertain that ‘usual care’ was delivered in each unit or what this was 267 

composed of. Especially in the geriatric units, such as the Acute Care for the Elderly Unit described in  268 

Friedman et al. 2008 (20), an adapted environment may have been in place which is similar to the 269 

environment of the AGCH and this could lower the risk of developing delirium in hospital. Finally, we 270 

did not collect data on illness severity, which can be associated with delirium (26). Even so, patients 271 

admitted to the AGCH suffer from acute medical illnesses for which they would otherwise have been 272 

admitted to a general hospital. Also, they did have many other known delirium risk factors (21). In 273 

addition patients with solely social or care indications, who require admission to intermediate care 274 

but do not require hospital treatment are, by protocol, excluded from admission to the AGCH.  275 

Clinical and research implications 276 

Our exploratory analysis shows that the incidence rate of delirium in the AGCH is significantly lower 277 

than in studies performed in general hospitals. This may indicate that this acute geriatric unit 278 

situated in intermediate care could prevent delirium in older adults, at risk for delirium and requiring 279 

hospital admission. However, as this study is only exploratory, a randomized controlled study or a 280 

two-armed observational study using e.g. inversely weighted propensity scores (27) would be needed 281 

to ascertain whether there is indeed a lower incidence of delirium, as was found in this study.  282 
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Conclusion 283 

Delirium is a common complication in older persons during hospitalisation. Preliminary evidence on 284 

the implementation of a multi-component, non-pharmacological intervention at the newly opened 285 

Acute Geriatric Community Hospital resulted in a relatively low delirium incidence rate compared to 286 

incidences reported in general hospitals.  287 

 . 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 June 1, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


13 
 

References 288 

1. American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Fifth 289 
Edition. Arlington, VA, 2013. 290 
2. Inouye SK, Charpentier PA; Precipitating factors for delirium in hospitalized elderly persons. 291 
Predictive model and interrelationship with baseline vulnerability. Jama 1996;275(11):852-7. 292 
3. Inouye SK, Rushing JT, Foreman MD, et al.; Does delirium contribute to poor hospital 293 
outcomes? A three-site epidemiologic study. J Gen Intern Med 1998;13(4):234-42. doi: 294 
10.1046/j.1525-1497.1998.00073.x. 295 
4. Fick DM, Agostini JV, Inouye SK; Delirium superimposed on dementia: a systematic review. J 296 
Am Geriatr Soc 2002;50(10):1723-32. doi: 10.1046/j.1532-5415.2002.50468.x. 297 
5. Inouye SK, Westendorp RG, Saczynski JS; Delirium in elderly people. Lancet 298 
2014;383(9920):911-22. doi: 10.1016/s0140-6736(13)60688-1. 299 
6. Siddiqi N, Harrison JK, Clegg A, et al.; Interventions for preventing delirium in hospitalised 300 
non-ICU patients. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2016;3:Cd005563. doi: 301 
10.1002/14651858.CD005563.pub3. 302 
7. Ribbink ME, Macneil-Vroomen JL, van Seben R, et al.; Investigating the effectiveness of care 303 
delivery at an acute geriatric community hospital for older adults in the Netherlands: a protocol for a 304 
prospective controlled observational study. BMJ Open 2020;10(3):e033802. doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-305 
2019-033802. 306 
8. Colprim D, Martin R, Parer M, et al.; Direct admission to intermediate care for older adults 307 
with reactivated chronic diseases as an alternative to conventional hospitalization. J Am Med Dir 308 
Assoc 2013;14(4):300-2. doi: 10.1016/j.jamda.2012.12.003. 309 
9. Inouye SK, Bogardus ST, Jr., Charpentier PA, et al.; A multicomponent intervention to prevent 310 
delirium in hospitalized older patients. N Engl J Med 1999;340(9):669-76. doi: 311 
10.1056/nejm199903043400901. 312 
10. Nederlandse Vereniging voor Klinische Geriatrie; Richtlijn Delier Volwassenen. 2013. 313 
11. Buurman BM, Hoogerduijn JG, de Haan RJ, et al.; Geriatric conditions in acutely hospitalized 314 
older patients: prevalence and one-year survival and functional decline. PLoS One 315 
2011;6(11):e26951. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0026951. 316 
12. Buurman BM, Parlevliet JL, van Deelen BA, et al.; A randomised clinical trial on a 317 
comprehensive geriatric assessment and intensive home follow-up after hospital discharge: the 318 
Transitional Care Bridge. BMC Health Serv Res 2010;10:296. doi: 10.1186/1472-6963-10-296. 319 
13. Reichardt LA, Aarden JJ, van Seben R, et al.; Unravelling the potential mechanisms behind 320 
hospitalization-associated disability in older patients; the Hospital-Associated Disability and impact 321 
on daily Life (Hospital-ADL) cohort study protocol. BMC Geriatr 2016;16:59. doi: 10.1186/s12877-322 
016-0232-3. 323 
14. von Elm E, Altman DG, Egger M, et al.; [The Strengthening the Reporting of Observational 324 
Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement: guidelines for reporting observational studies]. Rev Esp 325 
Salud Publica 2008;82(3):251-9. doi: 10.1590/s1135-57272008000300002. 326 
15. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence; Delirium: Diagnosis, Prevention and 327 
Management. London, 2010. 328 
16. Inouye SK, van Dyck CH, Alessi CA, et al.; Clarifying confusion: the confusion assessment 329 
method. A new method for detection of delirium. Ann Intern Med 1990;113(12):941-8. doi: 330 
10.7326/0003-4819-113-12-941. 331 
17. Schuurmans MJ, Shortridge-Baggett LM, Duursma SA; The Delirium Observation Screening 332 
Scale: a screening instrument for delirium. Res Theory Nurs Pract 2003;17(1):31-50. doi: 333 
10.1891/rtnp.17.1.31.53169. 334 
18. Wang N. How to Conduct a Meta-Analysis of Proportions in R: A Comprehensive Tutorial, 335 
2018. 336 

