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ABSTRACT 

Management Flight Simulators (MFS) supply a simulated environment in which managers can learn from 

experience in a controlled setting. Although its use is usual in other areas, no such software has been 
developed to learn about the complexity of the Intensive Care Unit (ICU) management. This paper describes 
an MFS of ICUs which includes main features that distinguish it from other simulators such as the evolution 
of patients’ health status and the recreation of real discharge and admission processes. The mathematical 
model is a discrete event simulation model in which different types of patients arrive at the ICU (emergency 
and scheduled patients). The user manages the simulated ICU by deciding about their admission or 

diversion and which inpatients are discharged. The analysis of recorded data is used to detect controversial 
scenarios and to understand how physicians’ decisions are made. 

1 INTRODUCTION 

The Intensive Care Unit (ICU) is a hospital unit that is fundamental for the care of patients that combine 
high levels of severity with a reasonable expectation of recovery. In ICUs, it is possible to provide artificial 
support to more than one organ system at the same time (respiratory, circulatory, neurological, etc.). This, 

together with the aging of the population has led to an increase in the number of patients admitted in ICUs. 
However, the cost associated with these units is much higher than the costs attributed to the hospitalization 
in conventional beds, due to the high technology implemented and the high number of professionals that 
support these. 

Therefore, bed management in an ICU is a problem with a double perspective. On the one hand, there 
is the high price of the service, caused mainly by the high fixed costs of the beds (independent of the level 

of occupancy). Thus, from an economic point of view, managers will seek to maximize the bed occupancy 
of the ICU to avoid its underutilization (Halpern and Pastores 2010). On the other hand, situations of lack 
of beds trigger several consequences such as the suspension of scheduled surgeries, the delay of admissions 
in the ICU and the early or inadequate discharge of a patient to free up his/her bed which are associated 
with poorer prognosis (Chalfin et al. 2007; Cardoso et al. 2011). Therefore, from a clinical point of view, 
high occupations will be avoided. 
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Teres (1993) posed as one of the great ethical dilemmas a situation that he called "the ritual of the last 
bed". The stochastic nature of both the arrival of patients at ICU, as well as the length of their stays, makes 
inevitable that periodically the occupation of the ICU is close to the limit. On a day-to-day basis, it is the 

medical staff of the ICU that must adjust the demand for beds with the service capacity and decide on the 
admission of new patients and the discharge time of the inpatients. 

In addition to pressure for lack of beds, there are other factors that also influence when a patient is 
discharged, such as the variability between physicians when determining the stability of a patient. Although 
variability is not a negative aspect, inappropriate variation can lead to inefficiencies in the quality of care. 

The analysis of patient-admission and inpatient-discharge decisions can be done safely in virtual 

environments that reproduce with high fidelity the characteristics and dynamics of an ICU. The aim of this 
paper is to present an interactive simulator that mimics a real ICU and records the discharge decisions made 
by users. The main features that distinguish this simulator from others are the simulation of the patient stay 
by evolving their health status (instead of using a single value for the length of stay (LoS)) and the recreation 
of real discharge and admission processes. Both elements are determinant for creating credible virtual 
scenarios allowing the users the management of the ICU as they would do in a real ICU, that is, with the 

same information and environment. The analysis of the recorded data about admission/discharge decisions 
and the statistics about cancelled surgeries, inpatients discharged in advance, admissions delayed and 
diverted patients, are used to characterize bed management policies implemented by users. Furthermore, 
differences between users can be detected and quantified as well as the identification of scenarios in which 
decisions differ the most. These controversial scenarios are of special interest for physicians because they 
support the discussion to elaborate consensus protocols for triage decisions in the hospital that can help to 

reduce variability in medical practice. 
The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 related literature is briefly reviewed, Section 

3 presents the mathematical modelling of the ICU dynamics and its implementation in a discrete event 
simulation model (DES); the definition of virtual ICUs and recreation of different scenarios, as well as the 
interaction with the user and the recorded data are detailed in Section 4. We end the paper with a Section 
of conclusions. 

