INEPEY 4563% #52% 93H~101H, 20144

B &

HARZEMCAM-ICUZ7 0 —3Y— FO®

R

IR 2R 2 B R 2 R TR IR T it 7 00 B (IR T i )
HOUR R R R R A AR R NFR D

. MHPEREY,

93

Nt & B O Bk

152

FEHEATITHL -1 (T755-8505)
BIXPPE3 TH25— 8 (T105-8461)

Key words : WA, ZUTF 4 ANArT, HPHHES, %%, Sk

XX

HIY @ AZIICURHE DO AR L R4 P IE
IO BRDBH, A7) —=r 7E3NTICHEL SN,
BEEINEWI EDHZL . Confusion Assessment
Method for the Intensive Care Unit (CAM-ICU)
X, ICUTORAZMEIEEE L CHEERMICHED 5
72l TH B, CAM-ICUIZ I F-A TN 2 &3k L
7zConfusion Assessment Method for the Intensive
Care Unit Flowsheet (CAM-ICU7 B#—3— ) 7%
ER ST, AiF%Ed HAGBRCAMICU 7 1
— Y= rOZRYY - BEMEOBGEZHNE T 5.
g5 - HAR®D 2 7 i O RFFEICUTEE S
7o, BMPEEHME & LT, KSR A5EEAN 3 5 DSM-
IV-TR (Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
Mental Disorders, 4th edition, Text Revision) %
FAZZHOBREILEL LT, VY —FF—2ABX
CRY v 7F—2ADOHAFHERCAMICU7 10— ¥ —
baFAl & BB L, R - RERZRR L. 72,
VY —FF—RERY v 7F—ZADHAGHEMCAM-
ICU7u—3— b OaHili 2l L, S¢ili=2 B o5 5
PE2 5 L 72,

R ¢ APl R FHENE824 TH Y, DSMIV-TRT
DEALZAWFRIZ220%TH - 72, WA - FFHE
RASS (Richmond Agitation Sedation Scale) —
0.33~-028T& > 7z. DSM-IV-TRIZX 35 Y H—
FF—AEARY v T F—ADHAFERCAM-ICU 7

25411 H 20 H =2 B

O — 3 — Al g, REEAT78% & 78%, FRILEE
A395% & 97% TdH - 7=. HAFHEMCAMICU7 1 —
KTV —FF—RAERAFT Y TF—AD
FMEFH M OB E 2572 (k=081).
K 0 HAFEMCAMICU7 B —3Y — MiE, BAE
ZW O EE#EIL#E (DSM-IV-TR) 20 L TR Y4%%
AL, dHiliE B oOFEED E <, ICUE A I >
— Ve L THHETETHS.

I. AROER

#EriR#EE  (Intensive Care Unit : ICU) TIZ,
HARZZOBFICHD LN 2, [EHFERH
TIE80% S EAEZHAET 5. ICUILBITHEA
ROVRZ 777y —3EERT, BEERERHT
EEWER T2 £ 12b72 ) v, FARIITEERED
B, ABEoRHME, REGEHMEE OB O 2
%50, Fi, RAROEREE L & HIZICUAZEN
FHUIRMMEL, B L8952 . DSM-V-TR
(Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders, 4th edition, Text Revision) &, [4§#h
REOLE) & 22 ] THRMIRE OB TR
Bk ] [V ~NVvoZ] T4)H - 2/ - s8R
MRy 8] 27T IRBEEARLELLTE
D, 2 OEFIZT20I34 MK & 172 DSM-5
(Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders. 5th edition) THZEH IR TV RNV 9
W FARIHMIRBOLBNEE AT 5720, R
WKBWTHNBKHIEND Z NV, CARRY
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V== 7y — VAR LEVYG, TARBED
ICUAZE HEDHT5% DM TEARIIRE I NS,

