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1.	 Abstract
1.1.	Aim: This study compared the characteristics of older and 

younger patients with sepsis and analyzed the risk factors 
associated with 28-day and 90-day mortality in critically ill 
patients.

1.2.	Methods: We conducted a single-center, retrospective study 
of 5783 critically ill patients aged older than 18 years from 
the Medical Information Mart for Intensive Care III database, 
who were diagnosed with sepsis and were admitted to the in-
tensive care unit between 2008 and 2012. Kaplan–Meier sur-
vival curves were used to assess 28-day and 90-day mortality 
and a Cox proportional hazards regression model was used to 
evaluate the associated risk factors with 28-day and 90-day 
mortality.

1.3.	Results: Of 5783 patients with sepsis, 2044 (35.3%) were 
younger than 60 years and 3739 (64.7%) were aged 60 years 
or older. The 28-day mortality rate was 11.8% and 21.2% in 
the younger and older cohorts, respectively (p < 0.01). In the 
age-stratified analysis, 28-day mortality was the highest in pa-
tients aged older than 80 years (60–69 vs. 70–79 vs. ≥80 years, 
14.6% vs. 21.2% vs. 26.8%, p  <  0.001). Factors associated 
with 28-day and 90-day mortality in patients with sepsis in-
cluded age, weight, the need for mechanical ventilation, con-
gestive heart failure, chronic pulmonary disease, malignancy, 
and Sequential Organ Failure Assessment score.

1.4.	Conclusions: Older patients with sepsis had higher mortality 
rates and more adverse outcomes. The mortality rate in pa-
tients with sepsis gradually increased with age.

2.	 Introduction
Sepsis is a dysregulated host response caused by various infec-
tions, which can lead to life-threatening organ dysfunction [1]. 
Despite enormous progress in critical care, the incidence of sepsis 
and sepsis-related mortality remain high [2]. The global incidence 
of sepsis is estimated at 48.9 million cases and 11 million sep-
sis-related deaths per year, accounting for 19.7% of deaths [3]. 
Moreover, sepsis is the main cause of hospital death and a ma-
jor burden on healthcare and the economy, costing more than 24 
billion dollars annually in the USA [4,5]. The aging population 
is increasing rapidly because of increasing life expectancy and 
it is estimated that the older population will surpass the younger 
population by 2050 [6]. The proportion of older patients admitted 
to the intensive care unit (ICU) with sepsis is higher than that of 
younger patients, representing nearly 50% of the 4.5 million ICU 
admissions per year in the United States [7,8]. Immune function 
decreases with age (immunosenescence) [9] and older adults tend 
to have more comorbidities, making them more susceptible to 
sepsis. Sepsis in older patients is characterized by a more severe 
and protracted course of infection [10].Older patients with sepsis 
utilize a lot of resources and have a high mortality rate, adverse 
clinical outcomes, and lasting detrimental effects. Previous studies 
have shown that older patients with sepsis have mortality rates of 
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30–40%.2 The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention report-
ed that 75% of sepsis-related deaths were among patients aged old-
er than 65 years [11]. In addition, older patients are more likely to 
develop muscle weakness and physical disability [12]. However, 
predisposing risk factors, organ dysfunction, and long-term out-
comes remain unclear [13]. This retrospective study aimed to ana-
lyze the characteristics and outcomes of older patients with sepsis.

3.	 Materials and Methods
3.1.	Data Source

We reviewed the data of older patients with sepsis from the Med-
ical Information Mart for Intensive Care III (MIMIC-III v. 1.4), a 
publicly available database developed by the Massachusetts Insti-
tute of Technology (MIT) Computational Physiology Laboratory. 
The database contained data on demographics, vital signs, labo-
ratory test results, treatment procedures, and short- and long-term 
outcomes of more than forty thousand patients admitted to an ICU 
between June 2001 and October 2012. This study was approved by 
the ethics review boards of MIT and Beth Israel Deaconess Medi-
cal Center. The requirement for informed consent was waived be-
cause the study was retrospective and used anonymized data.

