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Eykupdtnta, afloniotia tng petappacpevng EAANVIKAG
€kdoong tng O1eBvoUC vEUPOAOYLIKNG KALHOKAG
KataotoAng Kat dteyepong Richmond agitation-seda-
tion scale (RASS) otn povada eviatkng Bepansiag.

Avaotdaolog T{evalng', Xprotiva Zapoupibou', Aéanotva Ayopoyldvvn', Aonpévia Ntavrava '
1. Tevik6é Noookopeio Beacahovikng Manayswpyiou

NMEPIAHWH

Ewgaywyn: H nAsioyngia twv acBevv, ot onoiol voonAeUovial og povadeg eviatikng Bepaneiag (MEB) Biwvouv ta
ouvalgBhpata g aywviag, Tou dyxoug aAAd Kat tnv ekbhAwon diéyepang, n onoia cuxva aviuetwnidetal e tnv xo-
phynon unepBoAlkwyv 6oewv KataatoAng. Notdoo, ot EAnvikég MEB, npdBAnpa anoteAel n ENewn éykupwyv Kal
afénotwv KAdkwy agloAdynong tng diéyepong.

Tkondg: Na eAeyxBei n eykupdtnta kat n agloniotia tng EMnviKAG ékdoong tng 61eBvolg KApaKag exTipnong Kata-
otoANg Kat Siéyepong «Richmond Agitation-Sedation Scale» (RASS) o€ MEB.

MeBobdoAoyia: H perétn npaypatonothBnke otn MEB tou F'NB Manayswpyiou. H kAipaka RASS petagpdotnke oUp-
Qwva e TG Slebveic kateuBuvtnpleg 0dnyieg NG «opddag KAWVIKAG npoaappoyng» Kat epappdotnke g 100 aoBeveig
ané tetpapeA voonAeuTtikn oudda, n onoia e€€tace tnv afloniotia petafl napatnpniwy (inter-raters reliability) pe
TOV UnoAoyLop6 tou ouvieheoth kappa. H eykupétnta evvoloAoylkng dophg eAéyxBnke e 1o BaBué cuoxéuong petagl
ToU véou petagpacpévou epyaleiou Kat Twv dUo Adn unapxdéviwy éykupwv Kat a§lonotwy KAWdkwy, tng «Ramsay
Sedation Scale» (RSS) kat tng «Riker Sedation Agitation Scale» (SAS).

AnoteAéopara: 400 napatnphoelg éywvav o 100 aoBeveig. OAeg ot KAIPaKeG eixav TOUAAXLOTOV OUCLAGTIKA GUHPWVia
(wK 0,78- 0,93). H RASS (Wk 0,78-0,92) kat n SAS (Wk 0,82-0,91) epgdvioav tn peyahltepn cupgwvia. H petagl
Twv gpeuvntwv aloniotia otig KAipakeg RASS kat SAS epgaviotnke o noAU kaAd eningdo (>0.80) otig peTpNOELg
OAWV TWV PEAWV TNG EPEUVNTIKNG opddag. Ynnpge pia Toudxiotov pétpla cuoxéton (r> 0.7 or <-0.7) pe otatiotikn
onpavtikétnta (p< 0.001) petagu kat twv Tplwv KAWdkwy. H peyaAutepn cuoxéton avadeixtinke petagl tng SAS, kat
¢ RASS

Tupnepdopara: Ot KAlpakeg RASS and SAS onpeiwoav ta uynAdtepa enineda cuoxétong kat Petagl Toug oUPPW-
viag og oxéon pe tn RSS. H eAMAnvikn petd@paon tng kKAipakag RASS €6¢1€e eykupdtnta kat a§oniotia, evd duvartat
va XpnotgonotnBel atnv KAWVIKA NPAKTIKA, MPOKELEVOU va PELwBoUV oL eNtNAoKEG, 1000 TG UNEPBOALKAG KATAOTOANG
Twv aoBevav, 600 Kat NG In opBAG avietwnong thg diéyepong.
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BAZIKA THMEIA

