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Abstract

Background: The COVID-19 pandemic has led to a surge in acute respiratory failure cases, necessitating effective management

strategies. Non-invasive ventilation (NIV) has emerged as a treatment option; however, its efficacy and associated mortality rates

remain debated.

Objectives: This study aims to evaluate the mortality and morbidity rates in COVID-19 patients treated with NIV.

Methods: We conducted a retrospective analysis of 50 patients diagnosed with COVID-19 [confirmed by positive

nasopharyngeal polymerase chain reaction (PCR)] who received NIV at Imam Reza Hospital and Sina Medical Training Centers in

Tabriz, Iran. Data were collected between April 2021 and January 2022, including demographic characteristics, clinical

symptoms, laboratory findings, and outcomes, such as complications and mortality rates. For data analysis, we used logistic

regression, the Mann-Whitney U test for comparing quantitative variables, and Fisher's exact test for qualitative variables.

Results: Among the 50 patients, 28 (56%) died during hospitalization. The median age of non-survivors was 66 years,

significantly higher than that of survivors (56 years, P = 0.018). Older age and higher Quick sepsis-related organ failure

assessment (QSOFA) scores were predictive of increased mortality (OR = 1.24; P = 0.001). Additionally, complications such as

pneumothorax were observed in 14% of patients.

Conclusions: Our findings highlight a concerning mortality rate following NIV failure in COVID-19 patients, emphasizing the

need for careful patient selection and close monitoring. Clinicians should consider early intubation for patients showing signs

of NIV failure, particularly those with risk factors such as older age and high QSOFA scores.
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Intubation,  Hypoxic Respiratory Dysfunction

1. Background

In late 2019, a novel coronavirus emerged, rapidly

spreading and causing respiratory illnesses. Widespread

inflammation and increased lung vessel permeability
contribute to gas exchange problems, potentially

leading to acute respiratory failure (1). Approximately
80% of COVID-19 patients were asymptomatic or had

mild symptoms, while 20% developed moderate to

severe respiratory complications requiring

hospitalization (2).

COVID-19 can cause interstitial pneumonia, resulting

in acute hypoxic respiratory dysfunction and potential

multi-organ failure (3, 4). This condition leads to an

increased respiratory rate and distress due to severe

oxygen desaturation and lung damage (5, 6).

Continuous positive airway pressure (CPAP) improves

oxygen levels, reduces respiratory workload, and
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enhances alveolar function, potentially decreasing the

need for intubation in acute hypoxic cases (7-9).

For hypoxic respiratory failure, the first-line

treatment is supportive oxygen therapy. In patients with

low oxygen saturation who remain hypoxic despite

oxygen supplementation via a face mask, non-invasive

ventilation (NIV) is recommended. The NIV delivers air

and oxygen under positive pressure through a face or

nasal mask, with varying pressure levels during

inhalation and exhalation [pressure inhale (PI), pressure

exhale (PE)]. It is considered non-invasive as it does not

require endotracheal intubation but instead relies on a

securely placed face mask for respiratory support. The

NIV allows patients to eat, drink, and speak while

reducing the infection risks associated with invasive

ventilation and endotracheal tube insertion (10).

A recent multicenter observational study showed

that in COVID-19 patients treated with NIV outside the

ICU, intubation was required after NIV failure in 20 – 25%

of cases (11). Delayed intubation can worsen survival

outcomes, raising debate about NIV use in COVID-19
patients (11). Another study suggested that early

intubation, NIV, and invasive ventilation are viable

approaches; however, this conclusion lacks solid

evidence or strong support (12). Other studies have

discussed NIV’s potential to reduce intubation needs,
decrease respiratory workload, and assist patients with

hypercapnia and respiratory acidosis (13).

However, CPAP and NIV carry a high risk of adverse

outcomes related to invasive mechanical ventilation.

While both NIV and CPAP have been widely used in

COVID-19 patients requiring non-invasive respiratory
support, their effectiveness and complications —

particularly with NIV — require further clarification (14).

Research on NIV in COVID-19 patients reveals

significant gaps regarding its efficacy and safety. Despite

its widespread use in managing acute hypoxic

respiratory failure, studies indicate a high failure rate,

often necessitating subsequent intubation and

increasing mortality [Radovanovic et al. (15); Marti et al.

