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Abstract

Introduction: The specific burden imposed on Intensive Care Units (ICUs) during the A/H1N1 influenza 2009

pandemic has been poorly explored. An on-line screening registry allowed a daily report of ICU beds occupancy

rate by flu infected patients (Flu-OR) admitted in French ICUs.

Methods: We conducted a prospective inception cohort study with results of an on-line screening registry

designed for daily assessment of ICU burden.

Results: Among the 108 centers participating to the French H1N1 research network on mechanical ventilation

(REVA) - French Society of Intensive Care (SRLF) registry, 69 ICUs belonging to seven large geographical areas

voluntarily participated in a website screening-registry. The aim was to daily assess the ICU beds occupancy rate by

influenza-infected and non-infected patients for at least three weeks. Three hundred ninety-one critically ill infected

patients were enrolled in the cohort, representing a subset of 35% of the whole French 2009 pandemic cohort;

73% were mechanically ventilated, 13% required extra corporal membrane oxygenation (ECMO) and 22% died. The

global Flu-OR in these ICUs was only 7.6%, but it exceeded a predefined 15% critical threshold in 32 ICUs for a

total of 103 weeks. Flu-ORs were significantly higher in University than in non-University hospitals. The peak ICU

burden was poorly predicted by observations obtained at the level of large geographical areas.

Conclusions: The peak Flu-OR during the pandemic significantly exceeded a 15% critical threshold in almost half

of the ICUs, with an uneven distribution with time, geographical areas and between University and non-University

hospitals. An on-line assessment of Flu-OR via a simple dedicated registry may contribute to better match

resources and needs.

Introduction
In the fall of 2009, the reported incidence of patients

infected with the pandemic influenza A(H1N1) virus in

France exceeded the usual incidence of seasonal flu

[1,2]. Notification of all patients infected with A(H1N1)

virus became mandatory from 1 July to 2 November

2009 but later was restricted to intensive care unit

(ICU) admissions because of a large and rapid increase

in the number of cases [3].

Taking into account observations made during the

early stage of the pandemic in other countries [4-6]

(especially in the Southern hemisphere [7-11]), the

French Ministry of Health organized the response to the

pandemic according to the possible needs of seven

regions, so-called ‘defense areas’, in order to regulate the

supply of equipment (Figure 1). The purpose of this

plan was to distribute resources equitably across regions

while avoiding any shortage in ICU beds. Extracorporal

membrane oxygenation (ECMO) devices and ICU venti-

lators were distributed in the reference centers of each
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defense area to cover the French territory. A 15% rate of

ICU bed occupancy by flu patients in a region was indi-

cated as a critical threshold to consider cancellation of

scheduled surgical activities.

At the same time, we recorded data corresponding to

the cohort of ICU patients through a large research net-

work on mechanical ventilation (REVA-SRLF registry)

[12]. In addition, we designed a dedicated website screen-

ing registry to prospectively assess the specific burden

related to the A(H1N1) pandemic in ICUs recruited on a

voluntary basis. We proposed that a relatively simple

screening registry would be able to give a much more

exact picture of the respective burden on the different

ICUs, geographical areas, and university versus non-uni-

versity centers. Here, we report the exact rate of ICU bed

occupancy by flu-infected patients (Flu-OR) during the

pandemic in a representative subset of French ICUs.

Materials and methods
The French REVA-SRLF registry was a multi-center pro-

spective observational survey based on a website registry,

and several results of this registry have been published

elsewhere [13-15]. In brief, from November 2009 (week

09-45) through January 2010 (week 10-03), 89 out of 108

ICUs participating in the general registry (representing

one fourth of all French ICUs) accepted an invitation to

participate in a website screening registry to do a daily

assessment of the rate of ICU bed occupancy by influ-

enza-infected and non-infected patients. Sixty-nine ICUs

belonging to either referral university hospitals (31 ICUs)

or general hospitals (38 ICUs) eventually completed the

daily screening for at least three consecutive weeks and

admitted at least one A(H1N1)-infected patient and were

kept for the present analysis. Twenty ICUs that, for orga-

nization reasons or for lack of A(H1N1) patients, did not

Figure 1 Number of university and non-university hospitals participating in the study and total number of beds of participating

intensive care units in the seven ‘defense areas’.
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complete three consecutive weeks were excluded from

the analysis.

Recording of patients’ data in the registry was approved

by the national commission for protection of patients’

rights and electronic data recording. The study was

approved by the ethics committee of the French Society

of Intensive Care (SRLF). Informed consent was waived

in agreement with the observational design of the study.

Cohort study

Suspected infection was proven by means of a polymerase

chain reaction eventually completed by serologic analysis.

