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Main Points

•	 Nasogastric tube (NGT) insertion in intubated patients is many a times difficult to perform due to anatomical reasons as most commonly 
it gets impacted at the pyriform sinus and arytenoid cartilage. 

•	 Insertion of  NGT in an awake state is easier due to the act of  deglutition by the patient but in anesthetized and intubated patients, the 
act of  deglutition is not possible. 

•	 Simple manoeuvrers such as additional flexion of  the neck and standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure can overcome the 
impaction sites and helps in easier and quicker NGT insertion in intubated patients. 

•	 In our study, we found that the standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure is a superior technique compared to additional neck 
flexion and standard sniffing position for NGT insertion in anesthetized intubated patients in terms of  first-attempt success rate, less time 
taken, and fewer complications.

Abstract

Objective: Our study aimed to evaluate two modified nasogastric tube (NGT) insertion techniques in intubated patients compared to the 
conventional method in respect of  first attempt success rate, time taken for insertion, and complications.
Methods: In this prospective interventional study, patients with orotracheal intubation requiring NGT insertion were randomly allocated 
into three groups by SNOS Group A (control group- standard sniffing position, n = 40), Group B (additional flexion of  the neck, n = 40), 
Group C (standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure, n = 40). The number of  attempts for successful NGT insertion, time for 
insertion, and complications were compared.
Results: Modified positions showed a high first-attempt success rate in Group B (55%) and Group C (85%) as compared to conventional 
Group A (32.50%) (P < 0.001). On intergroup analysis of  modified groups (B and C), Group C was superior to Group B in 1st attempt success 
rate with a significant P value of  0.003.
Conclusion: In intubated patients, NGT insertion in standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure has the highest first attempt success 
rate followed by additional flexion of  neck position. Both the modified positions are better positions for NGT insertion in intubated patients.
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Introduction
The conventional way to insert nasogastric tube (NGT) is 
often difficult in intubated patients, the failure rate to insert 
NGT in the first attempt is as high as 50%.1 The reasons 
for failure in inserting NGT in intubated patients are 
anatomical as well as mechanical. Most of  the difficulties 
are due to anatomical reasons as resistance is felt at the 
pyriform sinus and arytenoid cartilage while inserting NGT.2 

Mechanical reasons for difficulty in inserting NGT are due 
to multiple openings at the distal end of  NGT making it 
prone to kink, coil, and knot,3 and the “memory effect” 
i.e. after a failed attempt followed by subsequent attempts 
using the same technique, NGT tends to kink again at 
that location itself4 and flexibility of  silicone NGT making 
insertion difficult. When the mechanical reasons add upon 
the pre-existing anatomical causes further aggravates the 
difficulty in the insertion of  NGT. Simple maneuvers such 
as additional flexion of  the neck,5 lateral neck pressure,4 and 
reverse Sellick’s maneuver3 were used by several authors for 
increasing the success rate of  NGT insertion. Studies using 
instruments such as forceps, angiography catheters,6 and 
wire rope7 as stylets, and the use of  video laryngoscopes such 
as C-Mac8 resulted in success rate, but with complications.

Several authors have reported different techniques with 
varying success rates. However, we couldn’t find any studies 
comparing “additional flexion of  the neck” and “standard 
sniffing position with lateral neck pressure” for inserting 
NGT in intubated patients. The primary objective of  this 
study was to compare 1st attempt success rate between 
modified positions of  inserting NGT (“additional flexion of  
the neck” and “standard sniffing position with lateral neck 
pressure”) in comparison to the conventional method. The 
secondary objective was to find the overall success rate, time 
taken for insertion, and complications if  any.

Methods
This study was a prospective interventional randomized 
comparative study conducted after obtaining the permission 
from Institutional Ethical Committee of  ESI-Post Graduate 
Institute of  Medical Sciences and Research and registered 
in Clinical Trial Registry- India with CTRI registration 
number CTRI/2020/08/027360. Total of  120 adults of  
either gender aged between 18 years - 65 years of  American 
Society of  Anesthesiologists I and II physical status were 
included in the study. Exclusion criteria were patients with 
airway distortion or trauma, neck mass, cervical spine 
pathology, significant deviated nasal septum, and those 
taking aspirin or anticoagulants. Informed consent was 
taken from patients after discussing the study procedure and 
complications.

