355

n1saILIszuunIswenuIagUiedenmgainiilalunesiviagUaeingd

Tulssneuragudanssauszening JamdIauasealssn

Development of Nursing System for Patients in Cardiogenic Shock

in the Intensive care unit at Sawanpracharak Regional Hospital,

Nakhon Sawan Province
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Abstract

Objective: To evaluate the efficacy of the developed
Cardiogenic Shock (CS) nursing system, and to compare
between the pre-developed and the post-developed
mortality rates, including professional nurses' satisfaction
with the developed system.

Methods: This research and development study is
grounded in Donabedian's systems theory framework.
This comprises three phases. Phase 1: An analysis of the
situation and a cross-sectional study of retrospective
records from 69 CS patients. Phase 2: Developing the CS
nursing system by analyzing Phase 1 results, reviewing
current literature, brainstorming with an interdisciplinary
team, and creating research tools, and Phase 3:
evaluating the efficacy of CS nursing system for 26
cardiogenic shock patients and 32 professional nurses,
and using test statistics such as the Student's t-test,
Chi-square test, or Mann-Whitney U test at a significance
threshold of p-value < 0.05.

Results: Between August 10, 2024, and October 31, 2025,

the implementation of the clinical pathway resulted in
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a significant reduction in treatment times. The duration
until patients received inotropic or vasopressor agents
decreased from 22.51 minutes to 6.42 minutes (p-value
< 0.001). The time to initiate Mechanical Circulatory
Support (MCS) was reduced from 169.53 minutes to
44.31 minutes (p-value < 0.001), while the time to
achieve shock reversal (MAP > 60 mmHg) fell from
212.26 minutes to 58.54 minutes (p-value = 0.004).
Furthermore, the overall complication rate associated
with Cardiogenic Shock (CS) significantly decreased
from 8.27% to 3.18% (p-value=0.026). The in-hospital
mortality rate for CS patients declined from 42.01%
to 38.40%, though this change did not reach statistical
significance (p-value = 0.112). Additionally, there was
a significant improvement in the knowledge and clinical
skills of nurses, who reported a very high level of
satisfaction with the system.

Conclusion: The nursing care system for patients with
cardiogenic shock (CS) has improved the efficiency of
the nursing process. It significantly reduced the time
required to correct hypotension and related factors,
although in-hospital mortality rates for CS patients
did not decrease in the short term
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523 20 UTiBsduit 1 uag 2 MHnansau 30 wail, @it 3
mmi@’f’m Mechanical Circulatory Support @3y
NYTUIEIVIIN 91U 20 U 533 20 Azluy Tohan 20 Wi
wagdi 4 ﬁﬂwzﬂﬁﬂ’amiwmmauazmiﬂmﬁu{fw
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#the Cardiogenic Shock fganuNsaidaes 5 annils ay
5 w1¥l 593 25 Wil dandlar 10 AzuwusILTY 50 Az
ﬁhdauuawé’amﬁwuﬂuwmma%ﬁwmjwﬁmﬁu

3) Foyatiugiugihe, deyanslinuuasnadnsitae
pugULUUTIiRL R uReusmneaIn Case Record Form
fiimutunarrvsulaslusunsimsadfdiagy

4) Toyanuienelavesnguradvidnaenisly
gﬂLmuﬁﬂ’@umﬁﬁuswmumwé’amﬁuqmmﬁﬁ’aiﬂ
ud 2 e titelsifidrananisldnunsiamnldaie
wazanoafnisUsziduduiesainszeznainsziuie
(Time-period bias)
nsAATIEvitaya

foyainnsdunivaiiinseiuardnaneiidom
A838 Content Analysis FiAT1ERTaNATIUTUIMAIY
Anud, fevaz, Anade, Ssegiu, grudey, drudeauy
1IMIFIUNID Interquartile Range (IQR) Fuiudnune
nsnsgeiteya Wisuiileuseiuanuiuazinee
WeIUIAIITN, srAuauianelanardnsinigly
lsaneuna ve9 U3 Cardiogenic Shock neaudmiing
FENINNBURALNFINTHAUIFULUUAIBadANadoy
Student t, Chi-square %38 Mann-Whitney U test Fuify
vilndeyalnosziutiodAgynsadiaf p-value<0.05
nsivineansngudatng

