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Abstract 

The current study identified three septic shock phenotypes according to the pulse index 

continuous cardiac output parameters: Phenotype-1: normal cardiac output and vascular 

resistance, high blood volume; Phenotype-2: low cardiac output, normal blood volume, and 

high vascular resistance. Phenotype-3: normal vascular resistance and blood volume, high 

cardiac output. The mortality was significantly high in phenotype-1, but comparable 

between phenotype-2 and phenotype-3 (13/17 (76.4) vs. 13/35 (37.1) vs. 16/46 (34.7), p 

<0.001). Compared to phenotype 1 and 3, phenotype 2 had a higher AKI incidence and 

higher creatinine level at discharge. 
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Main text 

Accurate assessment of hemodynamic status is essential in septic shock, as 

inappropriate fluid resuscitation may lead to poor outcomes. Although much effort has been 

made, the optimal balance within cardiac output, blood volume, and vascular resistance 

remains unclear[1]. For instance, when should inotropic agents be used in resuscitation? 

Would patients benefit from early vasopressor use through reducing the fluid amount? 

Several large-scale septic shock trials [2] have investigated the optimal protocols in fluid 

resuscitation. However, clinical parameters such as mean artery pressure (MAP), central 

venous oxygenation, and lactate cannot accurately reflect specific hemodynamic status. 

Whether patients with different hemodynamic status would benefit from different 

resuscitation strategies and have different prognosis remains unclear. 

The pulse index continuous cardiac output (PiCCO) system can more accurately reflect 

the hemodynamic status, compared to clinical parameters. The current study explored latent 

septic shock phenotypes based on PiCCO parameters and evaluated whether the prognosis 

differed within these phenotypes. 

Data were extracted from the Medical Information Mart for Intensive Care IV database 

[3]. The patient's informed consent was waived due to the retrospective nature. Septic shock 

patients with PiCCO records were screened. Data on PiCCO measurement, MAP within three 

hours before and after the first PiCCO measurement, and laboratory indexes were extracted. 

Missing data of PiCCO parameters were not imputed for accuracy.  

Five PiCCO parameters, including cardiac stroke volume index (SVI), cardiac output 

index (CI), extravascular lung water index (ELWI), global end-diastolic volume index (GEDI), 
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and system vascular resistance index (SVRI), were used for clustering analysis. Non-normal 

variables were log-transformed and scaled. K-means clustering with Euclid distance was 

performed using R software[4]. The optimal number of clusters was determined using the 

elbow method[5]. 

Ninety-eight septic shock patients with PiCCO records were included. Three phenotypes 

were identified according to initial PiCCO parameters (Figure 1). Compared to phenotype-1 

(Table 1), phenotype-2 had lower CI (3.1 ± 1.1 vs. 2.3 ± 0.6, p =0.025) and GEDI (1067.9 ± 

415.5 vs. 711.1 ± 191.8, p <0.001) but higher SVRI (1530.8 ± 715.1 vs. 2617.7 ± 997.2, p 

<0.001), while phenotype-3 had higher CI (3.1 ± 1.1 vs. 4.0 ± 1.0, p <0.001), lower GEDI 

(1067.9 ± 415.5 vs. 749.8 ±212.4, p <0.001), and comparable SVRI (1530.8 ± 715.1 vs. 

1258.5 ± 357.2, p =0.538). The in-hospital mortality was significantly higher in phenotype-1 

than that in phenotype-2 and phenotype-3 (13/17 (76.4) vs. 13/35 (37.1) vs. 16/46 (34.7), p 

<0.001). Compared to phenotype-2, phenotype-3 had higher CI (2.3 ± 0.6 vs. 4.0 ± 1.0, p 

<0.001) and lower SVRI (2617.7 ± 997.2 vs. 1258.5 ± 357.2, p <0.001), while the GEDI (711.1 

± 191.8 vs. 749.8 ±212.4, p =1.000) and the in-hospital mortality (13/35 (37.1) vs. 16/46 

(34.7), p =0.826) were comparable between phenotype-2 and phenotype-3. Although the 

hemodynamic status differed within three phenotypes, the MAP status within three hours 

before and after the initial PiCCO measurement was comparable. 

According to our findings, similar hemodynamic goals (MAP) can be achieved by high 

vascular resistance or high cardiac output. The mortality was comparable between these two 

phenotypes (2 and 3). However, patients with excessive fluid retention had higher mortality 

than those with high vascular resistance or cardiac output. Therefore, it will be particularly 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 4, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.02.22270316doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.02.22270316


interesting to determine whether there is a benefit in using multiple therapies in early 

resuscitation (such as early use of vasopressors and inotropic agents) given concerns about 

excessive fluid administration. In addition, compared to phenotype 1 and 3, phenotype 2 had 

a higher AKI incidence and higher creatinine level at hospital discharge. Although the 

comparison was not statistically significant (small sample size), it is worth investigating 

whether high vascular resistance is associated with potential renal injury. 