¢ [MoAoi aaBeveig nou voonAeuovral oe MEOG AapBdvouv KataotaAtikd Kat avaAyntika ¢dpuaka.
¢ H 61eBving BiBAoypapia npoteivel tn guvexn a§loAdéynan tou entnédou KataotoAng oe acBeveig nou

voonAeUovtal og MEB.

e Ytn EAAGSa ival neploplopévn n xphon twv KAHAKwv a§loAéynong KatactoAng Kat Siéyepong

aoBevav.

* H eA\nvikn ékdoon tng kKAipakag RASS eppavioe afloniotia, eykupétnta Kat epappociydétnta.

EIZAMQrH
IA\Lladeg aoBeveic nou voonAelovtal oe MEB na-
XlKoopiwc, AapBdavouv KAtaotaATika Kat avaiynti-
d pdpuaka ato nAaiolo tng voonAeiag toug (Curtis
& Richmond 2004). 0 okonég Twv papudKwy autwy &i-
vatva npodyouv tnv Aveon Kat va JELOOUV Tov Névo Twv
acBevadv, 0 onoiog npokaAeitat ané g didpopeg LatpL-
KEG h VOONAEUTIKEG napepBaoelg nou AauBdvouv xwpa
otn povdda eviaukng Bepaneiag (MEB), dnwg eival yua
napddewypa n tonoBEtnon evOOTPAXELOKWY TWANAVWY,
KEVIPIKWV PAEBIKWV KaBethpwy Kat GMou giboug na-
poxeteUoewy (Park et al 2001). Qotéoo, n pakpoxpdvia
Kal xwpig andAuteg evBeifelg XopAYNON KATACTAATIKWV
Kal avaAyntikwv gappdkwy, duvntikd napateivel tnv
napapovh twv acBevv oe Mnxaviké Aeplopé (MA) kat
Katd ouvénela th voonAeia toug otn MEB, pe 6,1t autd
pnopei va ouvendyetal yua tov agBevh Kat yua 1o oUotn-
pa uyeiag (AowwEelg, augnon kbotoug voonAeiag K.Am.).
EnwnAéov, diapopeg peréteg enBeBaidvouy 6t niBavév
10 unvaywyd Kat 1a avaAyntikd gdppaka pnopei va ou-
VEIOPEPOUV TEAIKA OTNV €UPAVION TOU NAPAANPAKATOG
«delirium>» (Nassar et al 2008).

0 6pog kataotoAh avagépetal otn peiwaon tou dy-
XOUG, TOU OTPEG, TNG euepeBlotdtnTag Kal GUPNEPNap-
Bdvel 10 TPiNTUXO UnMvwon - avaAynoia - puoxdAacn
avaAdywg twv gapudkwy nou xpnalgonotoudvial Kabe
@opd kat avaldywg tou enblwkoépevou otéxou (Porter
& McClure 2013). H oUyxpovn avtiAnyn ya th xphon
Twv KataotaAtkwv otn MEB, n onoia SiapoppwBnke
peTd and peAéteg enava§loAdynong tng Xpnoludtntdg
TOUG Kal TNG KATtGANANG XPAONG TOUG OTO CUYKEKPLUEVO
XWpPO voohAeiag, otoxeUel oTn PEiwan Tou xpévou napa-
HovAG Twv acBevdv aTov avanveuothpa Kat otn Peiwaon
ToU Xpévou voonAeiag otn MEB. O 6pog «enapkng Ka-
1aotoAn» (adequate sedation), avagépetal otnv eniteugn
loopponiag petagu tng unepBoAlkng Kataotohng (over
sedation) kal NG uno-kataotoAng (under sedation) kat
eivat apketd 6Uokohn (Almgren et al 2010). Ot oUyxpo-
VEG NONTIKEG Nou avantUuxBnkav yla 1o emBupntd enine-
60 kataotoAng eotdfouv otnv duvatdtinta tou acBevh va
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ouvepyadletal 1600 e TO LATPOVOONAEUTIKO MPOCWLKG,
600 Kal Je Ta pnxavhpata, Xxwpig va givat avhguxog Kat
Sleyeptikag, ate va XpHheL NEPLOPLOTIKWV PETPWV Hh/Kal
peydAng 66ong kataotaAtikwv Qapudkwy (Almgren et
al 2010).