2 RELATED WORK 

In order to design a good mathematical model in the field of healthcare, it is necessary to account for both 
types of bibliography, medical and mathematical. Many mathematical models make assumptions that do 
not hold in the practice, which is the main reason for low success in the implementation of their results 
(Brailsford and Vissers 2011). 

There is a broad medical literature describing the patient discharge decisions and reporting about their 

consequences. For instance, when a physician decides to shorten a patient’s stay in order to admit another 
when there are no free beds, there is an increase in hospital mortality and patient LoS (Rodriguez-Carvajal 
et al. 2011; Ouanes et al. 2012), as well as in the risk of readmission to the ICU (Frost et al. 2010; Gantner 
et al. 2014). Some mathematical literature also discusses such discharge decisions, but usually they are not 
included in the mathematical models (Costa et al. 2003; Shmueli et al. 2003). Only a few mathematical 
models include this decision-making process (Dobson et al. 2010; Chan et al. 2012), but they lack some 

important elements (we refer to them in Section 3) that prevent them from analyzing real ICU management 
policies. 

One of the classic problems addressed by simulation related to healthcare is ICU dimensioning and 
management optimization. ICUs are complex stochastic systems, so the simulation is a suitable tool to study 
them. Bai et al. (2018) offer a review of the use of operations research methods, including simulation, in 
ICU management. In order to obtain valid simulation models, it is necessary to include the process of 

physician’s patient-discharge decision-making (Barado et al. 2012; Mallor and Azcárate 2014). It is 
certainly very difficult to create models for the decision making applied by physicians from the recorded 
data. In fact, many researchers approach this modelling problem from a normative point of view suggesting 
parameterized models that indicate how physicians’ decisions should be made and then calibrating or 
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optimizing the model parameters (Kim et al. 2000; Griffiths et al. 2013; Mallor et al. 2015; Mallor et al. 
2016). There are also some studies (Ridge et al. 1998) in which early discharge is suggested as a bed 
management tool, but they are not explicitly modelled. 

The literature reviewed shows that some researches can propose mathematical solutions to problems 
associated with ICU capacity and bed management. But the fact is that there are no articles found which 
provide analysis of how physicians’ decisions are really made in ICUs. One way to collect this type of data 
is through management flight simulators (MFS), which supply a simulated environment in which managers 
can learn from experience in a controlled setting. 

MFS, also known in the literature as virtual simulations, can be used both for research and as a learning-

training tool (Lamé and Simmons 2018). For research, this tool enables to induce decision-making 
processes, test theories about decision-making, analyze key processes and detect biases. No articles in 
which these methods are used in Healthcare to study physicians’ decision-making have been found. But in 
other contexts such as economy (Sterman 1989) and environmental care (Moxnes and Saysel 2009), 
simulators have been used to analyze the behavior of a group of people. 

Nevertheless, many Healthcare applications have been developed in which virtual simulation has a 

relevant role in order to teach students at universities and especially to learn from the experience of using. 
Most of those simulations use patient care manikins, only a few with computers or simulation models but 
none of them in ICU context. Grunewald et al. (2003) developed an interactive Web-based training program 
for radiology, which offers cases and exercises in radiographic anatomy at different selectable levels of 
difficulty. Rauner et al. (2016) provide both a training and a learning tool for mass casualty incidents. Bean 
et al. (2017) programmed a patient flow simulator with which professionals and students can learn 

important concepts about Healthcare management. After distributing resources between wards and deciding 
how those resources should be prioritized, users can observe how the flow of patients has been managed. 

3 MODELLING AN INTENSIVE CARE UNIT 

3.1 Modelling the Patient Flow and Admission/Discharge Decisions 

An ICU can be mathematically modelled into the framework of queuing models. This mathematical 
scheme, followed by most of the ICU simulation models, is extended in this work by including new 

elements, such as discharge process times and patient health status, in order to provide a more realistic 
environment. 