Aidelavimidsdevefiansanatesssuniduluau
uarniTeillFsunsinnsanuasiusesnszuiunsise
NAMYNTTUNITITEETINNTITEIUAN LTIneu1aassd
Usgnn$ng 1avil 46/2567 lnsudeinguszasdids efune
5390 vszlowluazanudosnnidisunside ide
Puadlinsuiansivinuansnguiese siail Tnengy
fhegnaiiaviiiigmeuiunieujiasnisdnsuideuasile
dhsmmAdeudannsoneuiioanainmsidelimniie
Adpanislaglidndufosudanamauaziileldiunisag

a o

WLTULBNINNFUFAIDE A FIIUTUIY

NANTFANEA

sepedl 1 @onuniseinnig Cardiogenic Shock uWag
nsngruagUaeludagdu senined w.m2565-2566 4
#Uhe Cardiogenic Shock Whsunisinwmesiutagiae
91830534 (Medical intensive care unit %38 MICU) ka
wofftheingilsaila (Cardiac Care Unit vide CCU) iy
69 378 (M3 1) Wuwie 48 318 (69.6%), m*ql,a?iﬁ
64.5+84 1 @ip) Cardiogenic Shock oA Acute Coronary
Syndrome 51 518 (73.9%) 4ina1n STEMI Killip-Kimball
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class 4 kazn1y CS ﬁmmuﬂumwé’q 34 519 (66.67%)
wag Very high risk NSTE-ACS 17 518 (33.33%), Acute heart
failure 12 578 93 Acute de novo heart failure wa Acute
decompensated heart failure (AD-CHF) (17.39%),
Symptomatic complete heart block 3 18 (4.34%) wag
Acute pan-myocarditis 2 318 (2.89%) Waz Acute massive
pulmonary embolism with RV failure 1 519 (1.44%)
ﬁﬁﬂaa Cardiogenic Shock fiwu Sudden Cardiac Arrest
(SCA) saustusnu 11 918 (15.94%) ff U281 d8F3avn 31
(100%) WunIzUNINYaUIIN Cardiogenic Shock laewuy
Aglanedsunduiivesnisnisiianaunula (Renal
Replacement Therapy #5© RRT) mﬂﬁ'?jﬂ

A13197 1 anwagneadiingUae Cardiogenic Shock

Tuvegtheing

anwuENIeealn 13U (%)

LNAYE 48 (69.6)

91¢ (mean+SD), ¥ 64.5+8.4

#1L%RUBY Cardiogenic Shock
Acute coronary syndrome (ACS) 51(73.9)
STEMI-ACS 34
NSTE-ACS 17
Acute heart failure 12 (17.4)
De novo 8
Decompensated 4
Complete heart block 3(4.3)
Acute pan-myocarditis 2(2.9)
Stress-induced cardiomyopathy 1
Pan-myocarditis 1
Pulmonary embolism 1(1.4)

ﬂﬂiUiZﬂaﬂigUUlﬁaﬁElu

Tu Cardiogenic Shock
IV inotropic agent 69 (100)
IABP 52 (75.4)
VA-ECMO 10 (14.5)
Temporary pacemaker 9 (13.0)

ms%’nmmmmm Cardiogenic Shock
CAG/PCI 62 (89.9)
Emergency CABG 12 (17.4)

Pacemaker (temporary & temporary) 7 (10.1)

Supportive IABP 8E19L587 6 (8.7)
Supportive ECMO 8g14L587 3 (4.3)
Catheter-based thrombectomy 1(1.4)
Heart transplantation 1(1.4)
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A15199 1 AnwagneadingUae Cardiogenic Shock
TunegUagingd (se)

ANWYENIARTA U (%)

Mazunsndauszninanisguainu

Cardiogenic shock

Bleeding aunpalasuiden 5(7.2)
Acute stroke 3(4.3)
Acute renal failure ifaq RRT 12 (17.4)
Acute limb ischemia 2(2.9)
VT/VF storm 11 (15.9)
ARDS 3(4.3)
Sepsis 18(26.1)
VAP/HAP 16 (23.2)
Cardiac arrest 15 (21.7)
Arrhythmic 8(11.6)
Hypoxic 7(10.1)
Discharge status

