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ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π (community-acquired pneumo-
nia) ‡ªìπ‚√§æ∫∑’Ë∫àÕ¬∑—Ë«‚≈° ºŸâªÉ«¬¡—°®–‰ªæ∫·æ∑¬å
∑—Ë«‰ªµ“¡ ∂“πæ¬“∫“≈„°≈â∫â“πÀ√◊Õµ“¡§≈‘π‘° „π
ªí®®ÿ∫—π®÷ß¡’°“√√à“ß·π«∑“ß°“√«‘π‘®©—¬·≈–√—°…“‚√§
ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π„πª√–‡∑»µà“ß Ê ¡“°¡“¬1-3  ∑ —Èßπ’È‡æ◊ËÕ
™à«¬‡À≈◊Õ·æ∑¬å∑—Ë«‰ª„ÀâªØ‘∫—µ‘√—°…“‰¥âÕ¬à“ß¡’¡“µ√∞“π
‚¥¬‡©æ“–Õ¬à“ß¬‘Ëß °“√√—°…“®”‡æ“–´÷Ëß‰¥â·°à °“√‡≈◊Õ°
„™â¬“µâ“π®ÿ≈™’æ·∫∫ empiric π—Èπ ·π«∑“ß°“√√ —°…“‚√§
ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π ¢Õß ¡“§¡·æ∑¬å‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·Ààß
Õ‡¡√‘°“ (American Thoracic Society)1 ·≈– ¡“§¡Õÿ√
‡«™™å·Ààßª√–‡∑»‰∑¬3 ·π–π”„Àâ‡≈◊Õ°¬“µâ“π®ÿ≈™’æ‚¥¬
¢÷Èπ°—∫ªí®®—¬µà“ßÊ ‰¥â·°à Õ“¬ÿ¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬, ‚√§√à«¡ (co-mor-
bid diseases) ·≈–§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß‚√§„π‡∫◊ÈÕßµâπ ∑ —Èßπ’È
‡π◊ËÕß®“°ªí®®—¬µà“ß Ê ‡À≈à“π ’È¡’º≈µàÕ‡™ ◊ÈÕ°àÕ‚√§∑’Ëπà“®–
‡ªìπ„πºŸâªÉ«¬·µà≈–√“¬

Õ¬à“ß‰√°Áµ“¡ §”·π–π”®“°·π«∑“ß°“√√—°…“
¥—ß°≈à“« ¡‘‰¥â§√Õ∫§≈ÿ¡∂÷ßºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’¿“«–¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—π∫°æ√àÕß
(immunocompromised host) Õ¬Ÿà‡¥‘¡ ‚¥¬‡©æ“–Õ¬à“ß
¬‘Ëß¡‘‰¥â§√Õ∫§≈ÿ¡∂÷ßºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ human immunodefi-
ciency virus (HIV) ∑ — Èßπ ’ È‡π◊ ËÕß®“°ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ ÿ à¡π ’ ÈπÕ°®“°
®–¡’‚Õ°“ ‡ªìπ‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‰¥âßà“¬·≈â« spectrum
¢Õß‡™◊ÈÕ°àÕ‚√§∑’Ëæ∫¬—ß·µ°µà“ß®“°ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—πª°µ‘
‡ªìπÕ¬à“ß¡“°¥â«¬ Õ√√∂«ÿ≤‘ ¥’ ¡‚™§ ·≈–§≥–4 ‰¥â√“¬ß“π

„π«“√ “√©∫—∫π’È ‚¥¬∑”°“√»÷°…“„πºŸâªÉ«¬®”π«π 128 √“¬
·∫àß‡ªìπ 3 °≈ÿà¡ ‰¥â·°à °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV, °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë¡’
‚√§√ à«¡ ·≈–°≈ ÿ à¡∑ ’ Ë‰¡à¡’‚√§√ à«¡Õ ◊ ËπÊ æ∫«à“‡™ ◊ ÈÕ°àÕ‚√§„π
ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡∑ ’Ë¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‡ªìπ à«π„À≠à ‰¥â·°à
Pneumocystis carinii ·≈–‰¡àæ∫§«“¡·µ°µà“ß¢Õß≈—°…≥–
∑“ß§≈‘π‘°¢Õß∑—Èß 3 °≈ÿà¡ ¬°‡«âπ«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™ ◊ÈÕ
HIV ®–¡’√–¬–‡«≈“¢Õß‚√§°àÕπ¡“√—∫°“√√—°…“π“π°«à“
·≈–¡’¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°‡ªìπ·∫∫ ground glass

Park DR ·≈–§≥–5 ‰¥â∑”°“√»÷°…“„πºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥
Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π ®”π«π 522 √“¬ æ∫«à“‡™◊ÈÕ°àÕ‚√§∑’Ëæ∫
∫àÕ¬„πºŸâªÉ«¬µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‰¥â·°à Pneumocystis carinii,
Mycobactcrium tuberculosis, S. pneumoniae ·≈–
M. pneumoniae

°“√»÷°…“∑ — Èß Õß¢â“ßµâπ ‰¥â™’È„Àâ‡ÀÁπ∂ ÷ß§«“¡ ”§—≠
¢Õß°“√∑√“∫∂÷ß¿“«–∑“ß¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—π¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬‚√§ªÕ¥
Õ—°‡ ∫ ‚¥¬‡©æ“–Õ¬à“ß¬‘Ëß HIV serology ∂÷ß·¡â«à“
·π«∑“ß°“√«‘π‘®©—¬·≈–√ —°…“‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π
®–¡‘‰¥â§√Õ∫§≈ÿ¡∂÷ßºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡π’È ·µà„π∑“ßªØ‘∫—µ‘·æ∑¬å
∑’Ëæ∫ºŸâªÉ«¬‡ªìπ§π·√°À√◊ÕºŸâªÉ«¬‡Õß°ÁÕ“®‰¡à∑√“∫«à“¡’
°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV §”∂“¡∑ ’Ëπà“ π„®°Á§◊Õ§«√ —Ëß°“√µ√«® HIV
serology „πºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π∑ ÿ°√“¬À√◊Õ‰¡à
 ¡“§¡·æ∑¬å‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·ÀàßÕ‡¡√‘°“ ‰¥â·π–π”«à“
§«√  —Ëß°“√µ√«® HIV serology (‚¥¬µâÕß¡’ informed

√—∫‰«âµ’æ‘¡æå‡¡ ◊ËÕ«—π∑’Ë 19 ¡‘∂ ÿπ“¬π  2546



166  «—π™—¬  ‡¥™ ¡ƒ∑∏‘Ïƒ∑—¬                                                                «“√ “√«—≥‚√§ ‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·≈–‡«™∫”∫—¥«‘°ƒµ

«—π™—¬ ‡¥™ ¡ƒ∑∏‘Ïƒ∑—¬ æ∫., M.Sc.
 “¢“«‘™“‚√§√–∫∫°“√À“¬„®·≈–«—≥‚√§

¿“§«‘™“Õ“¬ÿ√»“ µ√å
§≥–·æ∑¬»“ µ√å »‘√‘√“™æ¬“∫“≈

consent) „πºŸâªÉ«¬‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π∑’Ë¡’ªí®®—¬‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ
°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ·≈–§«√æ‘®“√≥“µ√«®„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬Õ“¬ÿ
15-54 ªï ∑ ’ Ë√ —∫‰«â√ —°…“„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈6  ”À√ —∫·π«∑“ß
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Introduction
Whether one reckons the beginning of the new

millennium as the year 2000 or the year 2001, we
are at an auspicious time in human history, and no
aspect of our current civilization is more important
to that history than health care. Having been
accorded the honor of presenting the Louis Mark
Memorial Lecture at the American College of Chest
Physiciansû annual convention for the year 2000,
I have chosen to discuss the facet of health care
that is of greatest concern to the readers of this
journal; respiratory care.

I will begin by discussing what is meant by
respiratory care, as it is a term with different meanings
in different contexts. I will review the events and

developments that have shaped respiratory care until
now, so that we can understand why it exists as it
does and also pose some rational thoughts about
what is likely to happen in the future, In the process,
I will make 10 specific predictions of what we are
likely to see in the coming decades.

The term respiratory care has 3 distinct meanings.  1
First, it is a subject area within science, technology,
and health care. It is, second, a distinct health care
profession. And, third, it is the name of the peer-reviewed
journal in which these words appear.  I will discuss the
history and future of each of these 3 meanings of respi-
ratory care and share some personal perspective
developed during nearly 30 years of work in this field.

Conclusions
The term respiratory care has more than one meaning, referring both to a subject area

within clinical medicine and to a distinct health care profession. In the light of several fundamental
transformations of health care during the 20th century, this article reviews the history of respiratory
care in both of these contexts and offers 10 predictions for the future:(1) Less focus on raising PaO2
as a primary goal in managing patients with acute hypoxemic respiratory failure.(2) More attention to
the adequacy of tissue oxygenation in such patients, irrespective of PaO2

, and the emergence of
çpermissive hypoxemia,é analogous to permissive hypercapnia, in managing them.(3) Smarter
monitors that display information less but process it more, while interacting directly with ventilators
and other devices to modify therapeutic interventions.(4) Increased use of and exper tise with noninvasive
ventilation, with a corresponding decrease in intubations and complications, in treating patients with
acute exacerbations of COPD.(5) Increased use of triage in the intensive care unit, including earlier
determination of the appropriateness of maximal supportive intervention.(6) Greater use of protocols
in patient assessment and management, in all clinical settings.(7) Increased awareness of, expertise
in, and resources for palliative care, with a more active and acknowledged role for respiratory
therapists.(8) Accelerating progress in smoking cessation and prevention, and also in early detection
and intervention in COPD, led by the respiratory care profession.(9) An increasing presence and impact
of respiratory therapists as coordinators and care givers in home care.(10)   A continued and enlarging
role for the journal Respiratory Care in disseminating research findings, clinical practice guidelines,
protocols, and practical educational  materials in all areas of the field.
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Respiratory Care: The Subject Area
Definition and Characteristics

When I arrived at the University of Colorado
in 1971 as a medical resident. Tom Petty had just
published his landmark book, Intensive and Reha-
bilitative Respiratory Care,2 in which he wrote:

The development of an organized team
approach for the management of patients
with acute respiratory failure has been a
major advance of todayûs medicine, and
has provided the arena for systematic,
physiologically oriented care. The disci-
plines of internal medicine, surgery, an-
esthesiology, nursing care, inhalation
therapy, and physical medicine and reha-
bilitation all come to bear on problems
presented by each individual case.2

As in so many areas of pulmonary medicine,
Dr. Petty got it right the first time and was many
years ahead of his time.  Thus, respiratory care as
a subject area is a collection of principles, skills,
and patient needs that have arisen because of the
nature of respiratory disorders and their effects on
patients.

Incorporated in Pettyûs original definitional state-
ment are 4 key characteristics: respiratory care is
systematic, it is based on physiology, it is multi-
disciplinary, and it is defined by the needs of pa-
tients.  I will emphasize these 4 characteristics herein
because they are at the very core of the subject
area respiratory care as we know it today.

Respiratory care includes portions of several
other fields, but it is not the same as any of them. It
incorporates aspects of critical care medicine,
pulmonology, anesthesiology, nursing, physical

therapy, and clinical engineering. Its components
are numerous and include pulmonary function test-
ing, arterial puncture and blood gas analysis, endot-
racheal intubation and all aspects of airway man-
agement, mechanical ventilation both invasive and
noninvasive and associated functions, the manage-
ment of respiratory tract secretions, and the admin-
istration of aerosols.  Also prominently on the list
are chest physical therapy, pulmonary rehabilitation,
and home care.

Transformations in Health Care
During the 20th Century

Health care changed more in the century just
concluded than ever before in human history.
Although the changes include previously unimagin-
able medical wonders, not all the changes were for
the better. A great internist, Paul Beeson, who lives
in Seattle and is now in his 90s, played a major role
in the achievements of internal medicine in the 20th

century. For a special millennium issue of the
Annals of Internal Medicine, Beeson was interviewed
about the changes he had witnessed in medicine,3,4

and he cited 3 major transitions or transformations
in medicine in the 20th century.

The first of these was the transition of health
care from the home and doctorûs office to the hos-
pital setting, which took place following the Second
World War. The second transformation was the
explosion of knowledge and technology that accom-
panied the growth of academic hospitals and medi-
cal schools, along with an enormous expansion of
their facilities and faculties, starting in about 1950
and continuing into the mid-1980s. We are contend-
ing today with the third 20th-century transformation
in health care, which Beeson calls the industrializa-
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tion of medicine.3 This has shifted control of health
care, and of what its practitioners do, from those
who deliver health care, to administrators and
business people, from whom the clinicians now
take orders.

These fundamental transformations of health
care in general are echoed in the history of respira-
tory care. To bring this home I will take as an
example the history of mechanical ventilation of
the critically ill, and especially of patients suffering
acute hypoxic respiratory failure.

History of Mechanical Ventilation for
Acute Respiratory Failure

Before about 1970, mechanical ventilation was

crude by todayûs standards, but straightforward (Table
1). Ventilators that could deliver a predetermined
tidal volume (VT) with each breath were replacing
earlier machines that could only apply a preselected
pressure to the airway, but maximum pressures
and flows were limited and monitoring was
fairly rudimentary.  Arterial blood gas (ABG)
measurement was a research tool, and clinicians
mainly used bedside physical assessment to gauge
the adequacy of ventilatory support.  Hospitals did
not yet have intensive care units (ICUs). The litera-
ture on mechanical ventilation consisted mainly of
physiologic studies of animals, observations from
the operating room, and anecdotal clinical reports.

Table 1  History of Mechanical Ventilation in the Critically III

Before 1970 Simplicity Bedside observation
Limited capability (Blood gases not yet widely available)
Empiricism Anecdotal reports and descriptions

1970s to early 1980s New modes Blood gases
Increasing capability and complexity Airway pressures

Immediate physiologic changes
Anecdotal clinical series

Mid-1980s to early 1990s Microprocessor control Short-term changes
New and combined modes Complications
More complexity Small-scale clinical trials

Last 10 years New targets Outcomes
Brand-specific modes Costs
Quest for simplicity Large-scale clinical trials

Period Ventilator Characteristics Management Targets and Published
Literature
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The advent of intensive care in the United States
in the early 1970s was accompanied by new modes
and approaches to ventilatory support, notably
volume assist/control and intermittent mandatory ven-
tilation.  New ventilators such as the Siemens Servo
900 series offered new modes, along with increased
pressure and flow capabilities—but also greater com-
plexity for the user.  Textbooks and articles dealing
with mechanical ventilation proliferated dramatically.
These publications focused on airway pressures,  ABG
measurements, and immediate physiologic changes
in response to alteration of ventilator settings. The
clinical literature consisted of anecdotal series.
Although investigators postulated more effective gas
exchange with the new features, any influence of
ventilator modes and settings on actual patient out-
comes was conjectural if thought about at all.

By the late 1980s, there were new and com-
bined modes, and pressure-targeted ventilation had
returned to compete with (and sometimes to com-
bine with) volume-pre-set ventilation. ICU ventilators
were microprocessor-driven and ever more complex
not only in their innards but also in what the clini-
cian had to master in order to use them effectively
in managing patients.5 Terminology related to modes
of ventilation became more confusing as ventilator
manufacturers offered their own variations and
combinations of common basic features, each with
its own name, apparent uniqueness, and claimed
exclusivity.6-7

During the 1980s most of the literature still
dealt with short-term changes such as alterations in
arterial oxygenation, compliance, and airway pres-
sures in response to changes in mode or other
manipulations. At about this time the attention of
clinicians was also increasingly drawn to the

adverse effects of mechanical ventilation, and espe-
cially to ventilator-induced lung injury, which were
apparently the result of the increased capabilities of
the new machines or at least how clinicians were
using them. Starting around 1990, new targets and
goals for ventilatory support began to emerge for
patients with acute respiratory failure, which were
intended to prevent or reduce the severity of venti-
lator induced lung injury. Published results from small-
scale clinical trials of mechanical ventilation targeted
at these new goals began to appear.

In the last few years, mechanical ventilation
has, in a sense, come full circle, to a renewed quest
for simplicity in management. This is not because
the machinery and our knowledge are rudimentary,
as was the case 30 years ago, but because we are
realizing that we may not have been looking at the
right end points, and because what we have been
doing costs too much. Studies being published
today focus on outcomes and costs, and we now
have available, for the first time, data from large-
scale randomized clinical trials examining at least
some aspects of mechanical ventilation.

Managing Acute Respiratory Distress
Syndrome

I would like to take the management of acute
respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) as my case in
point in illustrating the trends I have just summa-
rized, and to use it as the springboard for predicting
what is likely to happen in respiratory care in the
larger sense.  Management of ARDS patients basi-
cally consists of 5 tasks, as listed in Table 2. We
oxygenate the arterial blood, traditionally using arte-
rial partial pressure of oxygen (PaO ) as the measure
of that. We support alveolar ventilation, using

2
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arterial partial pressure of carbon dioxide (PaCO2
)

and pH as the indices. We treat the primary problem
insofar as we are able, and here I refer not to treat-
ing ARDS itself but the precipitating process that
led to development of the syndrome, such as a

specific infection producing sepsis. Fourth, we
extensively monitor both the patient and the tools
that we are using to manage the patient. And,
finally, we do our best to prevent, to recognize early,
and to treat complications that arise.

Table 2 Elements in the Management of Acute Respiratory Distress Syndrome

1. Oxygenation of the arterial blood
2. Support of ventilation
3. Treatment of the primary condition precipitating acute respiratory distress syndrome
4. Monitoring the patient, the ventilator, and other aspects of management.
5. Prevention, recognition, and treatment of complications.

This list describes in a nutshell what is
involved in managing ARDS. To provide a framework
for speculating about the future of respiratory care
in this area, I would like to examine the first 2
elements on the list_that is, the things that we do
in management of ARDS that are targeted at sup-
porting gas exchange. I will discuss ventilation first,
because we have come further in the evolution of
our thinking, and more scientific evidence from ARDS
patients is available in this area than with oxygen-
ation.

Managing Ventilation: Lung Protection and
Permissive Hypercapnia

Traditionally, a main goal of mechanical venti-
lation was to çnormalizeé gas exchange. That is, we
sought to eliminate or minimize evidence of gas
exchange impairment to get as close as possible to
a normal PaO , right-to-left shunt, venous admixture,

2

22

or ratio of PaO to fraction of inspired oxygen (PaO /
FIO ), and also to keep PaCO  and pH within normal
limits.  These values are quite natural as goals and
it is no wonder that they were pursued for the first
25 years or so after ARDS was first described. How-
ever, in the 1990s the management and support of
alveolar ventilation and arterial oxygenation has
begun to be viewed in a different light and, as a
result, the goals and strategies of managing ventila-
tion have changed.8

This shift in management is due mainly to a
heightened awareness of the alveolar damage that
can be done to an ARDS patient if the lung is over-
distended during inspiration and insufficiently held
open at end-expiration. Figure 1 shows an idealized
depiction of the pressure-volume relationship of the
respiratory system of an ARDS patient and illus-
trates the rationale for the new ventilation strategy.

2 2
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Fig. 1 Idealized pressure-volume curve of the respiratory system of an acute respiration distress syndrome
patient, as measured during a very slow inspiration in the absence of muscular activity. The curve
reflects lung and chest-wall compliance (ie, the change in volume for a given change in pressure).
Point A, the lower inflection point, indicates increased compliance accompanying recruitment of
collapsed alveoli. At pressures and volumes above Point B, the upper inflection (or deflection) point,
compliance is reduced because of alveolar over-distention.

As distending pressure is progressively ap-
plied, beginning at a low lung volume, little lung
expansion initially occurs because much of the al-
veolar space is collapsed or consolidated. With
additional pressure, recruitable alveoli open and lung
compliance increases. However, as inflating pres-
sure is further increased, some alveoli become
over-distended and overall respiratory system
compliance begins to decrease.  The point on the
pressure-volume curve at which the lung opens and
compliance increases is called the lower inflection
point (point A on the figure), and the point at which
over-distention occurs and compliance decreases
is called the upper inflection (or, more properly,
deflection) point (point B).

Numerous studies using experimental animals
have shown that tidal ventilation that increases peak
lung inflation beyond the upper inflection point, or
that allows lung volume to fall below the lower
inflection point on expiration, damages normal lungs

and greatly augments injury in previously damaged
lungs.9,10 It follows that, in order to minimize ventila-
tor-induced lung injury, tidal ventilation ought to take
place between these 2 points on the pressure-
volume curve.11

Figure 1 is consistent with the available
evidence both from animals and humans with ARDS.
However, it is greatly simplified, and the inflection
and deflection points are typically difficult to identify
consistently at the bedside in actual patients. None-
theless, the management of ARDS has evolved to
be more consistent with tidal ventilation in the middle
part of the curve.  This involves limiting peak alveo-
lar distending pressure, primarily by using lower VT
than before.

