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Abstract Purpose: To compare
two protocols for sedation and anal-
gesia during therapeutic
hypothermia: midazolam and fenta-
nyl versus propofol and remifentanil.
The primary outcome was the time
from discontinuation of infusions to
extubation or decision not to extu-
bate (offset time). Secondary
outcomes were blood pressure, heart
rate, use of vasopressors and
inotropic drugs, pneumonia and neu-
rological outcome. Methods: This
was an open, randomised, controlled
trial on 59 patients treated with
therapeutic hypothermia (33–34 �C
for 24 h) after cardiac arrest in two
Norwegian university hospitals
between April 2008 and May 2009.
The intervention was random allo-
cation to sedation and analgesia with
propofol/remifentanil or midazolam/
fentanyl. Results: Twenty-nine
patients received propofol and rem-
ifentanil, and 30 midazolam and

fentanyl. Baseline characteristics
were similar. Sedation and analgesia
were stopped in 35 patients, and
extubation was performed in 17 of
these. Sedation had to be continued
for 24 patients. Time to offset was
significantly lower in patients given
propofol and remifentanil [mean
(95 % confidence intervals) 13.2
(2.3–24) vs. 36.8 (28.5–45.1) h,
respectively, p \ 0.001]. Patients
given propofol and remifentanil
needed norepinephrine infusions
twice as often (23 vs. 12 patients,
p = 0.003). Incidence of pneumonia
and 3-month neurological outcome
were similar in the two groups.
Conclusions: Time to offset was
significantly shorter in patients trea-
ted with propofol and remifentanil.
However, the clinical course in 40 %
of patients prevented discontinuation
of sedation and potential benefits
from a faster recovery. The propofol
and remifentanil group required
norepinephrine twice as often, but
both protocols were tolerated in most
patients.
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CPC Cerebral performance
category

GCS Glasgow coma scale
CPIS Clinical pulmonary

infection score
ICU Intensive care unit
MAAS Motor activity assessment

scale

MAP Mean arterial pressure
MF Midazolam and fentanyl
PR Propofol and remifentanil
PT-
INR

International normalised
ratio of prothrombin time

SAPS
II

Simplified acute physiology
score II

SD Standard deviation

TH Therapeutic hypothermia
VAP Ventilator-associated

pneumonia

Introduction

Therapeutic hypothermia (TH) at 33–34 �C for a period
of 12–24 h improves neurological recovery and survival
in cardiac arrest (CA) survivors having ventricular
fibrillation as the first observed arrhythmia [1–3]. Patients
treated with TH need sedation and analgesia to avoid
shivering and to tolerate mechanical ventilation.

Although midazolam and fentanyl is the most fre-
quently used combination, there is a considerable
variation in protocols employed for sedation and analge-
sia during TH [4]. Various protocols can differ in terms of
haemodynamic stability, duration of mechanical ventila-
tion and length of stay in the intensive care unit (ICU).
The choice of drugs for analgesia and sedation may
therefore affect morbidity and/or mortality [4]. About
50 % of patients treated with TH have a good outcome,
and early prognostication after TH is important to plan
further treatment. The time to offset of sedation and
analgesia is important for TH patients because it defines
both the time to extubation and how early residual seda-
tion and analgesia can be separated from potential post-
anoxic brain injuries.

Critically ill patients have slower and more variable
drug elimination than healthy volunteers [5]. Moreover,
TH may influence drug elimination [6]. Enzymatic path-
ways may have different sensitivity to hypothermia [7],
and altered renal excretion induced by TH may vary
between drugs [6, 8]. Finally, hypothermia may also
affect drug–receptor binding [9].

Despite potential differences between protocols for
sedation and analgesia, and the potential pharmacological
changes during TH, Chamorro et al. [4] found no studies
that compared protocols for sedation and analgesia during
TH. Thus, we have in a randomised, controlled trial
compared the currently most common protocol, midazo-
lam and fentanyl, with a fast-offset protocol, propofol and
remifentanil, for sedation and analgesia during TH fol-
lowing CA.