3.2.	Study cohort

Data were extracted from the database using a structured query 
language. Data on age, sex, race, height, weight, ventilation, re-
nal replacement therapy, sequential organ failure assessment score 
(SOFA) score, comorbidity, blood culture results, and vasopressor 
dosage and duration were collected.

The inclusion criteria were as follows: suspected infection, SOFA 
score ≥ 2, age > 18 years, first admission to ICU, and length of ICU 
stay of > 24 hours. Patients with repeated ICU admissions or with 
over 5% of data missing were excluded.

3.3.	Outcomes

The primary outcome of the study was 28-day mortality from the 
date of ICU admission. Other outcomes included in-hospital, 90-
day and one-year mortality, length of hospital and ICU stay, and 
vasopressor dosage and duration.

3.4.	Statistical analysis

Continuous variables were reported as means and standard devia-
tions, and categorical variables were reported as frequencies and 
percentages. Chi-square test, Wilcoxon signed-rank test, and Fish-
er’s exact test were performed to compare the differences between 
groups.

The analysis was divided into the initial younger (under 60 years) 
and older (over 60) groups, followed by further stratification of the 
older groups into three sub-groups (60–69, 70–79, and ≥80 years). 
To estimate the differences in survival, Kaplan-Meier curves were 
stratified by age. The log-rank test was used to compare the dif-
ferences between age groups in the survival analysis. Cox propor-
tional hazards regression was used to analyze the risk factors asso-

ciated with 28-day and 90-day mortality in each group. Potential 
risk factors were determined by a clinical specialist and the results 
were reported as hazard ratios with 95% confidence intervals (CIs) 
and p-values.Statistical analysis was performed using R software 
version 4.0.5 for Windows (R Foundation for Statistical Comput-
ing, Vienna, Austria). Statistical significance was set at p < 0.05.

4.	 Results
4.1.	Basic characteristics

During the study period, 61051 critically ill patients admitted to 
the ICU were assessed. Based on the exclusion criteria, 5783 pa-
tients were included in the analysis. Of the 5783 patients, 2044 
patients were aged < 60 years (younger age group) and 3739 were 
aged ≥ 60 years (older age group). As shown in (Table 1), there 
were significant differences in the baseline characteristics between 
these two groups, including sex, race, height, weight, and SOFA 
score. The percentage of male patients was higher in the young-
er age group. The proportion of patients requiring renal replace-
ment therapy, with acute respiratory distress syndrome, positive 
blood culture tests, severe sepsis, and comorbidities also differed 
between the two groups. The proportion of positive blood cul-
ture tests, severe sepsis, and septic shock were higher in the older 
group. Comorbidities, except for chronic liver disease, were also 
more common in the older group.

4.2.	Outcomes

The 28-day, 90-day, in-hospital, and one-year mortality rates were 
higher in the older group (Table 2). As shown in (Figure 1), the 
Kaplan-Meier analysis revealed that the 28-day mortality was 
11.8% vs. 21.2%, and the 90-day survival was 14.8% vs. 28.6% in 
the younger and older age groups, respectively (p < 0.001). How-
ever, ICU and hospital stays were longer in the younger group. The 
dopamine dose was higher in the older group, whereas the norep-
inephrine dose was higher in the younger group. Moreover, the 
percentage of patients who received mechanical ventilation and 
the duration of mechanical ventilation were higher in the younger 
group (Table 2). Comparison of SOFA scores by age group are 
shown in (Table 3). The SOFA scores for coagulation, liver, cardi-
ovascular, and renal dysfunction were higher in older group than in 
the younger group. The results of the Cox regression showing risk 
factors for 28-day and 90-day mortality are shown in (Table 4). 
Age, weight, ventilation, congestive heart failure, chronic pulmo-
nary disease, malignancy, metastatic cancer, and SOFA score were 
risk factors for 28-day mortality, whereas race (black and white) 
was protective factor for 28-day mortality. The baseline character-
istics of the older age group stratified by age are shown in (Table 
5), the age-stratified outcomes are shown in (Table 6), and SOFA 
scores are shown in (Table 7). The 28-day, 90-day, in-hospital and 
one-year mortality rates increased stepwise with age. However, 
ICU and hospital stays were the shortest in patients aged older 
than 80 years. 
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Figure 1: Survival of younger and older patients groups. Kaplan–Meier curve of 28 days (A, C), 90 days (B, D). 0: age<60 years old 1: 60-69 years 
old 2: 70-79 years old 3: ≥80 years old