The pre-anaesthetic check-up was done in all the patients. 
A more patent nostril was selected in the pre-operative area 

based on better fogging on the metal tongue depressor while 
expiring through each nostril. After giving premedication with 
midazolam (0.03 mg kg-1) and fentanyl (1-2 mcg kg-1), induction 
of  anaesthesia was done by propofol (2-2.5 mg kg-1) IV and 
muscle relaxation with vecuronium (0.1 mg kg-1) was followed 
by intubation with appropriate - sized cuffed endotracheal 
tube. After intubation, oxymetazoline (0.05%) drops were 
instilled in both nostrils. Sterile, lubricated, 14Fr POLYMED 
NGT was used.

In Group A, NGT was inserted while the patient’s head is 
in the standard sniffing position. In Group B, additional 
flexion of  the neck was used by placing a non-compressible 
10 cm width pillow under the patient’s head (Figure 1). In 
Group C, NGT was inserted while the patient’s head was 
in the standard sniffing position with applying lateral neck 
pressure on the same side of  the selected nostril (Figure 2). 
Lateral neck pressure was applied with three fingers placed 
about an inch lateral to the trachea, at the level of  the 
cricoids cartilage. The successful placement of  NGT was 
confirmed by auscultation at the epigastrium during which 
a characteristic whooshing sound was heard by injecting 20 
mL of  air fast into the NGT-called the whoosh test. The 
time for insertion (seconds) was started from NGT insertion 
through the selected nostril up to the successful placement 
of  NGT within a maximum of  two attempts which includes 
cleaning and re-lubricating the NGT in case of  first attempt 
failure. If  both attempts failed, then the technique was 
considered a failure, and an alternative technique was used. 
The following observations were documented: a number of  
attempts for successful insertion of  NGT, time for insertion 
of  NGT, and complications like kinking, coiling, and 
bleeding (Figure 3).

Figure 1. (Group B) NGT insertion in additional flexion of 
the neck. 

NGT, nasogastric tube.
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Sample Size Calculation
The study by Jonnavithula et al.5 observed that the success 
rate of  nasogastric tube insertion in 2 or fewer attempts in 
the sniffing position was 68% and in the additional flexion 
position was 92%. Taking these values as a reference, the 
minimum required sample size with 80% power of  the 
study and 5% level of  significance is 40 patients in each 

study group. So total sample size taken is 120 (40 patients 
per group).

Analyses were done using IBM SPSS 21.0 (IBM Corp. 
Released 2012. IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, Version 
21.0. Armonk, NY: IBM Corp. Categorical variables were 
presented in frequency and percentage (%), and continuous 
variables were presented as mean ± standard deviation and 
median (minimum-maximum).

The following statistical tests were applied for the results:

1. The comparison of  the variables which were quantitative 
in nature were analyzed using ANOVA test and post hoc 
comparison was done using Bonferroni correction for 
significant parameters.

2. Qualitative variables were compared using the Pearson 
chi-square test and Fisher-Freeman-Halton test.

For statistical significance, P value of  less than 0.05 was 
considered as significant.

Results
The study was conducted from October 2019 to April 2021. 
A total of  120 patients were included in the study who 
had indications for nasogastric tube insertion for elective 
surgeries. There were no statistically significant differences in 
terms of  age and gender among the three groups (Table 1).

The first-attempt success of  NGT insertion in intubated 
patients was highest in Group C in 34 patients (85%) as 
compared to Group B and Group A with first-attempt success 
in 22 patients (55%) and 13 patients (32.5%) respectively (P 
< 0.001). Successful NGT insertion (NGT insertion within 
2 attempts) was highest (97.5%) in Group C as compared to 
Group A (55%) and Group B (80%) (P < 0.001). Time taken 
for successful insertion of  NGT (seconds) was less in Group 
C (23.9 ± 7.5) as compared to Group B (30.09 ± 6.18) and 
Group A (43.04 ± 12.74) (P < 0.001) (Table 2). Intergroup 
analysis (A vs. B, B vs. C, A vs. C) of  the above mentioned 
procedure parameters were also statistically significant 
(Table 2).

The occurrence of  overall complications was highest in 
Group A (50%) as compared to fewer complications that 
occurred in Group B (27.5%) and Group C (7.5%) (P < 
0.001). Fewer complications were seen in Group C with 
coiling complication of  7.5% and no complications of  
kinking and bleeding (Table 3).

Figure 2. (Group C) NGT insertion in standard sniffing 
position with lateral neck pressure.

NGT, nasogastric tube.