SOATIN 40 (58.0%)
WFeTIn 29 (42.0%)

CABG; Coronary artery bypass graft, CAG; Coronary
angiography, HAP; Hospital-Acquired Pneumonia, IABP;
Intra-aortic balloon pump, IV; Intravenous, NSTE-ACS;
Non-ST segment elevation acute coronary syndrome, PCl;
Percutaneous coronary intervention, RRT; Renal replace-
ment therapy, STEMI; ST segment elevation myocardial
infarction, VA-ECMO; Veeno-arterial extracorporeal mem-
brane oxygenation, VAP; Ventilator-associated Pneumonia,
VF; Ventricular fibrillation, VT, Ventricular tachycardia

32N 10 D9 21 @A 2567 NISAUNIBALTIEN
(In-depth interview) 2 %3 Troyaneuiaisdnngy
wannan331 “.{U3e Cardiogenic Shock 71 admit T ICU
pIgInsTUnie CCU SaAnnnzdenunuduazinny
INNPNAITENINNITNY”, “.N15UTETUNNITNEIUD
mldmumanusuagentn wildisununssnyvenmd
binaununeuagUlelidasaungu”, « ldfamegi
Cardiogenic Shock Ananeglsutueu”, « 1A3pailo
Hemodynamic Support Fudeutunnniiiu wiinuzves
werwnatusesiletiulding sudninurreunmdiiaes
wdUsziusnisonnsdunmdiiednsudlioglu Field
fitung vaneadadesseuinw Cardiologist luiugstu”
30 “.5Uhy Cardiogenic Shock fiBan1sMsUszIiiusEUY
Inadoudn uwidesiindes Reassess i3osorlsthafidu
Usgleriiumsnaunulag linmsneuan LSS
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nuansdnlutuneuiazulfinesdaudanmnis
\Aim Cardiogenic Shock smumsuszassssuulvaisuiben
sywinsden, mswaunTinusesiuinsweUaLaL Ty
au‘im%w?ﬁus] Lﬁami@LLa Cardiogenic Shock 921019019
deansszwiniiuavanuiniwldnasananiuulssiu
adaiionsimuiUsyansamdu 3 Ysediu 1dun 1)
BeARNLIWaETINYEN1INE U URY Cardiogenic Shock
srufuduanarn, 2) wufuiAiiediuun Usgiiiugn
wazlinsneuagUienuANguLsIves Cardiogenic
Shock wae 3) Waunsdeanssewinsavanvviiofiuiie
%a;dar{d:ﬂamawwmEJLﬁaﬁmawﬁuazé’ameﬁl,mui'm
@LLa'i"ﬂmﬁﬂwﬁgmmaﬁﬂLLazmﬂ%m%ﬁaﬂmw
szpfl 2 NIWALITZUUNISNEUIaTINAUANE
ilequasnungthe Cardiogenic Shock fivesfutaraeg
91850533 (MICU) wazvegilieingalsarla (CCU) sening
10 @9AY - 15 AUI8U 2567 AUnNTEUIUNITHAIUT M
(Participation) LazuLIAALTITEUUYEY Donabedian Tng
faidmane (Outcome u38 Purpose) w3fUasuay
WYIWIAINTN, AaszilonaiaulazUadenisiia CS
i’mﬁmaﬁwéﬁﬁaqmsmaﬂéﬂwLLaswmmaiﬁm%wmﬂ
svezd 1 (Input) uazduAsIEYt (Synthesis) JUKUUTD
nsEUIUNTT (Process) AiRnaannivufuRiau il
1) dumsuszliugUan desdeyaiiesneliidady
MIAITNYIVIA LHUNEIUNAA8N1sUTEI LA LY
Uszifiugn (Reassessment) IagnsrunsItadeine
(Etiology) ¥4 CS Uszarudeyaniadiniuunng &
Wanuien1ssnelazneIuIansarsregeg9lnaTaou
\WinannsuszaudeyaduisuazesAniuiitnmeiu
Wusvozirvualidaeu (n 15 uniluauian 4 §alug
AU fURvIoaunsaUiuAsuldegaumingan)
mssuddanssnuniitanulaglinanfdaunmg s
fawwujoafmungauniendslinisidadenianig
weruawdanadnsneradnliduluauiinasuaznis
Foanslussitvananniiisadosetesuiu
2) MUNSINISNEIUNIAsTUUIRAREUAULNUNNS YD
waznistlesdiu eonuuuliduuuiufiffnsessdiu
N3 UANMAYDY Cardiogenic Shock $uriufiuiiy Janiny
nsedu SuunanususweiheuazaEIngATietany
IiteldnaununmsnenuasasTuiinnmsnmsweruiaiioiy
msUszidiugn (Reassessment-based) Wavn154eans
sywiefiuananan Tnganunsadeenistuiiniselush
vegtwandayla r;hugﬂLLUUﬁ’uﬁﬂmamiwmmaﬁﬁwm
ggetinlan mevawsINraNiuNadnSTlduazsaiios
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mulunnyanasnnisauariae