Table 1: Baseline Characteristics between the younger cohort and older cohort
Abbreviations: RRT renal replacement therapy, ARDS acute respiratory distress syndrome, SOFA sequential organ failure assessment, CHF chronic 
heart failure, CKD Chronic kidney disease CAD coronary artery disease
a. All covariates were reported as means and standard deviations  
b. All data is extracted in the first 24 h of ICU admission

ALL
N=5783

Age<60
N=2044

Age≥60
N=3739

p

Age 65.52 (17.64) 46.00 (11.10) 76.19 (9.58) <0.001
Gender (%) <0.001
Male 3221 (55.7) 1243 (60.8) 1978 (52.9)
Female 2562 (44.3) 801 (39.2) 1761 (47.1)
Race (%) <0.001
White 4201 (72.6) 1337 (65.4) 2864 (76.6)
Black 503 (8.7) 201 (9.8) 302 (8.1)
Other 1079 (18.7) 506 (24.8) 573 (15.3)
Height 168.92 (9.27) 170.98 (8.57) 167.80 (9.45) <0.001
Weight 81.84 (26.88) 87.51 (29.01) 78.74 (25.10) <0.001
SOFA 5.40 (3.21) 5.43 (3.39) 5.38 (3.11) 0.571
RRT (%) 403 (7.0) 167 (8.2) 236 (6.3) 0.009
ARDS (%) 205 (3.5) 101 (4.9) 104 (2.8) <0.001
Blood culture positive (%) 2105 (36.4) 681 (33.3) 1424 (38.1) <0.001
Severity of sepsis (%)
Severe sepsis 1007 (17.4) 303 (14.8) 704 (18.8) <0.001
Septic shock 740 (12.8) 221 (10.8) 519 (13.9) 0.001
Co-morbidities (%)
CHF 972 (16.8) 131 (6.4) 841 (22.5) <0.001
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CKD 1021 (17.7) 193 (9.4) 828 (22.1) <0.001
CAD 1336 (23.1) 179 (8.8) 1157 (30.9) <0.001
Liver 562 (9.7) 333 (16.3) 229 (6.1) <0.001
Pulmonary 1172 (20.3) 299 (14.6) 873 (23.3) <0.001
Hypertension 900 (15.6) 148 (7.2) 752 (20.1) <0.001
Malignancy 1265 (21.9) 378 (18.5) 887 (23.7) <0.001
Metastatic cancer 342 (5.9) 98 (4.8) 244 (6.5) 0.009
Diabetes 1629 (28.2) 405 (19.8) 1224 (32.7) <0.001
Stroke 553 (9.6) 165 (8.1) 388 (10.4) 0.005

Table 2: Outcomes
Age<60
N=2044

Age≥60
N=3739

p

28-day mortality (%) 241 (11.8) 792 (21.2) <0.001
90-day mortality (%) 303 (14.8) 1069 (28.6) <0.001
In-hospital mortality (%) 205 (10.0) 631 (16.9) <0.001
One year mortality (%) 389 (19.0) 1439 (38.5) <0.001
Length of ICU stay 5.16 (6.54) 4.44 (5.81) <0.001
Length of hospital stay 11.37 (11.03) 9.68 (9.18) <0.001
Dopamine dose 32.06 (300.61) 56.58 (449.46) 0.027
Dopamine duration 0.69 (6.05) 1.72 (12.72) 0.001
Norepinephrine dose 8.22 (36.33) 6.22 (23.43) 0.011
Norepinephrine duration 10.18 (38.82) 9.76 (33.65) 0.673
Ventilation (%) 1122 (54.9) 1661 (44.4) <0.001
Ventilation duration 63.52 (130.16) 45.91 (114.60) <0.001