The primary objective was to compare time to offset
of sedation and analgesia. The primary endpoint was the
time to either extubation or a decision that extubation was
clinically undesirable. An analysis of the time to extu-
bation was also performed. Secondary outcomes were
differences between study groups for circulatory variables

(blood pressure, heart rate, use of vasopressors and ino-
tropic drugs), pneumonia and cerebral performance
category (CPC).

Materials and methods

Patients 18 years or older receiving TH after CA were
evaluated for inclusion in this open, prospective, random-
ised, controlled trial. Participants were recruited in the
general ICU or the coronary care unit (CCU) at St Olavs
Hospital (Trondheim, Norway), or the general ICU at
Stavanger University Hospital (Stavanger, Norway).
Patients were excluded in cases of pregnancy, serious dete-
riorating circulatory status which prohibited investigational
procedures (i.e. recurrent cardiac arrests), liver or renal
failure defined as Sequential Organ Failure Assessment sub-
scores of 3–4, history of drug allergies or contraindications
for study drugs, scheduled doses of study drugs before CA or
known substance abuse of opioids or benzodiazepines [10].

From CA to inclusion, patients received fractional
doses of various analgesics and sedatives as required.
ICU/CCU personnel included patients, performed ran-
domisation and started allocated treatment of patients on
arrival to the ICU/CCU. Concealed computerized block
randomisation stratified with respect to study centre was
performed by an algorithm programmed in PHP: Hyper-
text Preprocessor through a Web-based interface.
Participants were randomised to receive sedation and
analgesia with a continuous intravenous infusion of pro-
pofol and remifentanil (PR), or midazolam and fentanyl
(MF) (allocation ratio 1:1).

Study infusions were started immediately after alloca-
tion. Infusions were started according to ICU/CCU
standard protocols for sedation and analgesia, and titrated
to motor activity assessment scale (MAAS) 0–1 (patient
unresponsive or responds only to noxious stimuli) [11].
Treatments other than analgesia and sedation were given at
the discretion of the attending physician. All patients were
treated with mechanical ventilation. Hypothermia was
induced and maintained for 24 h by external cooling, or an
intravascular cooling catheter, and/or infusion of cold sal-
ine solutions. Patients were rewarmed at 0.5 �C/h until
36 �C. Circulatory support was titrated to obtain mean
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arterial pressure (MAP) above 70 mmHg, and hourly urine
output 0.5–1 mL/kg/h. Shivering was managed with
increased sedative doses, with an additional neuromuscular
blocking agent if required. Seizures were treated with
increased sedative doses and/or anti-epileptic drugs. Hypo-
tension and bradycardia due to excess sedation or analgesia
was treated with reduced infusion rates, followed by fluid
supplementations, vasopressors or anticholinergic drugs.

Patient characteristics and medical history including
details of the CA (Utstein data) were obtained from
medical records [12]. Simplified acute physiology score II
(SAPS II) scores were calculated [13]. Blood gas mea-
surements (pH, lactate, PaO2 and base excess), clinical
chemistry (haemoglobin, creatinine, alanine aminotrans-
ferase (ALAT), international normalized ratio of
prothrombin time (PT-INR), and albumin) and hourly
core temperature (rectal, bladder or vena cava inferior)
were obtained. Intra-arterial blood pressure, heart rate and
use of vasoactive drugs were registered hourly during the
first 48 h of study drug infusion. Total net fluid balance
was converted to millilitres per hour.

When a participant fulfilled the criteria for discontin-
uation of sedation and analgesia, the study drug infusions
were stopped without tapering. To avoid acute abstinence
reactions, 5 mg morphine was administered intravenously
to PR patients and repeated if necessary. Criteria for
stopping sedation and analgesia were circulatory stability,
core temperature above 36 �C, need for respiratory pres-
sure support of 12 cmH2O or less, and an oxygen fraction
of 0.4 or less. After discontinuation of study infusions,
patients were assessed hourly (for 48 h) with MAAS and
Glasgow coma scale (GCS), and evaluated with respect to
extubation or decision not to extubate [14]. Extubation
was performed when the participant was considered able
to protect his/her airway and MAAS was at least 3 (Online
Resource 1). If infusions for sedation and analgesia were
needed beyond 72 h, the attending physician decided the
further treatment in accordance with local protocols.