An ICU is represented by a queuing model by considering that servers are ICU beds, clients are patients 
that arrive according to a known schedule for those coming from elective surgeries or randomly for 
emergency patients, there is no waiting room and the queue discipline is “first come, first served”. Finally, 
the service is provided individually, with duration dependent on the illness of each patient. This description 

leads to a queuing model G/G/c/c, where c is the number of the beds in the ICU. 
However, this model assumes admissions and discharges at any time and fails in modelling the 

dependence of the LoS of a patient with the congestion level of the ICU. According to physicians, these 
situations do not correspond to the real practice and in addition, the queuing model lacks the representation 
of admission and discharge processes. To overcome these drawbacks the basic G/G/c/c queueing model is 
extended to include both processes as well as the modelling of the patient health status, which will allow 

the users of the interactive simulator to make informed decisions as physicians do in the real practice. 
Discharge and admission process. Both the discharge and the admission of a patient are complex and 

not automatic processes. Discharging process would be delayed if there were no free beds in the ward to 
which the patient is being transferred. Moreover, families have to be committed to accompany and take 
care of the patient. Regarding the admission process, sometimes a setup time is required in order to clean 
or disinfect a recently freed up bed. Only when a patient arrives at ICU and there is a totally cleaned bed, 

the admission of the patient is virtually instantaneous. For this reason, most ICUs have a reserved room in 
which an admitted patient can temporarily be treated until a bed is completely freed up. Physicians locate 
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patients there exceptionally and for a limited time, so this place is not like emergency waiting rooms where 
patients are queuing until being attended. 

Figure 1 shows a diagram where both discharge and admission process are represented. On the right 

side, we can see a dark grey colored bed, which means that there is a patient waiting to be transferred 
because the discharge decision has just been made. The brown colored bed represents a deceased patient 
waiting for discharging too. When these two types of beds are freed up, the cleaning process starts (light 
grey color bed in Figure 1). After that, beds are available to be occupied with new admitted patients. On 
the left side, we can see both types of arrivals. Scheduled patients come from the operating room, and after 
that, if there is a bed available, they occupy it like when emergency admitted patients arrive. If not, both of 

them are temporarily located in those reserved beds (light blue color) until a bed has been completely freed 
up. The other three colors assigned to beds (red, orange and green) refer to three different categories of 
patient health status that are related to discharge decisions and that is explained in Section 4.3. 

 

 

Figure 1: Representation of the dynamics of an ICU through the bed’s state change diagram. The two types 
of patients are distinguished and also the direct entry to the ICU from a delayed one. 

Discharge decision times. Decision making about the discharge of patients normally occurs only at a 
few scheduled times of the day. These moments are denominated clinical sessions and can take place once, 
twice or even three times a day (morning, afternoon and evening), depending on the ICU. During clinical 

sessions, physicians analyze discharge decisions considering ICU bed occupancy, patient health status and 
scheduled arrivals from surgery (described in Section 4.1). In the morning session, they also confirm or 
cancel surgeries of that day. When an emergency patient arrives at ICU, physicians decide on his/her 
admission. Only if there is no bed available, a patient discharge decision is required. In the case of discharge 
of patient and no rejection of the incoming one, the arriving patient can be exceptionally admitted and 
located in the reserved room as we have just explained. 