Table 3: The SOFA score of organs
Age<60
N=2044

Age≥60
N=3739

p

Respiration 1.62 (1.18) 1.60 (1.01) 0.502
Coagulation 0.70 (1.00) 0.53 (0.83) <0.001
Liver 0.72 (1.02) 0.56 (0.82) <0.001
Cardiovascular 1.32 (1.22) 1.55 (1.22) <0.001
CNS 0.86 (1.19) 0.89 (1.11) 0.387
Renal 0.93 (1.28) 1.15 (1.27) <0.001
Abbreviations: CNS central nervous system
All the organ SOFA score was counted as the data in the first 24 hours of ICU admission

Table 4: COX analysis of 28-day mortality and 90-day mortality
28-day 90-day

Characteristics HR 95%CI p HR 95%CI p
Age 1.02 1.02–1.03 <0.001 1.03 1.02–1.03 <0.001
Gender
Male ref ref ref ref ref ref
Female 0.98 0.82–1.17 0.824 0.95 0.81–1.11 0.741
Race
Black 0.55 0.42–0.73 <0.001 0.60 0.47–0.76 <0.001
White 0.77 0.66–0.90 0.001 0.80 0.70–0.93 0.002
Other ref ref ref ref ref ref
Height 1.00 0.99–1.01 0.691 1.01 0.99–1.01 0.743
Weight 0.99 0.99–1.00 <0.001 0.99 0.99–1.00 <0.001
Ventilation 1.69 1.47–1.94 <0.001 1.51 1.34–1.70 <0.001
RRT 0.86 0.69–1.08 0.204 0.96 0.78–1.17 0.665
Co-morbidities (%)
CHF 1.02 0.87–1.19 0.798 1.07 0.93–1.22 0.329
CKD 0.87 0.65–1.14 0.31 0.96 0.96–1.22 0.749
Liver 1.15 0.93–1.43 0.187 1.27 1.06–1.53 0.01
Pulmonary 1.17 1.01–1.35 0.036 1.16 1.02–1.32 0.02
Hypertension 0.95 0.71–1.28 0.739 0.96 0.74–1.23 0.738
Malignancy 1.31 1.11–1.55 0.001 1.50 1.31–1.72 <0.001
Metastatic cancer 2.15 1.72–2.69 <0.001 2.33 1.93–2.80 <0.001
Diabetes 0.94 0.81–1.08 0.84 0.96 0.84–1.08 0.476
CAD 0.78 0.67–0.92 0.002 0.81 0.71–0.93 0.002
SOFA score of organs
Respiration 1.17 1.10–1.24 <0.001 1.14 1.08–1.20 <0.001
Coagulation 1.10 1.03–1.18 0.007 1.09 1.03–1.16 0.004
Liver 1.21 1.13–1.29 <0.001 1.25 1.18–1.32 <0.001
Cardiovascular 1.19 1.14–1.25 <0.001 1.16 1.11–1.21 <0.001
CNS 1.21 1.16–1.27 <0.001 1.19 1.14–1.25 <0.001
Renal 1.41 1.34–1.49 <0.001 1.33 1.27–1.40 <0.001



http://www.acmcasereport.com/                                                                                                                                                                                                                                5

Volume 10 Issue 4 -2022                                                                                                                                                                                                        Clinical Paper

Table 5: Baseline Characteristics between the younger cohort and older cohort after stratified
60-69
N=1216