0 6pog biéyepon otn MEB, neplypdpel éva ouvdpo-
Ho €viovng KIVNTIKAG dpactnpidtntag, cuvhBwg xwpig
SUVaPIKA, WG anotéAeopa Plag E0WTEPIKAG TAONG ToU
aoBevoug (Sessler et al 1999). H veupohoykn kAipa-
Ka afloAdéynong kataotoAng kat diéyepong Richmond
Agitation Sedation Scale (RASS), avantixBnke ané pia
noAudUvapn opdda nou nepieAduBave watpolg, voon-
AEUTEG Kal pappakonoloUg oto Naveniothpo tng Bip-
1¢ivia oto Pitopovt twv Hvwpévwy MoAuewwv (Crippen
1999). H kA\ipaka auth anoteleitat and &0o dlagopetikd
enineda kat nepAapBAavel KPLTAPLA EKTIPUNONG TOU €MNNE-
6ou KataotoAng, aMd Kat Tou ennédou SLéyepong twv
acBevadv nou voonAeUovtat oe MEB kat AapBdvouv ka-
TACTAATIKG pApHaKa.

Ztov EM\nvik6 xtbpo xpnaotponoteitat pia notkiAia KAL-
HAKwV VEUPOAOYLIKAG eKTiUNONG, 6nwg €ival n KAipaka
MaokwBng. H xphon twv KAdkwy aloAéynong Kata-
0TOANG KaL SLéyepong acBevadv oe MEB ival neploplopé-
vnh atov EM\nvIK6 xpo Kat autég nou xpnatponotouvial
oti§ Katd ténoug MEB &ev €xouv eAeyxBel wg npog tnv
eykupotnTa Kat tnv afoniatia toug otnv EAANVIKA yAdo-
0a. LKkondg tng napoUaag YeAETNG ATav va eKTLPACEL TNV
€YKUPOTNTA, Kal Tnv aglontotia tng HEtappacpévng eEMN-
VIKAG €kdoang tng RASS, og beiypa agBevv nou voon-
AeUovrtal oe MEB.

MEGOAOAOTIA

H peAétn éhaBe xwpa 1o 2014 kat oAokAnpwBnKe o€ HUo
SlaPopeTKEG PATELG: KATd TNV NPWTIN GAcn Npayyaro-
notnBnke n petdppacn g KAipakag and v AyyAikh
otnv EMnvikh yAwaooa, énwg neplypdgetal nio Katw
(nivakag 1, nivakag 2). Katd tn Sedtepn @don, n peta-
@paopévn KAipaka (EANANVikng ékdoong tng RASS) eAéy-
XBnKe w¢ Npog v ykupdTnTa Kat tnv aglontotia g, o€
aoBeveig nou voonAelovtal oe MEB.