Patient’s health status. The queuing model represents the LoS of a patient as the realization of a certain 
random variable with a probability distribution fitted usually by using historical data. Therefore, this 
sampled time defines the event in which the patient is automatically discharged. However, the 
implementation of this approach in the simulator prevents from making decisions clinically grounded and 
informed. In this case, admission/discharge decision should rely on probability properties of the probability 
distribution used, as for example the expected remaining time. To overcome this strong drawback we model 

the health status of a patient by using 275 health indicators (medical and nursing reports included), all 
recorded by the software Metavision®, which is a dedicated software to monitor the health of inpatients of 
ICU. These variables (described in Appendix A) give an extended and realistic description of the evolution 
of the patient health status, whose evolution can improve or get worse. Several patients get infections, even 
some of them die. In fact, they are used by physicians to assess the health condition of a patient in order to 
decide whether the patient is stable enough to be transferred to a lower level of care. These health indicators 

include neurological, hemodynamic, respiratory parameters among others such as provenance and principal 
diagnosis. 
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All these processes and elements are included in a mathematical model that is organized as a Discrete 
Event Simulation (DES) Model, which is described in the next subsection. 

3.2 The Discrete Event Simulation Model 

A DES model is defined by the set of state variables, which provide at any time a complete description of 
the simulated system, and the set of events, which modify the value of state variables. Three different kinds 
of state variables were used to describe the ICU at any time: the first one describes the patients already 
accepted but not admitted in the ICU yet, the second category is composed by the 275 state variables 
describing the health status of each inpatient (some of them are qualitative prognosis of physicians and 
nurses) and the third one describes the occupancy state of each bed. 

Each ICU’s bed can be in one of the following states (represented by different colors in Figure 1): 
 
• Free: the bed is completely available for the admission of a patient. 
• With a deceased patient: there is a patient who has just died and is waiting for discharge. 
• With a severe patient: there is a very serious patient who cannot be discharged under no 

circumstances. 

• With a stabilized patient: there is a stabilized patient who could be considered eligible to be 
discharged under circumstances of high occupancy pressure. 

• With a recovered patient: there is a patient who has recovered and is ready to be discharged. 
• With a discharged patient: there is a patient who is waiting for transfer to a lower level of care. 

Discharge decision has already been made. 
• Cleaning: the bed is undergoing cleaning tasks to condition it for the admission of a new patient. 

 
Events that modify through time the value of state variables are grouped in four different categories: 
 
• Patients arrival times (emergency or scheduled patients). There are two different groups of patients 

arriving at ICU: emergency patients and scheduled patients, each one with their own arrival pattern. 
Emergency patients arrivals occur 24/7 according to a Poisson Process (PP) with arrival rate 𝜆𝐸. 

Each emergency patient is classified in one of the 6 illness groups (urgent surgery, polytrauma 
treated surgically or without intervention, patient hospitalized in Medical Service, patient 
hospitalized in Surgical Service, emergency/observation patient and patient admitted for organ 
donation/others) according to probabilities 𝑃𝐸𝑖  𝑖 = 1, … , 6  that define the mix of emergency 
patients. Once per week (on Fridays), the number of elective surgeries for each day of next week 
is simulated, according to the method explained in Section 4.1. These patients can be in the ICU 

for an expected short stay to recover from standard surgery procedure, with probability 𝑃𝑆1, or for 
an expected long stay due to a complicated surgery or critical condition of the patient, with 
probability 𝑃𝑆2. Values of different parameters are introduced in the simulator to define different 
ICU scenarios. 

• Events producing changes in the value of the patient’s clinical variables. We use historical data 
recorded by the Metavision® software to create the sequence of events in which each one of the 

health status variables changes of value. In this way, the simulation reproduces exactly health 
information of real ICU patients and their process of recovery (or worsening to death). 

• Events that define discharge/admission decision times. At the times when clinical sessions are 
programmed the simulation stops waiting for the input of the user regarding discharge and 
admission decisions. The event of stopping the simulation waiting for the feedback of the user also 
happens in the case that an urgent patient arrives. In these moments, an admission decision must 

be made and exceptionally, when the ICU is fully occupied (or all free beds and in cleaning process 
beds are already assigned to patients that will be admitted shortly), a discharge decision too. 

• Events that modify beds’ condition. A bed changes its status when some of the previous events 
happen. For example, changes in patient clinical variables can produce that the patient transits to a 
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stabilized health or to a recovery condition and then her/his bed does too. A discharge or an 
admission decision made at a decision time also changes the condition of the bed. Other events 
changing the state of a bed are the end of a discharge process and the end of a cleaning process. 

