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ABSTRACT 

 

Introduction: Effectively identifying deteriorated patients is vital to the development and validation 

of automated systems designed to predict clinical deterioration. Existing outcome measures used for 

this purpose have significant limitations. Published criteria for admission to high acuity inpatient 

areas may represent markers of patient deterioration and could inform the development of alternate 

outcome measures. 

Objectives: This is a protocol for a scoping review which aims to characterise published criteria for 

admission of adult inpatients to high acuity inpatient areas including intensive care units.  

Data sources: Electronic databases PubMed and ProQuest EBook Central will be searched to identify 

papers published from 1999 to date of search.  Publications of interest are those which describe 

prescriptive criteria for admission of adult inpatients to a clinical area with a higher level of care than 

a general hospital ward.  

Charting methods:  Data will be extracted from each publication using a standardised data-charting 

form.  

Data synthesis: Admission criteria characteristics from included publications will be summarised and 

presented in text and summary table form. 

  



PROTOCOL 

Introduction 

Unrecognised clinical deterioration is a significant cause of reversible morbidity and mortality in 

hospitalised patients.1–3 Effective identification of deteriorated patients is imperative to the 

development of automated systems designed to predict and prevent clinical deterioration. Presently, 

there is little agreement in the literature on criteria to define the deteriorated ward patient11  and 

existing proxy measures of clinical deterioration – in-hospital mortality, in-hospital-cardiac-arrest 

(IHCA) and/or unplanned intensive care unit (ICU) transfer – have limitations which introduce 

subjectivity and variability to studies that use them as outcome measures.4 The present study aims to 

better characterise how deterioration has been conceptualised/defined by clinicians in practice, in 

order to inform the development of alternate outcome measures. To do this, we will conduct a scoping 

review to identify criteria that have been used to determine when hospital inpatients are unwell 

enough to warrant admission to a higher acuity non-ward environment such as the intensive care unit 

(ICU) or high depency unit (HDU). 

Objective 

To describe published criteria for admission of adult inpatients to ICU or other clinical care areas with 

more intensive medical or nursing care than a general ward. A secondary aim will be to identify 

variables, among the identified criteria, that are potentially extractable from the electronic health 

record. 

Methods 

This scoping review will conform to the requirements of the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic 

reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-ScR) guidelines.12 

Search strategy 

Relevant studies will be identified by searching the electronic databases PubMed and ProQuest EBook 

Central. Citations of included publications will be reviewed to source additional papers.  

The following search terms will be included: intensive care, intensive care unit, medical intensive care, 

surgical intensive care, acute care, critical care, high dependency unit, hdu, coronary care unit, 

admission, disposition, transfer, triage, criteria, policy, guideline, decision, selection, threshold, 

deteriorating, deteriorated, unstable, acute, rapid response.  

Additional terms will be considered and search strategy refined after initial trials with these terms. A 

trained librarian from the University of New South Wales will assist with construction of the search 

strategy after initial trials. 

Inclusion criteria 

Quantitative or qualitative studies in peer-reviewed journals, practice guidelines or book chapters 

which describe prescriptive criteria for admission or transfer of adult (>16 years) inpatients to 

ICU/HDU (including close-observation units, coronary care units and step-down units). Studies 

published from January 1999 to date of search will be included. No language restrictions will be 

applied. Google Translate will be used to translate non-English studies to English. 

Exclusion criteria 



Abstract-only reports, articles including paediatric subjects (<16 years old), articles where criteria were 

derived a posteriori and articles focusing only on ICU exclusion criteria will be excluded.  

Selection of source and data charting 

Two reviewers will independently screen titles +/- abstracts of studies identified by initial search. 

Disagreement regarding study eligibility will be resolved by a nominated third party. A standardised 

data-charting form will be used to extract the following information from each publication: type; 

author(s); year of publication; study objective, population and primary outcome; number of subjects; 

setting; method of data analysis; nature of evidence underpinning admission criteria; and 

characteristics of proposed admission criteria.  

Data Synthesis  

We aim to generate a list of admission criteria and thresholds for ICU admission from included studies. 

We will chart the frequency with which each criterion is proposed as potential indicator of consensus 

in the literature. We will also attempt to categorise these criteria and describe themes relating to their 

characteristics. We will present our findings in text and summary table form.  

 

  



References 

 

1. Jones, D., Mitchell, I., Hillman, K. & Story, D. Defining clinical deterioration. Resuscitation 84, 1029–

1034 (2013). 

2. Churpek, M. M. et al. Association between intensive care unit transfer delay and hospital 

mortality: A multicenter investigation. Journal of Hospital Medicine 11, 757–762 (2016). 

3. Liu, V., Kipnis, P., Rizk, N. W. & Escobar, G. J. Adverse outcomes associated with delayed intensive 

care unit transfers in an integrated healthcare system. Journal of Hospital Medicine 7, 224–230 

(2012). 

4. Malycha, J. et al. Protocol describing a systematic review and mixed methods consensus process 

to define the deteriorated ward patient. BMJ Open 12, e057614 (2022). 

5. Bedoya, A. D. et al. Minimal Impact of Implemented Early Warning Score and Best Practice Alert 

for Patient Deterioration*. Critical Care Medicine 47, 49–55 (2019). 

6. Gerry, S. et al. Early warning scores for detecting deterioration in adult hospital patients: 

systematic review and critical appraisal of methodology. BMJ m1501 (2020) 

doi:10.1136/bmj.m1501. 

7. Escobar, G. J. et al. Automated Identification of Adults at Risk for In-Hospital Clinical Deterioration. 

N Engl J Med 383, 1951–1960 (2020). 

8. Pimentel, M. A. F. et al. Detecting Deteriorating Patients in the Hospital: Development and 

Validation of a Novel Scoring System. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 204, 44–52 (2021). 

9. Churpek, M. M., Yuen, T. C. & Edelson, D. P. Predicting clinical deterioration in the hospital: The 

impact of outcome selection. Resuscitation 84, 564–568 (2013). 

10. Seymour, C. W., Iwashyna, T. J., Ehlenbach, W. J., Wunsch, H. & Cooke, C. R. Hospital-Level Variation 

in the Use of Intensive Care. Health Services Research 47, 2060–2080 (2012). 

11. Mitchell, O. J. L. et al. Defining Physiological Decompensation: An Expert Consensus and 

Retrospective Outcome Validation. Critical Care Explorations 4, e0677 (2022). 

12. Tricco, A. C. et al. PRISMA Extension for Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-ScR): Checklist and Explanation. 

Ann Intern Med 169, 467–473 (2018). 

 