KAipaka 8iéyepong kat kataotoAng tou Richmond RASS

Tkop Opog Mepypapn acBevolg

+4 EmBeukoég YnepBoAikd emBetikdg h Bialog, duecog

Kivbuvog yla 10 NPoowniké

+3 MoAU bleyeptkdg TpaBdel h petakivel cwAAVeG 1
KaBeTNpeg
+2 Aleyeptikég LUXVEG OXL OKOMIUES KIVAOELG, HEV

ouyxpovietal pe Tov avanveuatpa

+1 AvAhouxog Neupikdg h poBlopévog xwpig €viova

ENBETIKEG KIVATELG
0 Ze eypfiyopon Kal ApEUOG

-1 NwBpoég Aev Bpioketal o€ nA\hpn gyphyopon
aM\d éxel avianokpBel o€ AeKTikd
epebiopata (Gvotypa opBaAuwY, ontkh

enagn)(>10 deutepoAental)

-2 ENagpd kataotoApévog  XUviopn aviandkplon Pe ontkh enagn
o€ AekTik6 EpéBilopa (<10 deutepderta)

-3 Mérpla kataotaApévog  Kivnon h dvolypa twv o@BaApmy o
AeKTIKG epéBiopa (aA\G Oxt onTiKn
enagn)

-4 BaBid kataotaApévog  Kapia avianékplon o€ AeKtkd
epebiopata, aM\d kivnon h dvotypa

0pBaAUWVY o€ owpatiké epéBlopa

-5 Mn apunvhotyog Kapia avtandékpion o€ Aektika n

owpatka epebiopata

Awadikaoia tng ektipnong péow RASS

1. Napatnphote Tov agBevn.

a. 0 aoBevng eival o eyphyopon, avhouxog, Sleyeptikdg (okop
0 wg +4)

2. Av bev eival o€ eypfiyopan pwvagte tov pe 10 6vopd Tou Kat
neite Tou va avoi§eL Ta pdtia Tou Kat va oag Kottaget.

B. 0 aoBevig Eunvdel, Slatnpei ta Pdtia Tou avolxtd Kat €XeL
ontknh enagh (okop -1)

Y. 0 aoBevig unvdel ye dvolypa patddv & ontikn enapn arid
bev 1a Satnpel avouxtd (okop -2)

6. 0 aoBevng avtanokpivetal Pe KIVAGELG 0€ AeKTIKG epeBiopata
aM\d bev éxelontikn  enagn (okop -3)

3. Av bev avianokpivetal o€ Aektika epebiopara, epappéote
owHatka epeBiopara KouvwVIaAg Toug WHoUG Kav/ h tpiBoviag
10 OTépVO

€. 0 aoBevng eppavifel KivntikoTNTa 0Ta owpatika epebiopata
(okop -4)

ot. 0 aoBevng dev epgavifel kapia KVNTIKGTNTa 0TA CWHATIKA
epebiopata (okop-5)
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H 6ladikaoia tng petdppaong htav cUPPwvN Pe LG odnyi-
€G TNG opadag KAVIKNG Npooappoyng (clinical adaptation
group) Kat anotehoUvtav and ta napakdtw otadua (Wild
et al 2005): AUo avegdptntol HETaPPaoTEG, PE eE0LKElwan
oTnV WaTPIKh opoAoyia, petéppacav v KAaka ané tnv
AyyAikn otnv EM\NVIKA YAWOGoa Kat €NeEta gUVEKPLVaV TIG
peTappdaoelg Toug. To kowvd anotéAecpa to onoio npoé-
Kuye ané 1g 0o petappdoelg, 568nke og éva tpito ave-
€dptnto petappaoth p€oa and o XwWPo TOU VOOOKOEIoU,
TOU onoiou n PNTPLKA yAwaoaa htav n AyyAlkA, NPOKELE-
vou va peta@pdoel §ava otnv AyyAikn, xwpig va yvwpidet
v npwtétunn evédyhwaoon ékdoon tng RASS. ‘Enetta
Kal oL TPELG HETappactéG ouvavinBnkav petagl toug Kat
oulAtnoav 10 anoTtéAECHA NPOKELEVOU va SUPPwWVNBEL
n teAikh anédoon tng RASS otnv EMnvikh yAdoaoa.