CAM-ICU (Confusion Assessment Method for
the Intensive Care Unit) &, #$HiAHHEBTOYE
A OBEHER ik & L TR ZRITFARLRTE
0D, 20134 IRERHBHRES XD S MRS 7k
AICU & OEN, AREBLPTAZOHFIICH
THBEKAT A F5 4 ¥ (Clinical practice
guidelines for the management of pain, agitation,
and delirium in adult patients in the intensive
care unit : PAD# 4 F54 ¥) THH#ERIhs &
ARE=ZFZY YTV —=NVTH,HE 1, CAM-ICUIZ
K5 AR LIAL O BRFREF TN S 7 A 5l Y
—VThY, 2H0FMAIMEH L7#%, DSM-
IV & L TRV IEREE (100%, 93%) - 4F5EEE (98%,
100%) ZH L7zt o#®E»H LY. £L T, CAM-
ICUIZ & EFAl F M %2 #h =31k L 722CAM-ICU7 u — ¥
— b (Confusion Assessment Method for the
Intensive Care Unit Flowsheet) 2MER ST TH
D, 2%0O5H6E2MEH L7z, DSM-IV & i
L CRIVIREE (88%, 92%) - FFHLEE (100%, 100%)
AL, Vet HAEEYE (c=0.96, 95%CI
0.87—-1.00) #H L7z DHEIRH 5.

HARZBW T, WHAREDIDERZ 5 v 75
T BE 72 2 24 & B BE O MGE 2 2 ICUR AR
EZFY YTV NVIERHZS B, HAGEM
CAMICUNL—= v == a7 V7 I HAGERR
fE LCoRLMEFBEEERMEETH L. T/,
HAFEMCAM-ICU7 1 — ¥ — h® A2SCAM-ICU 7
u—3— 9 L HAGERCAMICUN L—=V 7R
ZaTW ZBEIMEREINTVEY, ThRY
P L EEEERBGEETH 5.

I. fiREN
AW ITEAEZW OREHEILHETH 5 DSM-IV -
TRIZH L, HAZEWCAMICUZ7u—Y— FORY
P &AMl E MR EZRGET 22 L 2 HWE 5.
I. HEHE

1. E”E.mni
ICUZ AT % KFWibE & U TINTRZE S E M IR

Wbt (DUF, MiftA) &, HETEE
Wkt (LT, MiskB) Z#x L7z,
2. HEeE

IR ICB O THENIS) Y Y BIcHED S
KRR, HARGEMCAM-ICU/E R # (2 H A GE R
CAM-ICUM 38 2 2\ ) - B i#Ese % () ¥ —
FF—=R), V¥ —=FF—=212L ) HAFEMCAM-
ICU7 u— ¥ — MEHEIREZ 2 72 ICUE #hil
(A% v 7F—R) O3IWENREE L.
3. WHRBE

A HERRICUIC AR T2 BED I B, 20 Lo
FERE T, ICUAZE P& M M A 24K DL oo
B, WENCAESIMANFRIC L 2REEZT o728
HenBgBHEL L Z05H, WAKEBOMEE
A5 58H, HREOHBENVPZLVEE, FELw
HEAEREE F 72 (3B X 0 B AR 2 B
I —varPehnwilia, WbiEEE
OB, TARFMEEDORASS (Richmond
Agitation Sedation Scale : V v €~ F§lf - §i
A —v) 9 H - 3RO BE, i - I
B 28 % J89E L 72 BB 3 RAE L 72,
4. AEHM

20124F 9 H~201346 H
5. BERR

WHARHEOEAEBHE ) —FF—ABLUA
%9 7 F—ADRALZMMEZOWTF— ZIUEER 4T
o7z, KRR AZSH R L L TDSM-IV-
TR L7z, VH—FF—RL X v T7F—

213 H ARFEMCAM-ICU™ & H AFEMCAM-ICU 7
O—3y— b9 (K1) IZ&2RALHMETT - 7.
BAEEHRE LT, AREHFANT— 5%, B,
ICUAZBH, ICUAZEFENMEZRAL, B
JEIERE L AR C IZ APACHE 112 574l % 47 - 72.
CAM-ICUTH A Z ¥ % 17 9 HilZi%, Stepl&
LCRASSH -3 LTHAHZ L, 2F D, BED
BETIZ WS L2 HRT HLENH L. BEIE
IETixZeWié, Step2d L CCAMICUIZ & 5+
AFEHEZAITS . CAM-ICUIRFR 1 CRmhiRigZ
(LB T 72 3L BEORM), Irik2 X
TkEE), 3 (L NLVoZk), R4 (i
B B%) o4l ol sh, ThZhs b
It cieshs, A3 GEElLrvo
FFM) I ZRASSEHAN T3 Y, Stepl o FFAMS 5 % i

REFR MR



HAZECAMICUZ 2 — ¥ — b R4k & {2k

M55, Z2LT, frR1EHR2 MRS T30
RADBHEOWE, DF A1+ 2 + Pk 3
ARk, R+ 2 + I 4 2k, 1 +
Fid 2+ 3+t R 43D 387 — v izBw
T, BAZBGHLHNESNSE., CARDOYG
RASS+1 ~+4 THhNIFHRMEAE, RASSO
~—- 3 THNEAERBEAZLEHETE, —HD
I BRI AR EANERME AR ERIET
MERAREARLEHETE 5.