A modified simplified clinical pulmonary infection
score (CPIS) was used to assess pneumonia [15]. Infiltra-
tions on x-ray and three of five other clinical signs were
considered pneumonia (Table 4). Pneumonia develop-
ing after more than 48 h of mechanical ventilation
was considered ventilator-associated pneumonia (VAP).
Withdrawal of care was performed by the ICU/CCU.
Routines for withdrawal of care included neurophysiologic
examinations and were based on the American Academy
of Neurology’s guideline [16]. Neurological outcome was
assessed by scoring CPC in the CA group after 3 months
[17, 18]. CPC 1 or 2 was considered a good outcome.

Sample size

A study on patients receiving cardiac surgery reported a
time from discontinuation of sedatives and analgesics to

extubation of 5.7 ± 6.6 h for MF, and 2.2 ± 4.3 h for PR
[mean ± standard deviation (SD)] [19]. Other studies
have shown larger differences [20, 21]. We considered a
4-h difference in the time to extubation to be of clinical
interest. Using a two-tailed test, a significance level (alpha
value) of 0.05 and power (beta value) of 0.80, we calcu-
lated that 18 extubated patients were required in each
group. To allow for dropouts, we decided to include 40
patients, a number that was increased to 60 after 8 months
of inclusion because of fewer extubations than expected.

Statistics

Data are presented as mean ± SD, median [semi-inter-
quartile range (s-iqr)] or number of observations as
appropriate. For comparison of the primary endpoint, two
analyses were performed. Time to offset of sedation and
analgesia, defined as the time to either extubation or to
when extubation was decided to be clinically undesirable,
was evaluated with a log-rank test. Clinical decisions not
to extubate were used as censor points, and were as fol-
lows: time of restarted infusions, time of death (i.e.
withdrawal of care) or the time limit of 48 h of obser-
vation. A traditional analysis of the time to extubation
was also performed.

Where quantile–quantile plots indicated a normal
distribution, group comparisons were done with Student’s
t test. Comparisons for non-normally distributed data and
circulatory variables were performed using the Mann–
Whitney U test. Dichotomous data were analysed with the
unconditional z-pooled test [22]. Two-sided p values less
than 0.05 were considered significant.

The log-rank test was performed in PASW Statistics
version 17.0.2. Other statistical calculations were per-
formed using R version 2.12.1, with the packages chron,
foreign, exactRankTests and an implementation of the
unconditional z-pooled test [23, 24].

Ethics

The regional ethics committee approved the study. The
attending physician approved participation. Next of kin
were informed as soon as possible, and allowed to with-
draw the patient from the study at any time. All participants
with a good outcome gave deferred informed consent.

Results

Seventy-four patients were evaluated from April 2008 to
May 2009. Sixty patients were included, randomised and
given the allocated treatment (Fig. 1). One patient
was withdrawn from the study by the next of kin. Thus,
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29 and 30 patients participated in the PR and MF group,
respectively.

Patient characteristics and Utstein data were similar in
both groups (Table 1). Clinical variables at inclusion were
similar in both groups, except for a lower first recorded
MAP in the PR group (Table 2). The initial doses of the
study drugs [median (range)] were propofol 1.5 (0.05–6)
mg/kg/h, remifentanil 0.1 (0.05–0.2) lg/kg/min, midazo-
lam 5 (2.5–15) mg/h and fentanyl 0.1 (0.05–0.5) mg/h.
For the entire infusion, mean ± SD doses were
2.78 ± 0.8 mg/kg/h propofol, 0.15 ± 0.06 lg/kg/min
remifentanil, 13.4 ± 4.8 mg/h midazolam and 0.2 ±
0.08 mg/h fentanyl. Neuromuscular blocking agents were
used in 17 PR and 19 MF patients, respectively
(p = 0.81).