To &eiypa tng peAétng anotéecav ekatd acBeveig(n=100)
plag noAudlvaung MEB 15 kAvv, Tou yevikoU nepLpe-
pelakoU voookopeiou MNManayewpyiou tng Bopeiou EANG-
60¢ nou edpeviel otn Beooahovikn, otnv onoia voonAeU-
ovtal naBoAoylkd, Xelpoupylkd neplotatikd, kabwg Kat
NOAUTPAUHATIEG.

H epguvnukh opdda anaptiotnke and 1€0cepLg voonAeu-
1€, ol onoiol eknawdeUtnkav otnv epappoyn g RASS,
€V n PEAETN €AaBe €ykplon and To ENOTNHOVIKO CUW-
BoUAwo tou voookopeiou. Kputhpla eloaywyng acBevaov
otn PEAETN anotéAecav N cuvexng XopAynan KataoTtaAtl-
KWV pappdkwy og dvdpeg Kat yuvaikeg aoBeveig, nAikiag
avw twv 18 €1tdv nou Bplokétav o€ Pnxaviké agpLopo.
AvtiBétwg, Kputhpla anokAEWOPoU ATAV Ol KPAVIOEYKE-
QANKEG KAKWOELG, Ta NpoBAnpata épacng, n dvola, Kat
onotwadnnote AMn katdotacn dev enétpene otoug acbe-
vei¢ va akoAouBoUv npo@oplkéG odnyieg, 6nwg n.x. ot
VEUPOHUONABELEG.

H epeuvntikh opdda katéypage ta Snpoypaikd
oToxeia twv agBevady, TNV attia €L0aywyng Kat ——ta Ka-
TACTAATIKG QApUaKa nou xopnyouviav, v tautdéxpova
afloloyoUoav thv KataotoAh h Siéyepon Twv aoBevv
oUuQwva pe tnv KAipaka Ramsay Sedation Scale (RSS)
kat tn Riker Sedation Agitation Scale (SAS). Zto onpeio
autd npénet va toviotel 6t n agloAdynon and KaBe pélog
NG EPEUVNTIKAG Opddag htav Npoownikh Kat ave§dptntn
Kat ta anoteAéopata dev dactaupvoviav petagl toug.
H aflonotia tou ouykekplpévou epyaleiou tng RASS
eNéyxBnke péow tng afloniotiag petaU napatnpntwv
(inter-raters reliability) ye Tov unoloylopdé tou oguviehe-
oth kappa. H eykupdtnta evvolohoylkhg Sopng eA€yxBn-
Ke Pe 10 BaBud ouoxéuong petafl tou véou epyaleiou
nou npoékuye and tn petdppacn tng RASS kat twv o
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1. Anxious, agitated, restless Ramsey
2. Cooperative, oriented, tranquil Ramsey
3. Responsive to commands only If Asleep Ramsey

4. Brisk response to light glabellar tap or loud auditory stimulus
Ramsey

5. Sluggish response to light glabellar tap or loud auditory
stimulus Ramsey

6. No response to light glabellar tap or loud auditory stimulus

Score Term Descriptor

7. Dangerous Agitation Pulling at ET tube, trying to remove
catheters, climbing over bedrail, striking at staff, thrashing side-
to-side

6. Very Agitated Requiring restraint and frequent verbal reminding
of limits, biting ETT

5. Agitated Anxious or physically agitated, calms to verbal
instructions

4. Calm and Cooperative Calm, easily arousable, follows
commands

3. Sedated Difficult to arouse but awakens to verbal stimuli or
gentle shaking, follows simple commands but drifts off again