(16)]. Moreover, the criteria for initiating NIV in COVID-

19-related Acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS)

remain unclear, with insufficient evidence supporting

its routine use over high-flow nasal cannula (HFNC) or

early intubation (2). This study aims to address these

uncertainties by investigating complications and

mortality associated with NIV in COVID-19 patients,

providing valuable insights to optimize treatment

protocols and improve patient outcomes.

According to established medical guidelines, NIV is

initiated with inspiratory and expiratory pressures set

at I(SUPPORT): Eight and E(PEEP): Four after one hour,

arterial blood gas (ABG) analysis is performed, and

inspiratory/expiratory pressures are adjusted based on

PACO2 and PAO2 levels until PACO2 is reduced to < 45

mmHg. Further adjustments are made as needed,

guided by ABG parameters (PAO2, PACO2). The NIV or

CPAP is recommended for patients with dyspnea,

tachypnea, accessory muscle use, and abnormal venous
blood gas (VBG) values, including PACO2 > 45 mmHg

and a pH range of 7.25 - 7.35. The NIV failure is defined as

the need for endotracheal intubation due to worsening
dyspnea and a declining PAO2/FiO2 ratio. The failure

criteria include PACO2 > 45 mmHg, respiratory rate > 30

breaths per minute, dyspnea, loss of consciousness, and

a decreasing PAO2/FiO2 ratio, indicating the necessity for

invasive ventilation. Treatment response is assessed by

analyzing ABG parameters (PACO2, PAO2) and adjusting

NIV settings accordingly.

2. Objectives

The objective of this study is to evaluate the mortality

and morbidity rates in COVID-19 patients treated with

NIV over a 30-day follow-up period.

3. Methods

3.1. Study Design

The mortality outcome in our study was evaluated

based on patient survival, with a comparison between

the survivor and non-survivor groups. Patient outcomes

were assessed using the following criteria:

1. Duration of NIV use (number of days on NIV)

2. Length of hospitalization

3. Development of complications such as

pneumothorax and pneumomediastinum

4. Requirement for intubation during hospitalization

These parameters provided insights into the

effectiveness of NIV in managing respiratory failure in

COVID-19 patients and helped identify factors associated

with poor prognosis and increased mortality.

3.2. Participants

In this study, patients were recruited using

convenience sampling from Imam Reza Hospital and

Sina Medical Training Centers (ethical number:

IR.TBZMED.REC.1400.531). Participants were confirmed

to have COVID-19 through positive nasopharyngeal

polymerase chain reaction (PCR) tests and required

respiratory support. Between April 2021 and January

2022, 67 patients who received NIV were initially
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Figure 1. Flowchart of patient enrolment

enrolled. However, 17 patients were excluded due to

missing data, pre-existing pneumothorax or

pneumomediastinum, or hemodynamic instability. The

final cohort included 50 patients (Figure 1). The

inclusion criteria consisted of a positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR

test and the need for NIV. Exclusion criteria

encompassed pre-existing pneumothorax or

pneumomediastinum, hemodynamic instability, and

prior NIV treatment exceeding seven days.

3.3. Scales

We used standardized clinical scales to assess disease

severity and outcomes. The quick sequential organ

failure assessment [quick sepsis-related organ failure

assessment (QSOFA)] score was applied to evaluate

mortality risk in patients with suspected infection, with

higher scores indicating an increased likelihood of

mortality. The Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS) was used to

assess neurological status. Arterial blood gas analysis

measured respiratory function and the effectiveness of

NIV. Additionally, radiological findings and laboratory

markers, including C-reactive protein (CRP) levels and

lymphocyte count, were analyzed to quantify

inflammation and monitor disease progression. These

assessments provided a comprehensive evaluation of

patient status and treatment response.

3.4. Data Collection

After obtaining informed consent, participants'

demographic information, including age, sex, and

underlying conditions such as cancer, diabetes, and

asthma, was collected. Chief complaints, including

symptoms like headache and sore throat, were also

documented. Laboratory tests included assessments of

white blood cell count, lymphocyte count, creatinine

levels, liver function tests, lactate dehydrogenase (LDH),

CRP, and ABG analysis. Clinical examinations

encompassed respiratory rate, oxygen saturation levels,

and lung involvement as observed on CT scans. Over a

30-day period, daily follow-up data were gathered,

tracking complications such as pneumothorax and the

type of oxygen support provided, including intubation

and the use of invasive or NIV. Given the high

transmission risks associated with COVID-19, NIV was

administered using a ventilator equipped with non-

vented masks to minimize aerosol dispersion.