Time from discontinuation to either extubation or
decision not to extubate was significantly lower in the PR
group compared with the MF group [mean (95 % confi-
dence intervals) 13.2 (2.3–24) vs. 36.8 (28.5–45.1) h,
respectively, p \ 0.001, Fig. 2]. For those extubated, the
time to extubation was significantly lower in the PR group
(median (range) 0.25 (0–0.72) vs. 12.7 (0.5–26.4) h,
p = 0.002). Further need for sedation prevented discon-
tinuation of study drugs according to protocol in 24
patients (11 PR and 13 MF patients, respectively).

All PR patients and 27 of 30 MF patients received
vasoactive medications. Detailed circulatory variables

were analysed for 27 PR and 23 MF patients, respectively.
Two PR and 7 MF patients were not analysed because of
a short duration of study drug infusions. In three of these
(2 PR and 1 MF patient), study infusions were discon-
tinued shortly after allocation because of circulatory
instability. Medical records of circulatory variables were
lost for one participant. Circulatory variables, including
need for supportive treatment, were similar except that
more PR patients required an infusion of norepinephrine
(23 vs. 12 patients, respectively, p = 0.003, Table 3).
Assigning worse than all actual observed values to the
patients removed because of circulatory instability did not
alter the results.

The incidences of pneumonia and VAP were similar in
both groups (Table 4). Fourteen and 8 patients had a good
3-month outcome in the PR and MF groups, respectively
(p = 0.11). Six of the 24 patients where discontinuation
could not be performed in the 72-h study observation time
recovered with a good outcome.

Discussion

In this randomised, controlled trial, sedation and analgesia
with PR resulted in a faster offset of effect defined as the
time to extubation or decision not to extubate after TH

Fig. 1 Flow diagram of
participant progress. TH
therapeutic hypothermia, CRF
case report form, Tdisc time of
study discontinuation of
assigned sedation and analgesia
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versus sedation with MF. The time to extubation was
below 1 h in all PR patients, and varied from 0.5 to 26 h
in the MF patients. The PR patients needed administration

of norepinephrine twice as often as MF patients, but
circulatory variables were otherwise similar. The proto-
cols were tolerated in 56 of 59 participants.

Table 1 Baseline patient characteristics and Utstein data

Characteristics All patients Patients analysed for primary outcome

Propofol and
remifentanil

Midazolam and
fentanyl

Propofol and
remifentanil

Midazolam and
fentanyl

n = 29 n = 30 n = 18 n = 17

Age (years) 63.6 ± 14 62.2 ± 14 63.4 ± 14 64 ± 15.3
Sex (males/females) 19/10 25/5 13/5 16/1
BMI (kg/m2) 27.2 ± 4 26.4 ± 2 26.3 ± 3 25.9 ± 1
SAPS II 66.1 ± 14 63.6 ± 9 65.6 ± 11 62.4 ± 9
Medical history
Cardiovascular disease 17 20 10 12
Respiratory disease 3 5 2 2
Hepatic disease 0 2 0 2
Renal disease 2 0 1 0
Neurological disease 6 4 3 2
Diabetes 4 5 4 2
Other disease 6 5 2 3

Utstein data
Out of hospital cardiac arrest 28 29 18 16
Bystander CPR given 23 24 12 16
Initial rhythm
VF 22 24 15 14
VT 1 1 1 0
PEA 0 1 0 1
Asystole 5 3 1 2
Unknown 1 1 1 0

Minutes to CPR by healthcare personnel 9 ± 8 8 ± 5 10 ± 10 8 ± 4
Minutes to return of spontaneous circulation 21 (8) 22 (8) 20 (8) 22 (9)

Data are given as mean ± standard deviation, median (semi-interquartile range) or number of observations
BMI body mass index, CPR cardiopulmonary resuscitation, VF ventricular fibrillation, VT ventricular tachycardia, PEA pulseless elec-
trical activity