F72, CAMIICUIZ4AFTRATEFIT5Z ¢ %
EDTWED, FIZIEH 1~ 3Bk chhude
DR R TR AZEIEH EA 22 7200 i 4 % 463
L a3 2 6%E 5<%, 72, i 125k
ThHo7eMHTEARRE L HET L7005 0%
WzE B DO THR2~4%LT LI LA
CTHRAERBH L EWRBE 252 L, iHlizA
W3 b2 LM THSH. 9 L72CAMICU® ®
AP T & R AL L 72 F7 3 0sCAMAICU 7 | — ¥ —
FO THDH. HAFEMCAMICUZ7r—Y—F (X

95

1) Wi, CAMICUZ7 @ — ¥ — b0 & HAGER
CAMICURL—= V=27 VY 2HE I HEK
Ih7.
6. FEFHE
1) 37 H 4 X
BV INH A ZFHHEITREIZE OV T T 72, &
WFED T > 7 A4 X, 70% T FRASHEX [ % Bl
TE5DI T BAERERMNET 570G R L
7o, MARAWFEE30%, BEOHEMZ85% L L
TkE L2Yidr, GATICiZ80% 0% v F v A4 X3
VEEREHI N,
2) Al T
ZHiRIZB VT, UTOPIET, HFEREE )
P—FF =AML AT v T F—AWO IWPETAE
Al 2 47 o 72,
O AL Z DN OEREREMEICL D,
AT QR IEHEDRET S 7.
@ KMRENSELHE L L TDSM-V-TRIC X
b EAEMZ MR EDEED YA I VT

(REDTEHABE24BEICERLEN?

AR MARBECORMERET B EMEDER
CRERDLOMBAHREOIEELNHED ?

cl f‘

o [

mR2.ER AR

ASEGERNRYV—=2JTAF) EEMASEXN CERITWIZHRNASEELTS
BENASE : ) 1 DR FEE-TESNERTT S

—-615319 1124 (+9LEFOXEET)
BMASE: £ISHOBRERE GBI D) RITRGEL5KOKF
MZFAORDBEIEITRL., £EDOSHRITEFNIHNEMS,

—\ (BAsTEEL
T Y

_lj:?ﬁ

Step.1
RASS RS EHRLALOEL
E220 RASSIZ &Y E R EE

RASS#0

| Rass-0

HARTHD
Rl T

FERUVEAE
(RASS= +1~+4)

FERMBAE
(RASS= 0~-3)

R4 MBFLRE

(vhA)
1. BIEKIZR?
2. RILEIZLNEH?

CAM-ICU
& il 7 AT e

4. STEATODITNIR—%
ERLTELM?

HA (YA BT D) ORERTHE, RE1DLUTES, ERETS.

(vHB)
1. FEOIFIEKICELM ?
2. RN ?

ATSALIRTSLIVENN? 3. 205 ALIRTSLIYELN?

4. XEYBDIZNIT—%
HERALTELNM?

|-
E3=FS
BERMNTELN

H®RTRASS | | (mx)pmaR. BEONCRESOFOEORE LT TRY, | BE1DUT .
OB il RLCEET BE5I8RT B SERTFEEEHD2ADEE o HARTEEL
T, BEICLSRAOFTCRALCLQEDHFEELIFASL) | igRitcEd R T
ETBESBTRT B
1 HAFEMCAMICU7 B —3— |

Stepl & LTRASSIZ & % BLfeE - $HEREE 3R 2 47 VWRASS - 3P EICHBE L TWA Z & 2+ 5. RASS— 4 LT OHEIZ,
B[ 2 2203 CHEEFMMI 3 5. RASS— 3P LEDBAIE, Step2: LTI 1 ~4 Z3FMli L, A& ORI I Y R -
TRARHEZED S, [RARTIRZV] OBAIE, FHizRTTE5. [BAETH L] BHid, RASSORE 2T
MM EAR T IR HRBEALZONEZLTS .
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CERT10B ~ PR 5 B0 Y =V v BHIF W)
24T - 72,