I need to point out that the relevant pressure
is what is applied to the alveoli end-inspiratory
plateau pressure and not what is measured in the
ventilator circuit during inspiration. For a whole
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generation, clinicians were misled into tracking peak
airway pressure as a reflection of the risk of barotrau-
mas and ventilator-induced lung injury.  Peak pres-
sure reflects resistance to air flow (ie, things proxi-
mal to the alveoli) as well as lung-chest wall com-
pliance, whereas plateau pressure assesses only
the latter.

The use of smaller VT in ARDS patients often
results in hypercapnia. However, rather than
increasing minute ventilation in an attempt to bring
down PaCO2, current management allows hypercap-
nia (and respiratory acidosis) to persist as an
acceptable price to pay in order to protect the
lungs from injury. Hence the term permissive
hypercapnia.

Although early clinical series by Hickling
et al12 and a small single-center clinical trial by Amato
et al13 reported improved survival of ARDS patients
managed with lung-protective ventilation and per-
missive hypercapnia, compelling evidence of the
efficacy of this management has only recently been
published. I refer to the ARDS Network study,
a large-scale multicenter clinical trial sponsored
by the National Institutes of Health (NIH).14 This study
enrolled ARDS patients diagnosed by standardized

criteria and randomized them to be managed either
with the new lung-protective ventilation strategy
(corrected VT of 6 mL/kg or less, and end-inspira-
tory plateau pressure kept below 30 cm H2O)
or more traditional mechanical ventilation (VT of 12
mL/kg and plateau pressure of 50 cm H2O or less).
VT was determined according to calculated ideal
body weight, which turned out to be on average
about 20% less than the patientsû actual admission
weights.14

Figure 2 depicts the main results of the ARDS
Network study in terms of overall survival.14 As you
can see, there was a clear and both clinically and
statistically significant difference in outcome
with the 2 ventilation management strategies.  The
mortality rate in the patients receiving traditional
ventilatory management was 40% versus 31%
in the patients managed with lung-protective
ventilation-22% lower mortality! I think this is the
most important study of mechanical ventilation
that has ever been published. It is the first time
that it has ever been shown, with a proper,
sufficiently powered, controlled clinical trial, that
any approach to mechanical ventilation is better
than any other in terms of what ultimately happens
to the patient.
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Fig 2. A smoothed depiction of overall survival among acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) patients
managed according to a lung-protective ventilatory strategy (tidal volume 6 mL/kg, solid line) versus
traditional ventilation (tidal volume 12 mL/kg, dashed line), using data from the National Institutes of
Health-sponsored ARDS Network study. (Adapted from Reference 14.)

I need to tell you, though, that even before the
ARDS Network study was carried out, some changes
were happening with respect to clinical outcomes in
ARDS.  This is illustrated by the experiences of one
clinical center, as shown in Figure 3,15-18 which shows
the percentage of ARDS patients who died at
Harborview Medical Center from 1981 through 1998.
At Harborview, a group of investigators under the
direction of Leonard Hudson has been prospectively
and consecutively studying every ARDS      patient
for more than 20 years,19,20 using a set of diagnostic
criteria that are essentially the same as the Euro-
pean-American consensus criteria.21 During this study

period, this group has accumulated what must surely
be the largest consecutive series of ARDS cases in
the world-well over 2,000 of them.

Figure 3  illustrates an important trend in ARDS
mortality. In Ashbaugh and Pettyûs 1967 report, from
Denver, that first described and named ARDS, mor-
tality among their patients was about two thirds.22
For the next 20 years, reported mortality from Den-
ver and elsewhere among patients who developed
this syndrome remained between 60 and 70%.23
This was the case at Harborview until about 1990.
At about that time there began a real and sustained
decrease in the mortality of ARDS, as shown in the
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figure.23 All-cause mortality declined to about one
third, and has remained less than 40% until the
present-a decrease of nearly half from the previous
mortality rate.18 This trend is evident not only at

Harborview, where half of all ARDS cases occur in
patients with multiple trauma, but also at other
centers around the world.24

Fig 3. Unadjusted, all-cause mortality among acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) patients managed
at Harborview Medical Center from 1981 through 1998.  Diagnostic criteria and precipitating causes
of ARDS did not vary significantly during the time period shown.  The decrease in mortality is
statistically significant and is not substantially altered by adjustment for ARDS risk factors, age, and
gender. (Adapted from References 15-18).

I would like to point out that this improvement
in ARDS survival was happening before was started
using lower VT and other aspects of lung-protective
ventilation. Thus, on the one hand we have the ARDS
Network study showing that managing ARDS
patients with low VT and limited airway pressures
improves survival, and on the other hand we were
already doing something right, because mortality had
already fallen before the new management strategy
was introduced.

Managing Oxygenation: Questioning
Assumptions and Moving Toward
Permissive Hypoxemia

Why do ARDS patients die? It turns out that
the great majority of them die from nonrespiratory
causes.  Figure 4 shows the proportions of deaths
among ARDS patients at Harborview that were due
to respiratory failure (ie, due to inability to oxygen-
ate the blood and maintain acid-base status) during
the same time periods as in the previous figure.15-18
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These pie charts show that most people who get
ARDS and subsequently die do not succumb to
respiratory failure. The most common cause of death
is sepsis and multiple organ failure, which accounted
for 31-50% of the deaths during the time period
shown. Next was cerebral hemorrhage and other
forms of central nervous system failure, which caused
19-29% of the deaths. Cardiac, hepatic, hemato-
logic, and other organ failures account for much of

the rest. Failure of gas exchange caused only 13-
19% of the deaths.

So of all the people who get ARDS and also
die, only about 1 in 6 or 1 in 7 dies directly because
of respiratory failure. If we consider the fact that the
current mortality rate among ARDS patients is about
35%, with only 15% of those dying of gas exchange
failure, it means that only 5% of ARDS patients die
because of inability to support oxygenation.

Fig 4. Causes of death among acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) patients who died at Harborview
Medical Center during 4 sampling periods from 1981 to 1998.  The proportion of deaths from
unsupportable respiratory failure remained between 13 and 19%, while deaths from nonrespiratory
causes (mainly from sepsis-multiple organ failure and/or neurologic processes) remained between 81
and 87%. (Adapted from References 15-18.)
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I want to deal further with that observation. Of
the things we do in managing ARDS patients (see
Table 2), number 1 has always been to oxygenate
the arterial blood.  The assumption has always been
that, if we adequately oxygenate the arterial blood,
our management has been successful, and that a
patient whose oxygenation is maintained has a
better chance of survival (Fig. 5). But an increasing
body of data suggests that there is reason to ques-
tion that assumption.

Letûs look at the things we do to increase  in
ARDS patients. Number 1 is to increase FIO ,
although for as long as weûve been treating ARDS
weûve been reluctant to increase FIO above about
0.5 or 0.6, for fear of oxygen toxicity. The primary
alternative is to use positive end-expiratory pressure
(PEEP) and to attempt to lower FIO by progressive
increases in PEEP. We also have seen introduced
pressure control ventilation, inverse inspiration-
to-expiration ratio, decelerating inspiratory flow, and
a variety of other manipulations of the ventilatory
waveform in attempts to make the gas exchange
better and improve oxygenation.

Then there have been the adjunctive measures
for augmenting arterial oxygenation that have been
introduced and subsequently studied in clinical
trials, including prone positioning, inhaled nitric
oxide, and extracorporeal life support or extracor-
poreal membrane oxygenation (ECMO). ECMO was
studied in the mid-1970s in patients with severe
ARDS and shown in a big multicenter NIH trial to
offer no advantage in survival over standard man-
agement.25 That study was even repeated by the
NIH 15 years later, because ECMO advocates could
not believe that the therapy was not effective, and
once again a multicenter trial showed that ECMO

produced no better survival than conventional
ventilatory support, in this instance guided by a
protocol.26

We now also have randomized, multicenter,
controlled trials on prone positioning and inhaled
nitric oxide. Inhaled nitric oxide27 has been shown to
raise PaO , at least in most patients, but to have no
effect on survival. And upcoming results of a large
multicenter European trial of prone positioning in
ARDS also found that most of the patients showed
improved oxygenation but that there was no effect
on outcome (L Gattinoni, unpublished data, 2001).

Contrast these findings to those of the ARDS
Network study14 showing substantially decreased
mortality with low VT conventional ventilation_in fact,
using good old-fashioned assist-control. In the ARDS
Network study, although measures of arterial oxy-
genation were ultimately the same in the 2 treat-
ment groups, the ratio of PaO to FIO was actually
lower, and patient exposure to higher FIO greater,
for the first several days in the low-VT group. That
is, the patients with better ultimate outcomes
received higher FIO and had lower effective arterial
oxygenation than the patients with larger VT , who
suffered higher mortality.

The above observations fly in the face of the
conventional belief that the higher the FIO the higher
the risk of oxygen toxicity and a bad outcome. I
think itûs time we re-examined that belief. In my 25
years of attending in the medical and surgical ICUs
at Harborview, I have become convinced that we
have been sorely misled by an unwarranted fear of
oxygen toxicity. In the Pacific Northwest, as in many
cultures around the world, we have a myth of a
giant forest beast called Bigfoot or Sasquatch.  Well,
I consider oxygen toxicity çthe Sasquatch of the
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ICU.é Everybody has heard of it and knows what
itûs supposed to look like, but the evidence of its
existence is dubious at best!

I am well aware of the data from animal
models and normal humans that demonstrate the
toxic effects of breathing increased concentrations
of oxygen.28-30 However, I am not convinced that
pulmonary oxygen toxicity really poses a clinically
important risk in critically ill patients. Even with all
the ARDS cases Iûve seen, I do not think I can
identify a single case of oxygen toxicity. Maybe it
happened and I didnût recognize it, which could well
be the case, since pulmonary oxygen toxicity and
ARDS are supposed to be a lot alike clinically.
However, as I showed earlier, the mortality of ARDS
decreased during a period when we were not  making
any substantial change in the oxygen concentra-
tions we used. I also mentioned several studies that
showed that short-term improvements in arterial
oxygenation did not necessarily improve survival.

The ARDS Network study maintained FIO , PEEP,
and PaO   within specified ranges in order to mini-
mize confounding variables, but there is no such
uniformity in ordinary patient management. Manag-
ing ARDS may be as much about clinician behavior
as it is about the patientûs illness. If you donût
believe that, just go from hospital to hospital in
your own community and look at the differences in
the way the same condition is managed. How
high or low an FIO2

 clinicians are comfortable
with and how much PEEP they will use in order to

2

2

2

decre FIO2
 below a certain level vary a great deal.

Within the institution where I practice there are
attending physicians who consider it acceptable
to leave an ARDS patient on 70% oxygen and
10 or 15 cm H2O of PEEP,  whereas others will
increase PEEP to 30 cm H2O or more in order to
get the FIO2

 down to 0.5 or less.

Similarly, the target PaO2
, pulse oximetry satura-

tion, or mixed venous oxygen saturation that trig-
gers intervention in a patient being managed for
ARDS varies considerably among institutions and
among individual clinicians. In the absence of strict
protocols or as a result of imprecise physician
orders, it is often up to the nurse at the bedside to
fine-tune the FIO and maintain the various indices of
oxygenation at individual çcomfort levels.é The
çacceptableé level of arterial oxygenation varies from
patient to patient and even for a given patient from
shift to shift.

Maybe the relationship between arterial oxy-
genation and outcome in ARDS looks more like
Figure 6 than Figure 5.  That is, maybe oxygenation
and outcome are almost completely dissociated.
In the studies of prone positioning (L Gattinoni,
unpublished data, 2001) and inhaled nitric oxide,27

there was no outcome benefit from interventions
that increased PaO2

.  However, about 1 patient in 20
still dies because of insupportable oxygenation fail-
ure, so the concept illustrated in Figure 6 needs to
show some degree of overlap, albeit probably much
less than we have assumed in the past.
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Fig 6. Alternative relationship between oxygenation and outcome suggested by recent data from studies of
nitric oxide and prone positioning in acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS): because relatively
few ARDS deaths are due to inability to support oxygenation, improving oxygenation does not
necessarily improve outcome.

Fig 5. Assumed relationship between arterial oxygenation and survival or other favorable outcome in man-
aging acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) patients: improving oxygenation signifies success
in management and must surely improve outcome. This assumption was implicit in many studies of
ventilator management of ARDS, in which increasing arterial partial pressure of oxygen was a man-
agement end point.

Does it really make a difference whether the
PaO  in an ARDS patient is 50 or 100 mm Hg?
That may seem a heretical question, and I can hear
a chorus of responses from across the country
saying, çDonût be ridiculous! Of course you shouldnût
allow PaO  to be 50 mm Hg if you can make it higher
than that.é  But Iûm not sure we have much sub-
stantiation for the assumption that we should keep

the PaO  in the normal range. Perhaps we should
look more at oxygen content and delivery to the
tissues and less at PaO as the measurement to
follow as we manage patients.31-34

Figure 7 shows the familiar oxyhemoglobin
dissociation curve, but with oxygen content rather
than saturation on the vertical axis.31 A widely used
version of this curve has oxygen saturation on the
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left vertical axis and content on the right, with
a saturation of 100% corresponding to an oxygen
content of 20 mL/dL of blood (same curve, different
measures of the adequacy of oxygenation). But that
is only the case when the hemoglobin concentration
is normal at 15 gm/dL. If the patientûs hemoglobin
concentration is only 10 gm/dL, then the best oxy-
gen content you can get, even with 100% satura-
tion, is only two thirds as much. Similarly, for a

hemoglobin concentration of 5 gm/dL, oxygen con-
tent would remain profoundly reduced despite a
normal or even markedly elevated PaO . Clinicians
have known this for a long time, but sometimes we
donût apply it at the bedside as we should.  We are
going to need to pay much more attention to the
other components of oxygen delivery to the tissues-
hemoglobin level and cardiac output_in managing
severely hypoxic ARDS patients.

Fig 7. The oxyhemoglobin curve for arterial blood, drawn with blood oxygen content (CaO2) rather than
saturation on the vertical axis, for hemoglobin concentrations of 5,10 and 15 gm/dL. An arterial partial
pressure of oxygen (PaO2

) exceeding about 80 mm Hg results in a saturation approaching 100%, but
the content of oxygen in the blood will remain reduced at hemoglobin levels below normal. Raising
hemoglobin concentration from 10 to 15 gm/dL will increase CaO2 substantially more than raising
PaO2

 from 50 to 80 mm Hg. (From Reference 32, with permission.)

I believe that in the coming years there will be
less focus on increasing PaO  as a primary manage-
ment goal. That is, we will use çpermissive hypoxemiaé
just as we now use permissive hypercapnia in order
to avoid complications of mechanical ventilation.  You
may remember that when permissive hypercapnia
was first introduced into clinical practice, we were
all pretty nervous about allowing PaCO  to get up to
50 mm Hg and arterial pH to get down to 7.30.
Reluctant to subject our patients to acidemia when

we had the means to avoid it, we did not let
PaCO2

 rise above a certain level and we used bicar-
bonate infusions to keep the pH in a range where
we were comfortable. Now, we manage ARDS
patients with PaCO2

in the 60s and 70s and even 80s
without blinking, and we donût correct the pH when
it gets down to 7.25 or even 7.20 if the patients
is hemodynamically stable. The patients have not
changed, but our approach to managing them has.
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I think a similar transition needs to happen
with respect to target PaO. One of the things thatûs
going to drive it is the fact that the measures we
take to prevent and correct hypoxemia tend to cost
us more than we may be able to afford.  Here I
donût mean just dollar expense, but also expense
in terms of physiologic impact on the patient,
particularly with the use of high levels of PEEP.
I mentioned that I am not certain that Iûve ever seen
oxygen toxicity as a clinical entity in the ICU, but
I see the adverse effects of PEEP nearly every
day_overt barotrauma from regional lung over-
distention, and more invasive fluid support and
monitoring to deal with the hemodynamic impact
of raised intrathoracic pressure.

The future of mechanical ventilation for acute
hypoxemic respiratory failure is lung-protective ven-
tilation and the resulting permissive hypercapnia. I
think the future will also be permissive hypoxemia,
as we focus less on new ventilation modes and
other manipulations to raise PaO and more on
adequate tissue oxygenation, on the prevention of
complications, and on good general patient care.
The çage of explorationé in mechanical ventilation is
coming to an end, both because funding it has
become prohibitive in both monetary cost and
impact on the patient and because accumulating
evidence suggests that we have been headed in the
wrong direction.

Managing Acute-On-Chronic Ventilatory
Failure

The management of acute-on-chronic ventila-
tory failure in acute exacerbations of chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) is another

area that has evolved substantially and will continue
to do so. The avoidance of endotracheal intubation
will continue to emerge as a primary management
goal, with more widespread and effective use of
noninvasive positive pressure ventilation (NPPV) serv-
ing as the means for achieving this goal. There are
already NPPV clinical practice guidelines and con-
sensus statements,35,36 and these are based on the
highest level of clinical evidence: multiple random-
ized controlled trials with consistent findings.37  How-
ever, my justification for including this subject in a
discussion of the future of respiratory care is my
impression that NPPV is still unknown, unused, and/
or poorly practiced among many clinicians on the
front lines of caring for COPD patients.

It is one thing to acknowledge that NPPV should
be used in patients with acute-on-chronic ventila-
tory failure, but it is something else to carry it out
effectively in the emergency department and ICU.
Successful application of NPPV in the acute care
setting requires both special knowledge and hands-
on expertise, which do not come easily.  I have seen
this at my own institution, despite the presence of
an excellent staff and several years of extensive
education and training efforts.

In the future there will probably be more
specialized areas of expertise, such as special res-
piratory units, for managing patients with severe
COPD. This has been the European model for many
years, but in most areas of America it has been
traditional for all critically ill patients to be managed
in the same units. It may be that, at least with
respect to obstructive lung disease, we will see more
of these focused care units.
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In managing COPD patients with NPPV, as in
the care of patients with other conditions, both acute
and chronic, we are going to see increasing use of
protocols. Intubation, initial ventilator settings, venti-
lator adjustments, weaning, and extubation will all
be guided by protocols, as I will discuss further
below.

Monitoring the Critically III Patient
I would like to address monitoring in the ICU,

as this is a subject that will-and should-change in
the future. There is a clear need to do a better job of
monitoring the right things while monitoring fewer of
the wrong things. Examples of the right things to
monitor include VT corrected for circuit compression
(something that is not even thought about at some
institutions) and airway pressure measured at the
distal end of the endotracheal tube rather than back
in the ventilator circuit (where the effects of resis-
tance in the system cause confusion).  As I men-
tioned previously, we should monitor end-inspira-

tory plateau pressure rather than peak airway pres-
sure to assess compliance and the risk of lung
injury. We need to be capable of monitoring what
the clinician really needs to know rather than what
is more convenient to monitor (Fig. 8).38

The list of things that should be monitored
should also include actual lung volumes, such as
changes in functional residual capacity in response
to changes in PEEP or other interventions, and the
direct monitoring of intrinsic and total PEEP, rather
than just the level set by the clinician. It would be
very useful to have accurate, clinically relevant moni-
toring of the work of breathing, and particularly to
be able to separate the work the ventilator is doing
from what the patient is experiencing. I realize that
there are systems out there that attempt to do part
of this, but I would like to see a more direct mea-
sure of work rather than measures related to work
in some way.  Being able to directly monitor airway
resistance in asthma patients would be very helpful.

Fig 8. Relationship between the technical capability of monitoring something and the clinical usefulness of
the assessment. Monitors in the upper left-hand box are desirable, as would be those in the upper
right-hand box that could be moved to the left. Procedures or devices in the lower left-hand box add
risk, discomfort, effort, or expense without really providing additional scientific or clinical benefit.
Unfortunately, if the future continues certain trends of the past, additional monitors not presently
available may be added to the lower left-hand box from its counterpart on the right. (Reproduced with
permission from Pierson DJ. Conference summary: pulmonary function testing: what, how, when, and
why? Respiratory Care 1989;34(7):661-669.)

Can we do it ?
Yes        No

Is  it helpful?