When positive, the patient was considered a ‘confirmed

case’. A typical clinical flu presentation associated with a

negative test was considered a ‘suspected case’ when no

other etiology was found. Suspected as well as confirmed

cases were enrolled in the present study. Admission data

consisted of dates and times of admission to the hospital

and ICU; age; sex; pregnancy status; fatal underlying dis-

ease defined within the McCabe [16] classification; the

Simplified Acute Physiology Score III (SAPS III) [17],

which is a severity score ranging from 0 to 217; immuno-

suppression and its cause; history of chronic respiratory

disease, diabetes, or chronic heart failure; weight and

height; and pregnancy. A follow-up during the ICU hospi-

talization, including time and duration of ventilation,

antiviral and corticosteroid use, use of rescue therapy

including ECMO, and the cause of death, was also

performed.

Specific screening registry

A specific website registry (screening registry) was

designed in order to do a daily assessment of the occu-

pancy rate related to the management of A(H1N1) non-

ventilated or ventilated patients.

Isn’t ‘in order to daily assess the occupancy rate...’ bet-

ter? Baseline information on the number of available

beds, ventilators, and staffing was collected. For each par-

ticipating unit, a customized table representing the num-

ber of available beds on each day of the week was

displayed on the website (Figure 2). Each available bed

was characterized by using a specific code on a daily

basis to identify whether it was occupied or used by a

non-infected patient or a flu-infected patient; the ventila-

tion status (mechanically ventilated or not) of each

patient was also coded. The number of available beds

could be modified each day in case of the closing or

opening of additional beds. Online completion of the reg-

istry required less than 30 minutes per day for a 20-bed

ICU and usually was performed every morning after

checking the patients’ status during the first round. To

facilitate postponed data recording, a table corresponding

to the week in progress was available on the website for

printing. The website was designed by a professional who

paid great attention to the user-friendliness of the inter-

face. Each participating center received a weekly electro-

nic update to provide information on the evolution of the

pandemic and encourage completion of the registry.

When needed, reminders were automatically displayed

on the website.

Based on these data, the ICU bed Flu-OR was computed

as the number of bed-days per week occupied by flu

patients divided by the total number of bed-days occupied

per week and was expressed as a percentage. A weekly

Flu-OR was calculated for each participating ICU and for

each defense area in the course of the pandemic, differen-

tiating ventilated from non-ventilated patients. We also

differentiated Flu-OR observed in university hospitals

from that in non-university hospitals.

Data collection and quality control assessment

Data collected were directly downloaded as electronic .xls

files from the REVA web registry. The data management

and the analysis were performed by CB-B, TP, and J-CMR.

The database was completed when needed after direct

contact with the ICU physicians. Duplicate notifications

were systematically checked, and patients transferred from

one participating ICU to another were counted as a single

admission.

Statistical analysis

Descriptive statistics included frequency analysis - per-

centages and corresponding 95% confidence intervals

(CIs) - for categorical variables and means and standard

deviations or medians and interquartile ranges (IQRs)

for continuous variables. Differences in medical and

demographic characteristics according to outcomes or

in Flu-OR between types of hospitals were tested by

using a chi-squared test for categorical variables and a

Student t test for continuous parametric variables. All

statistical tests were two-sided, and P values of 0.05 or

less denoted statistical significance. Statistical analysis

was performed with R software packages [18].

Results
Cohort study

Three hundred ninety-one patients with A(H1N1) were

admitted from 26 September 2009 to 10 February 2010

in the 69 ICUs participating in the screening registry and

were included in this study. Among them, 349 (89%) had

a confirmed influenza A infection. This subset of 391

patients represents 36.7% of the whole cohort of French

influenza-infected adult ICU patients [3]; they had the

same overall characteristics, except for a higher rate of

immunosuppression (Table 1). Tables 2 and 3 show the

baseline characteristics and main risk factors for flu

recorded in these patients according to survival or to the

intensity of ventilatory support. Mechanical ventilation
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was provided to 286 (73%) patients, 231 (59%) fulfilled

criteria for acute respiratory distress syndrome, and 50

(13%) required additional ECMO. The mortality rate of

the whole cohort was 22%.

Screening registry

Figure 1 shows the distribution of the 69 ICUs partici-

pating in the screening registry across the seven defense

areas as well as the distribution of ICU beds belonging

Figure 2 Original version of the online registry page dedicated to the screening study for an intensive care unit (ICU) of 10 beds. Each

column represents a day of the week, and each line represents a bed of this ICU. Each box of this table gives the birth date and status of the

patient occupying this particular bed on this particular day. F, flu; MV, mechanical ventilation; NF, non-flu; SB, spontaneous breathing; 0,

unoccupied bed.
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to university and non-university hospitals. The median

number of beds per ICU (including intermediate-care

beds) was 15 (IQR of 12 to 21), representing a total of

942 ICU beds and 220 intermediate-care beds.

Figure 3 shows the weekly and maximal Flu-OR in the

seven defense areas. The peak of the pandemics varied

across the different geographical defense areas as illu-

strated by the profiles of the mean Flu-OR in each region

(Figure 3). The maximal Flu-OR observed in any ICU in

each region is also indicated. A Flu-OR of above 15% was

recorded in 32 individual ICUs, for a total of 103 weeks

out of the accumulated 623 weeks of screening across the

69 ICUs: 16.5% of the screening weeks (95% CI of 13.6%

to 19.4%). The percentage of screened weeks with Flu-OR

of above 15% varied between defense areas from 8.5%

(east) to 34.3% (north).