2. Very Sedated Arouses to physical stimuli but does not
communicate or follow commands, may move spontaneously

1. Unarousable Minimal or no response to noxious stimuli, does
not communicate or follow commands

H otatotkh avéAuon dlevepynBnke pe 1o OTaTIOTKG Na-
ké€to (SPSS) ékboan 10.0 kat 1o (Med Calc) ékboon 9. Ot
ouvexeig petaBAntég napouaidovial pe T HlApeco Kat
10 €0pog WV (eAaxiotn-péyotn tn). Ot Sooohoyieg
Twv pappdkwy eppavidovial wg didueaol Kal TUNkEG
anokAioglg. Ot nolotikéG Katnyopilkég petaBANTéG ano-
6idovtal wg noooatd kat wg ouxvotnteg. O otaBuopé-
vog ouvteheotng Kappa (k) pe 95% didotnpa alonotiag
XpNotgonohBnke npokelpévou va unoloylotei n peta§l
Twv 1E00dpwv epeuvntwv afloniotia yla TG tpeig KAI-
pakeg RASS, RSS kat SAS. 0 deikting ouoxétiong katd
Spearman (r) unohoyiotnke, cuykpivoviag 6Aa ta okop
petagl twv KAipdkwy o€ {elyn twv 600.

Luvohikd 100 aoBeveiq éNaBav pépog otn peAéTn, aToug
onoioug dievepynBnkav 400 petphoelg yia KaBe pia KAi-
Haka ané toug téaoeplg ave€ApTNTouG €PEUVNTEG TNG
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nén unapxoviwy epyaleiwv, g RSS (nivakag 3) kat ing
SAS (nivakag 4, nivakag 5), ta onoia oUpQwva pe ™
d1ebvn BiBAoypagia eival afiéniota Kat €ykupa, eved Be-
wpoulvtal npétuna — xpuodg Kavovag (golden standard)

(Tabrizi et al 2010, Khan et al 2012).

Guidelines for SAS Assessment

1. Agitated patients are scored by their most severe degree of

agitation as described

2. If patient is awake or awakens easily to voice (“awaken” means
responds with voice or head shaking to a question or follows
commands), that's a SAS 4 (same as calm and appropriate —

might even be napping).

3. If more stimuli such as shaking is required but patient

eventually does awaken, that's SAS 3.

4. If patient arouses to stronger physical stimuli (may be noxious)
but never awakens to the point of responding yes/no or following

commands, that's a SAS 2.

5. Little or no response to noxious physical stimuli represents
a SAS 1. This helps separate sedated patients into those you
can eventually wake up (SAS 3), those you can't awaken but can
arouse (SAS 2), and those you can't arouse (SAS 1).

opadag. MNpayuatonothBnkav 1200 petphoelg Kat yua Tig
TpelG KAlpakeg. Ta xapakinplotikd tou belypatog nept-

ypdgovtal atov nivaka 6.

Xapaktnplotika

HAwia

(O]

Autia eloaywyng

MaBoAoyikh

Xelpoupylkh

Tpadua

Mnxavikég agplopég

Luvexng xophynon KataotoAng

MNeplotactakn xopnynon KataotoAhg

NoUpepa
43[18-68]
50 A/50C

n=30 (30%)
n=35 (35%)
n=35 (35%)
n=100 (100%)
n=60 (60%)
n=40 (40%)



Ta katactoAtkd @dpuaka ta onoia AduBavav ot
aoBeveig, oe Slapopetikég doaelg kKABe popd Katd tn Ht-
apkela dieaywyng twv PETpPhoswy, ATav n NPono@oAn,
n @awvtavuAn, n peppavtavuiAn, n gidadoAdun, n ahone-
podo6An, n popeivn, n Aopalendun Kat n dtalendun. OAeg
ol KN(HaKeG €ixav TOUAGXLOTOV OUCLAOTIKA cUp@wvia (ue
otaBuiopévo Kk 0,78 éwg 0,93). H RASS (ue otaBuiopévo
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K 0,78 €wg 0,92) kat n SAS (pe otaBuiopévo k 0,82-0,91)
eypavioav v peyaAdtepn cuppwvia. H peyaAltepn
oupwvia petagl Twv NApatnNPACEWY TWV EPEUVNTWV
napatpnbnke otg kKAigakeg SAS kat RASS (interrater
agreement). Qot1600, OAEG Ol CUYKPIOELG HETAGU TV KAL-
HAKwV ePpavioav TOUAdXLoTov pia onPaviikh GUhewvia
(substantial agreement) (> 0.60) (nivakag 7).