Yes

 No
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We need not only to monitor the relevant
changes in the patient but also to be able to do a
better job of excluding artifact. As an example, con-
sider airway pressure and oxyhemoglobin satura-
tion. Peak airway pressures and endinspiratory
plateau pressure change when the patient coughs
or rolls around in bed, and we need to be able to
separate those changes from what happens as a
result of a trend in the patientûs condition, such as
the development of pulmonary edema or broncho-
spasm. Artifactual and clinically irrelevant readings
are major problems in oxyhemoglobin saturation, both
with pulse oximetry and in mixed venous saturation
monitoring via pulmonary artery catheter. In this and
other areas, there is already considerable work
being done to develop bedside monitors that will do
a better job of filtering out extraneous and artifac-
tual data and of giving us information we really need
to see.

In the not-too-distant future, I believe we will
succeed in making the connection between moni-
toring and management.39 That is, thereûs a lot of
talk about closed loop ventilation, wherein the mea-
surements made by the monitors automatically
adjust the ventilator, such as with automatic titration
of FIO2

 in response to pulse oximetry readings or
continuous PaO2 

 measurements.

I believe there will also be_and should be_a
trend toward monitoring more but displaying less.
It would be very much like what has happened on
the dashboards of cars. We no longer have gauges
showing oil pressure, radiator temperature, or the
amperage in the system. Instead, we know that those
things are being monitored, and that if they get
outside of accepted tolerances the system will

let us know about it, but we donût have to be look-
ing at the gauges all the time. I believe that some-
thing analogous to this is going to happen in ICU
monitoring.  There is a limit to how much informa-
tion the human mind can keep track of. We need to
have the capability to retrieve recent data when some-
thing does go wrong, but it will be the system that
is monitored rather than its many components, at
least from the standpoint of the clinician at the bed-
side.

Respiratory Care: The Profession
Definition and Characteristics

Now I would like to turn to respiratory care in
the second context-respiratory care as a profession.
The American Association for Respiratory Care
(AARC) has defined this as çan allied health
specially, practiced with medical direction, in the
treatment, management, control, diagnostic evalua-
tion, and care of patients with deficiencies and
abnormalities of the cardiopulmonary system.é40 This
profession exists primarily in the United States. There
are now some dozen countries outside the United
States and Canada with fledgling respiratory care
professions modeled on the United States system,
but predominantly this is still an American phenom-
enon.

An allied health profession separate from
nursing, physical therapy, and clinical engineering
was created in the United States a half century ago
by a group of physicians and others who recog-
nized the need for specialized expertise on respira-
tory disorders and the technology that was emerg-
ing to deal with them.

According to a recent survey commissioned
by the AARC, the respiratory care workforce here is
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about 110,000 strong.41 Seventy thousand of these
professionals say that they are clinicians called
respiratory therapists (RTs).  We no longer have
çrespiratory techsé in this country: all people in the
field are called RTs, and their credentials are either
RRT (registered RT) or CRT (certified RT). The CRTT
(certified respirator therapy technician) credential has
been superseded, as have 1-year training programs
for entry into the profession. Now the educational
standard is a 2-year training program, the product
of which is the equivalent of an associate degree,
and there are increasing numbers of baccalaureate
and even graduate degree programs. In the last
decade, along with this evolution of education and
job designation, has come licensure, or at least offi-
cial legal credentialing, of RTs in order to practice in
nearly all 50 of the United States.

History
The history of the respiratory care profession

is analogous to the history of pulmonary medicine
and critical care before about 1970 low-tech empiri-
cism and individual ingenuity drove things. The ven-
tilators were relatively simple, as I have mentioned,
and there was little monitoring. ABG measurement
was not yet in widespread clinical use. There were
oxygen tents, and nearly everyone admitted to the
hospital got intermittent positive-pressure breathing
treatments. The respiratory therapy department was
in the basement.

In the 1970s and into the early-and mid-1980s
there was an explosion in respiratory care, just as
there was in much of the rest of medicine. What had
originally been known as inhalation therapy became
respiratory therapy and finally, in 1986, was officially
named respiratory care. It was a period of enormous

technologic and economic growth.  ICUs appeared,
proliferated, and expanded, along with new ventila-
tors, new modes, and new monitors. Hospital
respiratory therapy departments became enormously
profitable, and were no longer in the basement, liter-
ally or figuratively. Instead, they held a prominent
position in the hospital because they were major
revenue generators. Home oxygen therapy also bur-
geoned as both a clinical modality and a tremen-
dous growth industry, as some half million Ameri-
cans had oxygen systems installed in their homes.

Then came the 1990s, with continuing techni-
cal refinements but at a time of increasing cost
constraint and reorganization. Ventilators became
more technically sophisticated (microprocessor-
controlled, with various combinations of the basic
modes), but few all-new approaches were introduced.
Hospital reimbursement shrank in the face of
prospective payment, and respiratory care depart-
ments came to be thought of not so much as
revenue generators but as cost centers, now an
increasing burden on the institution. As a result,
downsizing and reorganization affected a majority
of the respiratory care departments in the country,
and some were eliminated altogether.

Well, of course, the patients werenût eliminated
when this happened. They and their needs were still
there, and when the respiratory care departmentûs
central organization, skills, and expertise were
dispersed throughout the hospital, it is not surpris-
ing that patient care and satisfaction deteriorated.
Many of the hospitals that underwent these organi-
zational changes during the 1990s have now taken
steps to restore the previous structure and reas-
semble their departments.

At the same time that staffing was being cut
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back, with overall decreases in the quality and quanlity
of respiratory care available to patients in American
hospitals, there was an enormous push to decrease
length of stay and discharge patients earlier in order
to reduce costs under prospective payment. This
meant that patients were sent home from acute
hospitalization earlier and sicker than before, a
phenomenon with important implications for other
parts of the respiratory care profession, as I will
discuss further in a moment.

Evidence of the Effectiveness of Respi-
ratory Therapists and Respiratory Care
Protocols

As I implied earlier, assessment and manage-
ment by protocol is where both respiratory care the
profession and respiratory care the subject area are
going. It has been shown that the use of protocols
can decrease misallocation of respiratory care ser-
vices, resulting in less expensive management. Rather
than taking decision-making out of the hands of the
doctors, protocols allow better utilization of the skills
and time of both the physicians and the therapists.

There have now been 3 randomized controlled
trials of ventilator weaning by RTs according to
protocol.42-44 A detailed review of these studies is
beyond the scope of this article, but they involved
large numbers of patients and all showed a short-
ened duration of mechanical ventilation without
apparent deleterious effects.  All the studies sug-
gest that money can be saved when weaning is
conducted by way of treatment protocol driven by
the clinicians who are at the bedside rather than
having the doctor make all the individual decisions.

The effectiveness of RTs as consultants has
also been reported in randomized controlled

trails.45,46 These studies show that use of
protocols significantly decreases the number of
patients receiving therapies that are not indicated
and decreases the number who need therapies
but do not get them.

A recent comprehensive review by Stoller sum-
marizes the published documentation of the effec-
tiveness of RTs.47 This review uses the United States
Preventive Services task force scheme for grading
evidence of the effectiveness of therapies48 to
assess protocol-driven intubation, weaning, alloca-
tion of ABG measurement, placement of arterial lines,
and performance of mini-bronchoalveolar lavage
without bronchoscopy. Although the strength of the
evidence varies, there is now considerable docu-
mentation of the value of RTs in the ICU setting.

Similarly, outside the ICU, the effectiveness of
RTs in generating appropriate overall care plans, using
protocols, has been shown at the highest evidence
rating, with randomized controlled trials. Evidence in
support of bronchial hygiene and oxygen titration
protocols is close behind.

In ambulatory care, the strength of the
evidence is not quite so good, but there is increas-
ing documentation of clinical studies and institu-
tional experience. Within the constraints of their study
designs, these reports support the statement that
the use of RTs in these settings, typically using
protocols, improves care and is less expensive.47

Respiratory Therapists and End-of-Life
Care

End-of-life care is another area that I think will
see increasing attention in the realm of respiratory
care in the coming years. RTs have been intimately
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involved with this topic for a long time, although
they may not have acknowledged or realized it.
After all, when life support is to be withdrawn, it is
usually the RT who has to come to the bedside to
actually carry out the plan. In the ICU and acute
care hospital, but also outside, in rehabilitation and
in home care. I believe that RTs will become
increasingly involved in palliative care. The recent
Respiratory Care Journal conference on palliative
respiratory care49 brought together internationally
recognized experts and reviewed the subject in
detail.

With respect to withholding and withdrawing
maximal supportive intervention, I believe the
future will bring more pre-ICU decision - making
and earlier, more effective communication with
patients and families about the interventions that
may be undertaken in the-ICU Considered in
the context of the probable outcomes of those
interventions.  There is likely to be earlier determina-
tion of whether maximal supportive intervention is
going to be continued, and this will be standardized
and guided by protocols.

End-of-life and palliative care is an important
component of what we do in critical care. We know
that the majority of Americans who die in the ICU
have life support withdrawn, rather than dying in
spite of everything that we do. I believe we will see
an increasing use of protocols for withdrawal of life
support and protocols for assessing and managing
patient distress while that is carried out.  Such
protocols are already in place in the institution
in which I work.

Respiratory Therapists and Smoking
Cessation

Smoking cessation and COPD prevention are
another very important area of both respiratory care
the subject area and respiratory care the profes-
sion. The United States Public Health Service
recently issued an outstanding clinical practice
guideline that is authoritative, practical, and
covers all aspects of smoking intervention and
smoking cessation. It is available at http://
www.surgeongeneral.gov/tobacco/tobaqrg.htm and
has also been published in Respiratory Care.50 The
National Lung Health Education Project has also
recently called for the widespread screening of
smokers by primary care providers in their offices
in order to detect COPD.51 Training these providers
in the technique and interpretation of spirometry
and in other areas pertaining to the control of
smoking will heavily involve RTs.

In the future there will be increased and more
effective efforts to get people to stop smoking. I
believe we are actually going to make headway here.
The war against smoking will have claimed more
American lives than all of our military wars put
together, but I believe that we will finally see that
tide turn and that RTs are going to play a major
role as that occurs.52

Respiratory Therapists and Home Care
As our population ages, the prevalence of

chronic health problems affecting the respiratory
system will continue to increase. I mentioned earlier
that increasing pressure to reduce costs in the
hospital has led to earlier discharge of patients and
greater severity of acute illness at the time of
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discharge. This places an increasing burden on those
who care for patients outside the acute-care hospi-
tal. Management may take place in long-term acute-
care facilities, rehabilitation centers, skilled nursing
facilities, or group homes, but most often it shifts to
the patientûs own home.

As older patients with more complex and severe
illness are managed at home, there will be increased
involvement of RTs and other nonphysician caregivers
in the home. If this does happen it will probably
reduce hospitalization and save money. However,
for such a future to occur there will have to be
appropriate revision of existing reimbursement
policies, which so far have not acknowledged the
need for and contributions of TRs. In predicting this
increasing deployment and effectiveness of RTs
as physician extenders in the home setting, I have
my fingers crossed because of the economic and
political hurdles to be overcome. However, it
definitely should happen if the best care is to be
afforded our patients.

Respiratory Care: The Journal
Finally I come to the third use of the term

respiratory care, which is the name of the journal
Respiratory Care.  Early in its 47-year history it was
called Inhalation Therapy and it was small in size,
scope, and frequency, published only every other
month. Now monthly and different in many other
ways, RESPIRATORY CARE is the peer-reviewed
science journal of the AARC. It covers all aspects
of respiratory care the subject area and the profes-
sion and was accepted for prospective inclusion in
Index Medicus and MEDLINE as of the year 2000.
Also, since an older database was assimilated into
MEDLINE, you can also now retrieve via MEDLINE a
substantial number of earlier studies published in

RESPIRATORY CARE.  The Journal has the largest
monthly circulation of any peer-reviewed respiratory
journal, and goes not only to the members of the
AARC but also to individual subscribers, hospitals,
and libraries.  Its traditional RT readership is steadily
expanding to include increasing numbers of physi-
cians, nurses, and others involved in respiratory care
the subject area. I believe that this will continue to
increase, as will the numbers of high-quality manu-
scripts submitted for possible publication.

Conclusions
I said at the beginning that I would under-

take the potentially foolish task of making 10 spe-
cific predictions about the future of respiratory care.
I have mentioned each during the preceding discus-
sion, but here they are in a list:

1. There will be less focus on raising PaO2
as a primary goal in managing acute hypoxemic
respiratory failure.

2. More attention will be paid to the adequacy
of tissue oxygenation, irrespective of PaO2

.  With this
çpermissive hypoxemia,é clinicians will tolerate lower
PaO2 and oxyhemoglobin saturation levels than
they have previously.

3. We will have smarter monitors, with direct
input into ventilators and other devices, but these
monitors may not be indicating to us in real time
everything that they are doing.

4. There will be more noninvasive ventilatory
assistance and other focused interventions in acute
exacerbations of COPD. Although this is the ac-
cepted standard of care already, it is not yet prac-
ticed widely enough or skillfully enough.

5. There will be more ICU triage and earlier
determination of the appropriateness of maximal sup-
portive intervention in the ICU, along with greater
standardization of end-of-life care in that environ-
ment.
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6. We will see the expanded use of protocols
for assessment and management in all clinical set-
tings pertaining to respiratory care. Although I have
listed this one sixth, it should perhaps be number
one, as the future of respiratory care in all 3 of its
meanings lies with protocols.

7. There will be increased awareness of,
expertise in, and resources for palliative care in all
clinical settings. Respiratory care will be at the fore-
front as these increases take place.

8. There will be accelerating progress in
smoking cessation and in the prevention and early
amelioration of COPD.

9. RTs will assume a greater role as coordina-
tors and care givers in home care.

10. Respiratory Care journal will continue in
its role as science journal for the subject area and
the profession, as the events forecasted above and
its availability in Index Medicus stimulate increasing
numbers and quality of submitted manuscripts.

Attempting to predict the future is almost
always doomed to at least partial failure, but the
preceding exercise will have been worthwhile if it
has stimulated your thought and placed past devel-
opments into a context from which future develop-
ments can be understood and evaluated_however
accurately they may correspond to my predictions.
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Abstract : Chierakul N. and Nana A. Tuberculosis service in a medical school. Division of Respiratory
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A retrospective study in new tuberculosis patients of Siriraj Hospital in 2001 was conducted.
The information of 251 out of the total around 2,000 patients were randomly selected.  Eighty patients
(31.8%) had HIV co-infection, 18 had diabetes mellitus (7.2%), and 7 received immunosuppressive
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To enhance the role of medical school in national TB control, improvement of TB case-manage-
ment system should be the first priority.
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‚√ß‡√ ’¬π·æ∑¬å¬—ß¡’∫∑∫“∑„π°“√«‘®—¬‡æ ◊ ËÕæ—≤π“°“√¥Ÿ·≈
√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π∑ÿ°Ê ¥â“π ∫∑∫“∑Õ’°ª√–°“√Àπ÷Ëß∑’Ë
ªØ‘‡ ∏‰¡à‰¥â §◊Õ°“√„Àâ∫√‘°“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§‚¥¬µ√ß
´÷Ëß‡ªìπ«—µ∂ÿ¥‘∫ ”§—≠ ”À√—∫ àß‡ √‘¡ß“π¥â“πÕ◊ËπÊ „π
∞“π–¢Õß‚√ß‡√’¬π·æ∑¬å

„π°“√ —¡¡π“‡°’Ë¬«°—∫«—≥‚√§√–¥—∫™“µ‘ ¥Ÿ‡À¡◊Õπ
«à“Õÿª √√§ ”§—≠ª√–°“√Àπ÷Ëß§◊Õ√–∫∫°“√¥Ÿ·≈√—°…“«—≥‚√§
„π‡¢µ‡¡◊Õß ‡π◊ËÕß®“°¡’ªí≠À“ºŸâªÉ«¬¢“¥°“√√—°…“°àÕπ
°”Àπ¥§àÕπ¢â“ß Ÿß ‡æ√“–‰¡à¡’√–∫∫ àßµ—«·≈–µ‘¥µ“¡
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë¥’ ¡’Àπ à«¬ß“π∑ ’ Ë‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß®“°À≈“¬  —ß°—¥ √«¡‰ª
∂÷ß°“√π”°≈¬ÿ∑∏å DOTS ¡“„™â ‰¥â„π·«¥«ß∑’Ë®”°—¥

«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å
ß“π«‘®—¬¬âÕπÀ≈—ß©∫—∫π’È¡’«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å∑’Ë®–· ¥ß

¿“æ¢Õß‚√ß‡√’¬π·æ∑¬å·ÀàßÀπ÷Ëß„π°√ÿß‡∑æ¡À“π§√„π
°“√„Àâ∫√ ‘°“√¥Ÿ·≈√ —°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ ‡æ ◊ ËÕ∑ ’ Ë®–‡ªìπ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈
æ◊Èπ∞“π à«πÀπ÷Ëß„π°“√®—¥‡µ√’¬¡√Ÿª·∫∫∑’Ë ‡À¡“– ¡
 ”À√—∫°“√§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§„π‡¢µ‡¡◊Õß ·≈–∫∑∫“∑∑’Ë®–
‡ªìπ‰ª‰¥â„π°“√¡’ à«π√à«¡¢Õß‚√ß‡√’¬π·æ∑¬å

«— ¥ÿ·≈–«‘∏’°“√
„πªï æ.». 2544 ¡’ ‘Ëß àßµ√«®¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬√“¬„À¡à¢÷Èπ

‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§®“°¿“§«‘™“®ÿ≈™’««‘∑¬“ §≥–·æ∑¬»“ µ√å
»‘√‘√“™æ¬“∫“≈ ®”π«πª√–¡“≥ 2,000 √“¬ ´÷Ëß
 Õ¥§≈ âÕß°—∫ª√ ‘¡“≥¬“«—≥‚√§∑ ’ Ë¡’°“√®à“¬„π·ºπ°ºŸâªÉ«¬
πÕ°¢Õß‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈  ‰¥â∑”°“√ ÿà¡‡«™√–‡∫’¬πºŸâªÉ«¬πÕ°
ÕÕ°¡“®”π«π 400 √“¬  “¡“√∂§âπ‡«™√–‡∫’¬π‰¥â®√‘ß 251
√“¬ §‘¥‡ªìπª√–¡“≥√âÕ¬≈– 12.5 ¢Õß®”π«πºŸâªÉ«¬∑—ÈßÀ¡¥

∑”°“√√«∫√«¡¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈æ◊Èπ∞“π¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬§◊Õ ‡æ» ¿Ÿ¡‘
≈”‡π“ ‚√§æ ◊ Èπ∞“π ≈ —°…≥–¢Õß«—≥‚√§  ∂“π–¢Õß°“√
√—°…“´÷Ëß®”·π°‡ªìπ  à ßµàÕ‰ª√—°…“∑’Ë ∂“π∫√‘°“√
 “∏“√≥ ÿ¢Õ◊Ëπ √—°…“§√∫ ·≈–¢“¥°“√√—°…“°àÕπ°”Àπ¥
„π°≈ ÿ à¡∑ ’ Ë¢“¥°“√√ —°…“°àÕπ°”Àπ¥®–®”·π°‡ªìπ°“√¢“¥
°“√√—°…“„π√–¬–‡¢â¡¢âπ (intensive phase) °—∫„π√–¬–
µ“¡ (continuation phase)  √«¡∑—Èßæ‘®“√≥“∂÷ß¿Ÿ¡‘≈”‡π“
°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’ ·≈–°“√‡ªìπ‡∫“À«“π¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬ ∑’Ë
Õ“®¡’º≈µàÕ°“√¢“¥°“√√—°…“ πÕ°®“°π’È¬—ß√«∫√«¡¿“«–
·∑√°´âÕπ®“°¬“µâ“π«—≥‚√§∑’Ë ”§—≠§◊Õµ—∫Õ—°‡ ∫ ·≈–
Õ—µ√“°“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“«—≥‚√§À≈“¬¢π“π (MDR-TB)„πºŸâªÉ«¬
„À¡à¥â«¬ ∑”°“√‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫µ—«·ª√∑“ß ∂‘µ‘‚¥¬„™â chi
square ¥â«¬‚ª√·°√¡ EpiInfo 6.0
º≈°“√»÷°…“

¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§√“¬„À¡à∑—Èß ‘Èπ„π°“√»÷°…“π’È®”π«π
251 √“¬ ‡ªìπ™“¬ 161 √“¬ À≠‘ß 90 √“¬ §‘¥‡ªìπ —¥ à«π
™“¬ : À≠‘ß ‡∑à“°—∫ 1.8 : 1 ¡’¿Ÿ¡‘≈”‡π“Õ¬Ÿà„π°√ÿß‡∑æ-
¡À“π§√·≈–ª√‘¡≥±≈ 125 √“¬ §‘¥‡ªìπª√–¡“≥√âÕ¬≈–
50 ‚√§æ◊Èπ∞“π∑’Ë ”§—≠¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬ ¥—ßµ“√“ß∑’Ë 1

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1  · ¥ß‚√§À√◊Õ¿“«–æ◊Èπ∞“π¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬

‚√§À√◊Õ¿“«–æ◊Èπ∞“π

µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’
‡∫“À«“π
‰¥â√—∫¬“°¥¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—π

®”π«π(√“¬)

80
18
7

√âÕ¬≈–

 31.8
7.2
 2.8
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æ∫ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§πÕ°ªÕ¥√«¡∑—Èß ‘Èπ 38 √“¬ §‘¥‡ªìπ
√âÕ¬≈– 15.1   à«π„À≠à‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§µàÕ¡πÈ”‡À≈◊Õß (22 √“¬

§‘¥‡ªìπ√âÕ¬≈– 57.9) ‚¥¬∑’Ë 23 √“¬ ¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’
√à«¡¥â«¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 60.5)  ¥—ß¡’√“¬≈–‡Õ’¬¥„πµ“√“ß∑’Ë 2

ºŸâªÉ«¬ 52 √“¬ ‰¥â√—∫°“√ àßµàÕ‰ª√—∫°“√√—°…“∑’Ë
 ∂“π∫√‘°“√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢Õ◊Ëπ ·µà‰¡à¡’∫—π∑÷°µÕ∫√—∫°“√‰ª
√—°…“µàÕ„π‡«™√–‡∫’¬π ‡À≈◊ÕºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë√—∫°“√√—°…“µàÕ„π
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»‘√‘√“™ 199 √“¬ ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë√—°…“®π§√∫
°”Àπ¥√«¡ 114 √“¬ §‘¥‡ªìπ√ âÕ¬≈– 57.3 ·µà∂ â“§‘¥«à“
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë ‰¥â√—∫°“√ àßµàÕ‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“®π§√∫®–¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬
√—°…“§√∫°”Àπ¥ Ÿß ÿ¥√«¡√âÕ¬≈– 66.1

„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¢“¥°“√√—°…“®”π«π 85 √“¬  64 √“¬
¢“¥°“√√—°…“„π™à«ß√–¬–‡¢â¡¢âπ(√âÕ¬≈– 32.2)  21 „π 135
√“¬∑’Ë‡À≈◊Õ¢“¥°“√√—°…“„π√–¬–µ‘¥µ“¡(√âÕ¬≈– 15.6)

ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’¿Ÿ¡‘≈”‡π“„π°√ÿß‡∑æ¡À“π§√·≈–ª√‘¡≥±≈¢“¥
°“√√—°…“ 42 „π 109 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 38.5)   à«πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’
¿Ÿ¡‘≈”‡π“„πµà“ß®—ßÀ«—¥¢“¥°“√√—°…“ 43 „π 90 √“¬
(√âÕ¬≈– 47.8)  ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’√à«¡¥â«¬¢“¥°“√√—°…“
29 „π 67 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 43.3)  à«πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë ‰¡àµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ
‡Õ™‰Õ«’¢“¥°“√√ —°…“ 56 „π 132 √“¬ (√ âÕ¬≈– 42.4)
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‡ªìπ‡∫“À«“π¢“¥°“√√—°…“ 5 „π 17 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈–
29.4)  à«πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‰¡à‡ªìπ‡∫“À«“π¢“¥°“√√—°…“ 80 „π 182
√“¬ (√ âÕ¬≈– 44) ‡¡ ◊ ËÕ‡ª√ ’¬∫‡∑ ’¬∫∑“ß ∂ ‘µ‘æ∫«à“‡©æ“–
™à«ß√–¬–‡¢â¡¢âπ¢Õß°“√√ —°…“ ‡ªìπªí®®—¬‡¥’¬«∑ ’ Ë¡’º≈µàÕ
°“√¢“¥°“√√—°…“Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘µ“¡µ“√“ß∑’Ë 3

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2  · ¥ßµ”·Àπàß¢Õß«—≥‚√§πÕ°ªÕ¥·≈–°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’∑’Ëæ∫√à«¡¥â«¬

µ”·Àπàß

µàÕ¡πÈ”‡À≈◊Õß
„πÕÿâß‡™‘ß°√“π
°≈àÕß‡ ’¬ß
°√–¥Ÿ°·≈–¢âÕ
·æ√à°√–®“¬
Õ—≥±–, ‡¬◊ËÕ∫ÿ™àÕß∑âÕß,  ¡Õß,
‡¬◊ËÕ∫ÿÀ—«„®, Õ¬à“ß≈–

 ®”π«π(√“¬)

 22
4
3
2
3

1

®”π«πµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’√à«¡¥â«¬ (√âÕ¬≈–)

20(90.1)
-

1(33.3)
-

1(33.3)

-

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 3  · ¥ßªí®®—¬∑’Ë¡’º≈µàÕ°“√¢“¥°“√√—°…“

95% confidence interval

1.43 - 4.65

0.8 - 2.67

0.55 - 1.96

0.2 - 2.21

p-value

0.001

0.2

0.9

0.5

ªí®®—¬

√–¬–‡¢â¡¢âπ
√–¬–µ“¡
µà“ß®—ßÀ«—¥
°√ÿß‡∑æª√‘¡≥±≈
µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’
‰¡àµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’
‡ªìπ‡∫“À«“π
‰¡à‡ªìπ‡∫“À«“π

®”π«π(√“¬)

64/199
21/135
43/90
42/109
29/67
56/132
5/17
80/182

odds ratio

2.57

1.46

1.04

 0.69
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„π√–À«à“ß°“√√ —°…“‡°‘¥¿“«–µ—∫Õ—°‡ ∫®“°¬“µâ“π
«—≥‚√§®πµâÕß∑”„ÀâÀ¬ÿ¥¬“™—Ë«§√“«√«¡ 10 √“¬®“°ºŸâªÉ«¬
115 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 8.7) „π®”π«ππ’È 1 √“¬¿“«–µ—∫
Õ—°‡ ∫Õ“®¡’ à«π∑”„ÀâºŸâªÉ«¬¢“¥°“√√—°…“ „πºŸâªÉ«¬ 114
√“¬ ∑’Ë√—°…“§√∫ 4 „π 38 √“¬∑’Ë¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’√à«¡
¥â«¬‡°‘¥µ—∫Õ—°‡ ∫ (√âÕ¬≈– 10.5)  à«π„π√“¬∑’Ë ‰¡àµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ
‡Õ™‰Õ«’æ∫ 5 „π 76 √“¬ (√ âÕ¬≈– 6.6) ´÷Ëß‡¡ ◊ ËÕ‡ª√ ’¬∫
‡∑’¬∫√–À«à“ß Õß°≈ÿà¡æ∫«à“Õ—µ√“°“√‡°‘¥µ—∫Õ—°‡ ∫‰¡à¡’
§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (P = 0.48) „π°“√»÷°…“π’Èæ∫
ºŸâªÉ«¬√“¬„À¡à∑’Ë‡°‘¥®“°‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§¥◊ÈÕ¬“À≈“¬¢π“π 2 √“¬
(√âÕ¬≈– 0.8)

«‘®“√≥å
«—≥‚√§¬—ß‡ªìπªí≠À“ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢ ”§—≠∑’Ë§ÿ°§“¡

ª√–™“°√‰∑¬·≈–ª√–™“°√‚≈°1 °“√§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§„Àâ ‰¥â
º≈®”‡ªìπµâÕß √â“ß‡§√◊Õ¢à“¬§«“¡√à«¡¡◊Õ∑—ÈßÀπà«¬ß“π
∫√‘°“√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢¢Õß¿“§√—∞·≈–‡Õ°™π ·≈–∑’Ë ”§—≠§◊Õ
§«“¡√à«¡¡◊Õ„π°“√¥Ÿ·≈ ÿ¢¿“æµπ‡Õß¢Õß¿“§ª√–™“™π

°“√¥Ÿ·≈√ —°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§¢Õß‚√ß‡√ ’¬π·æ∑¬å·Ààß
Àπ÷Ëß„π°“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’È §ß‡ªìπ¿“æ –∑âÕπ∑’Ë ‰¡àµà“ß°—∫
‚√ß‡√’¬π·æ∑¬åÕ◊ËπÊ ·≈–‡ªìπµ—«Õ¬à“ß∑’Ë¥’¢Õßªí≠À“°“√
§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§„π™ÿ¡™π‡¡◊Õß °“√æ∫§«“¡™ÿ°¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬
«—≥‚√§√“¬„À¡à∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’√à«¡¥â«¬√âÕ¬≈– 31.8
‰¡à·µ°µà“ß®“° ∂“π∫√‘°“√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢Õ◊Ëπ„π°√ÿß‡∑æ
¡À“π§√∑’Ëæ∫√âÕ¬≈– 31.5 2  à«πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’ªí®®—¬‡ ’Ë¬ß
®“°‡∫“À«“πæ∫√âÕ¬≈– 7.8  Ÿß°«à“∑’Ë‡§¬¡’√“¬ß“π‰«â
√âÕ¬≈– 5.1 ‡≈Á°πâÕ¬3 à«πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë ‰¥â√—∫¬“°¥¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—π¡’
√âÕ¬≈– 2.8 æ∫«—≥‚√§πÕ°ªÕ¥„π°“√»÷°…“π’È Ÿß∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈–
15.1 ´÷Ëß  Ÿß°«à“µ—«‡≈¢√«¡¢Õß∑ — Èßª√–‡∑»„πªïæ.». 2537
∑ ’ ËÕ¬Ÿàª√–¡“≥√ âÕ¬≈– 2.84  ‚¥¬∑ ’ Ë¬—ß‰¡à√«¡ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§
‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ ¡Õß·≈–‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥´÷Ëß‡æ“–¢÷Èπ‡™◊ÈÕ‰¥âπâÕ¬¡“°
·≈–‰¡àæ∫®“°°“√  ÿ à¡µ—«Õ¬à“ß„π°“√»÷°…“π ’ È ‡Àµÿº≈∑ ’ ËæÕ
®–Õ∏‘∫“¬‰¥â°Á§◊Õ ºŸâªÉ«¬ à«πÀπ÷Ëß¡’ªí≠À“„π°“√«‘π‘®©—¬
·≈–∂Ÿ° àßµàÕ¡“À√◊Õ‰¡à “¡“√∂‰¥â√—∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬®“° ∂“π
∫√ ‘°“√Õ ◊ Ëπ¡“°àÕπ ‡™àπ «—≥‚√§Õÿâß‡™‘ß°√“π «—≥‚√§‡¬ ◊ ËÕ∫ ÿ
™àÕß∑âÕß À√◊Õ«—≥‚√§ ¡Õß ‡ªìπµâπ

Õ—µ√“°“√√—°…“§√∫„π°“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’ÈÕ¬Ÿà√–À«à“ß
√âÕ¬≈– 57.3-66.1 ´÷Ëß¥’¢÷Èπ°«à“‡¡◊ËÕªï æ.». 2540 ∑’ËÕ¬Ÿà
ª√–¡“≥√âÕ¬≈– 50  “‡Àµÿ ”§—≠πà“®–¡“®“°°“√∑’Ë
·æ∑¬åºŸâ√—°…“∑”°“√ àßµàÕºŸâªÉ«¬‰ª√—∫°“√√—°…“µàÕ¬—ß
 ∂“π∫√‘°“√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢„°≈â∫â“πÀ√◊Õ ∂“π∫√‘°“√µ“¡
π‚¬∫“¬À≈ —°ª√–°—π  ÿ¢¿“æ∂ â«πÀπ â“ ´÷Ëßπ à“®–‡Õ ◊ ÈÕÕ”π«¬
„ÀâºŸâªÉ«¬¡’‚Õ°“ √—∫°“√√—°…“®π§√∫‰¥â Ÿß ·µàµ—«‡≈¢π’È°Á
¬—ß∑”„Àâº≈°“√√—°…“‚¥¬√«¡µË”°«à“‡ªÑ“À¡“¬√–¥—∫™“µ‘
·≈–¢ÕßÕß§å°“√Õπ“¡—¬‚≈° ∑’Ëµ—Èß‰«â«à“Õ—µ√“°“√À“¬¢“¥
§«√‡ªìπ√âÕ¬≈– 85

ªí®®—¬ ”§—≠∑ ’ Ë∑”„ÀâºŸâªÉ«¬¢“¥°“√√ —°…“°àÕπ°”Àπ¥
§ ◊Õ ™à«ß°“√√ —°…“√–¬–‡¢â¡¢âπ ´÷Ëß‡ªìπ™à«ß∑ ’ ËÕ“°“√ºŸâªÉ«¬
®–¥’¢÷Èπ¡“° ¡’§à“„™â®à“¬∑“ßµ√ß·≈–∑“ßÕâÕ¡ Ÿß ·≈–¡’
‚Õ°“ ‡°‘¥°“√·æâ¬“ Ÿß πà“®–¡’°“√»÷°…“µàÕ‰ª«à“‡°‘¥®“°
 “‡Àµÿ„¥‡ªìπÀ≈—° À√◊ÕÀ“«‘∏’°“√≈¥°“√¢“¥°“√√—°…“
„π™à«ßπ’È≈ß µ“¡∑’Ë‡§¬¡’°“√»÷°…“‰«â∫â“ß·≈â«5   ”À√—∫°“√
√—°…“√–¬–µ“¡∑’Ë¡’°“√¢“¥°“√√—°…“πâÕ¬°«à“Õ“®®–‡ªìπ
‡æ√“–ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë‡À≈◊Õπ’È¡’§«“¡µ—Èß„®∑’Ë®–√—°…“„Àâ§√∫Õ¬Ÿà
·≈â« ·µàµâÕß§âπÀ“µàÕ‰ª«à“‡°‘¥®“° “‡Àµÿ„¥‡æ◊ËÕ∑’Ë®–‰¥â
ª√—∫ª√ÿß„Àâ¥’¢÷Èπ°«à“‡¥‘¡‰¥â

ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’¿Ÿ¡‘≈”‡π“Õ¬Ÿàµà“ß®—ßÀ«—¥´÷Ëß à«π„À≠à¡“
∑”ß“π™—Ë«§√“«„π°√ÿß‡∑æ¡À“π§√·≈–ª√‘¡≥±≈¡’·π«
‚πâ¡¢“¥°“√√—°…“¡“°°«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’ËÕ¬Ÿà„π‡¢µπ’È‡Õß ·µà°Á
‰¡à¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ · ¥ß«à“πà“®–¡’ªí®®—¬Õ◊Ëπ¡“
‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß¥â«¬   ”À√—∫°“√‡ªìπ‚√§‡√◊ÈÕ√—ß§◊Õ ‡∫“À«“π ·≈–
°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’√à«¡¥â«¬ æ∫«à“‰¡à¡’Õ‘∑∏‘æ≈∑”„Àâ°“√
¢“¥°“√√—°…“¡“°¢÷Èπ

 √ÿª
®“°¿“æ√«¡„π°“√»÷°…“§√ — Èßπ ’ È®–‡ÀÁπ‰¥â«à“°“√¥Ÿ·≈

√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π‡¡◊ÕßÀ≈«ß‚¥¬‚√ß‡√’¬π·æ∑¬å ¬—ß‰¡à
 “¡“√∂∑”‰¥âµ“¡‡ªÑ“À¡“¬¢ÕßÕß§å°“√Õπ“¡—¬‚≈°6

 “‡Àµÿ ”§—≠π à“®–¡“®“°°“√¢“¥√–∫∫°“√µ‘¥µ“¡ºŸâªÉ«¬
·≈–√–∫∫‡§√◊Õ¢à“¬°“√ àßµàÕºŸâªÉ«¬‰ª√—∫°“√√—°…“„π
 ∂“π∫√‘°“√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢∑’ËºŸâªÉ«¬ –¥«°7 πà“∑’Ë®–¡’°“√
®—¥µ—ÈßºŸâª√– “πß“π«—≥‚√§ (tuberculosis coordinator)
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„π·µà≈– ∂“π∫√‘°“√ ‡æ◊ËÕ∑”Àπâ“∑’Ë®—¥√–∫∫°“√¥Ÿ·≈
ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑—ÈßÀ¡¥„π ∂“π∫√‘°“√π—Èπ ·≈–ª√– “πß“π
°—∫Àπ à«¬ß“π¿“¬πÕ°  ”À√ —∫°“√π”°≈¬ÿ∑∏ å DOTS ¡“
¥”‡π ‘π°“√„π‚√ß‡√ ’¬π·æ∑¬å §ß “¡“√∂∑”‰¥â„π¢Õ∫‡¢µ
®”°—¥·≈– ∂“π∑’Ë∑’Ë¡’§«“¡æ√âÕ¡ ‡π◊ËÕß®“°¢âÕ®”°—¥∑“ß
¿Ÿ¡‘»“ µ√å·≈–‡ß◊ËÕπ‰¢‡«≈“¢ÕßºŸâ√—∫∫√‘°“√ ·µà ¡§«√
∑’Ë®– àß‡ √‘¡°≈¬ÿ∑∏åπ’È „π ∂“π∫√‘°“√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢√–¥—∫
™ÿ¡™π∑’Ë‡¢â“∂÷ßª√–™“™π‰¥â¥’°«à“

‡Õ° “√Õâ“ßÕ‘ß
1. Global Tuberculosis Control. World Health Organization

Report, 1999.
2. ¥“√≥’ «‘√‘¬°‘®®“, ∏π‘¥“ ‡À√’¬≠∑Õß ·≈– ∫«√»√’ ∫Ÿ√≥®“√ÿ.

°“√»÷°…“°“√µâ“πƒ∑∏ ‘ Ï¬“„πºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥¢Õß ∂“πµ√«®
‚√§ªÕ¥°√ÿß‡∑æœ. «“√ “√«—≥‚√§·≈–‚√§∑√«ßÕ° 2539;
17:93-101.

3. ‡ √à º¥ÿß®—π∑πå ·≈–  ”‡π“ ‚°≠®π“∑. °“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬
«—≥‚√§∑’Ë‡ªìπ‚√§‡∫“À«“π. «“√ “√«—≥‚√§·≈–‚√§∑√«ßÕ°
2526;4:215-220.

4. Battle against TB, National Tuberculosis Programme,
Thailand. Tuberculous Division, Department of Commu-
nicable Disease Control, Ministry of Public Health
1999;24.

5.  “¬—≥Àå  ·°â«‡°µÿ. ª√–‡¡‘πº≈°“√µ‘¥µ“¡ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑’Ë¢“¥
°“√√—°…“  ∂“πµ√«®‚√§ªÕ¥°√ÿß‡∑æœ. «“√ “√«—≥‚√§·≈–
‚√§∑√«ßÕ° 2537;15:245-251.