The pooled Flu-OR calculated over the whole study

period (including university and non-university hospital)

for the entire country was 7.6% and varied across the

seven defense areas from 6.1% (east) to 10.5% (south-

east). At each week, this rate was significantly higher in

university hospitals than in non-university hospitals

(Figure 4). During the pandemic period, none of the

participating hospitals used the threshold level of 15%

ICU bed occupancy rate to modify hospital admission

policy or bed availability.

Discussion
In this prospective observational study using a dedicated

online screening registry designed to assess the daily bur-

den of the A(H1N1) influenza pandemic on French ICUs,

we found important variations in the actual influenza

burden between geographical areas, university and non-

university hospitals, and time. In several individual ICUs,

our screening registry has permitted us to observe peak

occupancy rates greatly exceeding those calculated by

averaging data observed in the largest defense areas. Our

findings suggest that the organization of future pandemic

response plans can greatly benefit from online data

obtained in almost real time [19,20]. A dedicated online

registry able to assess the week-by-week Flu-OR in each

ICU may help to better distribute resources according to

the actual needs. Even if ICUs were encouraged to do a

daily assessment of the presence of patients with A

(H1N1), we chose to report the calculation per week first

to be consistent with the French organization and the

National Institute for Public Health Surveillance

(NIPHS), which displayed the time course of the pan-

demic weekly, and also to simplify data notification for

participating centers. In fact, in collaboration with the

NIPHS, we developed a strong communication strategy

via the REVA website to simplify and therefore encou-

rage rigorous notification.

Flu-ORs calculated per week in the present study were

comparable to and often higher than those observed in

the Southern hemisphere. Over the 3-month pandemic

period in Australia and New Zealand [11], the ANZICS

(Australian and New Zealand Intensive Care Society)

investigators reported that an average of 5.2% of available

ICU bed-days were occupied by patients with H1N1

infection, whereas the peak percentage ranged from 8.9%

to 19% [11]. In our study, 7.6% of the beds of enrolled

ICUs were occupied by influenza-infected patients during

the whole study period, and a maximum Flu-OR

recorded per week in individual ICUs reached 35%.

Inclusion of the 10 ICUs that had not admitted any

patients with A(H1N1) would have lowered global Flu-

OR but would not have changed the maximal Flu-ORs

Table 1 Characteristics of the patients reported to the

national health surveillance system [3] and the subgroup

included in the screening study

Baseline characteristics Screening cohort
(n = 391)

NIPHS
(n = 1,065)

Age in years 46 (33-57) 49 (35-58)

Male 210 (53%) 562 (53%)

No risk factor of complication 87 (22%) 191 (18%)

Immunosuppression 89 (23%) 82 (8%)

Asthma 46 (12%) 135 (13%)

Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 77 (20%) 214 (20%)

Chronic heart failure 33 (8%) 84 (8%)

Diabetes 53 (13%) 125 (12%)

Obesity: body mass index > 30 115 (29%) 84 (27%)

Pregnancy 18 (4.6%) 58 (6%)

Death 87 (22.2%) 217 (20.4%)

Except for ‘Age in years’, which is expressed as mean (interquartile range),

values are expressed as number (percentage). NIPHS, National Institute for

Public Health Surveillance.

Table 2 Baseline characteristics and comparison of

survivors with the deceased

Baseline characteristics Survivors
(n = 304)

Deceased
(n = 87)

P value

Age in years 45 (16) 50 (17) 0.01

Male 159 (52%) 51 (59%) 0.35

McCabe 1 241 (79%) 50 (57%) < 10-4

McCabe 2 or 3 63 (21%) 37 (42%) < 10-4

No risk factor of complication 68 (22%) 19 (22%) 0.97

Immunosuppression 51 (17%) 38 (44%) < 10-4

Asthma 46 (15%) 0 (0%) < 10-4

Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 61 (20%) 16 (18%) 0.84

Chronic heart failure 26 (9%) 7 (8%) 0.94

Diabetes 40 (13%) 13 (15%) 0.80

Obesity: body mass index > 30 86 (28%) 29 (33%) 0.43

Pregnancy 17 (6%) 1 (1%) 0.14

Except for ‘Age in years’, which is expressed as mean (standard deviation),

and P values, values are expressed as number (percentage). McCabe 1 = no or

non-fatal underlying disease; McCabe 2 = ultimately fatal disease (< 5 years);

McCabe 3 = rapidly fatal disease (< 1 year).
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that we observed. The ICU length of stay, however, may

have impacted the Flu-OR since a large difference

between the two reports was observed: the median dura-

tions of ICU stay were 7.4 days (IQR of 3 to 16) in the

ANZICS study and 10 days (IQR of 5 to 24) in French

ICUs. Uneven time and regional distribution may also

impact the Flu-OR calculations.