Table 2 Clinical variables and treatment on arrival

Characteristics Propofol and remifentanil Midazolam and fentanyl p value

MAP (mmHg)a 72 ± 16 92 ± 20 \0.001
Arterial pHa 7.3 ± 0.1 7.2 ± 0.2 0.10
PaO2 (kPa)/FiO2 ratioa 28.2 ± 15 26.5 ± 15 0.68
Clinical chemistry
Haemoglobin (g/dL) 14.2 ± 1.8 14.1 ± 2.1 –b

Creatinine (lmol/L) 96 (24) 99 (13) –b

ALAT (U/L) 232 ± 199 203 ± 135 –b

PT-INR 1.1 (0.1) 1.1 (0.5) –b

Albumin (g/L) 36 ± 8 36 ± 4 –b

Coronary angiography/PCI 16/10 18/15 –b

Thrombolytic therapy 3 4 –b

Hours after cardiac arrest to confirmed temperature \34 �C 4.7 (1.8) 6.6 (2.5) 0.23

Data are given as mean ± standard deviation, median (semi-
interquartile range) or number of observations. Unless specified
otherwise, Student’s t test was used for comparisons and Mann–
Whitney U test for non-normally distributed data variables.
Dichotomous data were evaluated with the unconditional z-pooled
test
MAP mean arterial pressure, PaO2 partial pressure of oxygen in
blood (kPa), FiO2 fraction of oxygen in inspired air, ALAT alanine

aminotransferase, PT-INR international normalized ratio of pro-
thrombin time, PCI percutaneous coronary intervention
a First registered value obtained in the ICU. Medical records did
not specify whether first measurements were obtained before or
immediately after infusions of analgesics and sedatives
b Considered baseline variable unaffected by the intervention, no
test for significance performed
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Our finding of a faster offset in the PR group agrees
with previous studies on other ICU patients. Muellejans
et al. [19] reported a shorter time to extubation with
remifentanil and additional propofol than with midazolam
and fentanyl (2.2 vs. 5.7 h, respectively). Bauer et al. [20]
reported a mean time to extubation of 0.8 and 8 h in

patients given PR and MF, respectively. A change from
different combinations of flunitrazepam, midazolam,
sufentanil and fentanyl to propofol and remifentanil was
also associated with a shorter time to extubation [25]. In
contrast to Rozendaal et al. [26], Spies et al. [27] reported
no difference in weaning time.

The differences in times to offset for both analyses of
the primary endpoint were large. First, this may
be explained by the accumulation of sedatives and/or
analgesics due to decreased metabolism because of
hypothermia [28]. In pigs, concentrations of fentanyl
increase by 25 % during mild hypothermia [29]. Popula-
tion pharmacokinetic modelling of data from human
volunteers predicted an 11.1 % decrease in midazolam
clearance for each degree Celsius reduction in core tem-
perature [30]. In patients with traumatic brain injuries,
serum concentrations of midazolam were elevated during
TH [31]. Elimination of propofol and remifentanil is
decreased during hypothermia, but their short duration of
action reduce the potential increase in the time to extu-
bation [32, 33]. Second, the patients may be given higher
doses of sedatives and analgesics than needed [34], espe-
cially during neuromuscular blockade because of concerns
of awareness. The impact on extubation time from a rel-
ative overdose of analgesics or sedatives is likely larger for
drugs with a longer duration of action.

The time to offset was shorter in PR patients. How-
ever, in 24 patients discontinuation of sedation and
analgesia could not be performed because of respiratory
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Fig. 2 Kaplan–Meier plot of consciousness recovery time defined
as the time to extubation or decision not to extubate. X = decision
not to extubate. Time to extubation in such cases remains unknown
(i.e. outcome is censored). p value calculated with log-rank test

Table 3 Circulatory variables and need for circulatory support during the first 48 h of study protocol treatment