3.5. Data Analysis

We summarized quantitative variables using the

median and interquartile range (IQR) and qualitative

variables using frequency and percentage. The Mann-

Whitney U test was used to compare quantitative

variables, while Fisher's exact test was applied to

qualitative variables. Logistic regression analysis,

including both univariate and multivariate models, was

conducted to identify significant predictors. A

significance level of 0.05 was considered for all

statistical tests. Data analysis was performed using SPSS

version 16 software.

3.6. Ethical Considerations

https://brieflands.com/articles/mcj-157983
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Table 1. Demographic Information a

Variables All Patients (n = 50) Non-survivors (n = 28) Survivors (n = 22) P-Value

Age (y) 59 [55 - 73] 66 [48 - 74] 56 [48 - 64] 0.018 b

Gender 0.077 c

Male 25 (50) 11 (39.3) 14 (63.6)

Female 25 (50) 17 (60.7) 8 (36.4)

Duration of onset of symptoms (d) 9 [7 - 10] 8 [7 - 12] 9 [7 - 10] 0.805 b

Weight (kg) 85 [80 - 99] 85 [80 - 108] 89 [82 - 97] 0.680 b

Height (cm) 170 [160 - 279] 160 [157 - 172] 172 [159 - 179] 0.233 b

Smoking 0.112 c

Yes 7 (14) 2 (7.1) 5 (22.7)

No 43 (86) 26 (92.9) 17 (77.3)

Opioid 0.440 c

Yes 1 (2) 0 1 (4.5)

No 49 (98) 28 (57.1) 21 (42.8)

a Values are expressed as median [range] or No. (%).

b P-value by Mann-Whitney U test.

c P-value by Fisher's exact test.

This study was approved under the ethical approval

code IR.TBZMED.REC.1400.531 from Tabriz University of

Medical Sciences, ensuring compliance with ethical

standards. All collected information remained

anonymous to protect participant confidentiality.

4. Results

Table 1 presents the demographic characteristics of

the participants. Among the 50 patients, 28 (56%) died

during hospitalization. The results indicated that the

median age of non-survivors (66 years) was significantly

higher than that of discharged patients (56 years) (P =

0.018). However, no statistically significant differences

were observed between non-survivors and survivors

regarding other demographic variables (P > 0.05). The

most common underlying conditions among

participants were hypertension (44%), diabetes (36%),

and coronary artery disease (20%).

There was no significant difference in the prevalence

of underlying diseases between non-survivors and

survivors (P > 0.05). The most frequently reported

symptoms were shortness of breath (80%), cough (66%),

headache, and fatigue (46%). Table 2 shows that non-

survivors had lower median GCS scores (14 vs. 15; P =

0.001) and oxygen saturation levels (67% vs. 74%; P =

0.012), as well as higher QSOFA scores (6 vs. 4; P = 0.001)

compared to survivors. No statistically significant

differences were found between the two groups in other

clinical examinations (P > 0.05). However, non-survivors

had higher median CRP values (111 vs. 67; P = 0.030) and

lower ALP serum levels (190 IU/L vs. 219 IU/L; P = 0.028).

CT scans showed no significant differences in lung

involvement scores between non-survivors and

survivors (P > 0.05), with all patients exhibiting over 50%

lung involvement.

Table 3 indicates that there were no significant

differences in NIV duration or length of hospital stay

between groups. However, non-survivors had a higher

incidence of pneumothorax (17.9% vs. 8.1%; P = 0.001). All

non-survivors required intubation and died shortly

after. Multivariate analysis identified age (OR = 1.24; P =

0.001) and baseline QSOFA score (OR = 1.25; P = 0.001) as

predictive factors for 30-day mortality.