In the ANZICS investigation, the number of days that

ICU beds were occupied by infected patients per region

was calculated by multiplying the total number of patients

by their length of stay. This approach allowed us to esti-

mate a peak Flu-OR per region but not per individual

ICU. The results of our registry show that this can greatly

underestimate true peak activities in some ICUs. This is of

particular importance since H1N1 burden changed rapidly

over time and from one ICU to the other. The web-based

screening registry specifically developed for our study

allowed a daily assessment of the ICU occupancy rate in

individual ICUs with an accuracy similar to that in larger

regions. For example, observations reported from the Paris

area (Figure 3) showed that the maximal Flu-OR signifi-

cantly differed from the weekly Flu-OR calculated within

all ICUs belonging to that region. Overall, our observa-

tions suggest that an accurate estimation of the influenza

burden on ICUs requires a daily and real-time Flu-OR

assessment, which seems feasible in view of our findings.

In anticipation of the flu surge, health authorities

decided that, in order to alleviate the pressure on ICU

beds, planned surgery activity should be cancelled when

Flu-OR exceeded 15%. We contacted each participating

ICU and confirmed that no canceling of scheduled surgery

had been decided although Flu-OR exceeded 15% in many

ICUs. Such peak activities occurred for more than 103

weeks among 32 units. Future analysis may help to refine

this threshold and thus may have to take into account

how long it is exceeded. The magnitude of a pandemic

and its consequences on the organization of a health-care

system depend on several parameters and are notoriously

difficult to predict [21,22]. Therefore, experiences reported

during the first waves throughout the world were useful to

better elaborate forecasts taking into account different

attack rates and epidemic wave durations [23,24]. Data

gathered in Canada during the first wave were applied to a

variety of second-wave models to determine its impact on

ICU and ventilator demand [21,25]. An attack rate of

greater than 20% can result in significant shortages in ICU

beds and ventilators [21]. Retrospective estimations

showed that attack rates in Europe [26], North America,

and Australia did not exceed 10% during each of the 2009

pandemic waves [27]. The overall impact also greatly

depends on the durations of mechanical ventilation and

ICU stay. High attack rate combined with a short epidemic

duration and long expected duration of mechanical venti-

lation represents the worst scenario in terms of bed occu-

pancy rate and thus the maximal burden. Given a 20%

attack rate with a similar clinical presentation, French ICU

resources in university hospitals would probably have been

overwhelmed, according to our observations.

A weakness of our study is that only a subset of French

ICUs participated in the screening. Our cohort repre-

sented 35% of the whole French cohort reported during

the same period to the health ministry. The distribution of

the subset of university and non-university hospitals parti-

cipating in this study within the seven areas (except in the

northern area) suggests that French ICU health-care

resources were reasonably well represented (Figure 1).

This is supported by the comparability of baseline charac-

teristics of patients within the present cohort to those of

the entire French cohort (Table 1) [3].

General inferences that can be made from this study

are limited because of the difficulties in extrapolating

from one health-care system to another. But regardless of

the system, the primary goal here was to be able to assess,

as closely to reality as possible, the related burden of an

epidemic, and such an assessment was made possible by

the specific screening registry.

Conclusions
Revisiting the pandemic plans in light of emergent find-

ings is certainly a key issue to be able to cope with

further pandemic waves. Our observations suggest that

the specific activity related to critically ill H1N1-infected

Table 3 Baseline characteristics and clinical course according to intensity of ventilatory support

Baseline characteristics Total No mechanical
ventilation

Mechanical ventilation without ARDS ARDS
without ECMO

ECMO

Number of patients (percentage) 391 105 (27%) 55 (14%) 181 (46%) 50 (13%)

Age in years, mean (SD) 46 (16) 40 (16) 52 (18) 48 (15) 37 (12)

SAPS III, mean (SD) 52 (17) 41 (13) 53 (14) 56.5 (17) 58.3 (17)

Duration of ventilation in days, median (IQR) 12 (5-24) 0 2 (4-10) 13 (7-21) 26 (12-37)

Length of stay in ICU in days, median (IQR) 10 (5-24) 4 (3-6) 8 (5-16) 17 (9-27) 26 (14-42)

Obesity, number (percentage) 115 (29%) 20 (19%) 16 (21%) 60 (33%) 23 (46%)

Mortality, number (percentage) 87 (22.2%) 2 (1.9%) 7 (12%) 56 (30.1%) 22 (44%)

ARDS, acute respiratory distress syndrome; ECMO, extracorporal membrane oxygenation; ICU, intensive care unit; IQR, interquartile range; SAPS III, Simplified

Acute Physiology Score III; SD, standard deviation.
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Figure 3 Rate of intensive care unit (ICU) bed occupancy by flu-infected patients in the seven ‘defense areas’. For each defense area,

the table shows the weekly occupancy rate (from week 45 of 2009 to week 3 of 2010) according to the type of ICU (university or non-

university) and the rate of ventilated and non-ventilated patients. The black marks indicate the maximal occupancy rate of an ICU of this area.
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patients varied widely according to time, regions, and

individual ICUs as well as within larger areas. We report

maximal ICU Flu-ORs that significantly exceed the 15%

predefined critical threshold. The website registry

described here and tested during the first pandemic wave

in France allowed a real-time awareness of bed utilization

and capacity.