6. Enhancing the role of medical schools in STI/HIV and
TB control.  World Health Organization, October, 2000.

7. ‡Õ° “√ √ÿª°“√ª√–™ÿ¡ ç§«“¡√à «¡¡◊Õ¢ÕßºŸâ∫√‘À“√
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈„π°“√§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§„π‡¢µ°√ÿß‡∑æ¡À“π§√é.
«—π∑’Ë 26 ¡‘∂ÿπ“¬π æ.». 2545.
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‚Õ¿“   °“√¬å°«‘πæß»å  æ.∫.
 ”π—°ß“πªÑÕß°—π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§∑’Ë 7 Õÿ∫≈√“™∏“π’

°√¡§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§ °√–∑√«ß “∏“√≥ ÿ¢

«—≥‚√§„π∫ÿ§≈“°√¢Õß‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…

∫∑§—¥¬àÕ
§«“¡‡ªìπ¡“ : °“√‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷ÈπÕ¬à“ß¡“°¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„πª√–‡∑»‰∑¬¡’§«“¡ —¡æ—π∏å°—∫°“√‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ¢ÕßºŸâµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ
‡Õ™ ‰Õ «’ ∑”„Àâ∫ÿ§≈“°√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢¡’§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ ·≈–ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¡“°¢÷Èπ
«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å:  ‡æ◊ËÕ»÷°…“∂÷ß®”π«π·≈–Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√ „π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°… ªïß∫ª√–¡“≥
æ.». 2542-2544
«‘∏’°“√ :  ∑”°“√»÷°…“¬âÕπÀ≈—ß‚¥¬Õ“»—¬¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈®“°∑–‡∫’¬π«—≥‚√§ ‡«™√–‡∫’¬π ¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…
∑’Ë¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’¬π√—°…“„π§≈‘π‘°«—≥‚√§
º≈°“√»÷°…“ :  ∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°… ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ 7, 11 ·≈– 15 §π §‘¥‡ªìπÕ—µ√“ªÉ«¬√âÕ¬≈– 0.74,
1.16 ·≈– 1.58 „πªï æ.». 2542, 2543 ·≈– 2544 µ“¡≈”¥—∫ ∫ ÿ§≈“°√∑ ’ ËªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§„π 3 ªïπ ’ È ·∫ àß‡ªìπ
«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«° 9 §π «—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–≈∫ 7 §π «—≥‚√§‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥ 9 §π «—≥‚√§µàÕ¡πÈ”‡À≈◊Õß∫√‘‡«≥
§Õ 7 §π ·≈–«—≥‚√§°√–¥Ÿ° —πÀ≈—ß 1 §π Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«° §‘¥‡ªìπ√âÕ¬≈– 0.32, 0.21 ·≈– 0.42
„πªï æ.». 2542, 2543 ·≈– 2544 µ“¡≈”¥—∫ ´÷Ëß Ÿß°«à“‡¡◊ËÕ‡∑’¬∫°—∫ª√–™“™π∑—Ë«‰ªÕ“¬ÿ 25-64 ªï „πÕ”‡¿Õ‡¡◊Õß
®—ßÀ«—¥»√’ –‡°… ∑’Ë¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«° √âÕ¬≈– 0.12, 0.13 ·≈– 0.12 „πªï‡¥’¬«°—π ºŸâªÉ«¬
 à«π„À≠à (√âÕ¬≈– 75.70) ¡’Õ“¬ÿπâÕ¬°«à“ 40 ªï ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π —¡º— °—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“° ¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬¡“°°«à“
∫ÿ§§≈∑’Ë∑”ß“π —¡º— °—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬πâÕ¬ Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (P < 0.05) ‚¥¬√Õ∫ 3 ªï æ¬“∫“≈‡ªìπ«‘™“™’æ∑’ËªÉ«¬
«—≥‚√§¡“°∑’Ë ÿ¥ 21 §π §‘¥‡ªìπ√âÕ¬≈– 5.98 ¢Õßæ¬“∫“≈∑—ÈßÀ¡¥
 √ÿª: ∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ Ÿß°«à“ª√–™“™π∑—Ë«‰ª„π®—ßÀ«—¥»√’ –‡°…
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈®”‡ªìπ®–µâÕß°”Àπ¥¡“µ√°“√∑’Ë®”‡ªìπ„π°“√ªÑÕß°—π∫ÿ§≈“°√ ®“°°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§ ‡π◊ËÕß®“°
°“√ªØ‘∫—µ‘ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈

«“√ “√«—≥‚√§ ‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·≈–‡«™∫”∫—¥«‘°ƒµ
Thai Journal of Tuberculosis
Chest Diseases and Critical Care

√—∫‰«âµ’æ‘¡æå‡¡◊ËÕ«—π∑’Ë 25 ∏—π«“§¡ 2545
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Abstracts:  Karnkawinpong O.  Tuberculosis in Health Care Workers of Si Sa Ket Hospital. Thai J

Tuberc Chest Dis and Crit Care 2003; 24: 197-204.

Office  of Disease Prevention and Control 7 th Ubon Ratchathani.
Background:  Because of HIV-related increase of tuberculosis cases, health care workers (HCWs)

are at risk for contacting tuberculosis.

Objective: To study the prevalence of tuberculosis in health care workers in Si Sa Ket hospital

during October 1998 - September 2001.

Methods:  Retrospective review by tuberculosis registration, and medical records.

Results: There were 7 (0.74%), 11 (1.16%) and 15 (1.58%)  tuberculosis cases among Si Sa Ket

hospital health care workers during fiscal years 1999-2001 respectively.  Nine were smear-positive

pulmonary tuberculosis cases, 7 were smear negative pulmonary tuberculosis cases, 9 were

tuberculous pleural effusion, 7 were cervical tuberculous lymphadenitis and one was tuberculosis

of spine. The rate of smear positive pulmonary tuberculosis case in all Si Sa Ket hospital health

care workers were 0.32%, 0.21% and 0.42% which were higher than the rate  of general

population  in Muang district Si Sa Ket Province (0.12%, 0.13% and 0.12% respectively).  75.76%  of

HCWs who had tuberculosis were under 40 years of age. The rate of tuberculosis among high

exposure HCWs was higher than those of low tuberculosis exposure group significantly at

P < 0.05.  Twenty-one nurses had tuberculosis and the rate of tuberculosis in nurses was
5.98% / 3 years.

Conclusions:  The rate of tuberculosis in Si Sa Ket hospitals health care workers was higher than

those in general population. Si Sa Ket hospital must organize system to protect their staffs from

occupational tuberculosis transmission.

∫∑π”
«—≥‚√§¬—ß‡ªìπ¿—¬§ÿ°§“¡ ÿ¢¿“æ·≈–™’«‘µ¢Õß§π

‰∑¬∑’Ë ”§—≠ °“√·æ√à√–∫“¥¢Õß‚√§‡Õ¥ å„π™à«ß 10 ªï∑’Ë
ºà“π¡“ ∑”„Àâ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷ÈπÕ¬à“ßµàÕ‡π◊ËÕß Õ—µ√“
ªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑ÿ°ª√–‡¿∑‡æ‘Ë¡®“° 65/100,000 ª√–™“°√„πªï
æ.». 2534 ¡“‡ªìπ 76/100,000 ª√–™“°√ „πªï æ.». 2541
®”π«π√“¬ß“πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§„π‡ ¡À–®“°°“√
¬âÕ¡ ’ ¡’·π«‚πâ¡‡æ‘Ë¡®“° 33.4/100,000 ª√–™“°√ „πªï
æ.». 2533 ‡ªìπ 50.4/100,000 ª√–™“°√ „πªï æ.». 2542
§≥–ºŸâ‡™’Ë¬«™“≠¥â“π«—≥‚√§‰¥â∑∫∑«π ∂“π°“√≥å·≈–
·ºπß“π«—≥‚√§√–¥—∫™“µ‘§“¥«à“®–¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ª√–¡“≥
100,000 §πµàÕªï ·≈–„π®”π«ππ’È 42,000 √“¬ ‡ªìπ
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ„π‡ ¡À–´÷Ëß “¡“√∂°√–®“¬‡™◊ÈÕ„ÀâºŸâÕ◊Ëπ‰¥â 1

®—ßÀ«—¥»√’ –‡°… ‡ªìπ®—ßÀ«—¥Àπ÷Ëß„π¿“§µ–«—πÕÕ°‡©’¬ß‡Àπ◊Õ
¡’ª√–™“°√ 1,445,356 §π „πªï æ.». 25422 æ∫«à“¡’
ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑ÿ°ª√–‡¿∑¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’¬π√—°…“®”π«π 2,455 §π,
2,458 §π, 2,389 §π ·≈– 2,076 §π „πªï æ.». 2541,
2542, 2543 ·≈– 2544 µ“¡≈”¥—∫

°“√µ‘¥µàÕ∑’Ë ”§—≠¢Õß«—≥‚√§ §◊Õ °“√µ‘¥µàÕ∑“ß
‡¥‘πÀ“¬„® ‚¥¬‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§®–µ‘¥‰ª°—∫≈–ÕÕßΩÕ¬ ´÷Ëß‡°‘¥
®“°°“√‰Õ¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬ ΩÕ¬≈–ÕÕß∑’Ë¡’¢π“¥‡≈Á°°«à“ 10
‰¡§√Õπ ®–·¢«π≈Õ¬Õ¬Ÿà„πÕ“°“» ·≈–Õ“®∂Ÿ° Ÿ¥À“¬„®
‰ª  Ÿ àÀ≈Õ¥≈¡   à«πª≈“¬À√◊Õ∂ ÿß≈¡3 ∑”„Àâ‡°‘¥°√–∫«π°“√
Õ—°‡ ∫µàÕ‡™◊ÈÕ¢÷Èπ ∫ÿ§§≈∑’Ë‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ®“°ºŸâªÉ«¬
«—≥‚√§§ ◊Õ ∫ ÿ§§≈∑ ’ ËÕ¬Ÿà„°≈ â™‘¥°—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬ ‡™àπ ºŸâ  —¡º— ‚√§
√à«¡∫â“π4 ·≈–∫ ÿ§≈“°√∑“ß°“√·æ∑¬å∑ ’ Ë„Àâ°“√¥Ÿ·≈√ —°…“
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ºŸâªÉ«¬  ∂“πæ¬“∫“≈À√◊Õ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑’Ë¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§¡“
√—∫°“√√—°…“¡“° °Á¬àÕ¡∑”„Àâ∫ÿ§≈“°√„π ∂“πæ¬“∫“≈
π—Èπ Ê ‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ·≈–ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¡“°¢÷Èπ‰ª¥â«¬
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°… ‡ªìπ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈ª√–®”®—ßÀ«—¥
»√’ –‡°… „Àâ∫√‘°“√ «‘π‘®©—¬ ·≈–√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§
·≈–ºŸâªÉ«¬Õ◊ËπÊ „π‡¢µÕ”‡¿Õ‡¡◊Õß ·≈–Õ”‡¿ÕÕ◊ËπÊ ∑’Ë
¡’ªí≠À“∑ ’ Ë  àß¡“®“°‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈™ÿ¡™π„π®—ßÀ«—¥»√ ’ –‡°…
∑”„Àâ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’ËµâÕß„Àâ°“√¥Ÿ·≈√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§®”π«π
¡“° ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’ËªØ‘∫—µ‘ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈®÷ß¡’§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß
µàÕ°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§®“°ºŸâªÉ«¬ ºŸâ«‘®—¬®÷ß∑”°“√»÷°…“∂÷ß
°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¢Õß∫ ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√ ’ –‡°…
∑ ’ Ë¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫ ’¬π√ —°…“„π§≈ ‘π ‘°«—≥‚√§„πªïß∫ª√–¡“≥ æ.».
2542 - 2544 ‡æ◊ËÕ„Àâ∑√“∫∂÷ß ¿“æªí≠À“·≈–„™â‡ªìπ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈
π”‰ªæ—≤π“√–∫∫°“√§«∫§ÿ¡·≈–ªÑÕß°—π«—≥‚√§„π∫ÿ§≈“°√
¢Õß‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈µàÕ‰ª

«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å
1. ‡æ◊Ë Õ»÷°…“∂÷ ß®”π«π·≈–Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ

«—≥‚√§¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…∑’Ë¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’¬π
√—°…“„πªïß∫ª√–¡“≥ æ.». 2542 - 2544

2. ‡æ◊ËÕ»÷°…“∂÷ßªí®®—¬∑’Ë¡’§«“¡ —¡æ—π∏å°—∫°“√ªÉ«¬
‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…

«‘∏’°“√
∑”°“√»÷°…“¬âÕπÀ≈—ß‚¥¬Õ“»—¬¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈®“°∑–‡∫’¬π

«—≥‚√§ ∫—µ√ºŸâªÉ«¬ ‡«™√–‡∫’¬π¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
»√’ –‡°…∑’Ë¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’¬π√—°…“„π§≈‘π‘°«—≥‚√§ ªïß∫ª√–¡“≥
æ.». 2542- 2544 π”¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈¡“«‘‡§√“–Àå·≈–»÷°…“∂÷ß
ªí®®—¬∑’Ë¡’§«“¡ —¡æ—π∏å°—∫°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§

º≈°“√»÷°…“
1. ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈∑—Ë«‰ª

‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…‡ªìπ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑—Ë«‰ª
¡’‡µ’¬ßºŸâªÉ«¬„π 500 ‡µ’¬ß ¡’Õ—µ√“°“√§√Õß‡µ’¬ßºŸâªÉ«¬„π
√âÕ¬≈– 83.13 ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“√—∫∫√‘°“√·∫∫ºŸâªÉ«¬πÕ°
ª√–¡“≥ 511 §π / «—π

„π™à«ß 3 ªï ¡’∫ÿ§≈“°√¬â“¬‡¢â“·≈–¬â“¬ÕÕ°
Õ¬Ÿà‡ ¡Õ ‚¥¬∑—Ë«‰ª®–¡’∫ÿ§≈“°√ª√–¡“≥ 940 - 970 §π
„π™à«ß∑’Ë ”√«®æ∫«à“¡’∫ÿ§≈“°√‡ªìπ™“¬ 282 §π (√âÕ¬≈–
29.78) ‡ªìπÀ≠‘ß 665 §π (√âÕ¬≈– 70.22)

2. ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1  ®”π«π·≈–Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°… ªïß∫ª√–¡“≥ æ.». 2542 - 2544

À≠‘ß(§π)
Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬/100,000/ªï

2542
2543
2544
√«¡

7
9
13
29

™“¬(§π)

0
2
2
4

√«¡(§π)

7
11
15
33

739.17
1161.56
1541.62

ºŸâªÉ«¬

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2  ®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’ËªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ ®”·π°µ“¡Õ«—¬«–∑’Ë¡’æ¬“∏‘ ¿“æ„π™à«ß 3 ªï (æ.». 2542 - 2544)

«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«°
(§π)

«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–≈∫
(§π)

«—≥‚√§µàÕ¡πÈ”‡À≈◊Õß
∫√‘‡«≥§Õ

(§π)

«—≥‚√§‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥
(§π)

«—≥‚√§°√–¥Ÿ° —πÀ≈—ß
(§π)

9 7 7 9 1

ªïß∫ª√–¡“≥
æ.».
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™à«ßÕ“¬ÿ (ªï)

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 3  ™à«ßÕ“¬ÿ¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…°—∫°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§„π™à«ß 3 ªï (æ.». 2542 - 2544)

®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’ËªÉ«¬
‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ (§π)

Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§
(√âÕ¬≈–)

20 - 29
30 - 39
40 - 49
50 - 59

286
324
252
101

11
14
6
2

3.85
4.32
2.38
1.98

™à«ßÕ“¬ÿ¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…°—∫°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ ‰¡à¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—πÕ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘
(P > 0.05)

®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√
∑—ÈßÀ¡¥ (§π)

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 4 √–¬–‡«≈“°“√∑”ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…°—∫°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ „π™à«ß 3 ªï
(æ.». 2542 - 2544)

∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡“°°«à“ 5 ªï ¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ Ÿß°«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
πâÕ¬°«à“ 5 ªï Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (P < 0.05)

®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√
∑—ÈßÀ¡¥ (§π)

®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’ËªÉ«¬
‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ (§π)

√–¬–‡«≈“°“√∑”ß“π
(ªï)

Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§/3 ªï
(√âÕ¬≈–)

0 - 5
6 - 10
11 - 15
16  - 20
21 - 25
>25

306
193
149
133
160
72

3
9
5
8
6
1

0.98
4.66
3.36
6.02
3.75
3.13

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 5 ≈—°…≥–°“√∑”ß“π «‘™“™’æ ¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…°—∫°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§„π™à«ß 3 ªï
(æ.». 2542 - 2544)

≈—°…≥–°“√∑”ß“π,
«‘™“™’æ

351
37

229

102

221

®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√
∑—ÈßÀ¡¥ (§π)

®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’ËªÉ«¬
‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ (§π)

Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§/3 ªï
(√âÕ¬≈–)

- æ¬“∫“≈
- ·æ∑¬å
- ∫ÿ§≈“°√Õ◊ËπÊ ∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“ 
 —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“°

- ∫ÿ§≈“°√Õ◊ËπÊ ∑’Ë¡’‚Õ°“ 
 —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬ª“π°≈“ß

- ∫ÿ§≈“°√Õ◊ËπÊ ∑’Ë¡’‚Õ°“ 
 —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬π âÕ¬

21
1

7

2

2

5.98
2.70

3.06

1.96

0.90
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✍ ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“  —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“° ‰¥â·°à æ¬“∫“≈, ·æ∑¬å,
ºŸâ™à«¬‡À≈◊Õ§π‰¢â∑’Ë∑”ß“π„πÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬, ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë™—π Ÿµ√, §πß“π
·ºπ°´—°øÕ° ‡ªìπµâπ

✍ ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“  —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬πâÕ¬ ‰¥â·°à ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë∏ÿ√°“√,
‡¿ —™°√, §πß“π∑”ß“π¿“§ π“¡ πÕ°ÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬ ‡ªìπµâπ

✍ ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“  —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬ª“π°≈“ß ‰¥â·°à π—°°“¬¿“æ
∫”∫—¥,  ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë√—ß ’«‘π‘®©—¬,  ∑—πµ·æ∑¬å

✍ ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“ ∑”ß“π —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“°¡’Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ
«—≥‚√§¡“°°«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√°≈ÿà¡Õ◊Ëπ Ê Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘
(P < 0.05)

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 6 ®”π«π∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’ËªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°… ®”·π°µ“¡ ∂“π∑’ËªØ‘∫—µ‘ß“π, ™π‘¥¢Õß‚√§
ªïß∫ª√–¡“≥ æ.». 2542 - 2544

M+ =  «—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«°         M-  =  «—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–≈∫ LN = «—≥‚√§µàÕ¡πÈ”‡À≈◊Õß∫√‘‡«≥§Õ
PI = «—≥‚√§‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥ Sp =  «—≥‚√§°√–¥Ÿ° —πÀ≈—ß O =  ‰¡à¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬

 ∂“π∑’ËªØ‘∫—µ‘ß“π
ªïß∫ª√–¡“≥ æ.».