 . 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 June 1, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


14 
 

19. Viechtbauer W. Comparing Estimates of Independent Meta-Analyses or Subgroups. 337 
https://www.metafor-project.org/doku.php/tips:comp_two_independent_estimates (Date Accessed 338 
2020 Accessed, date last accessed) 339 
20. Friedman SM, Mendelson DA, Bingham KW, et al.; Hazards of hospitalization: residence prior 340 
to admission predicts outcomes. Gerontologist 2008;48(4):537-41. doi: 10.1093/geront/48.4.537. 341 
21. Ahmed S, Leurent B, Sampson EL; Risk factors for incident delirium among older people in 342 
acute hospital medical units: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Age Ageing 2014;43(3):326-33. 343 
doi: 10.1093/ageing/afu022. 344 
22. Martinez FT, Tobar C, Beddings CI, et al.; Preventing delirium in an acute hospital using a non-345 
pharmacological intervention. Age Ageing 2012;41(5):629-34. doi: 10.1093/ageing/afs060. 346 
23. van Velthuijsen EL, Zwakhalen SMG, Mulder WJ, et al.; Detection and management of 347 
hyperactive and hypoactive delirium in older patients during hospitalization: a retrospective cohort 348 
study evaluating daily practice. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry 2018;33(11):1521-1529. doi: 349 
10.1002/gps.4690. 350 
24. Nguyen PV-Q, Malachane A, Minh TTV; Antipsychotic prescription patterns in the 351 
management of delirium symptoms in hospitalized elderly patients. Proceedings of Singapore 352 
Healthcare 2017;26(4):230-234. doi: 10.1177/2010105817697733. 353 
25. Excellence NIfHaC. Delirium: prevention, diagnosis and management. 354 
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg103/chapter/1-Guidance#interventions-to-prevent-delirium 355 
(Date Accessed 2010 Accessed, date last accessed) 356 
26. Inouye SK, Viscoli CM, Horwitz RI, et al.; A predictive model for delirium in hospitalized 357 
elderly medical patients based on admission characteristics. Ann Intern Med 1993;119(6):474-81. doi: 358 
10.7326/0003-4819-119-6-199309150-00005. 359 
27. Austin PC, Stuart EA; Moving towards best practice when using inverse probability of 360 
treatment weighting (IPTW) using the propensity score to estimate causal treatment effects in 361 
observational studies. Stat Med 2015;34(28):3661-79. doi: 10.1002/sim.6607. 362 
28. Katz S, Ford AB, Moskowitz RW, et al.; Studies of illness in the aged. The index of ADL: A 363 
standardized measure of biological and pshychosocial function. Jama 1963;185:914-9. doi: 364 
10.1001/jama.1963.03060120024016. 365 
29. Fried LP, Ferrucci L, Darer J, et al.; Untangling the concepts of disability, frailty, and 366 
comorbidity: implications for improved targeting and care. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 367 
2004;59(3):255-63. doi: 10.1093/gerona/59.3.m255. 368 
30. Folstein MF, Folstein SE, McHugh PR; "Mini-mental state". A practical method for grading the 369 
cognitive state of patients for the clinician. J Psychiatr Res 1975;12(3):189-98. doi: 10.1016/0022-370 
3956(75)90026-6. 371 
31. Charlson ME, Pompei P, Ales KL, et al.; A new method of classifying prognostic comorbidity in 372 
longitudinal studies: development and validation. J Chronic Dis 1987;40(5):373-83. doi: 373 
10.1016/0021-9681(87)90171-8. 374 
32. Franco JG, Valencia C, Bernal C, et al.; Relationship between cognitive status at admission 375 
and incident delirium in older medical inpatients. J Neuropsychiatry Clin Neurosci 2010;22(3):329-37. 376 
doi: 10.1176/appi.neuropsych.22.3.329 377 

