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Abstract:

Objective: To determine if early palliative care intervention within two

days of hospital admission affects the length of stay and cost savings.

Methods: Using a retrospective chart review, 570 patients who received
palliative care consultation were reviewed between 2016 and 2018. 287
patients were seen within 2 days of days and the total 355 were seen
within 3 days of admission. Data on length of stay and total charges

were analyzed for both groups.

Results: In the early consult group, both lengths of stay and cost of care
in total charges decreased by 64% (p<0.0001) and 58% (p<0.0001),
respectively. Multiple linear regressions showed everyone day increase
in the date of the consultation is associated with an increase in the length
of stay by 1.02 days. (R-squared 0.65, p-value <0.0001, CI 0.95-1.09).
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The number of palliative care consultations increased by 60% from 2016
to 2017.

Conclusion: Our study reiterates the importance of a multidisciplinary
approach in identifying patients who will benefit from palliative care
consultation and addressing goals of care early in their hospital course.
As such, our study suggests the importance of emphasizing early

palliative care and its potential benefits in public hospitals.

Introduction:

There have been a lot of technological advancements in medicine, but
they do not necessarily always translate to quality of care and
psychosocial wellbeing of the patients and their families [1]. Palliative
care has emerged as a specialty that addresses quality of life along with
the emotional, psychosocial and physical wellbeing of critically ill

patients, but also helps the burden of the health care system [1,2].

The implementation of patient-centered palliative care teams in the US
has increased to 178% from 2000 to 2016 in hospitals with more than 50
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beds [3]. This has been attributed to the increased quality of care

implements seen with palliative care.

With approximately 90 million Americans living with serious illness and
multi-morbidities, this number is expected to more than double over the
next 25 years [2]. Medicare spending increased to $651 billion in 2019
from $438 billion in 2013. 17% of patients with six or more
comorbidities account for 53% of annual spending [4]. 25% of
Medicare's annual spending is used by patients during the last 12 months

of their lives.

The following is a study of the multidisciplinary palliative care team
approach implemented at the only safety-net hospital in the central
valley of California, which measures the impact of the early palliative

intervention on the cost of care and length of stay.

Methods:

Ours is a central valley safety net hospital in which a dedicated
multidisciplinary palliative care team was formed in 2015. It consisted
of board-certified palliative care specialists, palliative care clinical

nurses, social workers, and discharge planners. Discharge planners have
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been trained to screen patients for potential palliative care consultation
and determine eligibility based on admission diagnosis. Screening
criteria for the discharge planners were patients with advanced cancer
with documented Stage 3 or 4 cancer, having advanced organ failure
(Congestive heart failure (CHF) with ejective fraction (EF) < 30%,
Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) on home oxygen,
End-stage renal disease (ESLD )) and patients with advanced dementia.
Primary teams have since been encouraged early palliative care

consultation if the criteria are met.

The objective of our study was to determine if early palliative care
consultation had an impact on the hospital charges and its
cost-effectiveness for early vs. later intervention. Determine the change
in the length of stay, and to determine the percentage of patients
discharged home with palliative care/hospice with early vs. later

intervention.

We conducted a retrospective chart review from January 2016 through
June 2018, who received palliative care consultation during their

admission to our hospital. We included patients age 18 years and older.
We analyzed patients' age, sex, primary and secondary diagnosis at the

time of admission, comorbidities, insurance, length of the stay, total
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changes of the hospital stay, discharge with or without hospice, and
patients who transferred on comfort care. We analyzed patients with in 2
days and 3 days of admission with patients who received consultation

after 2 and 3 days of admission.

Hospital costs were obtained from the hospital finance department and
included the charges for medications, procedures, the services provided
to the patient, and the billing by the physicians who cared for the

patients.

Results:

We reviewed 562 patient charts from January 2017- June 2018, who
received palliative consultation during the hospital admission. 287
patients were seen within 2 days of days and the total 355 were seen
within 3 days of admission. We further analyzed the patients in each
group having a Palliative Performance Scale (PPS) score of <50 and
>50. A PPS score of >50 is considered a good prognostic indicator, and
a PPS score <50 is considered a poor prognostic indicator. 200 (47.69%)
patients had a PPS score of >50, and 363(64.41%) of patients had a PPS
score <50. We also found that the total number of consults in our
hospital was 165 in 2016 and 265 in 2017, which is a 60% increase,
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which showed a good utilization of the multidisciplinary team which
formed in 2015.

Of the 562 patients, 168(29.89%) were females, and 394(70.11%) were
males. Further subdivision of the diagnosis showed that most of the

patients either had cancer or cardiovascular diagnosis, which consisted
of 53% of the patients (chart 1). The mean age of presentation was 64.2

+ 14.0 years.