5. Discussion

COVID-19 pneumonia frequently leads to progressive

hypoxic respiratory disorders, manifesting as symptoms

such as dyspnea and tachypnea (17, 18). Supportive

interventions like CPAP and NIV can alleviate respiratory

workload and enhance oxygenation, potentially

reducing the need for intubation (19-21). However, the

criteria for initiating non-invasive respiratory support

in COVID-19 patients with ARDS remain debated. While

oxygen therapy is recommended to maintain SpO2

above 90%, the benefits of NIV or CPAP in these patients

remain unclear (22, 23). Non-invasive techniques such as
HFNC, CPAP, and NIV are commonly used (24).

https://brieflands.com/articles/mcj-157983
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Table 2. Results of Clinical Examination and Paraclinical Tests a

Variables All Patients (n = 50) Non-survivors (n = 28) Survivors (n = 22) P-Value

GCS 15 [13 - 15] 14 [13 - 15] 15 [14 - 15] 0.001 b

QSOFA 5 [4 - 8] 6 [4 - 10] 4 [3 - 7] 0.001 b

Systolic BP (mmHg) 121 [120 - 130] 120 [116 - 129] 121 [120 - 130] 0.685 b

Diastolic BP (mmHg) 72 [70 - 80] 71 [70 - 75] 75 [70 - 80] 0.294 b

Respiratory rate (breath/min) 22 [18 - 26] 20 [18 - 25] 23 [20 - 29] 0.065 b

Sat O2 (%) 70 [60 - 77] 67 [55 - 72] 74 [64 - 80] 0.012 b

Body temperature 37 [36 - 38] 37 [36 - 38] 37 [37 - 38] 0.332 b

Heart rate (beats/min) 87 [78 - 102] 88 [77 - 102] 85 [80 - 101] 0.710 b

Abnormal lung auscultation 14 (28) 7 (25) 7 (31.8) 0.413 c

Subcutaneous emphysema 3 (6) 1 (3.6) 2 (9.1) 0.409 c

WBC (× 10 3/µL) 9 [6 - 13] 9 [6 - 13] 9 [7 - 14] 0.611 b

Lymph (%) 8 [5 - 15] 9 [6 - 15] 7 [4 - 12] 0.082 b

PMN (%) 89 [80 - 92] 89 [80 - 91] 89 [82 - 93] 0.368 b

Hb (g/dL) 14 [11 - 15] 13 [11 - 15] 14 [12 - 15] 0.100 b

Plt (× 10 3/µL) 179 [145 - 245] 170 [144 - 247] 194 [153 - 245] 0.604 b

CRP 94 [40 - 138] 111 [40 - 176] 67 [18 - 110] 0.030 b

ALP 202 [167 - 234] 190 [166 - 210] 219 [182 - 305] 0.028 b

Abbreviations: QSOFA, quick sepsis-related organ failure assessment; GCS, Glasgow Coma Scale; CRP, C-reactive protein; ALP, alkaline phosphatase.

a Values are expressed as median [range] or No. (%).

b P-value by Mann-Whitney U test.

c P-value by Fisher's exact test.

Our study found that 56% of COVID-19 patients who

underwent NIV in the ICU experienced in-hospital

mortality following NIV failure and subsequent

intubation. This rate is notably higher than those

reported by Marti et al. (16) and Menzella et al. (25),

which were approximately 60.8% and 25.3%, respectively.

The discrepancy may be attributed to the inclusion of

more severely ill patients in our cohort or those with a

higher burden of comorbidities. Differences in patient

selection, timing of NIV initiation, and clinical

management strategies may also account for these

variations.

Our results demonstrated that older age and higher

QSOFA scores were associated with increased mortality.

Notably, all intubated patients died following NIV

failure, although they experienced fewer complications

than non-intubated patients. Radovanovic et al.

reported a 50% NIV failure rate, with only 55% of these

patients subsequently intubated (15). Complications

from NIV are often underreported and generally rare

(15). In our study, pneumothorax was observed in 14% of

patients. Similarly, Marti et al. reported a 60.8% rate of
mortality or intubation in NIV-treated patients (16).

Menzella et al. documented NIV success in 48.1% of

COVID-19 patients with ARDS, with 26.6% requiring

intubation and a 25.3% mortality rate (25). Yang et al.

found an 86% mortality rate among intubated patients

and a 57% mortality rate in those treated with NIV (26).

The NIV failure has been identified as a significant risk

factor for mortality in ARDS patients requiring

intubation (27). Given these findings, NIV should be

implemented under strict supervision by experienced

specialists. Our study reinforces that patients who

experience NIV failure and require intubation have

higher mortality rates, emphasizing the need to identify

predictors of NIV failure to refine ventilation strategies.

For example, changes in esophageal pressure within the

first 24 hours may help predict NIV outcomes (28).