Figure 3. Consortflow diagram of participants in the study 
group: standard sniffing position group, additional neck 
flexion group, and standard sniffing position with lateral 
neck pressure group

Table 1. Demographic Parameters

Parameters A 
(n = 40)

B 
(n = 40)

C 
(n = 40) Total P value

Age (years) 33.83 ± 5.41 36.7 ± 6.99 36.42 ± 6.42 35.65 ± 6.39 0.083

Female 17 (42.50%) 14 (35%) 18 (45%) 49 (40.83%)
0.639

Male 23 (57.50%) 26 (65%) 22 (55%) 71 (59.17%)
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Discussion
This prospective interventional randomized comparative 
study revealed that modified techniques of  NGT insertion, 
such as additional neck flexion and the standard sniffing 
position with lateral neck pressure, are effective techniques 
in inserting NGT in intubated patients in the first attempt 
with less time and with fewer complications than the 
conventional method.

The usual sites of  resistance while inserting NGT in an 
intubated patient are seen at the piriform sinuses and the 
arytenoid cartilages at the same side of  the NGT passage.2 
In an awake state, the upper esophageal sphincter is open 
during deglutition, thus helping in NGT passage into the 
esophagus. Inserting NGT after general anaesthesia is 
difficult because deglutition is impossible, and the sphincter 
remains closed9 and due to compression by the inflated cuff  
of  an endotracheal tube at the esophagus.10

There are various studies with high success rate for 
NGT insertion in intubated patients, which includes 
slit endotracheal tube assisted,11,12 stylet, or guidewire 
methods,3,4,6 using glide scope for placement.13 However, 
these methods have limitations in patients with inadequate 
mouth opening and are also time-consuming with various 
complications. Various maneuvers for insertion of  NGT 
such as reverse Sellick’s maneuver,3,10,14 neck flexion,1 
and turning the head to one side2,15 have been studied for 
insertion of  NGT.

In our study, additional flexion of  the neck (Group B) and 
standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure (Group 
C) were used for NGT insertion in intubated patients. 
The advantages of  these techniques are that the structural 
changes that occur when the neck is flexed along with the 
curve of  NGT help in the easy passage of  NGT into the 
esophagus by keeping it in the posterior pharyngeal wall and 
it also prevents glossoptosis.5 Lateral neck pressure applied 
at the same side of  NGT insertion compresses the pyriform 
sinus and medially moves the arytenoid cartilage, allowing 
NGT to enter the hypopharynx in the usual position3 thereby 
bypassing the anatomical resistance followed by preventing 
the mechanical reasons for difficult NGT insertion.

Our study revealed that both Group B and C improved 
the first attempt success rate as compared to Group A by 
overcoming the anatomical resistance sites. Group C showed 
highest success rate of  NGT insertion within two attempts 
as compared to Group B and Group A by overcoming the 
mentioned sites of  NGT impaction.

In 2009, Appukutty and Shroff4 found that both the 
head flexion with lateral neck pressure method and slit 
endotracheal tube method increased the success rate by 
82% in the first-attempt insertion of  NGT in intubated 
patients but the bleeding was the persistent complication 
in the slit endotracheal tube. Observations of  Appukutty 
and Shroff4 and that of  the present study show that the first 
attempt success rate of  NGT insertion by standard sniffing 
position with lateral neck pressure happens to be highest 
with fewer complications. In 2019, Jonnavithula et al.5 found 
higher first-attempt success (76%) in additional neck flexion 
using a pillow under the head as compared to the standard 
sniffing position group (63%). Two independent studies by 
Mandal et al.3 and Siddhartha et al.10 found good results in 
neck flexion with lateral neck pressure and reverse Sellick’s 
group with higher first-attempt success rates of  86% and 
77.55% respectively. The present study hasn’t included 

Table 2. Procedure Parameters

Parameters Group A 
(n = 40)

Group B 
(n = 40)

Group C 
(n = 40) P value

1st attempt 
success

13 
(32.50%)

22 
(55%)

34 
(85%)

<0.001

Successful 
NGT insertion 
(within 2 
attempts)

22 
(55%)

32 
(80%)

39 
(97.50%) <0.001

Time taken 
for successful 
insertion of  
NGT (seconds)

43.04 ± 12.74 30.09 ± 6.18 23.9 ± 7.5 <0.001

Intergroup 
analysis

Parameters A vs B A vs C B vs C

1st attempt 
success 0.043 <0.001 0.003

Successful 
NGT 
insertion 
(within 2 
attempts)

0.017 <0.001 0.029

Time taken 
for successful 
insertion of  
NGT (in sec)