10.1176/jnp.2010.22.3.329. 378 
33. White S, Calver BL, Newsway V, et al.; Enzymes of drug metabolism during delirium. Age 379 
Ageing 2005;34(6):603-8. doi: 10.1093/ageing/afi189. 380 
34. Adamis D, Treloar A, Darwiche FZ, et al.; Associations of delirium with in-hospital and in 6-381 
months mortality in elderly medical inpatients. Age Ageing 2007;36(6):644-9. doi: 382 
10.1093/ageing/afm094. 383 
35. Eeles EM, Hubbard RE, White SV, et al.; Hospital use, institutionalisation and mortality 384 
associated with delirium. Age Ageing 2010;39(4):470-5. doi: 10.1093/ageing/afq052. 385 

 . 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 June 1, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.metafor-project.org/doku.php/tips:comp_two_independent_estimates
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg103/chapter/1-Guidance#interventions-to-prevent-delirium
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


15 
 

36. Inouye SK, Zhang Y, Han L, et al.; Recoverable cognitive dysfunction at hospital admission in 386 
older persons during acute illness. J Gen Intern Med 2006;21(12):1276-81. doi: 10.1111/j.1525-387 
1497.2006.00613.x. 388 
37. Leslie DL, Marcantonio ER, Zhang Y, et al.; One-year health care costs associated with 389 
delirium in the elderly population. Arch Intern Med 2008;168(1):27-32. doi: 390 
10.1001/archinternmed.2007.4. 391 
38. Siddiqi N, House AO, Holmes JD; Occurrence and outcome of delirium in medical in-patients: 392 
a systematic literature review. Age Ageing 2006;35(4):350-64. doi: 10.1093/ageing/afl005. 393 

394 

 . 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 June 1, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


16 
 

Figure 1 – Participant flow-chart Acute Geriatric Community Hospital (AGCH) study. 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of the total study population grouped by patients with and without delirium. 

 

Total 
No 

delirium 
Incident 
delirium p valuea 

(n = 214) (n = 196) (n = 18)   

 91.6% 8.4%   

Age (years), mean (SD) 81.9 (8.1) 81.6 (8.0) 85.2 (8.8) .080 

Male, n (%) 101 (47.2) 93 (47.4) 8 (44.4) .810 

Born in the Netherlands, n (%) 160 (74.8) 146 (74.5) 14 (77.8) .990 
Marital status, n (%)    .580 

Married/living together 69 (32.2) 65 (33.2) 4 (22.2)  
Single/Divorced 45 (21.0) 40 (20.4) 5 (27.8)  
Widow(er) 99 (46.3) 90 (45.9) 9 (50.0)  

Living arrangement before admission, n (%)    .800 
Independent 174 (81.3) 158 (80.6) 16 (88.9)  
Nursing home 5 (2.3) 5 (2.6) -  
Senior residence 33 (15.4) 31 (15.8) 2 (11.1)  
Other 2 (0.9) 2 (1.0) - 

 
Level of education, n (%)    .440 

Primary school 37 (17.3) 32 (16.3) 5 (27.8)  
Elementary technical/domestic science school 45 (21.0) 43 (21.9) 2 (11.1)  
Secondary vocational education 63 (29.4) 58 (29.6) 5 (27.8)  
Higher-level high school/third-level education 49 (22.9) 43 (21.9) 6 (33.3)  