Several factors contribute to poor outcomes in

COVID-19 patients treated with NIV. The NIV can lead to

lung overdistension and increased respiratory effort

due to higher tidal volumes (29-31), unlike CPAP and

HFNC, which improve oxygenation without significantly

affecting tidal volume (32). Delayed intubation and

patient adaptation to NIV may also impact outcomes,

though these factors were not specifically assessed in
our study. The elevated mortality rate in our study may

be due to the inclusion of critically ill patients for whom

https://brieflands.com/articles/mcj-157983
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Table 3. Clinical Progression of the Disease; Developing Complications, and Non-invasive Ventilation Setting a

Variables All Patients (n = 50) Non-survivors (n = 28) Survivors (n = 22) P-Value

Duration of receiving NIV (d) 6 [4 - 10] 5 [2 - 8] 6 [5 - 11] 0.095 b

Duration of hospitalization (d) 19 [14 - 25] 18 [14 - 26] 20 [14 - 26] 0.761 b

Developing pneumothorax 7 (14) 5 (17.9) 2 (9.1) 0.001 c

Developing pneumomediastina 3 (6) 2 (7.1) 1 (4.5) 0.591 c

Required intratracheal intubation 28 (56) 28 (100) 0 0.001 c

NIV setting

SpO2 85 [81 - 90] 87 [81 - 91] 85 [80 - 90] 0.499 b

FiO2 100 100 100 -

SpO2/FiO2 84 [80 - 90] 85 [80 - 91] 83 [80 - 88] 0.323 b

I Pap 8 [8 - 12] 8 [8 - 12] 8 [8 - 10] 0.373 b

E Pap 4 [4 - 5] 4 [4 - 6] 4 [4 - 5] 0.053 b

RR 30 [23 - 35] 30 [24 - 37] 28 [23 - 33] 0.530 b

Abbreviation: NIV, non-invasive ventilation.

a Values are expressed as median [range] or No. (%).

b P-value by Mann-Whitney U test.

c P-value by Fisher's exact test.

NIV was used as a last resort, as well as lower initial

SpO2/FiO2 ratios and higher QSOFA scores at admission.

The primary limitation of this study is its small

sample size, influenced by pandemic-related constraints

on patient recruitment. Additionally, variations in ICU

conditions and the high demand for critical care beds

may have introduced bias in intubation decisions,

mortality rates, and overall clinical outcomes.

Despite these limitations, our findings provide

valuable insights that can inform clinicians managing

respiratory conditions similar to COVID-19, such as viral

pneumonia and ARDS. Future studies should include

patients with these conditions to further explore

mortality risk factors, optimize treatment protocols,

and improve outcomes for those requiring NIV beyond

just COVID-19 patients.

5.1. Conclusions

The mortality rate among COVID-19 patients treated

with NIV was 56%. Lung involvement was comparable

between survivors and non-survivors, with all patients

exhibiting over 50% lung involvement. Age and high

QSOFA scores at the time of hospitalization were

identified as significant predictors of mortality. These

findings provide valuable insights for optimizing

treatment strategies in COVID-19 patients requiring

respiratory support. Clinicians should closely monitor

NIV patients for signs of deterioration and consider

early intubation, particularly in those with risk factors

such as advanced age and elevated QSOFA scores.

Implementing this approach may enhance clinical

decision-making and improve patient outcomes.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to express their sincere

gratitude to the staff and healthcare professionals at

Imam Reza Hospital and Sina Medical Training Centers

in Tabriz, Iran, for their invaluable support and

dedication during the data collection process. Special

thanks are due to the patients and their families who

consented to participate in this study during such

challenging times.

Footnotes

Authors' Contribution: S. K. and L. N. conceived the

study design and are responsible for the overall content.

S. K. and H. SH. contributed to data gathering. S. K. and

N. G. analyzed and interpreted the data. S. K. and F. R.

prepared the manuscript. F. Z. was responsible for

technical support and drafting the manuscript and

provided critical guidance for the study. All authors

approved the submitted and final version.

Conflict of Interests Statement: The authors declare

no conflict of interest.

https://brieflands.com/articles/mcj-157983


Kuhkani S et al. Brieflands

Mod Care J. 2025; 22(2): e157983 7

Data Availability: All data from this study is included

in the article. For further questions, contact the

corresponding author.