vdsnlFuunufoRasuuutuiinniswetunainan
Fusudadailuvi Pilot study fiugjUae Cardiogenic
Shock 2 318,uarNgIVIAIVIAN 5 AU deuunluTuuse
ulfuurufoRuasduiinnianisweruasiuanaiund
auysal

gofl 3 5eMine 16 B9 30 Auerey 2567 Wisguud

ﬂ'@uuﬂﬁwmmaﬁm%wiwa@ﬂwﬁy’a 2 uiivnasdlianu
wielvifunelnedslsiviudesyaids (Run-in period) Aouisa
Wssuuitimuniidelussing 1 ganau 2567 - 31 saney
2568 Usziliutsyd@nSn M INau FULUUNNSAUANI9NIS
wy1unagUiy Cardiogenic Shock Tuneaiutagilsuas
wefftheingilsnvidla (CCU) fail 1) nadwsromsmenuta
oA seAuauikasinvenanisneuagte Cardio-
genic Shock kagAUNINElaT0INeIUIAIVITNREINTT
TiUuuumsnenuiasasfuavan ety dail
1) wadwsdag U wud1 vaenIsiRLITEUUNTOUA
iithe Qﬁwlﬁ%’umsﬁwLLumsé’fwﬂ’mmﬁmm Cardiogenic
Shock #131U1M351UV8e Society of Coronary Artery
Intervention 38 SCAI Jn318 (100%), S¥8¢IA1VBINTT
1A5uen Inotropic VED) Vasopressor mmzamﬁ’ﬁumﬂ
22,5 it W 6.4 w7, svavnanBenliiedecsvreassuy
Tyadsuvialag 910 169.5 u¥l aalu 44.3 wdl, szey
11817 Mean Arterial Pressure (MAP) 110031 60 mmHg
vdSUeanaN 212.2 1t i 58.5 17, nazunsndeu
211 CS dney loun Acute Renal Failure auldsunisinda
‘1/1911,1,1/1‘141&1, Ischemic Fulminant Hepatic Failure, Ischemic
Stroke way Acute Limb Ischemia anasann 8.2% tJu
3.1% egruiltldfny (p-value<0.05) 8RTIMBEIFHRIMN
42% andu 38.4% laglifideddny (p-value=0.112)
wifiunliianas dauanmsnismefinuyesiiga laun
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Refractory VT/VF, Ischemic Cardiomyopathy tag Acute
Renal Failure Taefanusmzunsndeuannistiiaiedle
Uszaosszuulvaliowdinduann 0.8% iy 1.4% usilaifl
WudAey (p-value= 0.088) wanalilumisng 2