Key messages
• A simple online registry permits us to accurately

describe specific H1N1 ICU burden in real time.

• ICU burden related to H1N1-infected patients var-

ied widely according to time, regions, and individual

ICUs.

• In most ICUs, the maximal rate of bed occupancy

by patients with flu exceeded the predefined 15% cri-

tical threshold.

• Online assessment of Flu-OR in the ICU may help

to better match resources and needs in case of new

H1N1 pandemics.

Abbreviations

ANZICS: Australian and New Zealand Intensive Care Society; CI: confidence

interval; ECMO: extracorporal membrane oxygenation; Flu-OR: rate of bed

occupancy by flu-infected patients (in the intensive care unit); ICU: intensive

care unit; IQR: interquartile range; NIPHS: National Institute for Public Health

Surveillance; REVA: Recherche en Ventilation Artificielle (Research on

Mechanical Ventilation); SRLF: Sociéte de Réanimation de Langue Française

(French Society of Intensive Care).

Acknowledgements

The REVA registry was funded in part by the French Ministry of Health, the

Inserm-Institut des Maladies Infectieuses, and the SRLF. These funding

sources had no role in the collection, analysis, or interpretation of the data.

The authors acknowledge the help of Isabelle Bonmarin and Claire Fuhrman

(French NIPHS, St Maurice, France) for cross-checking notification forms. We

thank Didier Potelune and Catherine Giguet (One Science Corporation, Paris,

France) and Adrien Constan (REVA) for their contributions to the website

design. We are indebted to the staff of the 89 ICUs for their active

contributions to the study. REVA correspondents for each participating

center are listed in the list of contributors. We thank Warren Datziel for

proofreading and English language editing.

Collaborators: CH d’Ajaccio: B. Lecomte; CH d’Alencon: K. Merouani; CHU

d’Amiens: E. Zogheib, B. Toublanc; CHU d’Angers: A. Kouatchet, L.

Chausseret; CH d’Annonay: V. Cadiergue; CH d’Armantières: C. Canevet; CH

d’Arpajon: M. Rivoal; CH H. Mondor, Aurillac: M. Hauserman; CH de Beauvais:

A.M. Guerin; CHU J. Minjoz, Besançon: G. Capellier; CHU Avicenne, Bobigny:

Y. Cohen; CHU St André, Bordeaux: J. Youssef; CH Duchenne, Boulogne sur

Mer: R. Pordes; CH Fleyriat, Bourg en Bresse: T. Lanz; CHU de Brest: J.M.

Tonnelier; CH de Brive: M. Mattei; CHU Ambroise Paré, Boulogne: C. Charron;

Clinique du parc, Castelnau le lez: A. Rime; CH de Châlons en Champagne: P.

Berger; CHU Antoine Béclère, Clamart: D. Prat; CHU G. Montpied, Clermont-

Ferrand: A. Ait Hssain; Clinique des cèdres, Cornebarrieu: P. Blanchet; CHU H.

Mondor, Créteil: A. Thille; CH de Dieppe: N. Devos; CH Bonnet, Fréjus- saint

raphaël J.F Cesari-Giordani; CH de Gonesse: D. Goldgra-Toldano; CHU du

Kremlin-Bicêtre: D. Osman; CH de La Roche sur Yon: J. Reignier; CH du

Havre, Le Havre: M. Bousta; CH du Mans, Le Mans: F. Grelon; CH de Lens: D.

Thevenin; CH Bretagne Sud, Lorient: P. Quinio; CHU de la Croix Rousse, Lyon:

C. Guerin; GH E. Herriot, Lyon: L. Argaud; GH Est, Lyon: E. Javouhey; CH St

Joseph Saint Luc, Lyon: S. Rosselli; CH Les Chanaux, Macon: S. Malhiere; CHU

Sainte Marguerite, Marseille: M. Castanier; CH de Meaux: A. Combes; GHIRM

Montfermeil: L. Donetti; Hopital Saint Eloi, CHU Montpellier: S. Jaber; CHI A.

Grégoire, Montreuil: M. Ciroldi; CH E. Muller, Mulhouse: K. Kuteifan; CHU

Central, Nancy: P.E. Bollaert; CHU de Nantes: D. Villiers, S. Jaffre; CH de

Nemours: N. Robin; CHU l’Archet, Nice: J. Dellamonica; CHU Caremeau,

Nîmes: C. Bengler; CHR d’Orléans: T. Boulain; CHU Bichat-Claude Bernard,

Paris: B. Mourvillier; GH Diaconesse Croix Saint Simon, Paris: F. Thomas; CHU

G. Pompidou, Paris: C. Faizy; CHU Hotel Dieu, Paris: A. Rabbat; Institut

Mutualiste Montsouris, Paris: C. Lamer; CHU Lariboisière, Paris: B. Megarbane;

CHU Pitié Salpetrière, Paris: A. Combes, A. Soummer; CHU Saint Antoine,

Paris: B. Guidet; CHU Saint Louis, Paris: V. Lemiale; CHU Tenon, Paris: M.