Characteristics Hypothermia Total study period

Propofol and
remifentanil

Midazolam
and fentanyl

p value Propofol and
remifentanil

Midazolam
and fentanyl

p value

Mean arterial pressure (mmHg) 74 (6) 76 (4) 0.69 72 (4) 75 (5) 0.69
Systolic blood pressure (mmHg) 107 (9) 107 (8) 0.82 103 (7) 106 (9) 0.86
Diastolic blood pressure (mmHg) 60 (5) 60 (3) 0.71 58 (4) 59 (3) 0.59
Heart rate (beats/min) 55 (7) 66 (11) 0.07 62 (7) 70 (10) 0.06
Total fluid balance (mL/h) 184 (47) 133 (49) 0.25
Number of vasopressor or inotropic

infusions
1.0 (0.5) 1.0 (0.9) 0.12 1.0 (0.5) 1.0 (1.0)

Norepinephrine dose (lg/kg/min), n 0.073 (0.05),
22

0.083 (0.05),
11

0.61,
0.003

0.107 (0.06),
23

0.081 (0.05),
12

0.23,
0.003

Adrenaline dose (lg/kg/min), n 0a 0a 1a 1a

Dopamine dose (lg/kg/min), n 3.7 (2.3), 12 4.2 (1.4), 11 0.79, 0.76 5.0 (2.1), 13 5.4 (1.5), 11 0.95, 0.70
Dobutamine dose (lg/kg/min), n 0a 5a 1a 5a

Levosimendan dose (lg/kg/min), n 2a 3a 3a 3a

Arterial pH 7.4 (0.1) 7.4 (0.1) 0.40 7.4 (0.0) 7.4 (0.0) 0.64
Blood lactate (mmol/L) 1.3 (0.6) 1.8 (0.5) 0.12 1.5 (0.7) 1.7 (0.3) 0.32
Base excess -3.6 (2.2) -2.5 (1.2) 0.56 -4.0 (2.2) -2.3 (0.9) 0.12

Unless specified otherwise, all values obtained for each patient
during study drug infusion for up to 48 h were used. Hypothermia
is defined as period from first to last confirmed core tempera-
ture B34 �C. The mean of all measurements was used for each
patient. Average doses of vasopressors or inotropic drugs were
calculated for the duration of infusion. Net fluid balance was only

available for every 24-h period. Data are given as median (semi-
interquartile range) or number of observations. Unless specified
otherwise, Mann–Whitney U test was used for comparisons.
Dichotomous data were analysed with the unconditional z-pooled
test
a Too few patients for statistical test
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complications, circulatory instability or early death. A
fast pharmacological offset of action does not translate
into a clinical benefit when discontinuation is undesirable
because of seizures or respiratory failure. Thus, about half
the patients in this study would not clinically benefit from
a fast-offset protocol. For these, the actual considerations
for choice of sedation and analgesia are limited to effect
on seizures, adverse effects and drug costs.

Compromised circulation is associated with poor out-
come, and the risk is considered higher for PR than for MF
[35–38]. In this study, the first registered MAP was sig-
nificantly lower, and infusions of norepinephrine were
required twice as often in the PR group. No differences
were observed in other markers of circulatory function such
as fluid administration, lactate serum concentration and
arterial blood pH. This suggests that a low blood pressure
during initiation of ICU treatment and study drugs was
subsequently balanced with vasoactive agents. A secondary
analysis of circulatory variables, where the 3 patients (2 PR,
1 MF) removed from study because of circulatory insta-
bility were assigned worse than all observed values, did not
change these findings. This suggests that if circulation is
adequately monitored and supported with therapeutic
interventions, both protocols can be used safely in most
patients treated with TH following CA.

Infection is a clinical concern during TH, but there was
no difference in the incidence of VAP [39, 40]. Both groups
were subject to standardised routines for withdrawal of care,
and there was no difference in CPC scores after 3 months.
However, the study was not powered for these endpoints,
which only indicate that no unexpected large differences
exist with regard to VAP or neurological outcome.

We recognize some strengths and limitations of this
study. Pragmatic study procedures were chosen to adhere
to the standard TH treatment protocol to increase external
validity [41]. The participating hospitals were both
regional centres for TH treatment which enabled screen-
ing of the entire TH population in the respective
catchment areas. All patients treated with TH after CA

were assessed and owing to non-strict selection criteria,
most patients were included (60 of 74 screened patients).
This argues for the generalisability of the findings of this
study, which was performed without funding or support
from pharmaceutical companies.