1) HaawSAaNEIUIIVIAN NusEAUANLSLarTinyy
mswguagUe Cardiogenic Shock qﬁulﬁalﬁwﬁudau
uazrasRIUNegltedAey Lazauiswelaveneua
ndneglusgivgann nMevdmsliziuuunsguaiiae
FRmuTuLUvanEY1 (113197 3) MEINIWRISEUY
Hunenuain@wnud (1) sunszuauns finsdeansiu
syminwwnglulssdudduinndu Taun szduaau
JULTIRR Y38 CS MmuNInIgIY, N153laduavnues
CS, nmwunsndouan CS sauneUssiaunsithseTuag
LNUANTE IS EsNzLAz Y sEAUUTE ABILUY
Admission Checklist, LL‘qu’NmansLﬁuﬁﬂwuazﬂﬁ
Uszifiugh (Reassessment) ﬁu’amqmiwmma, NIAATN
LATN13NTIININ0IUURMLLNUNITTNYIFIBE LY
iResleuszAnsszuUlvadsuianmnunUFiRteqtu
waguUFTAINIINeuaTfuanaiuiidaiaua
aunsadeansseninafufuwnmdlsogsaumgauna Tng
WeuEITIniraiusemstaunszuy feil iuselon
sL‘Llﬂ’]‘i‘UiBLﬁmLiﬂ%‘ULLaS‘U‘iBLﬁuﬁl\fﬂﬁﬂsgﬂmﬂm’mﬂﬁmuw
aulavanunsaneUawesiaanvandulin (4.88+0.22),
Favunszdusnneauanunsel (4.67+0.32), szuuiiu
WA lunwU U (4.9620.03) wazszuuiduaiuling
wewagtie CS sufuananuniivssansnmieeiia
wagUae (4.87+0.56), (2) AIUNTHEINTNIUIAINTN
Wuh 5361’11mmﬁuasﬁmwﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁimemiwmaauﬁgﬁaLf‘ﬁﬂu
wazanunsairaenfinfunitneuntsimuedeliie
dAgy Immawwaﬂﬂa§QUizL§uﬂW5UizLﬁu;§ﬂaa CS
ilohdeyalunaununsnetunasiuiuavansn

A13199 2 UseanBranavUseavininvesithe Cardiogenic Shock lunedtheing@iusuuliisunounasain1simunssuy
(N = 26)

HAGWSEURY (HadWSAUNIAuAZN1IAGTN) fousian NRINAIN

Mean SD Mean SD t p-value
svaTiléisuen Inotropic ¥3e Vasopressor, unfi 2251 8.50 6.42 2.28 -1.22 <0.001
szl MAP >60 mmHg, w1l 21226 2241 58.54 11.34 -6.89 0.004
szpznasenld MCS, wnil 169.53 30.83 44.31 12.61 -2.66 <0.001
IRINTIMANLUNINYOUFUNUSAU CS, % 8.3 - 3.2 - 0.026
Eo)j(ili'li?JJLﬁﬂﬂ']’wLLWﬁﬂ"?iJ/EJUT\]'m MCS, % 0.8 - 1.4 - 0.044
onsmelulssneiuia, % 42.0 - 38.4 - 0.112

CS; Cardiogenic shock, MAP; Mean arterial pressure, MCS; Mechanical Circulatory Support
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M13199 3 UsrdvEnaseng1uiaiv@naiuanuiuasyinvenisauargUie Cardiogenic Shock (N = 32 Tagldsuuseidiy

v

NASNEVIINUA)

NASNSHONEIUIAIYITN NOUNILN AN

Mean SD Mean SD t p-value
ANUFINUATIE Cardiogenic Shock duneuIaivIdn  23.66  2.84 4456 322 -12.33  <0.0001
(Ustiy 30 AzlLY, 991l 20 AZLUL 593 50 AZLUL)
AIUFATU Mechanical Circulatory Support dwsuneguia 9.07 2.40 16.04 255 2056  <0.0001
1A (U5l 20 Azwu)
WinwgUfuRnmmeuawaznisuseliugigUle Cardiogenic  14.89 1.07 25.76 388  -18.08  <0.0001
Shock (@nunsalinass 3 @andl, 30 Azluu
WinweUfURnsussidiunsvinauassuianisnisvinny . 6.72 0.55 14.27 3.55 -856  <0.0001
Mechanical Circulatory Support @1%5UNg1UIaIvITN
(@aun13aldinaes 2 aanil, 20 AzwuY)
AZLUUTIN (120 AZLUL) 55.28 5.09 99.89 8.49 -30.74  <0.0001