70-79
N=1082

≥80
N=1441

p
Gender (%) <0.001
Male 758(62.3) 585(54.1) 635(44.1)
Female 458(37.7) 497(45.9) 806(55.9)
Race 0.015
Black (%) 107(8.8) 98(9.1) 97(6.7)
White (%) 922(75.8) 782(72.3) 1160(80.5)
Other (%) 187(15.4) 202(18.7) 184(12.8)
Height 170.78(9.13) 168.21(9.30) 164.97(8.99) <0.001
Weight 86.89(22.98) 80.10(19.19) 70.84(28.18) <0.001
Blood culture positive (%) 433(35.6) 390(36.0) 601(41.7) <0.001
RRT (%) 104(8.6) 77(7.1) 55(3.8) <0.001
ARDS (%) 49(4.0) 31(2.9) 24(1.7) <0.001
Severity of sepsis
Severe sepsis (%) 214(17.6) 195(18.0) 295(20.5) <0.001
Septic shock (%) 153(12.6) 143(13.2) 223(15.5) 0.001
SOFA 5.51(3.27) 5.31(3.11) 5.34(2.96) 0.401
Co-morbidities (%)
CHF 170 (14.0) 241 (22.3) 430 (29.8) <0.001
CKD 185 (15.2) 254 (23.5) 389 (27.0) <0.001
Liver 145 (11.9) 56 (5.2) 28 (1.9) <0.001
Pulmonary 276 (22.7) 288 (26.6) 309 (21.4) <0.001
Hypertension 161 (13.2) 234 (21.6) 357 (24.8) <0.001
Malignancy 332 (27.3) 284 (26.2) 271 (18.8) <0.001
Metastatic cancer 97 (8.0) 85 (7.9) 62 (4.3) <0.001
Diabetes 408 (33.6) 414 (38.3) 402 (27.9) <0.001
Stroke 114 (9.4) 120 (11.1) 154 (10.7) 0.016
CAD 314 (25.8) 363 (33.5) 480 (33.3) <0.001

Table 6: Outcomes after stratified
60-69
N=1216

70-79
N=1082

≥80
N=1441

p

28-day mortality (%) 178 (14.6) 228 (21.1) 386 (26.8) <0.001
90-day mortality (%) 249 (20.5) 305 (28.2) 515 (35.7) <0.001
In-hospital mortality (%) 157 (12.9) 194 (17.9) 280 (19.4) <0.001
One year mortality (%) 339 (27.9) 418 (38.6) 682 (47.3) <0.001
Length of ICU stay 4.78 (6.04) 4.86 (6.88) 3.83 (4.56) <0.001
Length of hospital stay 11.07 (11.40) 10.11 (9.25) 8.19 (6.41) <0.001
Ventilation (%) 639 (52.5) 497 (45.9) 525 (36.4) <0.001
Ventilation duration 51.45 (110.22) 54.19 (140.07) 35.01 (94.43) <0.001
Dopamine dose 72.63 (619.56) 44.16 (323.33) 52.36 (348.84) 0.046
Dopamine duration 1.72 (14.72) 1.60 (12.38) 1.80 (11.05) 0.007
Norepinephrine dose 6.80(25.52) 7.28(27.17) 4.95(17.84) 0.011
Norepinephrine duration 9.10(28.33) 11.95(45.36) 8.68(26.68) 0.11

Table 7: The SOFA score of organs after stratified

60-69
N=1216

70-79
N=1082

≥80
N=1441 p

Respiration 1.69(1.10) 1.59(1.04) 1.53(0.91) 0.001
Coagulation 0.63(0.92) 0.53(0.83) 0.44(0.74) <0.001
Liver 0.63(0.88) 0.53(0.80) 0.53(0.78) <0.001
Cardiovascular 1.52(1.25) 1.54(1.20) 1.59(1.20) <0.001
CNS 0.79(1.11) 0.82(1.06) 1.03(1.12) <0.001
Renal 1.05(1.29) 1.15(1.29) 1.24(1.23) <0.001

5. Discussion
This study showed that age, ventilation on the first day, chronic 
pulmonary disease, malignancy, metastatic cancer, SOFA score 
of respiration, coagulation, liver, cardiovascular, central nervous 
system, and renal failure were risk factors associated with both 
28-day and 90-day mortality. Furthermore, we found that the 28-
day, 90-day, and 1-year mortality rates of patients with sepsis 
were higher in older patients than in younger patients. However, 
the overall mortality in our study was lower than those reported 

in other studies [14,15]. The current study showed that patients 
aged 80 years or older had a significantly higher mortality rate than 
younger patients. Older patients are generally in a poorer physical 
and functional condition, which may increase the risk of infection, 
resulting in adverse clinical outcomes [6,16]. 