Fartoukh; CH F. Mitterand, Pau: P. Badia; CH de Périgueux: Y. Monseau; CHI

Poissy St Germain: J.C. Lachérade; CHU J. Bernard, Poitiers: R. Robert; CH de

Centre Bretagne, Pontivy: X. De Bruyn; CH R. Dubos, Pontoise: J. Richecoeur;

CHU Pontchaillou, Rennes: Y. Le Tulzo; CH de Roanne: P. Beuret; CH V. Provo,

Roubaix: C. Lemaire; CHU Charles Nicolle, Rouen: G. Beduneau; PG. Guitard; B

Figure 4 Comparison of rates of bed occupancy by flu-infected patients (Flu-OR) in university and non-university hospitals after all

seven ‘defense areas’ were pooled together. For each week of the pandemic (from week 45 of 2009 to week 3 of 2010), national Flu-OR of

university intensive care units (ICUs) (blue columns) was higher than that of non-university ICUs (red columns). *P < 0.05.

Richard et al. Critical Care 2012, 16:R118

http://ccforum.com/content/16/4/R118

Page 8 of 10



Veber; CH de Saint-Brieuc: G. Guivarch; Hopital Nord, Saint-Etienne: G. Zeni;

Clinique de l’Union, Saint Jean: B. Levy; CH Mémorial, Saint Lo: P. Hazera; CH

Broussais, Saint-Malo: J.P. Gouello; CH de Saint-Nazaire: J. Hoff; CH de

Saintonge, Saintes: J.L. Le Bivic; CH de Salon de Provence: J. Theodore; CH G.

Ramon, Sens: D. Tonduangu; Hopital de Hautepierre, Strasbourg: P. Lutun;

Hopitaux Universitaires de Strasbourg: P. Sauder; Hopital Foch, Suresnes: C.

Cerf; CHU Rangueil, Toulouse: B. Georges; Institut Gustave Roussy, Villejuif: F.

Blot; CH de Versailles: M. Henri-Lagarrigue.

Author details
1Service de Réanimation Médicale, Centre Hospitalier Universitaire Charles

Nicolle, 1 rue de Germont, Rouen, 76031, France. 2UPRES EA 3830 (IFR

MP23), Institute for Biomedical Research, 22 Boulevard Gambetta, Rouen,

76183, France. 3Department of Intensive Care, Geneva University Hospital

and Geneva University, 4 Rue Gabrielle-Perret-Gentil, Geneva, 1205,

Switzerland. 4Service de Réanimation Médicale, AP-HP, Groupe Hospitalier

Universitaire Henri Mondor, 51 Avenue du Maréchal de Lattre de Tassigny,

Créteil, 94000, France. 5Inserm U955, Institut Mondor de Recherche

Biomédicale, Université Paris-Est Créteil, 61 Avenue du Général de Gaulle,

Créteil, 94010, France. 6Service de Réanimation Polyvalente, Centre

Hospitalier Départemental de la Vendée, Les Oudairies, La Roche sur Yon,

85000, France. 7Service de Réanimation Médicale et de médecine hyperbare,

Centre Hospitalier Universitaire d’Angers, 4 rue Larrey, Angers, 49933, France.
8LUNAM, Université Nantes Angers Le Mans, 19 bis rue La Nouë Bras de Fer,

Nantes, 44200 France. 9Service de Réanimation Médicale, AP-HP, Centre

Hospitalier Universitaire Bichat Claude Bernard, 46, rue Henri-Huchard, Paris,

75018, France. 10Service de Réanimation Médicale, Centre Hospitalier

Universitaire l’Hôtel Dieu, 1 place Alexis-Ricordeau, Nantes, 44093, France.
11Service de Réanimation, détresses respiratoires et infections sévères, AP-

HM, Hôpital Nord, Chemin des Bourelly, Marseille, 13915, France. 12Service de

Réanimation Médicale, AP-HP, Centre Hospitalier Universitaire La Pitié

Salpétrière, 47 Boulevard de l’Hôpital, Paris, 75013, France. 13Service de

Maladies Infectieuses et Réanimation médicale, Centre Hospitalier

Universitaire Pontchaillou, Rennes, 35033, France. 14Inserm-0203, Centre

d’Investigation Clinique, Université Rennes 1, 2 rue Henri Le Guilloux, Rennes,

35033, France.