0.015 0.003 <0.001

Table 3. Complications

Complications A 
(n = 40)

B 
(n = 40)

C 
(n = 40) Total P 

value

Overall 
complications

20 
(50%)

11 
(27.5%)

3 
(7.50%)

34 
(28.33%) 0.001

Bleeding 3 
(7.50%)

1 
(2.50%)

0 
(0%)

4 
(3.33%) 0.322

Coil
8 
(20%)

8 
(17.50%)

3
(7.50%)

19 
(15.83%) 0.209

Kinking 10 
(25%)

2
(5%)

0
(0%)

12 
(10%) 0.004

Parameters A vs B A vs C B vs C

Overall 
complications 0.066 <0.001 0.037
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reverse Sellick’s maneuver to prevent complications during 
excessive manipulation of  the neck.

The time taken for successful NGT insertion in intubated 
patients was least in the standard sniffing position with lateral 
neck pressure group (23 ± 7.5 seconds) as compared to the 
additional neck flexion group (30.09 ± 6.18 seconds) and 
standard sniffing position group (43.04 ± 12.74 seconds). In 
2019, Siddhartha et al.10 observed that the time required for 
NGT insertion was less in reverse Sellick’s group and neck 
flexion with lateral neck pressure group of  13.05 ± 2.57 
seconds and 20.48 ± 4.52 seconds respectively.

In our study, Group C had fewer complications as compared 
to Group A and B due to the ease of  inserting NGT in its 
usual pathway after the lateral neck pressure. Group C had 
only coiling complication as compared to coiling, kinking 
and bleeding complications in Group B and Group A. 
Thus standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure 
technique can be used to avoid unanticipated complications 
during NGT insertion in anaesthetized intubated patients.

Illias et al.16 found that lifting of  the thyroid cartilage group 
and neck flexion with lateral neck pressure group had a 
lower incidence of  complications as compared to the control 
group. They have emphasized the fact that choosing a 
procedure with a high success rate that does not require the 
use of  additional instruments can reduce the risk of  these 
complications. In our study, we used simple techniques to 
avoid all possible complications during NGT insertion.

Study Limitations
In our study, we avoided obese, pregnant, paediatric, and 
emergency patients with a full stomach. In the coming years, 
more studies involving such populations may be required to 
find the superiority of  these modified techniques in such 
special situations.

Conclusion
The standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure 
technique is the best and most superior technique as 
compared to the additional neck flexion technique and 
standard sniffing position for successful and quick NGT 
placement without instrumentation and hence with less 
complication. As compared to additional flexion on the 
neck, the standard sniffing position with lateral neck pressure 
group is a better technique for successful NGT placement in 
less time and with fewer complications.

Ethics Committee Approval: Ethical permission was obtained from 
Institutional Ethical Committee of  ESI-Post Graduate Institute of  Medical 
Sciences and Research and registered in Clinical Trial Registry- India with 
CTRI registration number CTRI/2020/08/027360.

Informed Consent: Written and informed consent was obtained from all 
the patients who participated in the study.

Peer-review: Externally peer-reviewed.

Author Contributions: Concept - S.M., M.G.; Design - S.M., M.G.; 
Supervision - M.G; Resources - S.M., M.G., M.D.; Materials - S.M., M.G., 
M.D; Data Collection and/or Processing - S.M., M.D.; Analysis and/or 
Interpretation - S.M., M.G., M.D.; Literature Search - S.M., M.G., M.D.; 
Writing Manuscript - S.M., M.G., M.D.; Critical Review - S.M., M.G., 
M.D.

Declaration of Interests: The authors have no conflict of  interest to 
declare.

Funding: The authors declared that this study has received no financial 
support.

References
1.	 Mahajan R, Gupta R, Sharma A. Role of  neck flexion 

in facilitating nasogastric tube insertion. Anesthesiology. 
2005;103(2):446-447. [CrossRef]

2.	 Ozer S, Benumof  JL. Oro- and nasogastric tube passage in 
intubated patients: fiberoptic description of  where they go at 
the laryngeal level and how to make them enter the esophagus. 
Anesthesiology. 1999;91(1):137-143. [CrossRef]

3.	 Mandal MC, Dolai S, Ghosh S, et al. Comparison of  four 
techniques of  nasogastric tube insertion in anaesthetised, 
intubated patients: A randomized controlled trial. Indian J 
Anaesth. 2014;58(6):714-718. [CrossRef]