Polypharmacy (≥ 5 medications), n (%) 160 (74.8) 147 (75.0) 13 (72.2) .800 

Primary admission diagnosis, n (%)    .440 
Pneumonia 40 (18.7) 38 (19.4) 2 (11.1)  
Urinary tract infection (UTI) 27 (12.6) 25 (12.8) 2 (11.1)  
Other infections (excl. pneumonia/UTI) 21 (9.8) 8 (4.1) 3 (16.7)  
Congestive heart failure 20 (9.3) 18 (9.2) 2 (11.1)  
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Neurologic disorders 19 (8.9) 17 (8.7) 2 (11.1)  
COPD exacerbation 15 (7.0) 15 (7.7) -  
Fall(s) 13 (6.1) 12 (6.1) 1 (5.6)  
Gastrointestinal disease 10 (4.7) 10 (5.1) -  
Electrolyte disturbance 6 (2.8) 4 (2.0) 2 (11.1)  
Other 43 (20.1) 39 (19.9) 4 (22.2)  

Katz-ADLb score two weeks before  
admission, median (IQR) 1.0 (0.0-2.0) 1.0 (0.0-2.0) 2.0 (0.8-3.0) .054 
Katz-ADLb score upon admission, median (IQR) 2.5 (1.0-4.0) 2.0 (1.0-4.0) 3.5 (0.8-5.3) .340 

Frailtyc, n (%) 101 (47.2) 92 (46.9) 9 (50.0) .940 
Unknown 59 (27.6) 55 (28.1) 4 (22.2) 

 
MMSEd score, median (IQR) 25.0 (22.0-28.0) 25.0 (23.0-28.0) 23.0 (20.0-24.8) .035 

- Unknown or not done, n (%) 56 (26.2) 50 (25.5) 6 (33.3)  
History of dementia, n (%) 26 (12.1) 22 (11.2) 4 (22.2) .170 

Cognitive impairmente, n (%) 88 (41.1) 76 (38.8) 12 (66.7) .022 

Charlson comorbidity index scoref, median (IQR) 3.0 (1.0-4.0) 2.5 (1.0-4.0) 3.0 (1.0-4.0) .990 

History of delirium/confusion during  
sickness, n (%) 55 (25.7) 48 (24.5) 7 (38.9) .230 

Duration of delirium, in median days (IQR)   NA= not applicable                                                                                                                                             NA  NA                 2.5 (1.0-5.3)   

Pharmacological treatment for delirium, n   NA= not applicable                                                                                                                                                                                                                        NA                                                                  NA  11  

- Haloperidol                   16                                                                                                                                        5                                                                      11  

- Other antipsychotics                    NA                                                               NA                                                                   1  

- Benzodiazepines                   NA                                                           NA                                       4  
a Incident delirium compared to no delirium 
b Katz Index score range 0-6, with a higher score indicating more dependence in activities of daily living (ADL) (28) 
c Based on Fried criteria for frailty range 0-5 with a score of 3 and higher indicating presence of physical frailty (29)  
d Mini Mental State Exam score ranging 0-30, MMSE score ≤23 indicating cognitive impairment (30) 
e All patients with a diagnosis of dementia, a MMSE score ≤23, or, in case of missing MMSE score, subjective cognitive problems 
f Range of 0-31, with a higher score indicating more or more severe comorbidity (31) 
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Figure 2 – Meta-analysis of proportions of delirium incidences in older hospitalised medical patients found in literature (5). The pooled incidence rate of 

these six studies was 16% (95% CI [confidence interval]random effects model 12-21%). 
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Table 2 –Studies included in meta-analysis of proportions of delirium incidence, studies from a 2014 review on delirium incidence by Inouye et al. CAM, 
Confusion Assessment Method; DRS, Delirium Rating Scale; DSM–IV, Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (4rd Ed). * original sample 
included prevalent delirium  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Study 
(authors, 
publication 
year, country)  

Study 
setting  

Study design  Patients 
with 
delirium 
(n)  

Patients 
without 
delirium  
(n)  

Total 
sample  (n)   

Incidence 
rate (%)  

Age, 
years  

Mean age   Sex: 
male/female  

Criteria for 
delirium  

Assessment 
frequency (h) 

Franco et al., 
2010, 
Colombia (32)  

Medical Case control  34 257 291 12% ≥59 74 105/186 CAM,DRS 24 

White 2005, 
United 
Kingdom (33)  

Medical   Cohort  29 178 207*  14%  ≥75 82 Only number of 
males in total 
group  
 

DAM,DSMIV 24 

Adamis 2007, 
United 
Kingdom (34)  

Geriatric  Cohort  47 117 164 29% ≥70 85 54/110 CAM,DRS 72 

Friedman 
2008, United 
States (20)  

Geriatric  Cohort  42 171 212 20% ≥65 79 85/127 CAM 24 

Eeles 2010, 
United 
Kingdom (35)  

Medical  Cohort  23 175 198* 
 

11% ≥74 83 117 males in 
total group  

DSMIV 48 

Inouye et al. 
2006, United 
States (36) 

Medical  Cohort  60  400 460 13%  ≥70 80 183/277 CAM  24 
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Appendix 1 – Admission criteria Acute Geriatric Community Hospital (AGCH)  

Criteria upon assessment at the emergency department: 

1) Acute medical problems in older patients that require hospitalization, e.g., acute events such as a 

pneumonia or an exacerbation of chronic conditions such as heart failure or minor acute events in 

very frail patients.  