 The limitation of the current study is that only an association, not causation, was 

established between hemodynamic status and mortality/AKI. Whether the prognosis would 

be improved by hemodynamic status-guided interventions still needs further investigation. 
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Table 1 Comparisons of clinical features within three phenotypes based on PiCCO parameters 

Abbreviations: PiCCO pulse index continuous cardiac output; SVI stroke volume index; CI cardiac output index; ELWI 

extravascular lung water index; GEDI global end-diastolic volume index; SVRI system vascular resistance index; MAP mean 

artery pressure; WBC white blood cell; P/F oxygen partial pressure/fraction of inspired oxygen ratio; SOFA sequential 

organ failure assessment; LOS length of stay; AKI acute kidney injury. 

Note: * and ** represented p <0.05 and p <0.01,respectively, compared to phenotype-1. # and ## represented p <0.05 

and p <0.01,respectively, compared to phenotype-2. 

 Phenotype-1 
(n = 17) 

Phenotype-2 
(n = 35) 

Phenotype-3 
(n = 46) 

P value 

Initial PiCCO parameters used for clustering analysis 

Initial SVI (ml/m2) 31.8 ± 14.1 23.4 ± 8.7* 45.3 ± 10.1**## < 0.001 

Initial CI (L/min/m2) 3.1 ± 1.1 2.3 ± 0.6* 4.0 ± 1.0**## < 0.001 

Initial ELWI (ml/kg) 26.8 ± 7.2 11.3 ± 3.7** 10.8 ± 3.6** < 0.001 

Initial GEDI (ml/m2) 1067.9 ± 415.5 711.1 ± 191.8** 749.8 ±212.4** < 0.001 

Initial SVRI (DS*m2/cm5) 1530.8 ± 715.1 2617.7 ± 997.2** 1258.5 ± 357.2## < 0.001 

Mean SVI (ml/m2) 33.7 ± 11.5 34.6 ± 12.3 45.6 ± 9.1**## < 0.001 

Mean CI (L/min/m2) 3.1 ± 0.9 3.1 ± 1.0 3.9 ± 0.7**## < 0.001 

Mean ELWI (ml/kg) 28.0 ± 18.5 15.9 ± 19.3 18.7 ± 23.9 0.167 

Mean GEDI (ml/m2) 896.8 ± 157.3 749.8 ± 179.6* 767.2 ± 198.0* 0.022 

Mean SVRI (DS*m2/cm5) 1751.9 ± 958.2 1932.3 ± 565.2 1458.8 ± 419.1## 0.002 

MAP within three hours before and after the first PiCCO measurement 

Initial MAP 72.2 ± 15.0 73.6 ± 15.8 74.8 ± 16.6 0.855 

Maximum MAP 87.0 ± 14.2 91.8 ± 14.8 91.8 ± 31.5 0.760 

Minimum MAP 61.5 ± 9.6 59.4 ± 21.2 64.9 ± 19.4 0.428 

Mean MAP 73.0 ± 9.1 78.2 ± 12.7 77.7 ± 18.3 0.470 

Laboratory markers & disease scores 

Initial creatinine 1.5 ± 0.9 1.5 ± 0.8 1.5 ± 1.6 1.000 

Maximum creatinine 2.3 ± 1.2 3.1 ± 2.4 2.4 ± 2.0 0.233 

Last creatinine before 
discharge 

0.7 ± 0.2 (n = 4) 1.5 ± 1.3 (n = 22) 1.0 ± 0.9 (n = 30) 0.217 

Initial WBC 10.3 ± 8.7 14.8 ± 15.2 13.1 ± 7.0 0.379 

Initial P/F 138.3 ± 184.3 313.9 ± 218.4* 297.9 ± 210.3* 0.025 

Initial lactate 5.7 ± 4.2 4.4 ± 2.9 3.4 ± 2.7* 0.039 

Initial SOFA 5.1± 3.5 3.9 ± 3.1 2.6 ± 3.5* 0.039 

Maximum SOFA 14.7 ± 3.2 13.0 ± 2.9 12.0 ± 4.5* 0.047 

Clinical outcomes 

ICU LOS 2.9 (1.7 – 12.9) 11.2 (6.1 – 18.6)* 12.6 (6.8 – 19.2)** 0.044 

Hospital LOS 2.8 (1.5 – 15.9) 19.1 (9.3 – 30.9)* 19.8 (12.4 – 27.3)* 0.025 

AKI (all) 12 (70.5) 31 (88.5) 34 (73.9) 0.191 

AKI (grade 3) 5 (29.4) 14 (40.0) 11 (23.9) 0.296 

In-hospital death 13 (76.4) 13 (37.1)** 16 (34.7)** 0.009 
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Figure 1 Three phenotypes were identified in clustering analysis. Circles, triangles and squares represented individual patients 
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