4 SIMULATOR 

4.1 Defining Different Scenarios for ICUs 

We have designed and implemented computationally a dynamic simulator that generates scenarios like 
those found in a real ICU. The simulator is flexible enough to allow the definition of different ICUs 
according to its size, mix of patients, congestion level and discharge/admission decision process. Figure 2 
shows how all these parameters can be modified. Moreover, it is possible to save all different scenarios that 

we create in that screen, to use directly in any simulation. 
 

 

Figure 2: Configuration screen of simulation scenario. 

The size is defined by the number of beds 𝑐. The mix of patients is defined by assigning a percentage 

for emergency and scheduled patients as we mentioned before, and as it is shown in equation (1). 
 

 𝑃𝐸  + 𝑃𝑆 = ∑ 𝑃𝐸𝑖

6
𝑖=1 +  ∑ 𝑃𝑆𝑖

2
𝑖=1 = 100% (1) 

 
The health status of patients is simulated from 200 clinical reports of 200 real patients treated in ICU 

of Navarre Hospital Compound (112 emergency patients and 82 scheduled patients, distributed among their 

6 and 2 categories, respectively), which have been completely anonymized. 
The user can define the congestion level 𝜌 of the ICU and from it, it is possible to determine the patient 

arrival processes (for both programmed and emergency patients). The analysis of historical data allows to 
estimate the average time in ICU of each category of patient, 𝐿𝑜𝑆(𝐸𝑖) and 𝐿𝑜𝑆(𝑆𝑖), and therefore the total 
average LoS (1 𝜇⁄ ) is estimated as 
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�̂�
=  ∑ 𝑃𝐸𝑖

· Ê(𝐿𝑜𝑆(𝐸𝑖))6
𝑖=1 + ∑ 𝑃𝑆𝑖

· Ê(𝐿𝑜𝑆(𝑆𝑖))2
𝑖=1 . 

 

The congestion level (high, very high or extreme) refers to the value of 𝜎 =  𝜆𝑇 (𝑐 · 𝜇)⁄ , where 𝜆𝑇 is 
the total arrival rate. Once the value of 𝜎 is set the value of 𝜆 will be determined for each category of 
patients (𝜆𝐸 =  𝑃𝐸 · 𝜆𝑇 and 𝜆𝑆 =  𝑃𝑆 · 𝜆𝑇). 

On the one hand, emergency patients present a PP, with arrival rate 𝜆𝐸. When an emergency patient 
arrives at time 𝑡𝑖, the next patient will arrive at time 𝑡𝑖+1 obtained from the equation (2). Apart from the 
arrival time, we assign the type of this emergency patient who arrives. He/she will be a patient of type 𝐸𝑖 

with a probability of 𝑃𝐸𝑖 𝑃𝐸⁄ . 
 

 𝑡𝑖+1 = 𝑡𝑖 −  (
1

𝜆𝐸
) · 𝑙𝑛 𝑢𝑖  ;  𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝑢𝑖 ⤳ 𝑈(0,1) (2) 

 
On the other hand, scheduled patients are shown to physicians at the time of the first clinical session in 

the morning. Those patients who are admitted arrive at ICU when the surgery is finished (each scheduled 
patient has this time previously defined). We consider that there are only operation days (OD) from Monday 
to Friday (𝑑 =  5); therefore, the expected number of surgeries a surgery day is 𝜆𝑆∗  =  𝜆𝑆 · 7/𝑑. For each 

type of scheduled patients the expected number of arrivals is 𝜆𝑆∗𝑖  =  𝜆𝑆∗ ·  𝑃𝑆𝑖/𝑃𝑆. From these expected  
values the number of arrivals of each type of patient 𝑆𝑖 in each day are simulated as ⌊𝜆𝑆∗𝑖⌋ patients with 
probability ⌊𝜆𝑆∗𝑖⌋ + 1 − 𝜆𝑆∗𝑖 , and ⌊𝜆𝑆∗𝑖⌋ + 1 with probability 𝜆𝑆∗𝑖 − ⌊𝜆𝑆∗𝑖⌋ (where ⌊. ⌋ denotes the integer 
part of the number). 