ERRED)
da1unsal Cardiogenic Shock waznsliniswenuia
Uagliu

sty wuglinisalnndg Cardiogenic Shock lu
Tsamegunaamssuszaning uasanssd Turisidedugeds
12.5% Faganinseaudug vesinssumaiiogssning
5-79%"" Tnaawragnads Cardiogenic Shock Sufin91n
Wi Acute Myocardial Infarction ﬁ?ugqﬁa 28.9% N

12,16,19ath"|§ﬁmu Auvumn

nsAnwIlUAUTENARS 3 191
Tsnawavame® las1eaunanissnwigUae STEMI-ACS
107 18 ﬁlﬁ%’umi%’ﬂwmmwﬁw Primary PTCA Lﬂ‘uﬂ%’jﬁ
usrludszmalnelssweuianinanaows fous we
2538 wuhilifthe €S s1mildluanuasiisnsned 30 Ju
32.5%, dwisudsnesand 30 Yu vesmssnuidu 10.3%
Tuvaugiingulaifiame €S fSameifies 4.3% Tslndides
fufumMsTidsuuussuunedeudtiennevaendeninle
Founduressundlne® uaznsitet dadihudnssie
Tsaduimguosnrdonmmanilaayldsunisiauniu
windla uinswunazinwumsvestheiionahlugnioe
FontudoalisunsussdiviuarUsudiugregratussuy
serlossfunssnvlssiulszraadiionsanineeny
dauﬂawiﬁlﬁ%’uLﬁam&’JNLﬁaawaﬁu’uﬂungt,mﬁwﬁzgmm
nshinsneuasiuivavalugliening
Iuﬂﬂiﬁﬂmﬁwummm Cardiogenic  Shock fisn
ﬁqmﬁmsﬁumwﬁdm‘itﬁm Acute Coronary Syndrome
(ACS) Ts 71.0% Tagiannzegnadslugfiae STEMI wuld
1M 65.3% anussiiufvetileanasainndile
Walameduuinanta (Extensive myocardial infarction)

waznguiy Multivessel Disease, laauviadideunau
(Acute heart failure), smgunsndiouann AMI i néuilo
lanravieruiilasudoundudeinil Complete Heart
Block @4lndiAsafuns@nundus dauaumnues €S il
Rertestulsanduidevilavindonidsundunuiios
(29.0%) nlsanduiileladniauidsundy, duila
Andonazidutounues, eviuilagniuda (Cardiac
Tamponade) tHusiu wuitn1e Cardiogenic Shock Tu
Tssnenuraguidssudsiodiaeiuinainaizuielsa
uuss fUasdsundasgnnedensinia deaneii
nsfnwsmivAnamszuulvaioulnddadeldeuay
nsdeanslunnigingfogned Genadnslulumaiety
N15ANYIY049 Alrefaei SH, Hassan AB wag Assiri FF' Wi
luns@nedana1anuinin Non-coronary gjaﬂ’j%ﬁadmﬂ
Dunrsinunluiuiing Tusennansdeiigiinisallse
ndunieviladniaugent fthe s Aidhdunstnuni
Tunesduiagtiefinrmguussuazanandesgs wunsld
\estiemela 89.5% Wlensuinensszuavesilse
Afummmes €S FuhandmusaussaurvesnsHeIUIa
Tuverfihefiietedlsdesyiiusagimunlinsatmane

AUNTTUIUNTS m'ifg]LLa%’mﬁmé’ﬂLﬁmsﬁummmwéﬁa
o1gsunmdlsaalafuvdnlaefiunmdifiuyusinuevde
wwsiidsandugtiasmie ogslsinunszuaumagua
fthwanddsuludooglunsisuasinlasiunmdfidios
Judguandnlaefengsunndvioongsunndlsaniladu
i Tuvagiiumeuiaoonuuuliiing ruiaivndng
fivszaumsaivseltunenuiaenznaiilasazraondon
Jwhmlhng Suanszvusmudnenmuaznsdinduladng