The duration of hospital stay, ICU stay, and ventilation were short-
er in the older group. The shorter hospital and ICU stays, as well 
as shorter ventilation duration of the older patients are, howev-
er, related to the higher mortality rate and shorter survival of the 
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older patients. Although older patients were more likely to have 
organ dysfunction, the SOFA score of the respiratory system did 
not differ between the two groups. There has been a rapid increase 
in the proportion of older adults in US and the older population 
is projected to increase from 46 million in 2014 to 98 million by 
2060 [17]. The incidence of sepsis in older patients increased from 
0.35% to 0.44%. The mean age of older patients in the ICU was 75 
years. Approximately 64% of older patients suffered from sepsis, 
placing a major burden on healthcare [18,19]. Early identification 
of predictive factors for mortality or other adverse outcomes may 
help clinicians to administer optimal treatment to improve patient 
outcomes. Risk factors associated with mortality in older patients 
with sepsis include malnutrition, sex, SOFA score, and comor-
bidities, such as chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), 
malignancies, diabetes mellitus, and chronic liver failure [20].A 
previous study showed that the SOFA score is an important tool 
for predicting mortality in patients with sepsis [21]. Physiologic 
changes in COPD, such as dysfunction of mucociliary clearance 
and alveolar macrophages, increase the severity of pulmonary in-
fection in older patients. Chronic liver failure may impair comple-
ment formation and cellular immunity [22]. Diabetes mellitus may 
delay neutrophil phagocytosis, resulting in decreased bacterial 
clearance [23]. The major limitations of this study are the retro-
spective design and single-center data. A large number of prospec-
tive studies from multiple institutions are needed to confirm the 
results.

5.	 Conclusion
Despite increased incidence of sepsis, the prognosis of patients 
with sepsis has greatly improved. However, high mortality rates 
and adverse outcomes remain prevalent in older patients with sep-
sis. The mortality of older patients with sepsis increases gradually 
with age. Therefore, the risk factors for sepsis should be identified 
early, and more active therapy should be administered.

6.	 Acknowledgments
We would like to thank Editage (www.editage.cn) for English lan-
guage editing.

7.	 Funding
This research received no specific grant from funding agencies in 
the public, commercial, or non-profit sectors.

8.	 Declaration of Conflicting Interests
The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

9.	 Author Contributions
Haixiao Li designed the study, collected and analyzed data and 
drafted the manuscript. Lvxia Zhang and Jinyi Liu helped with 
data analysis. Xiaojun Pan designed and supervised the study and 
drafted the manuscript. All authors have read and approved the 
final manuscript.

       References

1.	 Singer M, Deutschman CS, Seymour CW, Shankar-Hari M, Annane 
D, Bauer M, et al. The Third International Consensus Definitions for 
Sepsis and Septic Shock (Sepsis-3). Jama 2016; 315(8): 801-810.

2.	 Kaukonen KM, Bailey M, Suzuki S, Pilcher D, Bellomo R. Mor-
tality related to severe sepsis and septic shock among critically ill 
patients in Australia and New Zealand, 2000-2012. Jama. 2014; 
311(13): 1308-1316.

3.	 Rudd KE, Johnson SC, Agesa KM, Shackelford KA, Tsoi D, Kiev-
lan DR, et al. Global, regional, and national sepsis incidence and 
mortality, 1990-2017: analysis for the Global Burden of Disease 
Study. Lancet (London, England). 2020; 395(10219): 200-211.

4.	 Liu V, Escobar GJ, Greene JD, Soule J, Whippy A, Angus DC, et al. 
Hospital deaths in patients with sepsis from 2 independent cohorts. 
Jama. 2014; 312(1): 90-92.

5.	 Torio CM, Moore BJ. National Inpatient Hospital Costs: The Most 
Expensive Conditions by Payer, 2013: Statistical Brief #204. In: 
Healthcare Cost and Utilization Project (HCUP) Statistical Briefs. 
Rockville (MD): Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (US); 
2006.