Epeuvniég RASS RAMSAY SAS
K Coefficient K Coefficient K Coefficient
NoonAgutng (1) évavit NoonAeutn (2) 0,885 0,908 0,879
NoonAgutng (1) évavit NoanAeutn (3) 0,923 0,921 0,918
NoanAeutng (1) évavtt NoonAeuth (4) 0,897 0,960 0,893
NoonAgutng (2) évavit NoanAeutn (3) 0,835 0,935 0,827
NoonAgutig (2) évavit NoanAeutn (4) 0,748 0,921 0,895
NoanAeutng (3) évavtt NoonAeutn (4) 0,835 0,908 0,867

H petal twwv epeuvniwv afoniotia (interrater
reliability) ot kAjpakeg RASS kat SAS ep@aviotnke
o€ NoAU KaAd eninedo (>0.80) otig petphoelg GAwV Twv
HeAWYV TNG EpEUVNTIKAG opadag. YnhpEe pia touhdxiotov
pétpla ouoxéton (r> 0.7 or <-0.7) ye otatotkn onpa-
vikétnta (p< 0.001) petagl kat twv 1LV KAPdkwy. H
peyaAUtepn guoxétion avadeixtnke petagl twv SAS kat
¢ RASS (nivakag 8). H kAjpaka RSS enébdel€e ta xapn-
AO6tepa Nocootd oupwviag o€ oxéon e TG AAeg dUo.

H 81eBvhg BiBMoypapia npoteivel tn ouvexn Kat adldAeL-
ntn afloAdynon tou ennédou KataotoAng oe acBeveig
nou voonAeUovtal oe MEB, kaBwg n unepBoAlkh xoph-
ynon kataagtoAng dUvartal va odnynoel oe NAnBog nape-
VEPYELWV, 6MNWG NAPATETAPEVN MAPAHOVA OE PNXaviko
agpLoP6, NapalApnua Kal HETaTpaupatiké otpeg (Kress
et al 2003, Ely et al 2004, Nassar et al 2008). H Betikn
enidpaon tng auvexoUq eKtipnong tou ennédou kata-
OTOANG HEOW TwV E8IKWV KAMPAKwY, 6nwg ivat n RASS,
Saniotwveral pe tn peiwon tou ennédou Tou Névou Twv
agBevay, tn peiwan Twv eKONAWOEWY Tou Palvopévou
g dléyepang, KaBWG Kal T peiwan Twv evBOVOTOKo-
pelakwv hopwEewv (Chanques et al 2006).

Me 1g kKAipakeg RASS kat SAS va epgavidouv n pe-
yaAUtepn guoxétion petagl Twv TPLV KAHAKwY enBe-
BawwBnKe n eyKupdINTa TNG HETAPPACHEVNG OTNV ENAN-
Vikh YAwooa kAipakag RASS, kaBwg duaniotwBnke ot
eival kataokeuaopévn Kat dopnpévn va PETpAsL autd

KAipakeg Correlation (r) p (value)
RASS évavtt SAS 0.88 <0.001
RASS évavit Ramsay -0.89 < 0.001
SAS évavtt Ramsay -0.94 < 0.001

nou oxedldotnke npaypatikd va petpd (Chesney et al
2006). Qotdéao, unnpge pla TouAdxLoTov HETPL SUOXETION
M€ OTATIOTIKA onpavilkétnta petagy Kat Twv TpLv KAL-
HAKwWV.