Finally, the discharge/admission decision process is defined in the lower left side of Figure 2. It is 
possible to set different timetable of clinical sessions, as well as schedules of discharges by high occupation 

or saturation of the ICU (moments in which physicians can assign a discharge in order to reduce the 
occupation of the ICU, with a view to possible future admission or when a patient must be admitted 
obligatorily, but there are no free beds respectively). Out of hours defined there, discharges cannot be 
assigned. 

4.2 Initialization Process 

The initialization process of the ICU simulation, once the size 𝑐, congestion 𝜌 and mix of patients are 

defined, generates the number of inpatients at the beginning of the simulation, as well as their type and their 
health status. 

We denote by 𝐺𝑖 𝑖 = 1, … ,8 the eight groups of patients 𝐸𝑖  𝑖 = 1, … ,6 and 𝑆𝑖 𝑖 = 1, 2, each one with a 
LoS described by a random variable 𝑇𝑖 . Let 𝜏𝑖 be the expected LoS of group 𝐺𝑖 (𝜏𝑖  =  𝐸(𝑇𝑖)). The number 
of occupied beds is determined as a rounded value of the expected one, that is, ⌊𝜌𝑐⌋ occupied beds with 
probability ⌊𝜌𝑐⌋ + 1 − 𝜌𝑐, and ⌊𝜌𝑐⌋ + 1 with probability 𝜌𝑐 − ⌊𝜌𝑐⌋. 

The probability that a patient of certain type occupies a bed is calculated as the percentage of time that 
a bed is occupied for that type of patient; that is, 𝜃𝑖 = 𝜆𝑖𝜏𝑖 ∑ 𝜆𝑗𝜏𝑗𝑗⁄ . Once the group of patients 𝑖 is selected, 
the specific patient 𝑗 that is going to occupy the bed is selected according to a probability that is proportional 
to the LoS , that is, 𝜑𝑖𝑗 = 𝑡𝑖𝑗 ∑ 𝑡𝑖𝑘𝑘⁄  , where 𝑡𝑖𝑘 is the LoS of the 𝑘𝑡ℎ patient of the group 𝑖. 

We need to start the simulation of the ICU representing its stationary state. For this reason, once a 
patient is selected to occupy a bed, the LoS already consumed at the beginning of simulation is considered 

uniformly distributed in his/her total LoS. Then, the health status of the patient is fast-forwarded according 
to his/her remaining LoS. 

4.3 Interaction with the User 

The simulator will be interactively managed by the user. At decision times, the simulator presents the user 
the patients who are occupying the ICU and he/she must make decisions like those made by physicians in 

1202



Garcia-Vicuña, Mallor, Esparza, and Mateo 
 

 

the ICU, by analyzing the inpatient’s health status, the occupancy level, and the forecasted scheduled 
patients. 

Figure 3 shows the main screen of the simulator during the simulation. In the lower part, there is a 

history of emergency patients arrivals (left) and of the surgeries scheduled for the next few days (right). On 
the top right side, it is shown the events related to admissions, discharges or changes in the health status of 
patients. In the upper left part, there is a graphic panel in which the occupation of the ICU is represented. 
Clicking on a patient, you get all the clinical history to date (the evolution of the 275 variables describing 
the health status as well as the medical and nursery reports). In fact, the health status is reported in a different 
screen of the simulator that imitates and provides the same information that is displayed and recorded by 

the dedicated software Metavision®. In this way, the simulator creates a totally realistic and credible ICU 
environment (see Figure 4). 

 

 

Figure 3: Simulator’s main screen. 