Authors’ contributions

J-CMR helped to conceive of the study and participated in its design and

coordination, helped to design the website registry and to coordinate data

management, and participated in the editing of the manuscript. TP helped

to conceive of the study and participated in its design and coordination,

helped to coordinate data management, and participated in the editing of

the manuscript. CB-B helped to conceive of the study and participated in its

design and coordination and helped to design the website registry and to

coordinate data management. AM helped to conceive of the study and

participated in its design and coordination and helped to design the

website registry. LB helped to conceive of the study and participated in its

design and coordination, helped to design the website registry, and

participated in the editing of the manuscript. GB helped to design the

website registry and actively participated in the study as a REVA

correspondent from the six most active centers. JR and BR (president and

member of the SRLF, respectively) helped and encouraged participating

centers to complete the screening registry. BM, CG, MC, AC, and YLT actively

participated in the study as REVA correspondents from the six most active

centers. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 10 January 2012 Revised: 3 May 2012 Accepted: 9 July 2012

Published: 9 July 2012

References

1. Turbelin C, Pelat C, Boëlle PY, Lévy-Bruhl D, Carrat F, Blanchon T, Hanslik T:

Early estimates of 2009 pandemic influenza A(H1N1) virus activity in

general practice in France: incidence of influenza-like illness and age

distribution of reported cases. Euro Surveill 2009, 14:pii:19341.

2. Valleron AJ, Guidet B: Real-time comparative monitoring of the A/H1N1

pandemic in France. Clin Microbiol Infect 2010, 16:393-396.

3. Fuhrman C, Bonmarin I, Bitar D, Cardoso T, Duport N, Herida M, Isnard H,

Guidet B, Mimoz O, Richard JCM, Brun-Buisson C, Brochard L, Mailles A,

Paty AC, Saura C, Lévy-Bruhl D: Adult intensive-care patients with 2009

pandemic influenza A(H1N1) infection. Epidemiol Infect 2011,

139:1202-1209.

4. Jain S, Kamimoto L, Bramley AM, Schmitz AM, Benoit SR, Louie J,

Sugerman DE, Druckenmiller JK, Ritger KA, Chugh R, Jasuja S, Deutscher M,

Chen S, Walker JD, Duchin JS, Lett S, Soliva S, Wells EV, Swerdlow D,

Uyeki TM, Fiore AE, Olsen SJ, Fry AM, Bridges CB, Finelli L: Hospitalized

patients with 2009 H1N1 influenza in the United States, April-June 2009.

N Engl J Med 2009, 361:1935-1944.

5. Fowlkes AL, Arguin P, Biggerstaff MS, Gindler J, Blau D, Jain S, Dhara R,

McLaughlin J, Turnipseed E, Meyer JJ, Louie JK, Siniscalchi A, Hamilton JJ,

Reeves A, Park SY, Richter D, Ritchey MD, Cocoros NM, Blythe D, Peters S,

Lynfield R, Peterson L, Anderson J, Moore Z, Williams R, McHugh L, Cruz C,

Waters CL, Page SL, McDonald CK, et al: Epidemiology of 2009 pandemic

influenza A(H1N1) deaths in the United States, April-July 2009. Clin Infect

Dis 2011, 52(Suppl 1):S60-68.

6. Nicoll A, Coulombier D: Europe’s initial experience with pandemic (H1N1)

2009 - mitigation and delaying policies and practices. Euro Surveill 2009,

14:pii:19279.

7. Outbreak of swine-origin influenza A (H1N1) virus infection - Mexico,

March-April 2009. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep 2009, 58:467-470.

8. Update: novel influenza A (H1N1) virus infection - Mexico, March-May,

2009. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep 2009, 58:585-589.

9. Munayco CV, Gomez J, Laguna-Torres VA, Arrasco J, Kochel TJ, Fiestas V,

Garcia J, Perez J, Torres I, Condori F, Nishiura H, Chowell G: Epidemiological

and transmissibility analysis of influenza A(H1N1)v in a southern

hemisphere setting: Peru. Euro Surveill 2009, 14:pii:19299.

10. Depoortere E, Mantero J, Lenglet A, Kreidl P, Coulombier D: Influenza A

(H1N1)v in the southern hemisphere–lessons to learn for Europe? Euro

Surveill 2009, 14:pii:19246.

11. Webb SAR, Pettilä V, Seppelt I, Bellomo R, Bailey M, Cooper DJ, Cretikos M,

Davies AR, Finfer S, Harrigan PWJ, Hart GK, Howe B, Iredell JR, McArthur C,

Mitchell I, Morrison S, Nichol AD, Paterson DL, Peake S, Richards B,

Stephens D, Turner A, Yung M: Critical care services and 2009 H1N1

influenza in Australia and New Zealand. N Engl J Med 2009, 361:1925-1934.

12. Mercat A, Pham T, Rozé H, Cuquemelle E, Brun-Buisson C, Brochard L,

Richard J-C, Marie : Severe H1N1 2009 influenza infection in adults: the

French experience. Réanimation 2011, 20162-168.

13. Brun-Buisson C, Richard J-CM, Mercat A, Thiébaut ACM, Brochard L: Early

corticosteroids in severe influenza A/H1N1 pneumonia and acute

respiratory distress syndrome. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2011,

183:1200-1206.