@ FWHRHEOBIY F—F F— ZHHARGEM
CAM-ICUD 4 4 it B 3-4ii 2 f7 w2 A B &
#4ro 72, HARFEMCAM-ICUZ7u—3¥— b
(K1) oWEE, HAREBRCAMICU FFifi
R M1 -4) Z@HALCTHEEZIT- 72

@ KIS, VH—FF—ADKRICZAY v T7F—
A A H ARFEMCAM-ICUD 4 4 i /o §#iffi % 47
WEARHEZITo 72, HARGEMCAM-ICU 7
u—y—F (K1) oWEE, HAEKRCAM-
ICUDGHli# R (i1 —4) 2@ L CHE
=iio7z.

— 3 OF T, KRR Ol 2 R
DNICRAZFHEAR T35 X H)FE L. H
ARFEMCAMICUS & O H AFEMCAM-ICU 7
O— Y — MZ X 2BWiR RS AZOEE I
L0, BT bt s L5
728, JEATICERY 2 BHIT 2K & v ) IRERTRE
R, AR A I, ARoRHiE
OFHIFE RIS Shkdr oz, FBRE~DHF
it 1 mDOARTH 7.

7. A&

HAZFMOZ U EOHEEL LT, DSM-IV-TR

Wb % HARGECAMICU 7 v — ¥ — b3l # 2
TEORKEE, FERE, BENThEREB X OBREN R
HWML7Z T BEMEOREE LT, HAGEKR
CAM-ICURHAM & 2 % [ o 3¥4 % RS Wtk 2 BR %K
WXk hEM LA #EY 7 &, R version 3.0.1%
v AV

8. fRIERVACIE

M REENOFRBIRIIE, HEOHN, &k
AT MOPRE, WIESNB X A HHEE
ThoHrI L, F—2EZOWEDHHUIMIIZA W
BVl MERTRICTF— 7 2WMETLI L2
BIFICHIRE L, FANEIICHMIC X 2B LRz &
AERHIRTICE, BRME DAL O S iR ER R RS &
D, BEPEALHNICHZ 5N HRETH 508
BRI Z 1T, REMEICE T RREZ 1T - 7.
F7-, BHEOAMINERNRE %25 X 5 ICCAMICU
DR DR EHWTCAMICU7 o — ¥ — b
T2 AT o 72, AWFRIE, R R O WS AR LA
TR AR OKRA ZVF CTHEE L7z (5 P35 H24-46-2) .

1. MREH

AR T A AR A S B 0 SRIIEHE & il 72 L 7
BFHRIHTH o7, Z0H3b 24 (2%) 3k
DOWMZEIC X VRSN, X 5I1C15% (155%) &
RO - BRI (RASS< - 3) Th b KAt
i, RRNIC82% (845%) DEHIIH L THA
BHEEAT -7z (F1). Mz o BEHRIL624
(MigkA) &£20% (MigkB) Th o7z, BHEIFE#E
(mean=SD) 685=103F TH - 7. TA LN LI,
114 (118%) ZXETHEEBhTH - 7.
KifiEHE (DSM-IV-TR) OHIE Tik18% (22.0%)
BEAEEETH 72, ) —FF— 2D HAGEM
CAM-ICU7 u— ¥ — MiHiliTid154 (19.7%) A3¢
AEBEETH 72, A7 v 7F—ADHAKGE
CAM-ICU7 B — ¥ — M X 2 2WTid144 (184%)
PEAZBENTH -7 VI —F F—2DOFETIE
NGB E OF - W IZRASS (mean+SD) -
033£25TH Y, AWHHREEAZITH (944%), i
RMEAZ 1B (55%) Thore.