Region 3 Medical and Public Health Journal 2025;22(4):355-66



Orawan Roubroum, et al.

younmemendsldsunismenu nmsAnminulena
Waundiddny THun nszuaunmsitedelsnaivnues CS
wavdoansluitulddonndasiy, nssuIunnsiuYeEAE
wenduLaznsenenddsnsinufinguiate s
LmeNﬂﬁﬂ’amami‘wEmnaﬁﬂizmuiﬂﬁuawmw,ﬁ'a
TideyansuiuiismessiinTeiuagIladeuaz1nauau
Uspifiugnldegramnzauiuguasdndae Tag Krais S,
Sheasby J, Banwait J, Lewis N, wag Liu Z** wui1u
weunafieuddnesnadslunstsulssnssuiums
TalanizegnedaszoznainisidedonazUisasn

o '

wagyiune CS lapgnalidudAnyasdieuTuusegunin
ma@uaimmmiﬁ@ﬂwmmﬁylﬁ

FUYAIINT NUTBUNMIHR sARNLTuainGY
nsneuagUlsdegluseauUiunatunsizsinueing
Fadonweruiandnsuduiinasiuszaunisaldaud 1 9
%ulﬂ?faﬁﬁﬂmhimﬂdamaiﬁﬂzLLuuﬂizLﬁuﬁﬂamwhiqﬂ
wiegnslsfnudulonaimuivesnsinui Tneawe
agaBeazkuLlLAIUNI TNV THENUE (Nursing
care plan) sadensUssiiusarUssifiugrssuulvaliou
Tafindufiantosasandoslufuazuuuinusufoiuves
wiosdloUszrosszuulvaiou HRYe3a0enuuuanIUNT el
$raeuitevnminuesana Ty Asber SR, Shanahan
KP, Lussier L kagAnus Ainw1aussausuayivuungn1un1sol
nstnvinwevameualuvediieingdlsamlalunisoua
wazUsziiuaiesssrassyuulnaioulivos v Intra-
aortic Balloon Counter Pulsation (IABP) &g VA ECMO
NUIANITRENTEAUANEAIMVBINE USRI LUY
N158n8n3IM1898E U Acute Myocardial Infarction i
11 Cardiogenic Shock 324 Fadumsuszaidiuinueneiuna
sgnsudmneazteimunaussaugldinTy

Usganiamguuwuunisneuiaguae Cardiogenic

'
=]

Shock fiffmundusiatiunisUssduiiosnunaiuides
{the, Ussduduarlinsnerunanuuuiufoasami
avavndu WaundleliweruiafiufoRnudusiuun
Audss (Risk stratification) fUaeleignsaanumasgiu
sefuanatisgudanmsnuniuoRmuuuamanssuun
e Cardiogenic Shock 984 Society of Cardiovas-
cular Angiography and Interventions (SCAI) [@LAgaiu
e danaliuszifiuguasgnee iedidoyadsiiuny
nsnenaTidenadessmiuanain danusiilaauinli
wanelasanisimuszuuwazansalman1sAnwly
WisuiisuiumsAnwdun Wlusasgmudeaiu?
ANuIuazvinveURNsNeuagUe Cardiogenic
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Shock flBUMTRRILNTFUUNUIISERUATIUUAIINSIAY
sinurfiRnnetunafiedulios oraimszdeitads
yamsnguafisnie dswalituaufoinsmeiuiadiin
paldae BntavinurUfiRiAnannsufifnueds
mssnwveswmsidudiulngdedinnuwnnsieiuuin
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windaniaunszuunshinisnetuadanalissAunm
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SuazvinwennsneuaiiuIuegeilded Ay udans
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mNUFTRluMsguavesavanfiFaeu anmsdinu
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wmduaziiunuiafdaausmiuinlisasaediae
anaslanazGanuiinisuseiiiulszansnmanldanglu
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fuftude aeaedestumsinuiidadevliuuauiiR
ssrisananuiutaey Slhminshufusasneuauss
soseninaiuludanelamngay dwalidneninves
wenairdwdistulaglituiuszes e foRauly
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