As we mentioned before, we have collected variables of 200 real patients of an ICU. The purpose of 
the simulator is not to evaluate the user's medical knowledge, but to collect information about his/her 

management. Therefore, the physician author of this paper together with her colleagues from the ICU 
examined all patients’ clinical histories to define three states along their LoS, which help the user to make 
decisions. A patient who has just been admitted in the ICU is considered in severe conditions to be 
discharged (red color in Figure 1). In the other hand, patients at the end of their LoS are considered totally 
recovered and they should be discharged (green color in Figure 1). Finally, an intermediate state is 
established for each patient (orange color in Figure 1), which indicates the time from which the patient is 

sufficiently stabilized to be discharged, although risks to his/her health are assumed. 
At decision moments (clinical sessions and at patient arrival times) the simulator waits for the decision 

of the user. He/She must decide which patients are discharged and which are not. In turn, the user of the 
simulator can decide if a patient’s admission (emergency patient or scheduled patient) is denied due to lack 
of beds, or if an early discharge is assigned to a patient. When simulation finishes, all these decisions and 
general results (number of patients admitted, number of surgeries cancelled, number of early discharges…) 

are recorded in order to be analyzed after. Since a well-done simulation run could last many minutes the 
simulator allows the user to save the simulation and continuing it later. 
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Figure 4: Information of patient’s clinical data, mimicking real screens of Metavision®. 

4.4 Information Recorded 

This simulator will allow us to study decision-making in ICUs by requesting inputs from physicians. After 
each simulation, all decisions will be recorded in a file which can be opened by the simulator. These files 
allow reproducing step by step one simulation that is already finished. This is very useful in order to watch 
how simulation has been performed by another user, that could be a senior physician and used as a learning 
tool. 

The recorded information can be used to analyze the management style of the user. For instance, Table 

1 summarizes results recorded while we were testing the simulator with physicians. These preliminary 
results show general measures which allow us to compare the management of different users under exactly 
the same ICU scenario (that means the same initial inpatients and the same patient arrival process). 

Table 1: Comparison of simulation global results recorded while some physicians were testing the 
simulator. Users faced a 15-bed ICU, which was initialized with 14 patients in different health statuses. 
Over ten days, 20 emergency patients and 14 scheduled patients arrived at the ICU. 

Physician Diverted 
emergency 

patients 

Cancelled 
surgeries 

Shortened 
stays 

Average time of 
shortened LoS (h) 

User 1 9 0 8 35.403 

User 2 10 2 10 37.95 
User 3 5 6 7 41.157 
User 4 8 1 12 37.879 
User 5 9 5 6 23.968 
User 6 8 6 2 47.5 
Mean 8.167 3.333 7.5 37.301 
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The simulator has been used and validated by ICU physicians of the main hospital in Navarre (Spain) 
and it is ready to be used by any interested user by internet (https://emi-sstcdapp.unavarra.es/ICU-
simulator). In order to access it, the username (ICU-simulator) and the password (ICU_S1mulat0r*) are 

required. When groups of physicians of different ICUs use this simulator, they will generate records of their 
decisions, which will enable us to test theories about physicians’ decision-making, analyze triage processes 
and detect biases. 

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

Recent research shows that the use of MFS has a positive effect on the learning of participants. (Elsawah 
et al. 2017; Pennock et al. 2018). Based on this, we propose this ICU simulator as a learning tool from two 

different points of view. 
On the one hand, this simulator could be used at universities by medicine and nursing students. This 

kind of tools has already been used successfully (Grunewald et al. 2003). In our case, students could run 
simulations by themselves, learning how ICUs are managed. They could take part in the decision-making 
process in a safe environment in which their decisions do not have bad consequences for patients. Not only 
that, but they could also see some simulations performed by ICU physicians, whose decisions are supposed 

to be the best. Therefore, students could compare how an expert decides about patients and how they do it 
themselves. Of course, physicians who work in ICUs could use the simulator in order to improve their 
knowledge of bed management. 