2. RuUM

824 » BH DR R ITDO W T, DSM-IV-TR
(K AbEE) & HAGEMCAMICU7 B —Y— 1+ %
AW —FF—RE AT v 7 F— DAl F
ZHIEL72 (F£2). DSM-IV-TRE HlE LT HAGE
BCAMIICUZ7 @ — Y — b 2 W20 Y ¥ —F F
—RERY v 7 F— AFHIRRIX, TR TRE
(78%, 78%), HEFLIE (95%, 97%), Btk (82%,
88%), KEYEmIE (94%, 94%) Th o7z, FfE
ﬁizmﬂﬁﬁfm?—&<ww)%ﬁmbt 4

, Wik L oM REHEI624 (HiFkA) L20%
(m ¥B) ThV, MixHoNRBEROMEL %
B9 5700 A (6268]) OADTF—% 2 LT
ZRIRT AT o 7288, BRO D 5 23RS e h
- 7.

3. FMEEREEEME

VY —FF—R X% v 7F—ADHAGE
CAM-IICU7 b — ¥ — FaMililZ BT, 828D BH
2DV TRMIEE S BE D AT e TH - 72, Tl
B O R IT7THOBFHITOVWT—HL, «
=0.81 (95%CI=060—-1.02) THh-7 (£3). T/,
iR E Dk BRED I U7z, BN 2 Midks X



HAGERCAMICU 7 0 — ¥ — b © R Yk & itk

x1 BAWE®

n (%)
BoE R K 82(100%)
PRI
B % 48(58.5%)
# PE 34(41.5%)
# @ (mean = SD) 68.5+10.3
APACHETILI (mean =+ SD) 14.7+4.7
T W T /I KRB OME
OB O OF 11(11.8%)
PIEEE - O A 4 71(88.2%)
$#om K - E OB K o i B R ®
om0 A R B 18(22.0%)
o X o R P 7(8.5%)
oW O oL #E oW O & O B P 4(4.9%)
B 5 B T X odeow 53(64.6%)
o - B2 L N
RASS(mean = SD) 0.33%x2.5
RASS = +2 0(0%)
RASS+1 1(1.2%)
RASSO 54(65.9%)
RASS-1 27(32.9%)
RASS-2 1(1.2%)
RASS = -3 0(0%)
B &H 2 4 7
4 B % 82(100%)
noR R 0(0%)
ICU A % # H
O o & R OB I % 68(82.9%)
BE A 13(15.9%)
T T 1(1.2%)
KoM o® B B n(%) 0(0%)
DSM-IV -TR & & % ¥ A ¥ 2 B 18(22%)
WHEBHOEMZW-L, CARNEEZT-> 7288 (82%) Oz /RT.
K2 BUMLH
R BHEE Bt (Rt
(95%C1) (95%Cl) (95%CI) (95%C1)
YH—F 10.78 0.95 0.82 0.94
F—Z  [(0.52-0.94) (0.87-0.99) (0.57-0.96) (0.85-0.98)
2By 0.78 0.97 0.88 0.94
F—X  [(0.52-0.94) (0.89-1.00) (0.62-0.98) (0.85-0.98)

FAREODSM-V-TREEFH RIS T L2V —FF—R - ¥ v 7F—AKADAR

ROEPE, FRRE, B, BERhERE R
F3 APl WS AT

K(95%CI)

HAERCAM-ICUZ @ — i — |

0.81(0.60-1.02)

p< 0.001

AT RLL R R b o ArERE Z 2 3 ATMEORE | 0.22(0.03-0.41) p<0.05
ArR.2 : EE HEE 0.90(0.68-1.11)  p<0.001
FTRS : BEfiL L D%l 0.53(0.32-0.75) |p<0.001
AT\ S 0.69(0.47-0.90) | p< 0.001
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FECAMICU 7 B — 3 — b+ Y 5E ik