Ethical Approval: This study is approved under the

ethical approval code IR.TBZMED.REC.1400.531 from

Tabriz University of Medical Sciences.

Funding/Support: This research received no grant or

financial support from any funding agency.

Informed Consent: All participants in this study were

thoroughly informed about the aims of this study.

Written informed consent was obtained from the

participants prior to their enrolment into the study.

References

1. De Vita N, Scotti L, Cammarota G, Racca F, Pissaia C, Maestrone C, et al.

Predictors of intubation in COVID-19 patients treated with out-of-ICU

continuous positive airway pressure. Pulmonology. 2022;28(3):173-80.

[PubMed ID: 33500220]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7817479].

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pulmoe.2020.12.010.

2. Pfeifer M, Ewig S, Voshaar T, Randerath WJ, Bauer T, Geiseler J, et al.

Position Paper for the State-of-the-Art Application of Respiratory

Support in Patients with COVID-19. Respiration. 2020;99(6):521-42.

[PubMed ID: 32564028]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7360514].

https://doi.org/10.1159/000509104.

3. Wu Z, McGoogan JM. Characteristics of and Important Lessons From

the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Outbreak in China:

Summary of a Report of 72 314 Cases From the Chinese Center for

Disease Control and Prevention. JAMA. 2020;323(13):1239-42. [PubMed

ID: 32091533]. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.2648.

4. Santus P, Radovanovic D, Saderi L, Marino P, Cogliati C, De Filippis G,

et al. Severity of respiratory failure at admission and in-hospital

mortality in patients with COVID-19: a prospective observational

multicentre study. BMJ Open. 2020;10(10). e043651. [PubMed ID:

33040020]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7549463].

https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2020-043651.

5. Carsana L, Sonzogni A, Nasr A, Rossi RS, Pellegrinelli A, Zerbi P, et al.

Pulmonary post-mortem findings in a series of COVID-19 cases from

northern Italy: a two-centre descriptive study. Lancet Infect Dis.

2020;20(10):1135-40. [PubMed ID: 32526193]. [PubMed Central ID:

PMC7279758]. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30434-5.

6. Viecca M, Radovanovic D, Forleo GB, Santus P. Enhanced platelet

inhibition treatment improves hypoxemia in patients with severe

Covid-19 and hypercoagulability. A case control, proof of concept

study. Pharmacol Res. 2020;158:104950. [PubMed ID: 32450344].

[PubMed Central ID: PMC7244436].

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2020.104950.

7. Cosentini R, Brambilla AM, Aliberti S, Bignamini A, Nava S, Maffei A,

et al. Helmet continuous positive airway pressure vs oxygen therapy

to improve oxygenation in community-acquired pneumonia: a

randomized, controlled trial. Chest. 2010;138(1):114-20. [PubMed ID:

20154071]. https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.09-2290.

8. Brambilla AM, Aliberti S, Prina E, Nicoli F, Del Forno M, Nava S, et al.

Helmet CPAP vs. oxygen therapy in severe hypoxemic respiratory

failure due to pneumonia. Intensive Care Med. 2014;40(7):942-9.

[PubMed ID: 24817030]. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00134-014-3325-5.

9. Radovanovic D, Rizzi M, Pini S, Saad M, Chiumello DA, Santus P.

Helmet CPAP to Treat Acute Hypoxemic Respiratory Failure in

Patients with COVID-19: A Management Strategy Proposal. J Clin Med.

2020;9(4). [PubMed ID: 32331217]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7230457].

https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm9041191.

10. Cairo JM. Pilbeam's mechanical ventilation: physiological and clinical

applications. Amsterdam, Netherlands: Elsevier Health Sciences; 2015.

11. Daniel P, Mecklenburg M, Massiah C, Joseph MA, Wilson C, Parmar P,

et al. Non-invasive positive pressure ventilation versus endotracheal

intubation in treatment of COVID-19 patients requiring ventilatory

support. Am J Emerg Med. 2021;43:103-8. [PubMed ID: 33550100].

[PubMed Central ID: PMC7844386].

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajem.2021.01.068.

12. Westhoff M, Schonhofer B, Neumann P, Bickenbach J, Barchfeld T,

Becker H, et al. [Noninvasive Mechanical Ventilation in Acute

Respiratory Failure]. Pneumologie. 2015;69(12):719-56. DE. [PubMed ID:

26649598]. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0034-1393309.