2542 2543 2544 √«¡

ÀâÕßºà“µ—¥
ÀâÕß§≈Õ¥
ICU ‡¥Á°
ICU ºŸâ„À≠à
ÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬»—≈¬°√√¡
ÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬®—°…ÿ
ÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬Õ“¬ÿ√°√√¡À≠‘ß
ÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬ Ÿµ‘-π√’‡«™°√√¡
ÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬»—≈¬°√√¡°√–¥Ÿ°
ÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬‡¥Á°
·ºπ°ºŸâªÉ«¬πÕ°
ÀâÕß©ÿ°‡©‘π
‡«™°√√¡øóôπøŸ
™—π Ÿµ√
Àπà«¬®à“¬°≈“ß
™à“ß‰¡â/ß“π π“¡

LN
LN
0
0
M+

LN
M-

0
0
0
0
0
0
M+

M+

0

0
M+

LN
0
0

M-, M-

0
PI,Sp
M-

M+,PI
0
0
0
0
M+

PI

PI,PI,LN,LN
M+

0
PI
0

PI, M-

M+

M-

PI
0
M-

LN
PI
0
0
M+

5
3
1
1
1
5
2
3
2
2
1
1
1
1
2
2
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º≈°“√√—°…“
- «—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«° 9 §π: √—°…“À“¬ 8 §π,

‡ ’¬™’«‘µ 1 §π
- «—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–≈∫ 7 §π: √—°…“§√∫ 7 §π
- «—≥‚√§πÕ°ªÕ¥ 17 §π: √—°…“§√∫ 17 §π

«‘®“√≥å
¡’°“√»÷°…“À≈“¬™‘Èπ„πª√–‡∑»‰∑¬·≈–µà“ßª√–‡∑»

∑’Ë· ¥ß„Àâ‡ÀÁπ∂÷ß§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ·≈–°“√ªÉ«¬
‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√ “∏“√≥ ÿ¢∑’ËªØ‘∫—µ‘ß“π„π
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈ ‡™àπ∑’Ë‡™’¬ß„À¡à ∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
π§√æ‘ß§å√âÕ¬≈– 68 ¡’º≈ªØ‘°‘√‘¬“∑ÿ‡∫Õ√å§ÿ≈‘πµ—Èß·µà 10
¡‘≈≈‘‡¡µ√¢÷Èπ‰ª5 ́ ÷Ëß‡ªìπ®ÿ¥µ—¥∑’Ë∫Õ°«à“‡§¬‰¥â√—∫‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§¡
°àÕπ6°“√»÷°…“∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈‚√§∑√«ßÕ° ∫ÿ§≈“°√„π
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡’Õ—µ√“°“√µ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ«—≥‚√§ (º≈∑¥ Õ∫∑ ÿ‡∫Õ√ å
§ÿ≈‘π‡ªìπ∫«°) √âÕ¬≈– 98.37 °“√»÷°…“∑’Ë‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
 √√æ ‘∑∏‘ª√– ß§åÕÿ∫≈√“™∏“π’ æ∫«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π
„πÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬Õ“¬ÿ√°√√¡ ‰¥â·°à æ¬“∫“≈ºŸâ™à«¬‡À≈◊Õ§π‰¢â∑’Ë
Õ—µ√“°“√µ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ«—≥‚√§ (º≈∑¥ Õ∫∑ ÿ‡∫Õ√ å§ÿ≈ ‘π‡ªìπ∫«°)
√âÕ¬≈– 71.7 8  ®“°°“√»÷°…“π’Èæ∫«à“ ∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
»√ ’ –‡°…¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§∑ ÿ°ª√–‡¿∑ 739.17,
1161.56 ·≈– 1583.94/100,000 ª√–™“°√ „πªï
ß∫ª√–¡“≥ æ.». 2542, 2543 ·≈– 2544 µ“¡≈”¥—∫ Õ—µ√“
°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«°¢Õß∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
»√’ –‡°…‡∑à“°—∫√âÕ¬≈– 0.32, 0.21 ·≈– 0.42 ´÷Ëß Ÿß°«à“
ª√–™“™π∑—Ë«‰ª„πÕ”‡¿Õ‡¡◊Õß ®—ßÀ«—¥»√’ –‡°… ´÷Ëß‡ªìπ∑’Ë
µ—Èß¢Õß‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑’Ë¡’™à«ßÕ“¬ÿ„°≈â‡§’¬ß°—π (25-64 ªï)
´÷Ëß¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«°‡∑à“°—∫√âÕ¬≈–
0.12, 0.13 ·≈– 0.12 „πªï‡¥’¬«°—πµ“¡≈”¥—∫ ∑’Ë Malawi
∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ
«—≥‚√§ Ÿß°«à“ª√–™“°√∑—Ë«‰ª∑’Ë¡’Õ“¬ÿµ—Èß·µà 15 ªï¢÷Èπ‰ª‡°◊Õ∫
12 ‡∑à“9

∫ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√’ –‡°…¡’·π«‚πâ¡ªÉ«¬
‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§∑ÿ°ª√–‡¿∑‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ∑ÿ°ªï§◊Õ 7 §π, 11 §π ·≈–
15 §π µ“¡≈”¥—∫ ‚¥¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–∫«° 9 §π
«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–≈∫ 7 §π «—≥‚√§µàÕ¡πÈ”‡À≈◊Õß∫√‘‡«≥

§Õ 7 §π «—≥‚√§‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥ 9 §π ·≈–«—≥‚√§°√–¥Ÿ°
 —πÀ≈—ß 1 §π ‚¥¬∑’Ë«—≥‚√§‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥™π‘¥Õ—°‡ ∫¡’ “√
πÈ” ‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§πÕ°ªÕ¥∑’Ëæ∫∫àÕ¬∑’Ë ÿ¥ °“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ
«—≥‚√§µàÕ¡πÈ”‡À≈◊Õß à«π„À≠à¡—°‡°‘¥¿“¬„π 2-3 ªï
¿“¬À≈—ß Primary complex10 ¥—ßπ—Èπ∂â“¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬„π°≈ÿà¡π’È
Õ“®®–∫à ß∂÷ ß°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§„À¡à∑’Ë ‡°‘¥¢÷Èπ‰¡àπ“π
 à«π«—≥‚√§°√–¥Ÿ°·≈–¢âÕ °“√‡°‘¥‚√§ à«π„À≠à‡ªìπ°“√
°”‡√‘∫¢Õß√Õ¬‚√§∑’Ë‡°‘¥¢÷Èπµ—Èß·µà ¡—¬‰¥â√—∫°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ
§√—Èß·√°·≈–¡’°“√·æ√à°√–®“¬¡“∑“ß°√–· ‡≈◊Õ¥ ºŸâªÉ«¬
 à«π„À≠à‡ªìπºŸâÀ≠‘ß (29 §π) ‡π◊ËÕß®“°∫ÿ§≈“°√ à«π„À≠à
‡ªìπºŸâÀ≠‘ß §‘¥‡ªìπÕ—µ√“ªÉ«¬√âÕ¬≈– 4.36/3 ªï ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë
‡ªìπºŸâ™“¬ªÉ«¬ 4 §π §‘¥‡ªìπÕ—µ√“ªÉ«¬ √âÕ¬≈– 1.42/3 ªï
‡π◊ËÕß®“°∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë‡ªìπºŸâÀ≠‘ß à«π„À≠à®–∑”ß“π„°≈â™‘¥
°—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“°°«à“„πÀπâ“∑’Ë¢Õßæ¬“∫“≈ ·≈–ºŸâ™à«¬‡À≈◊Õ
§π‰¢â  à«πºŸâ™“¬ à«πÀπ÷Ëß®–∑”ß“π∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“  —¡º— °—∫
ºŸâªÉ«¬πâÕ¬ ‡™àπ ß“π™à“ß, ß“π π“¡À√◊Õ§π¢—∫√∂¬πµå
‡ªìπµâπ

∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„°≈â™‘¥·≈–¡’‚Õ°“  —¡º— ‚√§°—∫
ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“° 617 §π ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ 29 §π ‡∑à“°—∫√âÕ¬≈–
4.70/3 ªï ¡“°°«à“∫ ÿ§≈“°√∑ ’ Ë∑”ß“π∑ ’ Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“   —¡º— ‚√§
°—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬πâÕ¬·≈–ª“π°≈“ß ∑’Ë¡’Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬‡∑à“°—∫√âÕ¬≈–
1.24/3ªï ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“  —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“°¡’
Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ Ÿß°«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π∑’Ë¡’
‚Õ°“  —¡º— °—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬πâÕ¬ Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘
(P < 0.05) ´÷Ëß Õ¥§≈âÕß°—∫°“√»÷°…“∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
¡À“√“™π§√√“™ ’¡“∑’Ëæ∫«à“ ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„°≈â™‘¥
ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“° ¡’ ‚Õ°“ ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§¡“°°«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë
∑”ß“π„°≈â™‘¥°—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬πâÕ¬11  ‚¥¬∑’Ëæ¬“∫“≈‡ªìπ°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë
Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬ Ÿß ÿ¥√âÕ¬≈– 5.98 „π™à«ß 3 ªï°“√»÷°…“∑’Ë
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»‘√‘√“™ æ∫«à“æ¬“∫“≈¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ
«—≥‚√§ √âÕ¬≈– 0.35 - 0.41 ´÷Ëß Ÿß°«à“Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬„π
ª√–™“°√∑—Ë«‰ªÕ¬à“ßπâÕ¬ Õß‡∑à“12

„π°“√»÷°…“π’È ‰¡à ‰¥âµ√«®À“°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’„π
ºŸâªÉ«¬ ‡π◊ËÕß®“°‡ªìπ°“√»÷°…“¬âÕπÀ≈—ß ·µà®“°°“√ —ß‡°µ
Õ“°“√¿“¬πÕ° ‰¡àæ∫≈—°…≥–º‘¥ª°µ‘∑’Ë∫àß«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√¢Õß
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’ °“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’Èæ∫«à“ ∫ÿ§≈“°√
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∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡“°°«à“ 5 ªï ¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ
«—≥‚√§ Ÿß°«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈πâÕ¬°«à“ 5 ªï
Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (P < 0.05) ´÷Ëß§≈â“¬°—∫°“√
»÷°…“∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈™≈∫ÿ√’ ∑’Ëæ∫«à“ ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡“°°«à“ 5 ªï ¡’Õ—µ√“°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§ (º≈
∑¥ Õ∫∑ÿ‡∫Õ√å§ÿ≈‘π‡ªìπ∫«°) ¡“°°«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈πâÕ¬°«à“ 5 ªï13 ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑“ß°“√·æ∑¬å∑’Ë
‡§¬‰¥â√—∫‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§¡“°àÕπ∂â“√—∫‡™◊ÈÕ„À¡à¡—°®–‰¡à‡ªìπ
«—≥‚√§®“°‡™◊ÈÕ„À¡à ¬°‡«âπ«à“∫ÿ§≈“°√ºŸâπ—Èπ¡’¿“«–¿Ÿ¡‘µâ“π∑“π
≈¥≈ß ‡™àπ ‡ªìπ‚√§æ‘… ÿ√“‡√◊ÈÕ√—ß, ‰¥â√—∫¬“ ‡µ’¬√Õ¬¥å
‡ªìπµâπ

∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§·≈–ªÉ«¬¡“°
∑’Ë ÿ¥§◊Õ ∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë¬—ß‰¡à‡§¬‰¥â√—∫‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§¡“°àÕπ„π™’«‘µ
(∑¥ Õ∫∑ÿ‡∫Õ√å§ÿ≈‘π‡ªìπ≈∫) ‡™àπ π—°»÷°…“·æ∑¬å, π—°»÷°…“
æ¬“∫“≈ ¥—ßπ—Èπ∫ÿ§≈“°√„À¡à∑’ËµâÕßªØ‘∫—µ‘ß“π∑’Ë¡’ ‚Õ°“ 
 —¡º— °—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬¡“°§«√®–‰¥â√—∫§«“¡√Ÿâ‡√◊ËÕß«—≥‚√§∑’Ë∂Ÿ°µâÕß
‰¥â√—∫°“√‡ΩÑ“√–«—ß·≈–µ√«® ÿ¢¿“æ ¡Ë”‡ ¡Õ

 √ÿª
∫ ÿ§≈“°√„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈»√ ’ –‡°…¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬  Ÿß

°«à“ª√–™“™π∑—Ë«‰ª„π®—ßÀ«—¥»√’ –‡°… ‚¥¬‡©æ“–
æ¬“∫“≈‡ªìπ«‘™“™’æ∑’Ë¡’Õ—µ√“°“√ªÉ«¬ Ÿß∑’Ë ÿ¥ ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
»√’ –‡°…®÷ß§«√µâÕß®—¥∑”√–∫∫°“√ªÑÕß°—π∫ÿ§≈“°√¢Õß
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈®“°°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§‡π◊ËÕß®“°°“√∑”ß“π
Õ¬à“ß‡ªìπ√–∫∫·≈–¡’ª√– ‘∑∏‘¿“æ

¢âÕ‡ πÕ·π–
1. ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈®–µâÕß®—¥√–∫∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬ºŸâªÉ«¬

«—≥‚√§‚¥¬‡©æ“–√–¬–·æ√à°√–®“¬‡™◊ÈÕ„Àâ ‰¥â‡√Á«·≈–
„Àâ°“√√—°…“Õ¬à“ß¡’ª√– ‘∑∏‘¿“æ
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µ√«®À≈Õ¥≈¡ °“√µ√«®‡ ¡À– ‡ªìπµâπ ‡æ◊ËÕ„Àâ∫ÿ§≈“°√
ªØ‘∫—µ‘µ“¡Õ¬à“ß ¡Ë”‡ ¡Õ

4. ∫ÿ§≈“°√¢Õß‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑ÿ°§π®–µâÕß‰¥â√—∫
§«“¡√Ÿâ‡√◊ËÕß«—≥‚√§ °“√ªÑÕß°—πµπ‡Õß ‚¥¬‡©æ“–Õ¬à“ß¬‘Ëß
∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë∑”ß“π∑’Ë¡’‚Õ°“  —¡º— °—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬ Ÿß
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æ—≤π“ ‚æ∏‘Ï·°â« «∑.∫.,  .¡.
Õπß§åæ√ ª√–æ—π∏å«ß»å  .∫.

»—°√‘π∑√å ®—π∑«ß»å «∑.∫., «∑.¡.
æ√»√’ Õ√ÿ≥°“≠®π“ «∑.∫.

«—π‡æÁ≠ √‘¡«‘∑¬“°√ «∑.∫., «∑.¡.
°‘µµ‘ ·¬â¡∫ÿ≠‡√◊Õß ª. æπ—°ß“πÕπ“¡—¬

»Ÿπ¬å«—≥‚√§  ”π—°ß“π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§∑’Ë 10 ‡™’¬ß„À¡à °√¡§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§ °√–∑√«ß “∏“√≥ ÿ¢

§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥„πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß‡√◊Õπ®” „πæ◊Èπ∑’Ë‡¢µ 10

√—∫‰«âµ’æ‘¡æå‡¡◊ËÕ«—π∑’Ë 7 ¡°√“§¡ 2546

«“√ “√«—≥‚√§ ‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·≈–‡«™∫”∫—¥«‘°ƒµ
Thai Journal of Tuberculosis
Chest Diseases and Critical Care

∫∑§—¥¬àÕ: °“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’È ¡’«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å‡æ◊ËÕÀ“§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥ „πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®” 11 ·Ààß„π‡¢µ
√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫¢Õß ”π—°ß“π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§∑’Ë 10 ‚¥¬„™â«‘∏’°“√§âπÀ“‡™‘ß√ÿ° 4 «‘∏’∑’Ë·µ°µà“ß°—π ‡√‘Ë¡¥”‡π‘π°“√µ—Èß·µà‡¥◊Õπ
¡°√“§¡ 2543 ∂÷ß ¡‘∂ÿπ“¬π 2545 √«¡√–¬–‡«≈“¥”‡π‘πß“π 30 ‡¥◊Õπ

æ∫§«“¡™ÿ°ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥„π∑ ÿ°‡√◊Õπ®”  Ÿß°«à“„π°≈ ÿ à¡ª√–™“°√∑ — Ë«‰ª ‡√◊Õπ®”∑ ’ Ë¡’§«“¡™ÿ°  Ÿß∑ ’ Ë  ÿ¥§‘¥‡ªìπ
Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬ 2,187 µàÕ 100,000 ª√–™“°√ ·≈–µË”∑’Ë ÿ¥§‘¥‡ªìπ 192 µàÕ 100,000 ª√–™“°√ ‚¥¬‡√◊Õπ®” 3 ·Ààß
®—¥§«“¡√ÿπ·√ßÕ¬Ÿà„π√–¥—∫¢Õß°“√√–∫“¥ (epidemic) ·≈– 8 ·Ààß ®—¥Õ¬Ÿà„π√–¥—∫§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß Ÿß (High risk for
tuberculosis) ‡¡◊ËÕ‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫°—∫µ—«‡≈¢∑’Ë„™âª√–¡“≥§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§µàÕ· πª√–™“°√‡ªìπ Benchmark

®“°¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈∑ ’ Ë ‰¥â· ¥ßÕ¬à“ß™—¥‡®π«à“ §«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”Õ¬Ÿà„π√–¥—∫  ŸßÕ¬à“ßπ à“‡ªìπÀà«ß ·≈–‡ªìπ
ªí≠À“∑’ËºŸâ∑’Ë√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫µâÕß¡’°“√¥”‡π‘πß“π§«∫§ÿ¡Õ¬à“ß®√‘ß®—ß·≈–µàÕ‡π◊ËÕß
Abstract: Pokaew P., Prapanwong A., Chantawong S., Aroonkanjana P., Rimwittayakorn W. and
Yamboonrueng K. Prevalence of Pulmonary Tuberculosis in 11 prisons.  Thai J Tuberc Chest Dis and Crit
Care 2003; 24: 205-212.
Tuberculosis center, Office of Disease Control Region 10, Chiang Mai.

This study was aimed to find the prevalence of pulmonary tuberculosis in 11 prisons of 6 provinces
of upper northern Thailand. Active case finding by 4 difference methods was done during January 2000
to June 2002.

The study showed the tuberculosis prevalence  was between 192 - 2,187 : 100,000 population. The
situation of tuberculosis in prison is interpreted to be high risk level and epidemic level.

Tuberculosis situation in prison is becoming a serious problem that needs prompt and continuing
action control from every sectors.
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∫∑π”
«—≥‚√§°”≈—ß‡ªìπªí≠À“¥â“π “∏“√≥ ÿ¢¢Õß∑ÿ°

¿Ÿ¡‘¿“§∑—Ë«‚≈° ¡’√“¬ß“π®”π«πºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ
‡°◊Õ∫∑ÿ°ª√–‡∑» ‚¥¬‡©æ“–„π ∂“π°“√≥å°“√·æ√à
√–∫“¥¢Õß‡™ ◊ ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’ «—≥‚√§‡ªìπÀπ ÷ Ëß„π‚√§µ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ©«¬
‚Õ°“ ∑’Ëæ∫∫àÕ¬„πºŸâµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’  ”À√—∫ª√–‡∑»‰∑¬
®”π«πºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§¡’√“¬ß“π‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ‡™àπ°—π ‚¥¬‡©æ“–„π
‡¢µ¿“§‡Àπ◊ÕµÕπ∫π∑’Ë¡’°“√·æ√à√–∫“¥¢Õß‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’ Ÿß

ªí®®ÿ∫—π ªí≠À“«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”‰¥â√—∫§«“¡ π„®®“°
ºŸâ‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß∑’Ë√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫‚¥¬‡©æ“–¥â“π°“√§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§
‡π◊ ËÕß®“° ¿“æ§«“¡‡ªìπÕ¬Ÿà„π‡√◊Õπ®”∑ ’ Ë·ÕÕ—¥ °“√À¡ÿπ-
‡«’¬π·≈–√–∫“¬¢ÕßÕ“°“»¡’π âÕ¬ πÕ°®“°π ’ ÈºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¬—ß
¡’ªí®®—¬‡ √‘¡„ÀâªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§‰¥âßà“¬ ‡™àπ ¡’¿“«–∑ÿæ
‚¿™π“°“√ ¡’§«“¡‡§√ ’¬¥ ‡ªìπ·À≈ àß√«¡¢Õß§π∑ ’ Ë¡’ªí≠À“
°“√µ‘¥¬“‡ æµ‘¥ ·≈–°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’  Drobiewski F.1
„Àâ§”Õ∏‘∫“¬«à“  “‡Àµÿ∑’Ë«—≥‚√§‡ªìπªí≠À“ ÿ¢¿“æ∑’Ë ”§—≠
„π‡√◊Õπ®” ‡π◊ËÕß®“° °“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’ ∑”„Àâ√–¬–‡«≈“
„π°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§‡√Á«¢÷Èπ (fast progression of clini-
cal TB) ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∫“ß√“¬ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§µ—Èß·µà°àÕπ
‡¢â“¡“Õ¬Ÿà„π‡√◊Õπ®” §«“¡·ÕÕ—¥∑”„Àâ°“√·æ√à¢Õß«—≥‚√§
®“°ºŸâªÉ«¬ ŸàºŸâµâÕß¢—ßÕ◊Ëπ √«¡∑—Èß‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®” ·≈–
‡¡◊ËÕæâπ‚∑… °Á·æ√à‡™◊ÈÕ Ÿà™ÿ¡™π‰¥â∂â“‰¡à ‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“∑’Ë
∂Ÿ°µâÕß ·≈–°“√¬Õ¡√—∫°“√√—°…“¢ÕßºŸâµâÕß¢—ßµË” ‡π◊ËÕß®“°
¢“¥§«“¡µ—Èß„®„π°“√√ —°…“ ºŸâªÉ«¬∫“ß√“¬‰¡àµâÕß°“√À“¬
‡π◊ËÕß®“°°“√‡ªìπºŸâªÉ«¬®–‰¥â√—∫°“√ºàÕπº—π ‰¡àµâÕß∑”ß“π
Àπ —° ®“°ªí≠À“¥—ß°≈ à“«Àπ à«¬ß“πµà“ß Ê ∑ ’ Ë‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß‰¥â
„Àâ§«“¡ π„®«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”¡“°¢÷Èπ·≈–¬Õ¡√—∫«à“¬‘Ëß
«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”¡’§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß‡æ’¬ß„¥ º≈°√–∑∫µàÕ
™ÿ¡™π·≈– —ß§¡°Á¬‘Ëß‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ‡ªìπ∑«’§Ÿ≥

¡’√“¬ß“π§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß ∂“π°“√≥å«—≥‚√§„π
‡√◊Õπ®”À≈“¬·Ààß∑—Ë«‚≈°ÕÕ°¡“‡º¬·æ√à „Àâ “∏“√≥™π
∑√“∫ ‡™àπ ‡√◊Õπ®”·ÀàßÀπ÷Ëß„ππ§√π‘«¬Õ√å°2 √“¬ß“π
Õÿ∫—µ‘°“√≥å (incidence) ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§§‘¥‡ªìπ 156.2 µàÕ
100,000 ª√–™“°√ ´÷Ëß‡æ‘Ë¡Õ¬à“ß√«¥‡√ Á«„π√Õ∫ 10 ªï∑ ’ Ë
ºà“π¡“ ‡√◊Õπ®”„π°√ÿß¡“¥√‘¥ ª√–‡∑» ‡ªπ3 √“¬ß“π
§«“¡™ÿ°¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ (∑ÿ°ª√–‡¿∑) „πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß

√–À«à“ßªï 2536-2537 §‘¥‡ªìπ 2,283 µàÕ 100,000
ª√–™“°√  Ÿß°«à“ª√–™“°√∑—Ë«‰ª‡°◊Õ∫ 100 ‡∑à“ ·≈–
√“¬ß“π°“√»÷°…“„π‡√◊Õπ®”ª√–‡∑»√“«—π¥“4 ªï 2539-
2541 æ∫Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬¥â«¬«—≥‚√§ 3,363 µàÕ 100,000
ª√–™“°√ ¡“°°«à“∑’Ëæ∫„πª√–™“°√∑—Ë«‰ª°«à“ 40 ‡∑à“ ®–
‡ÀÁπ«à“ªí≠À“«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”µâÕß°“√√–∫∫°“√§«∫§ÿ¡
Õ¬à“ß®√‘ß®—ß·≈–µàÕ‡π◊ËÕß

 ”À√—∫„πª√–‡∑»‰∑¬ ·¡âªí®®ÿ∫—π®–¡’·ºπ·≈–
·π«∑“ß„π°“√¥”‡π ‘π°“√§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§Õ¬à“ß®√ ‘ß®—ß·≈–
‡ªìπ√Ÿª∏√√¡¡“°¢÷Èπ ·µà¢π“¥¢Õßªí≠À“·≈–§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß
®“°«—≥‚√§°Á‰¡à‰¥â≈¥≈ß √“¬ß“π®”π«πºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π
‡√◊Õπ®”·ÀàßÀπ÷Ëß„π®—ßÀ«—¥‡™’¬ß„À¡à5 ¡’·π«‚πâ¡‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ
‡√◊ËÕ¬Ê ‚¥¬ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑’Ë‡ ¡À–æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ¡“°°«à“
10 ‡∑à“ „π™à«ß‡«≈“ 5 ªï∑’Ëºà“π¡“

À≈—° ”§—≠„π°“√§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§§◊Õ °“√§âπÀ“
ºŸâªÉ«¬„Àâæ∫·µà‡π‘ËπÊ (early diagnosis) ·≈–„Àâ√—∫°“√
√—°…“‚¥¬‡√Á« (prompt treatment) ‡æ◊ËÕ‡ªìπ°“√µ—¥«ß®√
°“√·æ√ à‡™ ◊ ÈÕ·≈–„Àâ°“√√ —°…“®πÀ“¬¢“¥ ‡æ ◊ ËÕªÑÕß°—π°“√
¥◊ÈÕ¬“ ·≈–°“√°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È” °“√§âπÀ“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π
‡√◊Õπ®”„π™à«ß∑’Ëºà“π¡“ ‡ªìπ°“√§âπÀ“‡™‘ß√—∫ (passive
case finding) §◊ÕºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√®–‰¥â√—∫°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À–‡¡◊ËÕ
¡“æ∫‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ëæ¬“∫“≈‡∑à“π—Èπ ´÷Ëß‰¡à§√Õ∫§≈ÿ¡ºŸâ¡’
Õ“°“√ ß  —¬«—≥‚√§∑ — ÈßÀ¡¥ ‡æ√“–«à“ºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√∑ ’ Ë‰¡à‰¥â¡“
æ∫‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë®–‰¡à‰¥â√—∫°“√µ√«® ®“°ª√– ∫°“√≥å∑’Ëºà“π
¡“ ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ë ‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“«—≥‚√§  à«π„À≠à¡—°®–‡ªìπºŸâ
∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√¡“°·≈â« ´÷Ëßº≈°“√√—°…“ ÿ¥∑â“¬¡—°æ∫«à“¡’
Õ—µ√“µ“¬ Ÿß6 (®“°°“√»÷°…“°≈ ÿ à¡ cohort ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¢Õß
‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß‡™’¬ß„À¡à ¡’Õ—µ√“µ“¬√–À«à“ß√âÕ¬≈– 25-30)
∑—Èßπ’È‡π◊ËÕß¡“®“°∫ÿ§≈“°√¥â“π°“√æ¬“∫“≈¡’®”π«ππâÕ¬
¡“°§ ◊Õ‡æ’¬ß 1-2 §πµàÕ·Ààß ∑”„Àâ ‰¡à∑√“∫ ∂“π°“√≥ å
∑’Ë·∑â®√‘ß¢Õß«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”·µà≈–·Ààß

»Ÿπ¬å«—≥‚√§  ”π—°ß“π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§∑’Ë 10 ‰¥â®—¥∑”
‚§√ß°“√√à«¡°—∫ ”π—°ß“π “∏“√≥ ÿ¢®—ßÀ«—¥ ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
∑’ËÕ¬Ÿà„πæ◊Èπ∑’Ëµ—Èß¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®” ·≈–ß“πæ¬“∫“≈¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®”
∑—Èß 11 ·Ààß „π‡¢µ√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫¢Õß»Ÿπ¬å«—≥‚√§ ‡æ◊ËÕ»÷°…“
§«“¡™ÿ°¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”∑ÿ°·Ààß ‚¥¬„™â«‘∏’
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°“√§âπÀ“‡™‘ß√ÿ° ‡æ◊ËÕ∑√“∫ ∂“π°“√≥å«—≥‚√§∑’Ë·∑â®√‘ß ·≈–
À“·π«∑“ß„π°“√·°â ‰¢ªí≠À“µàÕ‰ª

«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å
‡æ◊ËÕ ”√«®§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥„πª√–™“°√

ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®” 11 ·Ààß „πæ◊Èπ∑’Ë√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫¢Õß
 ”π—°ß“π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§∑’Ë 10

«— ¥ÿ·≈–«‘∏’°“√
°“√¢ÕÕπÿ≠“µ‡¢â“¥”‡π‘π°“√ ·≈–¢Õ§«“¡

√à«¡¡◊Õ°—∫°√¡√“™∑—≥±å ·≈–æ◊Èπ∑’ËªØ‘∫—µ‘°“√
1. ‡¢â“æ∫ºŸâ∫—≠™“°“√‡√◊Õπ®” ·≈–ºŸâ‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß ‡æ◊ËÕ

™’È·®ß«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å ‡Àµÿº≈ ·≈–§«“¡®”‡ªìπ„π°“√¥”‡π‘π
°“√§âπÀ“«—≥‚√§„πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß

2. ª√– “πß“π°—∫°Õß∫√‘°“√∑“ß°“√·æ∑¬å °√¡
√“™∑—≥±å ∑”Àπ—ß ◊Õ√“™°“√‡æ◊ËÕ¢ÕÕπÿ≠“µ‡¢â“ªØ‘∫—µ‘°“√
§âπÀ“«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”

3. ª√– “πß“π°—∫ ”π—°ß“π “∏“√≥ ÿ¢®—ßÀ«—¥ ·≈–
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑’Ë‡ªìπ‡¢µ√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫„π°“√√—°…“ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß„π
·µà≈–æ ◊ Èπ∑ ’ Ë ‡æ ◊ ËÕÕ∫√¡«‘∏ ’°“√„™â·∫∫§—¥°√ÕßÕ“°“√ºŸâµâÕß
¢—ß∑’Ë¡’§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ«—≥‚√§ ·°à‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë√“™∑—≥±å ·≈–
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß™—Èπ¥’ ∑’Ë∑”Àπâ“∑’Ë™à«¬§—¥°√ÕßºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑ÿ°√“¬

°“√§—¥°√ÕßºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√ ß —¬«—≥‚√§
‡§√◊ËÕß¡◊Õ∑’Ë„™â§—¥°√Õß  „™â·∫∫ —¡¿“…≥å∑’Ë¡’‚§√ß √â“ß

∑’ËºŸâ»÷°…“ √â“ß¢÷Èπ‡Õß ®“°°“√»÷°…“·π«§‘¥∑ƒ…Æ’∑’Ë‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß
‡ªìπ¢âÕ§”∂“¡ 10 ¢âÕ „™â‡ªìπ‡§√◊ ËÕß¡ ◊Õ§—¥°√Õß«à“ºŸâµâÕß
¢—ß§π„¥‡¢â“‡°≥±åºŸâ ß —¬«—≥‚√§ µ√«® Õ∫§«“¡µ√ß¢Õß
‡π◊ÈÕÀ“·∫∫ —¡¿“…≥å‚¥¬ºŸâ‡™’Ë¬«™“≠∑’Ë¡’ª√– ∫°“√≥å„π
°“√¥Ÿ·≈ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ ®”π«π 4 ∑à“π ª√–°Õ∫¥â«¬ºŸâ‡™’Ë¬«™“≠
¥â“πÕ“¬ÿ√°√√¡ 1 ∑à“πºŸâ‡™’Ë¬«™“≠¥â“π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§µ‘¥µàÕ
2 ∑à“π ·≈–ºŸâ‡™’Ë¬«™“≠¥â“π‡«™°√√¡ 1 ∑à“π

°“√∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ° ¥”‡π ‘π°“√‚¥¬√∂‡Õ°´‡√¬å
‡§≈◊ËÕπ∑’Ë¢Õß»Ÿπ¬å«—≥‚√§‡¢µ 10 ‡¢â“‰ª∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß„π‡√◊Õπ®” ‡√◊Õπ®”∑’Ë¡’ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’ËµâÕß∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ°π âÕ¬°«à“ 300 √“¬ „™â«‘∏ ’π”ºŸâµâÕß¢—ßÕÕ°¡“∂ à“¬
¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈

°“√Õà“πº≈¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ° °√≥’∑’Ë∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ°‚¥¬√∂‡Õ°´‡√¬å‡§≈◊ËÕπ∑’Ë Õà“πº≈‚¥¬·æ∑¬å¢Õß
 ”π—°ß“π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§∑’Ë 10 ®”π«π 2 §π (§π≈–‡«≈“) ‡æ◊ËÕ
≈¥Õ§µ‘ (bias) °√≥’∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
Õà“π‚¥¬√—ß ’·æ∑¬å¢Õß‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈„πæ◊Èπ∑’Ë

°“√‡°Á∫‡ ¡À– àßµ√«®À“‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§ æ¬“∫“≈
‡√◊Õπ®” ‡ªìπºŸâ‡°Á∫‡ ¡À–µÕπ‡™â“ (morning sputum) „π
ºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√ ß —¬«—≥‚√§  àßµ√«®√“¬≈– 3 §√—Èß

°“√ àß‡ ¡À–µ√«® ‡©æ“–‡√◊Õπ®”∑’Ëµ—ÈßÕ¬Ÿà„π‡¢µ
Õ”‡¿Õ‡¡ ◊Õß ‡™’¬ß„À¡à   àßµ√«®∑ ’ ËÀâÕßªØ‘∫ —µ‘°“√¢Õß»Ÿπ¬å
«—≥‚√§ ‡√◊Õπ®”Õ◊Ëπ Ê  àßµ√«®∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑’Ë‡ªìπ∑’Ëµ—Èß
¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®”

°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À– „™â«‘∏’ D/S for AFB ‡ªìπÀ≈—°
°“√∑” Culture for TB ¢÷Èπ°—∫§«“¡æ√âÕ¡¢Õß·µà≈–ÀâÕß
ªØ‘∫—µ‘°“√

°“√√—°…“«—≥‚√§ ¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’¬π√—°…“∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
„π‡¢µ∑’Ëµ—Èß¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®”

≈—°…≥–·≈–®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß ®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¢Õß
·µà≈–‡√◊Õπ®”¡’®”π«π·µ°µà“ß°—π §◊Õ ‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß ‡ªìπ
‡√◊Õπ®”¢π“¥„À≠à¡’ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¡“°°«à“ 3,000 §π ‡√◊Õπ®”
¢π“¥°≈“ß‰¥â·°à ‡√◊Õπ®”®—ßÀ«—¥·≈–‡√◊Õπ®”¢π“¥‡≈Á°§◊Õ
‡√◊Õπ®”Õ”‡¿Õ ≈—°…≥–¢ÕßºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®”·µà≈–
·Ààß°Á¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π ‰¥â·°à ‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ßª√–®”‡¢µ
‡ªìπ‡√◊Õπ®”∑’Ë¡’§”æ‘æ“°…“·≈â« °”Àπ¥‚∑…®”§ÿ°¡“°°«à“
10 ªï¢÷Èπ‰ª ‡√◊Õπ®”®—ßÀ«—¥·≈–‡√◊Õπ®”Õ”‡¿Õ   à«π„À≠ à
‡ªìπºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ë¡’‚∑…‡¥Á¥¢“¥°”Àπ¥‚∑…®”§ÿ° 1-10 ªï ·≈–
‚∑…¢—ß·∑π§à“ª√—∫

∑ —≥± ∂“π/ ‡√◊Õπ®”æ‘‡»… ‡ªìπ‡√◊Õπ®” ”À√ —∫ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß
‡©æ“–ª√–‡¿∑ ‡™àπ ‡©æ“–‡æ»À≠‘ß À√◊Õ ºŸâµâÕß¢—ßµ‘¥¬“
‡ æµ‘¥ ‡ªìπµâπ

√–¬–‡«≈“ °“√»÷°…“π’È¥”‡π‘π°“√µ—Èß·µà‡¥◊Õπ ¡°√“§¡
2543 ∂÷ß ‡¥◊Õπ¡‘∂ÿπ“¬π 2545 √«¡√–¬–‡«≈“∑’Ë¥”‡π‘π°“√
30 ‡¥◊Õπ
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¢âÕ®”°—¥„π°“√»÷°…“
‡π◊Ë Õß®“°°“√¥”‡π‘π°“√„π‡√◊Õπ®”·µà≈–·Ààß

®”‡ªìπµâÕß‰¥â√—∫§«“¡√à«¡¡◊Õ/ªØ‘∫—µ‘ ®“°‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë „π

æ ◊ Èπ∑ ’ Ë‡ªìπÀ≈ —° ‚¥¬‡©æ“–°“√§—¥°√ÕßºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√ °“√‡°Á∫
·≈–µ√«®‡ ¡À–®÷ß∑”„Àâ«‘∏’°“√§âπÀ“¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π
¢÷Èπ°—∫§«“¡æ√âÕ¡¢Õßæ◊Èπ∑’Ë  √ÿª‰¥â‡ªìπ 4 «‘∏’ (µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1)

º≈°“√»÷°…“
°“√ ”√«®§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§‚¥¬°“√§âπÀ“‡™‘ß√ ÿ°

„πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß§√—Èßπ’È ¡’‡√◊Õπ®”√«¡ 11 ·Ààß ®”·π°‡ªìπ
‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß ®”π«π 3 ·Ààß ∑—≥± ∂“π 2 ·Ààß ‡√◊Õπ®”
®—ßÀ«—¥ 3 ·Ààß ·≈–‡√◊Õπ®”Õ”‡¿Õ 3 ·Ààß

®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß
®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑—ÈßÀ¡¥·µà≈–‡√◊Õπ®”„π™à«ß‡«≈“∑’Ë

»÷°…“ ‚¥¬‡√◊Õπ®”∑’Ë¡’ºŸâµâÕß¢—ßπâÕ¬∑’Ë ÿ¥§◊Õ ‡√◊Õπ®”√–¥—∫
Õ”‡¿Õ ®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß 440 √“¬ ·≈–∑’Ë¡’ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¡“°
∑’Ë ÿ¥§◊Õ √–¥—∫ ‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß ®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß 4,462 √“¬

§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß°“√ªÉ«¬¥â«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥
®“°°“√§âπÀ“¥â«¬«‘∏’∑’Ë·µ°µà“ß°—π (4 «‘∏’) æ∫«à“¡’

ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß ªÉ«¬¥â«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥„π‡√◊Õπ®”∑ÿ°·Ààß ‚¥¬¡’
§«“¡™ÿ°¡“°∑’Ë ÿ¥∑’Ë‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 8 §‘¥‡ªìπ 2,187 µàÕ
100,000 ª√–™“°√ ·≈–µË”∑’Ë ÿ¥§◊Õ‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 11 §«“¡
™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥§‘¥‡ªìπ 192 µàÕ 100,000 ª√–™“°√

®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’ËªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§√–¬–·æ√à‡™◊ÈÕ
ºŸâªÉ«¬√–¬–·æ√à‡™◊ÈÕ (smear positive) ∂◊Õ‡ªìπ°≈ÿà¡

 ”§—≠ ‡π◊ËÕß®“° “¡“√∂·æ√à‡™◊ÈÕ ŸàºŸâµâÕß¢—ßÕ◊Ëπ‰¥âßà“¬ æ∫
¡“°∑’Ë‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 1 §‘¥‡ªìπ 817 µàÕ 100,000 ª√–™“°√
·≈–‰¡àæ∫ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑ ’ ËªÉ«¬¥â«¬«—≥‚√§√–¬–·æ√ à‡™ ◊ ÈÕ∑ ’ Ë‡√◊Õπ
®”·Ààß∑’Ë 3 ·µàæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ‚¥¬«‘∏’‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕ 2 √“¬ (µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2)

1. §—¥°√ÕßºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√
 ß —¬«—≥‚√§‚¥¬°“√
 —¡¿“…≥å

2. °“√∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ°
(Chest X Ray)

3. °“√µ√«®
‡ ¡À–
- D/S for AFB

4. °“√µ√«®
‡ ¡À–
- Culture for TB

5. °“√«‘π‘®©—¬
«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥

¢—ÈπµÕπ «‘∏’∑’Ë 1 «‘∏’∑’Ë 2 «‘∏’∑’Ë 3 «‘∏’∑’Ë 4

‰¡à§—¥°√Õß
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑ÿ°√“¬
∂◊Õ‡ªìπ°≈ÿà¡‡ ’Ë¬ß

∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ°∑ÿ°√“¬

µ√«®‡©æ“–√“¬∑’Ë
¡’¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ß
Õ°  ß —¬«—≥‚√§

µ√«®‡©æ“–√“¬∑’Ë
¡’¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
 ß —¬«—≥‚√§

¡’¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
Õ°‡¢â“‰¥â°—∫«—≥‚√§
·≈–µ√«®‡ ¡À–
æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ (D/S, C)

§—¥°√Õß ‚¥¬°“√
 —¡¿“…≥å

∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ° ‡©æ“–
ºŸâ¡’§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß

µ√«®‡©æ“–ºŸâ¡’
§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß

‡©æ“–√“¬∑’Ë¡’
Õ“°“√‡ ’Ë¬ß∑’Ë
µ√«® D/S Neg.

¡’¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
‡¢â“‰¥â°—∫«—≥‚√§
·≈–µ√«®‡ ¡À–
æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ (D/S, C)

§—¥°√Õß ‚¥¬°“√
 —¡¿“…≥å

∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
‡©æ“–ºŸâ¡’§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß

µ√«®‡©æ“–ºŸâ¡’
§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß

‰¡àµ√«®

¡’¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
‡¢â“‰¥â°—∫«—≥‚√§
·≈–µ√«®‡ ¡À–
æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ (D/S)

§—¥°√Õß ‚¥¬°“√
 —¡¿“…≥å

∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ° ‡©æ“–
ºŸâ¡’§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß

µ√«®‡©æ“–ºŸâ¡’
§«“¡‡ ’Ë¬ß∑’Ë¡’
Õ“°“√‰Õ√à«¡¥â«¬

‡©æ“–√“¬∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√
‡ ’Ë¬ß·≈–‰Õ
·µàµ√«® D/S Neg.