Insurance in our patient population was as follows:
Medicare/Medicare-Medical (n=180) 31.6%, Medical/HPSJ (n=208)
36.5% and Others (n=182) 31.9%. Of all the patients given consult in
our hospital in this study, 47.4%(n=270) patients were discharged with
hospice, 38.6% (n=220) were discharged without hospice and 80 (14%)

patients were initiated on comfort care.

Length of stay of patients at 2 days consultation was 3.3 days vs. 9.1
days for patients who received consultation after 2 days with statistical
significance. Similarly, the length of stay of patients at 3 days
consultation was 3.5 days vs. 10.7 days after 3 days of consultation and

was statistically significant (Table 1)
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Analyzing the total charges for patients palliative care at 2 days showed
a mean of $77,298.5 vs. $185,912 for patients who received palliative
care consult after 2 days was statistically significant. Similarly, total
charges at 3 days vs after 3 days consultation showed total changes
mean of $80,817.5 vs. $218,088 for patients receiving care after 3 days

of hospitalization is statically significant (Table 2).

We compared the number of patients with PPS scores <50 vs.>50 for
patients who received palliative consult and found that 200 (35.59%) of
patients had PPS score >50 and 363 (64.41%) patients had PPS score of
<50. Of all the patients who received hospice (n=294), 39 has a PPS
score of >50, and 255 patients had a PPS score of <50, which was

statistically significant with a p-value of <0.001.

Analyzing the PPS score in patients before 2 days and after 2 days of the

consultation showed the following results (Table 3).

Multiple linear regressions showed every 1-day increase in the date of
admission to date of the consultation is associated with an increase in the
length of stay by 1.02 days. (R-squared 0.65 , p-value <0.0001, ClI
0.95-1.09).

Discussion:
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The increasing costs of health care not only affects the individuals and
families but the overall economic health of the country [5]. According to
Wammes, the sickest and the most complicated patients use 30% of
health care costs in the last year of their life span [6]. Many studies have
shown that patients with advance life-threatening illiness suffer from
untreated pain, have lengthy hospital stays, often have costly medical
treatments which are usually low yield and unlikely to change the
outcome of the course and overall provides lower satisfaction to the
patient and families around the end of patient's life [7].

As physicians or caregivers treating the terminally ill patient when no
cure was possible, and end of life was inevitable, the aim is to reduce
patient suffering. The field of palliative care medicine grew out of the
hospice movement in the 1960s [8]. The core principles of palliative
care approach are to improve the quality of life for both patients and
their families facing the end of life terminal iliness. Palliative care
provides relief from pain and distressing symptoms, affirms life and
regards dying as a normal process, intends neither hasten nor postpone
death, integrates the psychological and spiritual aspects of patient care,
and offers a support system to help patients live as actively as possible
until death [9].

Palliative care program involves interdisciplinary teams consisting of
trained physicians, nurses, social workers, and discharge planners who

collectively can help form a bridge between improving the quality of
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care of the sickest patients and as well decrease the overall cost of
treatment for the terminally ill. [5]

There are many ways the palliative care approach leads to cost savings
in terminally ill hospitalized patients. For example, a reduced cost of
overall hospitalization can occur from reduced length of stay (LOS) or
from a less intense treatment approach in terminally ill or a combination
of both [10].

Our results demonstrated that the direct cost of the hospitals could be
significantly reduced for patients with significant comorbidities when
timely palliative care consultation is obtained. As a result, you have
reduced utilization of the facility, reduced number of unnecessary
procedures which are unlikely to change the overall outcome, and hence
reduced length of stay in the hospital. Literature has shown that early
inpatient palliative care consultation reduced the length of hospital stay
by about 30% and the cost of care by 22% to 33% [11-14].

Most of the research done to date has compared palliative care
consultation to usual care. A recent prospective trial done by Mary P et
al., published in 2017, showed that there were 63% cost savings in
patients who had palliative care intervention compared to the usual care
[15]. A metanalysis of 6 research studies, including both retrospective
and prospective studies, have demonstrated that palliative care
consultation resulted in cost savings from $2,666 to $9,237 when

compared to the usual care group [16].
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A study published in 2014 compared palliative consultation within 10
days of admission versus consultation obtained greater than 10 days of
admission found to have significant cost savings in patients who died in
the hospital compared to patients who were discharged [17]. Another
prospective study compared palliative care consultation within 6 days of
admission and 2 days of admission for cancer patients and found 14%
cost reduction if a consultation was obtained within 6 days and 24% cost
reduction if a consultation was obtained in 2 days compared with no
intervention.

Most of these studies discussed above have shown the reduction in
hospital costs but did not comment much on the length of stay of
patients who had a palliative intervention. However, there have been
initial studies which have shown positive economic impact but found no
association between palliative care consult team (PCCT) and length of
stay (LOS), leading to the inference that all cost-savings have been
through the reduced intensity of care: Patients who received palliative
care stayed as long in hospital as matched cohorts but utilized lesser
services during their admission reducing the cost [18].