13. Lu Q, Zhang Y, Liu M, Zhang H, Jalali N, Zhang A, et al.

Epidemiological parameters of COVID-19 and its implication for

infectivity among patients in China, 1 January to 11 February 2020.

Eurosurveillance. 2020;25(40). https://doi.org/10.2807/1560-

7917.Es.2020.25.40.2000250.

14. Nava S, Hill N. Non-invasive ventilation in acute respiratory failure.

Lancet. 2009;374(9685):250-9. [PubMed ID: 19616722]. [PubMed

Central ID: PMC7138083]. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-

6736(09)60496-7.

15. Radovanovic D, Coppola S, Franceschi E, Gervasoni F, Duscio E,

Chiumello DA, et al. Mortality and clinical outcomes in patients with

COVID-19 pneumonia treated with non-invasive respiratory support:

A rapid review. J Crit Care. 2021;65:1-8. [PubMed ID: 34052780].

[PubMed Central ID: PMC8137355].

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrc.2021.05.007.

16. Marti S, Carsin AE, Sampol J, Pallero M, Aldas I, Marin T, et al. Higher

mortality and intubation rate in COVID-19 patients treated with

noninvasive ventilation compared with high-flow oxygen or CPAP.

Sci Rep. 2022;12(1):6527. [PubMed ID: 35444251]. [PubMed Central ID:

PMC9020755]. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-10475-7.

17. E. M N, C. N P. The use of non-invasive ventilation (NIV) in the

treatment of patients with COVID-19. SDRP J Anesth Surg. 2020;3(2):1-8.

https://doi.org/10.25177/jas.3.2.Ra.10650.

18. Tobin MJ. Basing Respiratory Management of COVID-19 on

Physiological Principles. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 2020;201(11):1319-

20. [PubMed ID: 32281885]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7258630].

https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.202004-1076ED.

19. Camporota L, Chiumello D, Busana M, Gattinoni L, Marini JJ.

Pathophysiology of COVID-19-associated acute respiratory distress

syndrome. Lancet Respir Med. 2021;9(1). e1. [PubMed ID: 33197391].

[PubMed Central ID: PMC7837039]. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-

2600(20)30505-1.

20. Bellani G, Grasselli G, Cecconi M, Antolini L, Borelli M, De Giacomi F,

et al. Noninvasive Ventilatory Support of Patients with COVID-19

outside the Intensive Care Units (WARd-COVID). Ann Am Thorac Soc.

2021;18(6):1020-6. [PubMed ID: 33395553]. [PubMed Central ID:

PMC8456729]. https://doi.org/10.1513/AnnalsATS.202008-1080OC.

21. Amati F, Aliberti S, Misuraca S, Simonetta E, Bindo F, Vigni A, et al.

Lung Recruitability of COVID-19 Pneumonia in Patients Undergoing

Helmet CPAP. Arch Bronconeumol. 2021;57:92-4. [PubMed ID:

34629680]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7577873].

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arbres.2020.09.017.

22. Xu XP, Zhang XC, Hu SL, Xu JY, Xie JF, Liu SQ, et al. Noninvasive

Ventilation in Acute Hypoxemic Nonhypercapnic Respiratory

Failure: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Crit Care Med.

2017;45(7):e727-33. [PubMed ID: 28441237]. [PubMed Central ID:

PMC5470860]. https://doi.org/10.1097/CCM.0000000000002361.

https://brieflands.com/articles/mcj-157983
https://ethics.research.ac.ir/ProposalCertificateEn.php?id=218881
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33500220
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7817479
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pulmoe.2020.12.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32564028
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7360514
https://doi.org/10.1159/000509104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32091533
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.2648
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33040020
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7549463
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2020-043651
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32526193
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7279758
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30434-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32450344
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7244436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2020.104950
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20154071
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.09-2290
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24817030
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00134-014-3325-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32331217
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7230457
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm9041191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32331217
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7230457
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm9041191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33550100
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7844386
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajem.2021.01.068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26649598
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0034-1393309
https://doi.org/10.2807/1560-7917.Es.2020.25.40.2000250
https://doi.org/10.2807/1560-7917.Es.2020.25.40.2000250
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19616722
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7138083
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(09)60496-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(09)60496-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34052780
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC8137355
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrc.2021.05.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35444251
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC9020755
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-10475-7
https://doi.org/10.25177/jas.3.2.Ra.10650
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32281885
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7258630
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.202004-1076ED
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33197391
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7837039
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30505-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30505-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33395553
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC8456729
https://doi.org/10.1513/AnnalsATS.202008-1080OC
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34629680
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7577873
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arbres.2020.09.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28441237
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC5470860
https://doi.org/10.1097/CCM.0000000000002361