2) Hemodynamic stability.   

3) No need for complex diagnostic testing such as CT- or MRI scans during admission. 

4) Expecting to return to previous living situation in 14 days. 

5) Geriatric conditions e.g., delirium, cognitive impairment, falls and/or functional impairment.  
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Appendix 2 – Search strategy studies reporting incident delirium in medical inpatients.  

Methods  
We looked for sources of aggregated data (guidelines) or reviews reporting the incidence of delirium 
in older adults admitted to acute medical units and extracted the data from the individual studies 
that reported in the guideline.  

Secondly, we performed a search on PubMed looking for (systematic) reviews or meta-analyses 
reporting incidence of delirium in older adults admitted to acute medical units.  

Search strategy in PubMed  

((delirium[MeSH Terms]) AND ((internal medicine[MeSH Terms])OR(medical[Title/Abstract])) NOT 
(surgical[Title/Abstract]) NOT (orthopeadic[Title/Abstract]) NOT (hip fracture[Title]) NOT 
(fracture[Title]) NOT (pediatric[Title/Abstract]) NOT (postoperative[Title/Abstract])) 

Filters applied: Meta-Analysis, Systematic Review 

Criteria for including studies were:  

Inclusion criteria  

- Older adults aged 60 years and older  
- Admitted to medial or geriatric wards of acute or general hospitals 
- Prospective cohort and cross-sectional studies  
- Control arms of clinical trials  

Exclusion criteria  

- Mean age study population <65 years  
- Including data from intervention arm of clinical trials  
- Case-control studies  
- Retrospective studies  
- Data from surgical wards or intensive care units  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . 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 June 1, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.31.21257974
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


23 
 

Appendix 3 – found and excluded studies.  

Clinical guideline on delirium and or review:  

1) Excluded: NICE guideline delirium 2010 (15) We found a guideline reporting the incidence of 
delirium in general medicine wards; the NICE guideline for delirium which reports an incidence of 
15.2% (range 12.5-17.9) based on two studies.(15) One of these studies included the intervention 
arm of a clinical trial(37) and therefore we decided not to use the NICE guideline report on incident 
delirium as a control group. 

2) Included: Inouye et al. 2014 (5)- This is the high-quality review from which we used included 
studies as a control group.  

Results from PubMed search looking for systematic reviews or meta-analyses:  

Our search yielded 21 hits (1,124 without filters) in which we found two relevant systematic reviews 
based on screening title and abstract:  

1) Excluded: Siddiqi et al. 2006 (38) We found a systematic review by Siddiqi et al.(38) that reported 
on the incidence of delirium in 14 studies, due to the smaller sample sizes and studies being 
published before 2005 we decided not to use this systematic review.  

2) Excluded: Ahmed et al. 2014 (21) We found a systematic review by Ahmed et al.,(21) including 11 
studies that report delirium incidence in older medical patients, but in this study there was a risk of 
bias because it aimed to describe risk factors for delirium and not solely the incidence of delirium. 
This meant case-control studies were used and possible relevant studies were excluded. Therefore, 
we decided not to use this review.  

Flow-chart of selection of studies (aggregated data and (systematic reviews) for hospital control 
group :  

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Excluded (n=3) 
   

- Including intervention study (NICE  
guideline 2010) 

- Low sample sizes and less recent 
studies compared to Inouye et al. 
2014 (Siddiqi et al.2006)  

- Including case-control studies and 
potential bias because of study aim  
(Ahmed et al. 2014) 

 

Aggregated data/reviews: 
NICE guideline 2010  
Inouye et al. 2014 
From PubMed search:  
Siddiqi et al. 2006  
Ahmed et al. 2014 

 

      

 

Excluded from search 
based on title and 

abstract (n=19)  

Sources of aggregated data 
and/or reviews (n=2)  

+ PubMed search (n=21)  
n=23  

Inouye et al. 2014, see 
table 2 for included studies  
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