On the other hand, from simulations performed by many physicians of the same hospital, it would be 
possible to learn not only individually but also in a collective way. For instance, comparing all files of 
decision-making we could detect which situations generate the most disparity between physicians. These 

scenarios could be categorized as conflicting scenarios because there is no unified response from physicians 
to manage this situation. In the same way, we could identify which patients are the most difficult to manage, 
because decisions about them are the most different (decision about admission, time to discharge...). All of 
this will allow physicians to generate conflictive scenarios (with the simulator) to test new policies in order 
to face these situations. 

For now, a valid simulator has been built, which gathers the characteristics to reproduce the real 

operation of an ICU. The proposed methodology allows collecting relevant and objective information for 
the analysis of medical decisions, being able to generate scenarios that cause variability. The level of 
dissimilarity in decisions among physicians is analyzed in a quantitative way, besides identifying its causes 
and quantifying their influence on the management of ICU beds. Definitely, reducing the variability in the 
process of decision making about the discharge of a patient from the ICU could avoid early discharges and 
scheduled surgeries suspensions. 
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A SET OF PATIENT VARIABLES 

• Informative patient's data: age, gender, weight, LoS, provenance, principal diagnostic, personal 
history and type of patient (Fixed values for each patient and considered outside the 275 variables). 

• Neurological parameters (10): both pupil size in millimeters and reactivity, Glasgow Coma Scale 

(Glasgow-Motor response, Glasgow-Eye response and Glasgow-Verbal response), external 
ventricular drain and RASS scale. 

• Hemodynamic parameters (17): oxygen saturation (%), temperature in degrees Celsius (ºC), type 
of heart rhythm, heart rate (rpm), systolic blood pressure (mmHg), diastolic blood pressure (mmHg) 
(invasive are non-invasive), mean arterial blood pressure (mmHg), pacemaker rhythm (y/n), type 
of pacemaker, pacemaker operating modes, pacing rate (rpm), pacing capture threshold (mA), etc. 
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• Respiratory parameters (14): spontaneous breathing trials, tracheotomy (y/n), fenestrated 
cannula/speaking valve (y/n), tracheostomy cap (y/n), conventional mechanical ventilation (y/n), 
noninvasive positive pressure ventilation (y/n), reservoir mask (y/n), Venturi mask (y/n), nasal 

cannula (L/minute), inspired gas flow with high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy (L/minute), 
fraction of inspired oxygen with high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy (%), fraction of inspired 
oxygen (%), extrinsic positive end-expiratory pressure (cmH2O) and respiratory rate (rpm). 

• Kidney parameters (2): continuous renal replacement therapies (y/n) and intermittent hemodialysis 
(y/n). 

• Balances (2): diuresis (mL) and chest drainage (mL). 

• Medication (123): plasmalyte (mL/h), propofol 2% (mg/Kg/h), midazolam 50 mg (µg/Kg/h), 
remifentanil / ultiva (µg/Kg/min), morphic chloride (mg/h), intravenous fentanyl (µg/Kg/h), etc. 

• Events and care (54): percutaneous tracheostomy, cardiopulmonary resuscitation, defibrillation, 
electrical cardioversion, pharmacologic cardioversion, transcutaneous pacing, pericardiocentesis, 
pulmonary embolectomy, etc. 

• Infections (5): type of infection, origin, inflammatory response, germs and antibiotics. 

• Analytics (37): hemoglobin (g/dL), hematocrit (%), leukocytes (X109/L), neutrophils (%), 
Lymphocytes (%), monocytes (%), eosinophils (%), basophils (%), etc. 

• Gasometry (7): pH, pCO2 (mmHg), pO2 (mmHg), lactate (mmol/L), saturation (%), HCO3 
(mmol/L) and base excess (mmol/L). 

• Reports (4): admission, medical, nursing and clinical reports. 
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