14. Cuquemelle E, Soulis F, Villers D, Roche-Campo F, Ara Somohano C,

Fartoukh M, Kouatchet A, Mourvillier B, Dellamonica J, Picard W, Schmidt M,

Boulain T, Brun-Buisson C: Can procalcitonin help identify associated

bacterial infection in patients with severe influenza pneumonia? A

multicentre study. Intensive Care Med 2011, 37:796-800.

15. Dubar G, Azria E, Tesnière A, Dupont H, Le Ray C, Baugnon T, Matheron S,

Luton D, Richard J-C, Launay O, Tsatsaris V, Goffinet F, Mignon A: French

experience of 2009 A/H1N1v influenza in pregnant women. PLoS ONE

2010, 5:pii:e13112.

16. McCabe W, Jackson G: Gram negative bacteremia: I. Etiology and

ecology. Arch Intern Med 1962, 110:845-847.

17. Metnitz PGH, Moreno RP, Almeida E, Jordan B, Bauer P, Campos RA,

Iapichino G, Edbrooke D, Capuzzo M, Le Gall J-R: SAPS 3–From evaluation

of the patient to evaluation of the intensive care unit. Part 1: Objectives,

methods and cohort description. Intensive Care Med 2005, 31:1336-1344.

18. The R Project for Statistical Computing. [http://www.r-project.org/].

19. Hall IM, Gani R, Hughes HE, Leach S: Real-time epidemic forecasting for

pandemic influenza. Epidemiol Infect 2007, 135:372-385.

20. Ercole A, Taylor BL, Rhodes A, Menon DK: Modelling the impact of an

influenza A/H1N1 pandemic on critical care demand from early

pathogenicity data: the case for sentinel reporting. Anaesthesia 2009,

64:937-941.

21. Smetanin P, Stiff D, Kumar A, Kobak P, Zarychanski R, Simonsen N,

Plummer F: Potential intensive care unit ventilator demand/capacity

mismatch due to novel swine-origin H1N1 in Canada. Can J Infect Dis

Med Microbiol 2009, 20:e115-123.

Richard et al. Critical Care 2012, 16:R118

http://ccforum.com/content/16/4/R118

Page 9 of 10

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20121818?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20121818?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20974021?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20974021?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19815859?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19815859?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21342901?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21342901?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19815860?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19815860?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22844488?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22844488?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21471082?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21471082?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21471082?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21369807?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21369807?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21369807?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16132893?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16132893?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16132893?dopt=Abstract
http://www.r-project.org/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16928287?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16928287?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19645759?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19645759?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19645759?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21119787?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21119787?dopt=Abstract


22. Miller M, Viboud C, Simonsen L, Olson DR, Russell C: Mortality and

morbidity burden associated with A/H1N1pdm influenza virus. PLoS Curr

2009, 1:RRN1013.

23. Falagas ME, Koletsi PK, Baskouta E, Rafailidis PI, Dimopoulos G,

Karageorgopoulos DE: Pandemic A(H1N1) 2009 influenza: review of the

Southern Hemisphere experience. Epidemiol Infect 2011, 139:27-40.

24. Lum ME, McMillan AJ, Brook CW, Lester R, Piers LS: Impact of pandemic

(H1N1) 2009 influenza on critical care capacity in Victoria. Med J Aust

2009, 191:502-506.

25. Kumar A, Zarychanski R, Pinto R, Cook DJ, Marshall J, Lacroix J, Stelfox T,

Bagshaw S, Choong K, Lamontagne F, Turgeon AF, Lapinsky S, Ahern SP,

Smith O, Siddiqui F, Jouvet P, Khwaja K, McIntyre L, Menon K, Hutchison J,

Hornstein D, Joffe A, Lauzier F, Singh J, Karachi T, Wiebe K, Olafson K,

Ramsey C, Sharma S, Dodek P, Meade M, Hall R, Fowler RA: Critically ill

patients with 2009 influenza A(H1N1) infection in Canada. JAMA 2009,

302:1872-1879.

26. Eastman N, Philips B, Rhodes A: Triaging for adult critical care in the

event of overwhelming need. Intensive Care Med 2010, 36:1076-1082.

27. Grills N, Piers LS, Barr I, Vaughan LM, Lester R, Magliano DJ, Shaw JE,

Carnie JA: A lower than expected adult Victorian community attack rate

for pandemic (H1N1) 2009. Aust N Z J Public Health 2010, 34:228-231.

doi:10.1186/cc11412
Cite this article as: Richard et al.: Interest of a simple on-line screening
registry for measuring ICU burden related to an influenza pandemic.
Critical Care 2012 16:R118.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Richard et al. Critical Care 2012, 16:R118

http://ccforum.com/content/16/4/R118

Page 10 of 10

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20029607?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20029607?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20920380?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20920380?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19883346?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19883346?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19822627?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19822627?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20349037?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20349037?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20618261?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20618261?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Cohort study
	Specific screening registry
	Data collection and quality control assessment
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Cohort study
	Screening registry

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Key messages
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References