A potential limitation of the study was its open design.
MF and PR differ both visually and with regards to
administration protocols. A double dummy procedure was
considered unfeasible in the clinical setting of TH. How-
ever, predefined criteria for extubation were used, and the
potential time frame in which a clinician could potentially
influence the time to extubation by using pharmacody-
namic knowledge of the two protocols cannot explain a
median difference of 12 h. Second, in other studies on the
offset from sedation and analgesia, the time to extubation
is the usual endpoint. In the present study 17 patients were
extubated according to study protocol, illustrating that in
this population pneumonia and post-anoxic cerebral
pathology often prevent discontinuation of sedation and
extubation. Therefore, the time to offset was defined as the
time to extubation or decision not to extubate. Extubation,
restarting infusions for sedation and analgesia, death or a
timeout of 48 h are all distinct events. Thus, although the
analysis of the time to offset is uncommon, we believe it is
valid and appropriate in patients treated with TH. Third,
the lack of a standardised tool validated in Norwegian to
assess pain in intubated ICU patients prevented us from
screening for pain. Fourth, sedatives and analgesics
administered as fractional doses before allocation could
theoretically increase the time to offset. However, ran-
domisation would distribute the use of medications before
inclusion evenly between the groups. All PR extubations
were performed within 1 h, indicating that there were no
residual effects from these medications. Fifth, 10 patients
were excluded because of imminent circulatory shock,
recurrent cardiac arrests and/or poor prognosis. This study
can therefore not document the suitability of PR or MF in
patients with severe cardiovascular instability. Sixth, the
use of electroencephalographic monitoring during TH has

Table 4 Distribution of clinical pulmonary infection score variables and incidence of pneumonia

Characteristics Propofol and
remifentanil

Midazolam
and fentanyl

a Infiltrations on x-ray arising in the first 48 h from admission 13 16
b Infiltrations on x-ray arising more than 48 h after admission 5 3
c Body temperature [38 �C or treatment against hyperthermia

or temperature \36 �C for more than 24 h after end of rewarming
17 17

d White blood cell count [10,000 or \4,000 23 20
e Oxygenation PaO2/FiO2 B240 mmHg (32 kPa) 24 22
f Purulent aspect of tracheal aspirates 9 6
g Positive semiquantitative culture from tracheal aspirates 7 8
Pneumonia defined as a or b, and 3 of criteria c–g 14 14
Ventilator-associated pneumonia defined as b and 3 of criteria c–g 4 1

Data are given as number of patients. Dichotomous data were evaluated with the unconditional z-pooled test. No statistically significant
differences were found
PaO2/FiO2, ratio between partial pressure (kPa) of oxygen in blood (PaO2) and fraction of oxygen in inspired air (FiO2)
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recently been proposed in order to detect epileptogenic
activity [39]. Midazolam and propofol are potent inhibitors
of seizures, but because electroencephalographic moni-
toring was not performed, this study does not compare the
effects from these drugs on subclinical epileptogenic
activity. Seventh, the choice of 4 h as a minimally clini-
cally important difference could be questioned. However,
a difference larger than 4 h often implies that patients are
not extubated during the ordinary daytime shifts. This may
result in an additional day with mechanical ventilation
because procedures such as extubation are often postponed
to the next morning because of staff limitations at night.
Finally, this study is not a direct comparison of two dif-
ferent opioids or two different sedatives, but of two
different drug combinations—the currently most common
protocol for sedation and analgesia during TH and a pro-
tocol using drugs with known fast offset of action.

Conclusions

The time from discontinuation to offset of sedation and
analgesia is significantly shorter in patients sedated with

PR compared to MF. However, the clinical course in
40 % of patients prevented discontinuation and potential
benefits from a faster recovery. The PR group required
norepinephrine twice as often, but both protocols were
tolerated in most patients.
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