A multicenter prospective study published by May et al. in 2015 on
palliative care intervention in advanced cancer patients showed that
palliative care intervention was effective in reducing the length of stay
when the intervention happed at two days of admission rather than

consultation happening at days 6, 10 or 20 of admission; which is among
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the very few studies published that showed the significance of the
decreased length of stay to hospital costs [19].

One study similar to our study that was done in New York, published in
2018, compared early palliative care consultation within 3 days of
admission versus later palliative care interventions greater than 3 days of
admission and found to have an average length of stay of 6.09 vs. 16.5
days, respectively [18]. Of note, the study compared and looked at the
Palliative Performance Scale (PPS) of < 30, 30-60, and >60.

Our study is unique as it compared the studies currently available in the
literature on the early palliative care approach in several aspects. Most
of the studies have compared palliative care intervention to usual care.
Our study compared various aspects of palliative intervention in patients
with early palliative care consultation within 2 days of admission versus
after 2 days of admission. Our study is a retrospective study from
January 2016 to June 2018, which looked at all patients (562 patients)
who received palliative care consultation during their hospitalization. Of
the 562 patients, 282 patients were seen by the palliative care
consultation team (PCCT) during the first two days of their
hospitalization and 355 patients at 3 days of admission.

Our results demonstrated that sooner the palliative care consultation is
obtained in a terminally ill patient with multiple comorbidities, the
reduced length of stay, and reduced hospital cost. For example, the

average length of stay for patients receiving PCCT within 2 days was 3.3
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(p-value< 0.0001), whereas 9.1 LOS for PCCT greater 2 days. However,
patients receiving PCCT on day 3 still had a LOS of 3.5 (p-value
<0.0001) compared to patients receiving consultation greater than 3
days. Similarly, the cost for patients receiving consultation within 2 days
was $ 77, 298 (p-value < 0.0001) versus $ 185, 912 (p-value <0.0001)
for patients obtaining PCCT greater than 2 days. However, patients who
received PCCT at day 3 had cost of $ 80, 871 (p-value< 0.0001). In
conclusion, our data showed that PCCT intervention was done within 2
days of admission resulted in reduced length of stay as well as reduced
hospital cost in terminally ill advanced disease patients admitted to the
hospital. However, if the PCCT was obtained on day 3, it was still better
in achieving a lesser length of stay and cost savings compared with
PCCT done greater than 3 days. Hence, sooner the PCCT can be
obtained, the reduced length of stay and hospital cost in our palliative

care patient population.

We further analyzed the patients in each group having a Palliative
Performance Scale (PPS) score of <50 and >50. A PPS score of >50 is
considered a good prognostic indicator, and the PPS score <50 is
considered a poor prognostic indicator. Of our patients, 200 (47.69%)
patients had PPS score of >50 and 363 (64.41%) patients had PPS score
<50.
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Conclusion:

Palliative care consultation within 2 days showed a decreased length of
stay in hospital and hence lesser total charges when compared to patients
who had consultation after two days and the difference is statistically
significant. In addition, patients with PPS scores >50 were higher in the
group with palliative care consultation within 2 days. Our study
reiterates the importance of a multidisciplinary approach in identifying
patients who will benefit from palliative care consultation and
addressing goals of care early in their hospital course. As such, our study
suggests the importance of emphasizing early palliative care and its

potential benefits in public hospitals.
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Chart 1. Breakdown of diagnosis of patients receiving palliative care.
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Table 1: Length of stay for consultation at 2 and 3 days of admission.

Palliative consult Length of stay | STD Minimum | Maximum

. _ number | o P value
timeline in days- mean deviation | days days
at 2 days 280 3.3 6.5 1 30 | <0.000
>2 days 282 9.1 3.8 0 28
At 3 days 207 10.7 6.6 1 30 | <0.000
>3 days 355 35 3.7 0 28
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Table 2: Hospital charges at 2 days and 3 days of admission.

Palliative care Hospital Cost STD Minimum | Maximum

_ _ number o P vaue
consult timeline mean $ deviation $ | charges$ | charges$
<2 days 280 $185,912 | $170,587| $22,268.30 | $1,060,494 | <0.0001
>2 days 282 $77,298.50 | $69,313.50| $4,127.60| $633,197
<3 days 207 $218,088 | $183,582 | $30,682.40 | $1,060,494 | <0.0001
>3 days 355 $80,871.50 | $69,740.40 $3,688| $633,197

Table 3: PPS score in patients before 2 days and after 2 days of the
consultation

o PPS percentage
Consult timeline _ _
score | total patients of patients P value
<2 days >50 111 19.75%
<2 days <50 171 30.43% 0.0607
>2 days >50 89 15.84%
>2 days <50 191 33.99%
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