H aloniotia tng eMnvikhg ékdoang tng RASS ava-
beixBnke and tn duvatétNTd NG va CUYKEVIPWVEL Na-
popola anoteAéopata and dlapopetikodg NapatnPNTES
tautdxpova (Lee et al 1991). OAeg ot ouykpioelg petagu
WV KAPAKwV gppdviocav TOUAGXLOTOV HLd CNPAVILKA
ouppwvia, pe 11§ KAipakeg RASS kat SAS va napouat-
alouv TN peyaAltepn ouppwvia petagl twv EPEUVNTWV
(interrater agreement).

H duvatétnta uloBEtnang plag KAipakag veupoAoyt-
KNG ektignong, 6nwg eival n RASS, éykettal ato yeyovog
OTL pnopei va anoteAéoel e0xpnoto epyaleio, KatdAAnAo
yla KaBnpepivh xphon ané toug LatpoUg, Toug VOONAEU-
1€¢ Kalt 6A\oug toug enayyeApatieg uyelag nou eunAé-
Kovtal otn dlaxeipon twv ennédwv KataotoAng Kat
Siéyepong 1wv aoBevadov (Carrasco 2000, De Jonghe et
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al 2000). Av kat n kAiyaka RAMSAY eivat ané g nhéov
dladedopéveg 010 XWPo TG eviaTiKhG Bepaneiag nayko-
opiwg, kaBwg ival n naAaétepn, waotéoo, otV Napou-
oa épeuva BpéBnke va €xel Tn XaunAdtepn cupPwvia og
oxéon Pe g 600 AMNeg KAipakeg (Mehta et al 2006, Payen
et al 2007). To yeyovdg autd iowg anodidetal otn dixo-
yvwpia nou enkpatei otn diebvh BiBAoypagia ya thv
NELOTIKOTNTA TwV gupnpdtwy TG RSS, napd tn 6ladedo-
pévn xphaon ng nou niBavoétata opeiletatl otn guxpnaotia
¢ (Carraso 2000). Ot voonAeutég kat ot latpoi tng MEB
otnv onoia 61e€xBn n peAétn ShAwaav o nocootd 83%
NV NpoTipnoh Toug otnv KAigaka RASS, avadeikviovtag
NV o€ XPAOLYo €pyaieio yla tnv KaBnuepivh Toug Npa-
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Validity, reliability of Greek version
of Richmond agitation-sedation scale (RASS)
among critically ill patients.
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ABSTRACT

Introduction: The majority of critically ill patients experience significant distress, anxiety, and agitation
which is often seen with administration of excessive sedation. Although sedation-agitation scales are
commonly used in Greek ICU practice, there is no report evaluating the clinical usefulness of these
scales in the Greek language.

Objective: The objective of this study was to evaluate the validity and reliability of Greek translation
of the Richmond Agitation-Sedation Scale (RASS) among critically ill patients. Methodology: This is a
validation study carried out in the ICU of Papageorgiou General Hospital. The RASS scale translated in
accordance with international guidelines’ of clinical adaptation group and applied to 100 patients from
four nurses. The nursing team examined the reliability of this tool evaluating the inter-raters reliability
and calculating the coefficient kappa. While the validity of the conceptual structure was confirmed by the
degree of correlation between the new translated tool and two existing valid tools: the «Ramsay Sedation
Scale» (RSS) and the «Riker Sedation Agitation Scale» (SAS)

Results: 400 observations were made on 100 patients. All scales had at least substantial agreement
(wK 0,78- 0,93). The RASS (Wk 0,78-0,92) and SAS (Wk 0,82-0,91) showed the biggest agreement. The
credibility among researchers in the RASS and SAS scales showed a very good level (> 0.80) in the
measurements of all the research team members. There was at least a moderate correlation (r> 0.7 or
<-0.7) with statistical significance (p <0.001) between all three scales. The highest correlation emerged
between SAS, and RASS

Conclusions: The RASS and SAS scales showed higher levels of correlation and agreement between
them in connection with the RSS. The Greek translation of the RASS scale demonstrated validity and
reliability and can be used in clinical practice in order to reduce the negative impacts of over sedation
and agitation.
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