6.	 Boonmee P, Ruangsomboon O, Limsuwat C, Chakorn T. Predictors 
of Mortality in Elderly and Very Elderly Emergency Patients with 
Sepsis: A Retrospective Study. The western journal of emergency 
medicine 2020; 21(6): 210-218.

7.	 Martin GS, Mannino DM, Moss M. The effect of age on the devel-
opment and outcome of adult sepsis. Critical care medicine. 2006; 
34(1): 15-21.

8.	 Barrett ML, Smith MW, Elixhauser A, Honigman LS, Pines JM. Uti-
lization of Intensive Care Services, 2011: Statistical Brief #185. In: 
Healthcare Cost and Utilization Project (HCUP) Statistical Briefs. 
Rockville (MD): Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (US); 
2006.

9.	 Castle SC, Uyemura K, Fulop T, Makinodan T. Host resistance and 
immune responses in advanced age. Clinics in geriatric medicine. 
2007; 23(3):463-479.

10.	 Norman DC. Clinical Features of Infection in Older Adults. Clinics 
in geriatric medicine 2016; 32(3): 433-441.

11.	 Horan TC, Andrus M, Dudeck MA. CDC/NHSN surveillance defini-
tion of health care-associated infection and criteria for specific types 
of infections in the acute care setting. American journal of infection 
control 2008, 36(5): 309-332.

12.	 Stevens RD, Dowdy DW, Michaels RK, Mendez-Tellez PA, Prono-
vost PJ, Needham DM, et al. Neuromuscular dysfunction acquired 
in critical illness: a systematic review. Intensive care medicine 2007; 
33(11): 1876-1891.

13.	 Gardner AK, Ghita GL, Wang Z, Ozrazgat-Baslanti T, Raymond SL, 
Mankowski RT, et al. The Development of Chronic Critical Illness 
Determines Physical Function, Quality of Life, and Long-Term Sur-
vival Among Early Survivors of Sepsis in Surgical ICUs. Critical 
care medicine. 2019; 47(4): 566-573.

https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2492881
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2492881
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2492881
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24638143/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24638143/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24638143/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24638143/
https://www.thelancet.com/article/S0140-6736(19)32989-7/fulltext
https://www.thelancet.com/article/S0140-6736(19)32989-7/fulltext
https://www.thelancet.com/article/S0140-6736(19)32989-7/fulltext
https://www.thelancet.com/article/S0140-6736(19)32989-7/fulltext
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/1873131
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/1873131
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/1873131
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK368492/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK368492/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK368492/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK368492/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK368492/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33207168/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33207168/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33207168/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33207168/
https://journals.lww.com/ccmjournal/Abstract/2006/01000/The_effect_of_age_on_the_development_and_outcome.3.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/ccmjournal/Abstract/2006/01000/The_effect_of_age_on_the_development_and_outcome.3.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/ccmjournal/Abstract/2006/01000/The_effect_of_age_on_the_development_and_outcome.3.aspx
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25654157/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25654157/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25654157/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25654157/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25654157/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17631228/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17631228/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17631228/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27394015/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27394015/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18538699/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18538699/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18538699/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18538699/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17639340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17639340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17639340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17639340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30664526/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30664526/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30664526/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30664526/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30664526/


http://www.acmcasereport.com/                                                                                                                                                                                                                                7

Volume 10 Issue 4 -2022                                                                                                                                                                                                        Clinical Paper

14.	 Martin-Loeches I, Guia MC, Vallecoccia MS, Suarez D, Ibarz M, 
Irazabal M, et al. Risk factors for mortality in elderly and very el-
derly critically ill patients with sepsis: a prospective, observational, 
multicenter cohort study. Annals of intensive care. 2019; 9(1): 26.

15.	 Blot S, Cankurtaran M, Petrovic M, Vandijck D, Lizy C, Decruye-
naere J, et al. Epidemiology and outcome of nosocomial bloodstream 
infection in elderly critically ill patients: a comparison between mid-
dle-aged, old, and very old patients. Critical care medicine. 2009; 
37(5): 1634-1641.