VH—=FF =2 L2 v 7F—ZADHAEHRCAMICU7 U — 3 — FOSAEHEHREB IR 0—FK (B8

EIRT.
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ToOF—% (82%) ZMH L. 7=, Mk o8
BROYBEEZIET D 7200i%A (628) DADF
— 7 B L CRIBN 24T 5 7275, B D %%
R S o 7z,
4. CAM-ICUECAM-ICU7 O—3 — hDBEIfE
HAGEMCAM-ICU L H AFEMCAM-ICU 7 u —
¥ — MOKEO—FEX, VH—FF— RFFliRE
K =096 (95%CI=0.75—1.18) (p<0.001) & 2 % v
7 F — X FFEA k= 1.0 (95%CI=0.78 — 1.27)
(p<0.001) LEEO—FPBDON. Tz, HAR
M CAM-ICUTIZ A 4 Fr 2 Gl § 57290, V4
—FF—R - AF v T7F— AL HITLHR TN
OFHii L7z, —F, HAGEMCAMICU7 u—¥—
b2 YET 2 72O E R L L O (H
FERCAM-ICU & g U 7= WL 3#Ali ol £ o 3 4>
) X, VH—FF— 20X R 1 T820H
(0%), TR 2 T720 (12.2%), 7 & 3 <820 (0 %),
Fid4c2m (976%) THY, AF v T7F—AD
P53 i 1 ©82Iml (0%), Ak 2 T58Mm (29.7%),
i 3 ¢82I (0%), Bk 4 T4l (951%) T

-7z,

V. £ &

HAGEMCAMICUZ B — Y — F A EZHD
PR#EIE#E (DSM-IV-TR) XX L TR EERD D,
S R ETED H AICUR A Bl ik TH 5 2
LARENTZ. F72, HARFEMCAMICU L H ARG
JRCAM-ICU 7 1 — ¥ — M %o A 220 & ik
AT AHLELEDBIT, HAFEMCAMICU7 B — 33—
& HAGEMCAM-ICU & Wl L CRIFMICEAE
HEAWETH D ARSI,

1. ZHEMICOVT

ZLUPEITOVTIE, FVERE - FRENS O,
FHERHZ U MEAUR E iz, S EEMCAMICU 7
U — 3 — b OBGERE T D FROR KA ME ST
Boo» fSFEMCAMICUE IE L T D
WEFBEONRTWDE., 20D, HAEMCAM-
ICU7 1 — ¥ — MK AR EE @ DSM-IV -TREFAM (2
3B Z MRS
2. FHEEREFEMEICOVT

HAZEMCAMICU7 @ — ¥ — &, YH—FF
— AL A5y T7F=AMIIBVT, BEOFEE M

B (c=081) R L7 Chig, #FiEEE
B O W T HMSFEMCAMICU7 @ —3Y — T
FRRDFE R DTV B0 5,

HAEMCAMICU7u—3Y— bR 1 (K1)
D—FE (£=022) ¥, MWEHERCAM-ICUDFT
LHARTE s 2, Fi 11, AR NS &
OVl 23 2405 B DR A ST A ORI 24T 9 728,
WA Rl B H O B A3 A LRl O € R
BrhzedweEZzohs. LaL, Mkl
1ZCAM-ICU7 1 — ¥ — b R RASSHEAM 1 BI 3 % 3L
WIEAT o 7228, MOFEEFWIEIT % il EE8E 23
ARLTHEELEH L. o2 eh s, CAM-
ICU7 b — 3 — 138 AR Gl B PL D 7212,
Ny F¥ A4 FE=F Y V729 F#EMHT %0
BHAGEOM—B L O A RO BRI S
DYUBETIVEEN DD LEZOND.

Fid2 (K1) o—3E (£=090) IHETDH
D, WS FERCAM-ICUD I & FRE O £ A3 5
iz 2w, QAFEMCAMICUZ o — ¥ — bIdJEGE
i & By, W4 ASE (attention screening
test: EBNAZ V==V 7 FAb) 2T VT 7R
y PTCRBSBTFZEMHLTWE Z EHHTH
L. oL, 20O EHPr 2 ORI E L
BZhnwZehrHort o7z, A2 DASER,
IESE ASEDSE A W E T dH 5 W &5 (B ASE% 17
A, ARBRCTHEASEZMH L 2BE VLR
-7z,

i3 (1) o—3HE (k=050) ZRIFTH
508, MEFERCAMICUX D b3 2 IfKAh - 722
2, CAM-ICU &L RASSO#Y) 22 B E 217> 722
XY, BAEBWRRISEEO &R L7
EAREINTNWES 2,

Fik4 (K1) o—3%E (k=069 ZRIFTH
D, MEFHERE FRORERIE LN TVE2 2,
B4z 4>080 572 Yes/NoE I~ e % 8l
BILHOTHY, TAEMIE DOFEITZITITL
WwekEzZoHh5,