Kuhkani S et al. Brieflands

8 Mod Care J. 2025; 22(2): e157983

23. Poston JT, Patel BK, Davis AM. Management of Critically Ill Adults

With COVID-19. JAMA. 2020;323(18):1839-41. [PubMed ID: 32215647].

https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.4914.

24. Bhimraj A, Morgan RL, Shumaker AH, Lavergne V, Baden L, Cheng VC,

et al. Infectious Diseases Society of America Guidelines on the

Treatment and Management of Patients with COVID-19. Clin Infect Dis.

2020;78(7). [PubMed ID: 32338708]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7197612].

https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciaa478.

25. Menzella F, Barbieri C, Fontana M, Scelfo C, Castagnetti C, Ghidoni G,

et al. Effectiveness of noninvasive ventilation in COVID-19 related-

acute respiratory distress syndrome. Clin Respir J. 2021;15(7):779-87.

[PubMed ID: 33728822]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC8251172].

https://doi.org/10.1111/crj.13361.

26. Yang X, Yu Y, Xu J, Shu H, Xia J, Liu H, et al. Clinical course and

outcomes of critically ill patients with SARS-CoV-2 pneumonia in

Wuhan, China: a single-centered, retrospective, observational study.

Lancet Respir Med. 2020;8(5):475-81. [PubMed ID: 32105632]. [PubMed

Central ID: PMC7102538]. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30079-

5.

27. Bellani G, Laffey JG, Pham T, Madotto F, Fan E, Brochard L, et al.

Noninvasive Ventilation of Patients with Acute Respiratory Distress

Syndrome. Insights from the LUNG SAFE Study. Am J Respir Crit Care

Med. 2017;195(1):67-77. [PubMed ID: 27753501].

https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201606-1306OC.

28. Tonelli R, Fantini R, Tabbi L, Castaniere I, Pisani L, Pellegrino MR, et al.

Early Inspiratory Effort Assessment by Esophageal Manometry

Predicts Noninvasive Ventilation Outcome in De Novo Respiratory

Failure. A Pilot Study. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 2020;202(4):558-67.

[PubMed ID: 32325004]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7427381].

https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201912-2512OC.

29. Frat JP, Thille AW, Mercat A, Girault C, Ragot S, Perbet S, et al. High-

flow oxygen through nasal cannula in acute hypoxemic respiratory

failure. N Engl J Med. 2015;372(23):2185-96. [PubMed ID: 25981908].

https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1503326.

30. Brochard L, Slutsky A, Pesenti A. Mechanical Ventilation to Minimize

Progression of Lung Injury in Acute Respiratory Failure. Am J Respir

Crit Care Med. 2017;195(4):438-42. [PubMed ID: 27626833].

https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201605-1081CP.

31. Carteaux G, Millan-Guilarte T, De Prost N, Razazi K, Abid S, Thille AW,

et al. Failure of Noninvasive Ventilation for De Novo Acute

Hypoxemic Respiratory Failure: Role of Tidal Volume. Crit Care Med.

2016;44(2):282-90. [PubMed ID: 26584191].

https://doi.org/10.1097/CCM.0000000000001379.

32. L'Her E, Deye N, Lellouche F, Taille S, Demoule A, Fraticelli A, et al.

Physiologic effects of noninvasive ventilation during acute lung

injury. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 2005;172(9):1112-8. [PubMed ID:

16081548]. https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.200402-226OC.

https://brieflands.com/articles/mcj-157983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32215647
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.4914
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32338708
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7197612
https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciaa478
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33728822
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC8251172
https://doi.org/10.1111/crj.13361
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32105632
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7102538
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30079-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30079-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27753501
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201606-1306OC
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32325004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/PMC7427381
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201912-2512OC
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25981908
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1503326
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27626833
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201605-1081CP
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26584191
https://doi.org/10.1097/CCM.0000000000001379
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16081548
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.200402-226OC