16.	 Clifford KM, Dy-Boarman EA, Haase KK, Maxvill K, Pass SE, Al-
varez CA, et al. Challenges with Diagnosing and Managing Sepsis 
in Older Adults. Expert review of anti-infective therapy. 2016; 14(2): 
231-241.

17.	 Catalanotto F, Koppelman J, Haber J. Emerging Models of Dental 
Practice Aim at Addressing Needs of the Aged. Compend Contin 
Educ Dent. 2017; 38(9): 606-610.

18.	 Kumar G, Kumar N, Taneja A, Kaleekal T, Tarima S, McGinley E, 
et al. Nationwide trends of severe sepsis in the 21st century (2000-
2007). Chest. 2011; 140(5): 1223-1231.

19.	 Stoller J, Halpin L, Weis M, Aplin B, Qu W, Georgescu C, et al. 
Epidemiology of severe sepsis: 2008-2012. Journal of critical care. 
2016; 31(1): 58-62.

20.	 Esper AM, Moss M, Lewis CA, Nisbet R, Mannino DM, Martin GS, 
et al. The role of infection and comorbidity: Factors that influence 
disparities in sepsis. Critical care medicine. 2006; 34(10):2576-2582.

21.	 Seymour CW, Liu VX, Iwashyna TJ, Brunkhorst FM, Rea TD, 
Scherag A, et al. Assessment of Clinical Criteria for Sepsis: For 
the Third International Consensus Definitions for Sepsis and Septic 
Shock (Sepsis-3). Jama. 2016; 315(8): 762-774.

22.	 Bellmann-Weiler R, Weiss G. Pitfalls in the diagnosis and therapy 
of infections in elderly patients--a mini-review. Gerontology. 2009; 
55(3): 241-249.

23.	 Zykova SN, Jenssen TG, Berdal M, Olsen R, Myklebust R, Sel-
jelid R, et al. Altered cytokine and nitric oxide secretion in vitro by 
macrophages from diabetic type II-like db/db mice. Diabetes 2000; 
49(9): 1451-1458. 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30715638/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30715638/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30715638/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30715638/
https://journalclub.wustl.edu/2009/03/29/epidemiology-and-outcome-of-nosocomial-bloodstream-infection-in-elderly-critically-ill-patients-a-comparison-between-middle-aged-old-and-very-old-patients/
https://journalclub.wustl.edu/2009/03/29/epidemiology-and-outcome-of-nosocomial-bloodstream-infection-in-elderly-critically-ill-patients-a-comparison-between-middle-aged-old-and-very-old-patients/
https://journalclub.wustl.edu/2009/03/29/epidemiology-and-outcome-of-nosocomial-bloodstream-infection-in-elderly-critically-ill-patients-a-comparison-between-middle-aged-old-and-very-old-patients/
https://journalclub.wustl.edu/2009/03/29/epidemiology-and-outcome-of-nosocomial-bloodstream-infection-in-elderly-critically-ill-patients-a-comparison-between-middle-aged-old-and-very-old-patients/
https://journalclub.wustl.edu/2009/03/29/epidemiology-and-outcome-of-nosocomial-bloodstream-infection-in-elderly-critically-ill-patients-a-comparison-between-middle-aged-old-and-very-old-patients/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26687340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26687340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26687340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26687340/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28972385/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28972385/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28972385/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21852297/#:~:text=Results%3A The number of severe,from 17.3 to 14.9 days.
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21852297/#:~:text=Results%3A The number of severe,from 17.3 to 14.9 days.
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21852297/#:~:text=Results%3A The number of severe,from 17.3 to 14.9 days.
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26601855/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26601855/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26601855/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16915108/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16915108/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16915108/
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2492875
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2492875
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2492875
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2492875
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19147988/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19147988/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19147988/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10969828/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10969828/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10969828/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10969828/

	OLE_LINK2
	OLE_LINK1
	OLE_LINK4