AP R ORERS SCAMICU7 o — ¥ — bRk
BHENORMHEZTTH L, CAMICU7 B —¥
— MREBE O FHIURS BEMEFRE D 720 D @ I R E
BV Y) 70 RL SRR O 72 3 D BE HCAM-ICU
70—y = ML CARE=YY) Y FICIRE
BThrEEZONS.
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3. CAM-ICUECAM-ICUZ 00— — MZDWT

HAGEMCAM-ICU E HAGEMCAM-ICUY 1 —
Y= MIFHEO—IH (=096, 1.0) ZRD/7=D,
W FFEORAZHERNIEAT LI LIREN
7o F72, IR 2 (122~297%) A4 (951
~972%) OFHBIBIRA RS, HAGFERCAM-
ICU7a—¥— 2 MH¥ 52 & THABMCAM-
ICUIZHIEE L TR 2 AL HERETH S
RN (AR
4. HREBHFICOWVT

AWFFETIE, MHT O IREAHEIR W 68 72 7 5& FAb
BICHRERE L2, 20720, LIMAFREEM# R
HILEMBOBEN L holz. 2D, HALF
fili kg O EEF R E X, V) ¥ —F F — XAWERASS
(mean=SD) —-033+25 A% v 7F— AWKFRASS
(mean+SD) —028+30%XRASS0 ~ — 1D HBEH
KR THotz, TOZEH S, HARFEMCAM-
ICU7 0 —— MIEBRBOBE TN L THVE
AEMIMBEN B AT 5 2 LRSIz S OREIL,
PAD# A4 F 54 ¥ ®OH# I3 % Light-sedation
management™ RRKEDHEFHE M HETDH 5
Sedation dairy interruption management?’, No
sedation management®, Analgesia first sedation®
2T BHEERIIBVTH, HAFHMCAMICUZ
U—3— M ER AR E R ETHD L ER
THNRTH 5.
5. MRDRFR

AEFFEDRYE, G BE 2 AT O REAFEIR ]
RATFMEECRE L THD. Z072D, K
PR, BB, RS % SRR VGRS
BIZBT 5 HAFEMCAMICU7 v — Y — O H
POV TORGEEZ T S L%, 5HROBETH 5.

VI. #&

=11
ul

HARFEMCAM-ICUZ 1 — ¥ — M 34 RRICUR
BBV, TARBW OEEREILHETDH % DSM-IV-
TREWB LU CTRUMEAZA L, &\ afflli B As sk
DHBHEALEMY —VTH Y, Y LRI EZT
52 L THEBBRIIHCAZEDHETH 5.

REFFE AT 9 72012 H ARFEMCAM-ICUE i #: o
T8 8 % T 22 IR R A2 BE R 2 R R B 2 -
AR SRR R 22 55 B RS B, 7T — IR

WL CE K% 5 Sy 2 THW 22 IR R e e
F SR ZER RS R I PR RE A TR 2720 B AR SR i RS,
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Method for the Intensive Care Unit
Flowsheet (CAM-ICU Flowsheet)
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Yamaguchi University Graduate School of
Medicine, 1-1-1 Minami Kogushi, Ube, Yamaguchi
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Shinbashi, Minato-ku, Tokyo 105-8461, Japan

SUMMARY

Delirium exacerbates the prognosis of ICU
patients but is likely to be overlooked without an
appropriate screening being performed. In Japan,
however, there exists no verified ICU delirium
evaluation method available to the medical staff
other than psychiatrists. Therefore, we verified
the validity and reliability of the Japanese version
of the CAM-ICU Flowsheet at two ICU facilities
in Japan. Using the evaluation of the DMS-IV-TR
in the psychiatrists group as the standard criteria
for delirium diagnosis, we compared the
evaluation of the Japanese version of the CAM-
ICU Flowsheet between the research nurses
group and the staff nurses group. We performed a
comparative analysis with 82 patients and found
that the prevalence of delirium was 22.0% and the
RASS level was ranging from -0.33 to -0.28. As a
result, the Japanese version of the CAM-ICU
Flowsheet showed the sensitivities of 78% and
78% and the specificities of 95% and 97% to the
DSM-IV-TR,
coincidence between the Japanese versions of the
CAM-ICU Flowsheet turned out to be : x =0.81.
Thus, the Japanese version of the CAM-ICU
Flowsheet was proven to be available as a tool for

respectively. The degree of

the ICU delirium evaluation with validity and
inter-rater reliability for surgical ICU patients.