4.	 Appukutty J, Shroff  PP. Nasogastric tube insertion using 
different techniques in anesthetized patients: a prospective, 
randomized study. Anesth Analg. 2009;109(3):832-835. 
[CrossRef]

5.	 Jonnavithula N, Padhy S, Ravula R, Alekhya G. Comparison 
of  ease of  insertion of  nasogastric tube in standard sniffing 
position and additional flexion of  the neck: A randomized 
control trial. Trends Anaesth Crit Care. 2019;26:48-51. 
[CrossRef]

6.	 Ghatak T, Samanta S, Baronia AK. A new technique to insert 
nasogastric tube in an unconscious intubated patient. N Am J 
Med Sci. 2013;5(1):68-70. [CrossRef]

7.	 Sharifnia HR, Jahangiri S, Majidi F, Shariat Moharari R, 
Shahmirzaei S, Khajavi MR. Nasogastric tube insertion 
in intubated patients with the guide of  wire rope: A 
prospective randomised controlled study. Int J Clin Pract. 
2021;75(10):e14508. [CrossRef]

8.	 Dharmalingam T, Gunasekaran V. Overcoming a difficult 
nasogastric tube insertion procedure with a video laryngoscope 
(C-Mac [sup][R]). Indian J Crit Care Med. 2016;20(12):751. 
[CrossRef]

9.	 Gupta D, Agarwal A, Nath SS, Goswami D, Saraswat V, Singh 
PK. Inflation with air via a facepiece for facilitating insertion 
of  a nasogastric tube: a prospective, randomised, double-blind 
study. Anaesthesia. 2007;62(2):127-130. [CrossRef]

10.	 Siddhartha BSV, Sharma NGA, Kamble S, Shankaranarayana 
P. Nasogastric Tube Insertion in Anesthetized Intubated 
Patients Undergoing Laparoscopic Hysterectomies: A 
Comparative Study of  Three Techniques. Anesth Essays Res. 
2017;11(3):550-553. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200508000-00034
https://doi.org/10.1097/00000542-199907000-00022
https://doi.org/10.4103/0019-5049.147157
https://doi.org/10.1213/ane.0b013e3181af5e1f
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tacc.2019.03.002
https://doi.org/10.4103/1947-2714.106215
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijcp.14508
https://go.gale.com/ps/i.do?id=GALE%7CA474696908&sid=googleScholar&v=2.1&it=r&linkaccess=abs&issn=09725229&p=AONE&sw=w&userGroupName=anon%7Ea4ad8baa&aty=open+web+entry
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2006.04910.x
https://doi.org/10.4103/aer.AER_41_17


Turk J Anaesthesiol Reanim 2023;51(4):318-323Mohanan et al. Comparison of  Nasogastric Tube Insertion in Intubated Patients

323

11.	 Kwon OS, Cho GC, Jo CH, Cho YS. Endotracheal tube-
assisted orogastric tube insertion in intubated patients in an 
ED. Am J Emerg Med. 2015;33(2):177-180. [CrossRef]

12.	 Fakhari S, Bilehjani I, Negargar S, Mırınezhad M, Azarfarin 
R. Split endotracheal tube as a guide tube for gastric tube 
insertion in anesthetized patients: A randomized clinical trial. 
J Cardiovasc Thorac Res. 2009;1(1):17. [CrossRef]

13.	 Moharari RS, Fallah AH, Khajavi MR, Khashayar P, Lakeh 
MM, Najafi A. The GlideScope facilitates nasogastric 
tube insertion: a randomized clinical trial. Anesth Analg. 
2010;110(1):115-118. [CrossRef]

14.	 Parris WC. Reverse Sellick maneuver. Anesth Analg. 
1989;68(3):423. [CrossRef]

15.	 Bong CL, Macachor JD, Hwang NC. Insertion of  the 
nasogastric tube made easy. Anesthesiology. 2004;101(1):266. 
[CrossRef]

16.	 Illias AM, Hui YL, Lin CC, Chang CJ, Yu HP. A comparison 
of  nasogastric tube insertion techniques without using other 
instruments in anesthetized and intubated patients. Ann Saudi 
Med. 2013;33(5):476-481. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajem.2014.11.004
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/288630111_Split_endotraceal_tube_as_a_guide_tube_for_gastric_tube_insertion_in_anesthetized_patients_A_randomized_clinical_trial
https://doi.org/10.1213/ANE.0b013e3181be0e43
https://doi.org/10.1213/00000539-198903000-00061
https://doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200407000-00058
https://doi.org/10.5144/0256-4947.2013.476