¡’¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
‡¢â“‰¥â°—∫«—≥‚√§
·≈–µ√«®‡ ¡À–
æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ (D/S, C)

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1  · ¥ß«‘∏’°“√§âπÀ“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ 4 «‘∏’
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µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2  · ¥ß®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß„π™à«ß‡«≈“∑’Ë»÷°…“ «‘∏’„π°“√§âπÀ“ ·≈–®”π«π∑’ËªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ ®”·π°µ“¡‡√◊Õπ®”·µà≈–·Ààß

‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 1

  ®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß„π
  ™à«ß∑’Ë»÷°…“

  Õ—µ√“ªÉ«¬µàÕ· π
  ª√–™“°√

1

3,304

1

67

27
40
0

2,027

2

1,574

1

8

2
6
0

508

3

1,061

2

3

0
2
1

283

5

819

2

8

5
3
0

977

6

1,897

2

8

6
2
0

422

7

1,185

2

8

3
5
0

675

8

823

2

18

8
8
2

2,187

9

440

3

9

7
0
2

2,046

4

4,462

2

40

24
16
0

897

10

1,635

4

4

2
2
0

245

11

1,564

3

3

2
0
1

192

«‘π‘®©—¬«—≥‚√§
®”·π°‡ªìπ
                M+

      M- / C+
   M- / C-, CXR+

  «‘∏’§âπÀ“ («‘∏’∑’Ë)

≈—°…≥–¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬µâÕß¢—ß∑’ËªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ æ∫„πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß
™“¬¡“°°«à“À≠‘ß (§‘¥‡ªìπÕ—µ√“ à«π 164 : 12 À√◊Õ 13.7 : 1)

¬°‡«âπ‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 2 ‡π◊ËÕß®“°‡ªìπ‡√◊Õπ®” ”À√—∫
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ßÀ≠‘ßÀ√◊Õ∑—≥± ∂“πÀ≠‘ß (µ“√“ß∑’Ë 3)

 √ÿª·≈–«‘®“√≥å
«—≥‚√§‡ªìπ‚√§∑’Ë‡ªìπªí≠À“¡“π“π ·≈–æ∫‰¥â‡°◊Õ∫

∑ÿ°‡√◊Õπ®”·µà¬—ß¡’¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈°“√ªÉ«¬¢Õß°≈ÿà¡ª√–™“°√ºŸâµâÕß
¢—ß„πª√–‡∑»‰∑¬πâÕ¬¡“° ´÷ËßÕ“®‡ªìπº≈®“°‚Õ°“ „π
°“√‡¢â“∂÷ß∫√‘°“√¢ÕßºŸâµâÕß¢—ß¡’πâÕ¬¡“°‡¡◊ËÕ‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫
°—∫ª√–™“°√∑ — Ë«‰ª °“√¢“¥∫ ÿ§≈“°√∑“ß°“√·æ∑¬å„π°“√
¥Ÿ·≈ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ë¡’®”π«π‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷ÈπÕ¬à“ß√«¥‡√Á«„π·µà≈–‡√◊Õπ®”
·≈–ºŸâ‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß‰¡à‡ÀÁπ§«“¡ ”§—≠¢Õßªí≠À“¥—ß°≈à“« ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈
ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”¢Õß‰∑¬∑’Ë¡’°“√√“¬ß“π®÷ß¡’

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 3  · ¥ß®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’ËªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§„π·µà≈–‡√◊Õπ®” ®”·π°µ“¡‡æ»

‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 1

67
0
67

‡æ» ™“¬
À≠‘ß

      √«¡

2

0
8
8

3

3
0
3

4

36
4
40

5

8
0
8

6

8
0
8

7

8
0
8

8

18
0
18

9

9
0
9

10

4
0
4

11

3
0
3

√«¡

164
12
176

®”π«ππâÕ¬ ∫“ß·Ààß‰¡à¡’√“¬ß“πºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§‡≈¬ √“¬ß“π
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë ‰¥â‡ªìπ‡æ’¬ß  à«πÀπ ÷ Ëß¢Õß®”π«πªÉ«¬®√ ‘ß∑ ’ Ë¡’Õ¬Ÿà„π
·µà≈–‡√◊Õπ®” °“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’Èæ∫ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”
∑ ÿ°·Ààß ∑ — Èß‡√◊Õπ®”¢π“¥‡≈ Á°·≈–¢π“¥„À≠ à ‚¥¬¡’§«“¡
™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ µ—Èß·µà 192 ∂÷ß 2,187 µàÕ· πª√–™“°√
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß  ∂“π°“√≥å¢Õß«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”¡’§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß
¡“°°«à“‡¡◊ËÕ‡∑’¬∫°—∫§«“¡™ÿ°„π°≈ÿà¡ª√–™“°√∑—Ë«‰ª (110
µàÕ· πª√–™“°√) ®“°¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈∑’Ë ‰¥â· ¥ß∂÷ß§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß
«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”‡¢µ 10 ®”π«π 3 ·Ààß®—¥Õ¬Ÿà„π√–¥—∫
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¢Õß°“√√–∫“¥ (epidemic) ‡¡◊ËÕ‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫°—∫ µ—«‡≈¢∑’Ë
„™âª√–¡“≥§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§µàÕ· πª√–™“°√ ‡ªìπ
Benchmark §◊Õ §«“¡™ÿ°∑’Ë¡“°°«à“ 1,000 ∂◊Õ‡ªìπ√–¥—∫
TB epidemic, §«“¡™ÿ°¡“°°«à“ 100 ®—¥‡ªìπ√–¥—∫ High
risk for tuberculosis, §«“¡™ÿ°πâÕ¬°«à“À√◊Õ‡∑à“°—∫ 10 ®—¥
‡ªìπ√–¥—∫ Low risk for tuberculosis, §«“¡™ÿ°πâÕ¬°«à“
1 ®—¥‡ªìπ√–¥—∫ Entering the elimination phase ·≈–
§«“¡™ÿ°ª√–¡“≥ 0.1 µàÕ· πª√–™“°√§‘¥‡ªìπ√–¥—∫ TB.
Eliminate6 ·≈–‡√◊Õπ®”Õ’° 8 ·Ààß§«“¡™ÿ°¡“°°«à“ 100
µàÕ· πª√–™“°√ ´÷Ëß‡ªìπ√–¥—∫ high risk for tuberculo-
sis ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈∑’Ë‰¥â®“°°“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’È ‰¡à “¡“√∂π”¡“‡ª√’¬∫
‡∑’¬∫§«“¡™ÿ°¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π·µà≈–‡√◊Õπ®”‰¥â ‡π◊ËÕß®“°
¡’À≈“¬ªí®®—¬∑’Ë·µ°µà“ß°—π ‡™àπ «‘∏’°“√§âπÀ“∑’Ë·µ°µà“ß°—π
§«“¡§√Õ∫§≈ÿ¡¢ÕßºŸâ∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√·≈–‰¥â√—∫°“√µ√«® ‡§√◊ËÕß
¡◊Õ∑’Ë „™â§—¥°√Õß „πæ◊Èπ∑’Ë ∑’Ë¡’§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ Ÿß°“√
∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ° (Chest X Ray) πà“®–¡’§«“¡·¡àπ¬”
·≈–§âπÀ“ºŸâªÉ«¬‰¥â¡“° §«“¡ “¡“√∂¢ÕßºŸâ§—¥°√Õß ·µà≈–
‡√◊Õπ®”∑’Ë®–§—¥‡≈◊Õ°ºŸâ∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√ ß —¬«—≥‚√§®√‘ß¡“√—∫
°“√µ√«® ‡™àπ‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 3 ¡’ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß à«π„À≠à‡ªìπ
™“«‡¢“ ·≈–∫ÿ§§≈µà“ß¥â“« ∑”„Àâ¡’Õÿª √√§„π°“√ ◊ËÕ “√
°“√  —¡¿“…≥ åºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√∑”‰¥âπ âÕ¬ ®”π«πºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑ ’ Ë
§âπæ∫π’Èπà“®–µË”°«à“∑’Ë‡ªìπ®√‘ß

®“°¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈¥—ß°≈à“«· ¥ß¢π“¥¢Õßªí≠À“«—≥‚√§
¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®”‡¢µ 10 ·≈–‡¡ ◊ ËÕ‡ª√ ’¬∫‡∑ ’¬∫°—∫‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß
Õ◊Ëπ„πª√–‡∑»°Áæ∫¡’ªí≠À“«—≥‚√§ Ÿß‡™àπ°—π  ÿ¢ —πµå
®‘µµ‘¡≥’·≈–§≥–7 √“¬ß“π§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß°“√ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§
®“°°“√§âπÀ“‡™‘ß√—∫ (passive case finding) „π‡√◊Õπ®”
¢π“¥„À≠à¢Õß‰∑¬ 8 ·Ààß§◊Õ ‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß§≈Õß‡ª√¡ ‡√◊Õπ
®”∫“ß¢«“ß ‡√◊Õπ®”æ‘‡»… °√ÿß‡∑æœ ‡√◊Õπ®”æ‘‡»…∏π∫ÿ√’
∑—≥± ∂“π∫”∫—¥æ‘‡»…°≈“ß ∑—≥± ∂“π∫”∫—¥æ‘‡»…
ª∑ÿ¡∏“π’ ∑—≥± ∂“π«—¬Àπÿà¡°≈“ß ∑—≥± ∂“πÀ≠‘ß°≈“ß
„π™à«ß‡¥◊Õπ¡‘∂ÿπ“¬π 2541 - æƒ…¿“§¡ 2543 æ∫
ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ 1,252 √“¬ §‘¥‡ªìπ§«“¡™ÿ° 2,960 µàÕ· π
ª√–™“°√ ·∫àß‡ªìπ§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ
1,880 µàÕ· πª√–™“°√ §«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–

‰¡àæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ 940 µàÕ· πª√–™“°√ ·≈–§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß
«—≥‚√§πÕ°ªÕ¥§‘¥‡ªìπ 130 µàÕ· πª√–™“°√

πÕ°®“°π’È¬—ß¡’√“¬ß“π°“√»÷°…“§«“¡™ÿ°¢Õß
«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”µà“ßª√–‡∑» ‰¥â·°à ∑’Ë‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß
´Õ¡∫â“ ª√–‡∑»¡“≈“«’ „πªï 25398 ‚¥¬∑”°“√§âπÀ“
‡™‘ß√ ÿ°§ ◊Õ∑”°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À–¥â«¬°≈ âÕß®ÿ≈∑√√»π å „π°≈ ÿ à¡
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√‰Õ‡√◊ÈÕ√—ß¡“°°«à“ 1  —ª¥“Àå ®”π«π 914
√“¬ ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ëµ√«®‡ ¡À–·≈â«‰¡àæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ ®–‰¥â√—∫°“√
‡Õ°´‡√¬å ªÕ¥ º≈°“√»÷°…“æ∫«à“ ¡’ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß 47 √“¬
‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥ ‚¥¬ 14 √“¬°”≈—ß√—°…“«—≥‚√§ 18 √“¬
‡ªìπºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§√“¬„À¡à‡ ¡À–æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ ·≈– 15 √“¬‡ªìπ
ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥‡ ¡À–‰¡àæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ ·≈–°“√»÷°…“∑’Ë√—∞
·¡√’Ë·≈π¥å  À√—∞Õ‡¡√‘°“ ¢Õß Macintyre CR., et al9 ∑’Ë
»÷°…“°“√µ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ«—≥‚√§·∫∫ Historical Longtitudinal
cohort „π‡√◊Õπ®” 16 ·Ààß „πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ë¡’º≈ tuberculin
test negative „π§√—Èß·√°®”π«π 1,289 √“¬ ·≈–∑”
´È”Õ’°§√—Èß Àà“ß®“°§√—Èß·√° 2 ªï æ∫«à“º≈ tuberculin test
‡ª≈’Ë¬π‡ªìπ positive À√◊Õ¡’Õ—µ√“°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ (recent con-
version) §‘¥‡ªìπ 6.3 √“¬ / 100 ª√–™“°√ - ªï

®“°°“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’È®–‡ÀÁπ«à“«—≥‚√§‡ªìπªí≠À“
 ”§—≠∑’ËºŸâ¡’Àπâ“∑’Ë√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫‰¡à§«√≈–‡≈¬ πÕ°®“°π’È
¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈¥—ß°≈à“«πà“®–™à«¬°√–µÿâπ„ÀâºŸâªØ‘∫—µ‘„πæ◊Èπ∑’Ëµ√–Àπ—°
·≈–‡ÀÁπ§«“¡ ”§—≠¢Õß°“√‡√àß§âπÀ“«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”
¢Õßµπ‡Õß ¡’°“√§âπÀ“Õ¬à“ßµàÕ‡π◊ËÕß √«¡∑—Èß°“√¡’ à«π
√à«¡¢Õß‡®â“Àπâ“∑’ËÕ◊ËπÊ ∑ÿ°√–¥—∫„π°“√™à«¬§—¥°√Õß‡¡◊ËÕ
æ∫ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’ËÕ¬Ÿà„π§«“¡¥Ÿ·≈ ¡’Õ“°“√ ß —¬«—≥‚√§ „Àâ
‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë¥â“π°“√√—°…“æ¬“∫“≈¥”‡π‘π°“√ àß‡ ¡À–
µ√«®µàÕ‰ª °“√§âπÀ“§«√∑”‡™‘ß√ÿ° ∑”„Àâ ‰¥âæ∫ºŸâªÉ«¬
µ—Èß·µà√–¬–‡√ ‘ Ë¡·√° °“√∑”‡™‘ß√ —∫∑”„Àâ§âπæ∫ºŸâªÉ«¬≈ à“™â“
‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§¡’‚Õ°“ ·æ√à°√–®“¬‡™◊ÈÕ ®“°ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’ËªÉ«¬ ‰ª
 ŸàºŸâµâÕß¢—ßÕ◊Ëπ ·≈–‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë∑’Ë∑”ß“π„π‡√◊Õπ®”‰¥âπ“π¢÷Èπ
·≈–·æ√à‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§‰ª Ÿà™ÿ¡™π‡¡◊ËÕºŸâªÉ«¬æâπ‚∑…¥â«¬

¢âÕ‡ πÕ·π–„π°“√¥”‡π‘πß“π§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§„π
‡√◊Õπ®”10-13

1. °“√®—¥°”≈—ß∫ÿ§≈“°√¥â“π°“√√—°…“æ¬“∫“≈ §«√
¡’∫ÿ§≈“°√„π —¥ à«π∑’Ë‡À¡“– ¡°—∫®”π«πºŸâµâÕß¢—ß
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2. °“√®—¥„Àâ§«“¡√Ÿ â ‡æ◊ËÕ‡æ‘Ë¡§«“¡ “¡“√∂¢Õß
∫ÿ§≈“°√∑ÿ°√–¥—∫¢Õß°√¡√“™∑—≥±å„π°“√§—¥°√ÕßºŸâ¡’
Õ“°“√ ß —¬«—≥‚√§‡∫◊ÈÕßµâπ àßæ∫‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë¥â“π°“√
æ¬“∫“≈‡æ◊ËÕ àßµ√«®‡ ¡À–µàÕ‰ª „π°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À–
¥â«¬°≈ âÕß®ÿ≈∑√√»π å ∂ â“∫ ÿ§≈“°√¥â“π°“√æ¬“∫“≈¡’§«“¡
 “¡“√∂µ√«®‰¥â ®–≈¥§«“¡≈à“™â“„π°“√√Õº≈ ·≈–§«√¡’
√–∫∫°“√§«∫§ÿ¡§ÿ≥¿“æ°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À–®“°Àπà«¬ß“π
¿“¬πÕ°¥â«¬

3. °“√§âπÀ“ §«√¡’√–∫∫°“√§âπÀ“∑—Èß‡™‘ß√—∫·≈–
‡™‘ß√ÿ° °“√§âπÀ“‡™‘ß√—∫ (passive case finding) ∑”„π
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß√“¬‡°à“ § ◊Õµ√«®‡©æ“–ºŸâ∑ ’ Ë¡’Õ“°“√ ß  —¬«—≥‚√§
‚¥¬¡’‡®â“Àπâ“∑’ËÕ◊Ëπ Ê ·≈–ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ë‡§¬‰¥â√—∫§«“¡√Ÿâ „π
°“√§—¥°√Õß·≈â« ™à«¬§—¥°√Õß‡∫◊ÈÕßµâπ °àÕπ àßæ∫
æ¬“∫“≈‡√◊Õπ®” „Àâ¥”‡π‘π°“√‡°Á∫‡ ¡À– àßµ√«®µàÕ‰ª
°“√§âπÀ“‡™‘ß√ÿ° (active case finding) §«√∑”„πºŸâµâÕß
¢—ß„À¡à∑ÿ°√“¬ ‚¥¬°“√ —¡¿“…≥åÕ“°“√ ·≈–´—°ª√–«—µ‘
Õ¬à“ß≈–‡Õ’¬¥ ∂â“æ∫ºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√ ß —¬ „Àâ¥”‡π‘π°“√ àß
µ√«®‡ ¡À– À√◊Õ àß∂à“¬¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°∑ÿ°√“¬ (∂â“
 “¡“√∂∑”‰¥â) ·≈–§«√∑”„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß‡°à“∑’ËÕ¬Ÿà√«¡
‡√◊ÕππÕπ‡¥’¬«°—∫ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’ËªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§‡ ¡À–æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ
(contact group) √«¡∑—ÈßºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡Õ™‰Õ«’¥â«¬

4. °“√‡°Á∫‡ ¡À– àßµ√«® §«√‡°Á∫‡ ¡À–µÕπ‡™â“
  àßµ√«® 3 «—πµ‘¥µàÕ°—π ·≈–„Àâ·π à„®«à“‡ªìπ‡ ¡À–¢Õß
ºŸâ∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√ªÉ«¬√“¬π—Èπ®√‘ß

5. «‘∏’°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À– „™â«‘∏’ Direct smear for AFB
‡ªìπÀ≈—° √“¬∑’Ëµ√«®‡ ¡À–‰¡àæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ §«√∑”°“√‡æ“–
‡™◊ÈÕ¥â«¬ ®“°¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®”·Ààß∑’Ë 1 °“√‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕ
™à«¬„π°“√«‘π‘®©—¬«—≥‚√§‰¥â¡“°°«à“√âÕ¬≈– 100 ·≈–
∑”„ÀâºŸâªÉ«¬‰¥â√ —∫°“√√ —°…“µ—Èß·µà√–¬–·√°‡√ ‘ Ë¡ §«√¡’°“√
µ‘¥µ“¡µ√«®‡ ¡À–´È”„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√ ß —¬·µàµ√«®
‡ ¡À–‰¡àæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ„π§√—Èß·√°‡ªìπ√–¬–

6. °“√√—°…“«—≥‚√§ ®—¥„ÀâºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑ÿ°√“¬‰¥â
√—∫°“√√—°…“µ“¡¡“µ√∞“π¢Õß NTP ·≈–„Àâ°“√√—°…“
¥â«¬«‘∏’ DOT ®π§√∫°“√√—°…“ ·≈–µâÕß„Àâ ÿ¢»÷°…“ ·°à
ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑ÿ°√“¬ °“√·¬°ºŸâªÉ«¬ Graham SM., Cruise

PE10  ·π–π”„Àâ¡’°“√·¬°ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§√–¬–·æ√à‡™◊ÈÕ ‡æ◊ËÕ
ªÑÕß°—π°“√·æ√à‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§ ºŸâ»÷°…“‡ÀÁπ¥â«¬Õ¬à“ß¬‘Ëß·µà
 ¿“æ‡√◊Õπ®”¢Õßª√–‡∑»‰∑¬¬“°∑’Ë®–∑”‰¥â °“√·®°
ºâ“‡™Á¥Àπâ“·≈–°“√„Àâ ÿ¢»÷°…“„π°“√ªØ‘∫—µ‘µ—«·°àºŸâªÉ«¬
πà“®–‡À¡“– ¡ °√≥’ºŸâªÉ«¬æâπ‚∑…À√◊Õ¬â“¬‡√◊Õπ®”
√–À«à“ß°“√√—°…“ µâÕß¡’√–∫∫ àßµàÕ∑’Ë‡À¡“– ¡µ‘¥µ“¡‰¥â
«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“µàÕ®π§√∫°“√√—°…“

7. ∑–‡∫ ’¬π·≈–√“¬ß“π §«√¡’∑–‡∫ ’¬π‡©æ“–¢Õß
‡√◊Õπ®”·µà≈–·Ààß „π°“√§«∫§ÿ¡°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À– °“√
¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’¬π°“√√—°…“µ“¡¡“µ√∞“π¢Õß NTP ‚¥¬·¬°
®“°°≈ ÿ à¡ª√–™“°√∑ — Ë«‰ª ∑–‡∫ ’¬πª√–«—µ‘¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬·µà≈–
√“¬§«√¡’√“¬≈–‡Õ’¬¥ «—π∑’Ë§“¥«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬®–æâπ‚∑… ·≈–∑’Ë
Õ¬Ÿà¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬ ∑’Ë§“¥«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬®–‰ªÕ¬Ÿà‡¡◊ËÕæâπ‚∑…‡æ◊ËÕ
ª√–‚¬™πå„π°“√«“ß·ºπ àßºŸâªÉ«¬‰ª√—°…“µàÕ

8. °“√§«∫§ÿ¡°”°—∫·≈–ª√–‡¡‘π°‘®°√√¡ §«√¡’
°“√π‘‡∑»µ‘¥µ“¡ß“πÕ¬à“ß„°≈â™‘¥°—∫Àπà«¬ß“π “∏“√≥ ÿ¢
„πæ◊Èπ∑’Ë∑’Ë‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß‡ªìπ√–¬– ‡æ◊ËÕ„Àâ§”·π–π”·≈–™à«¬
‡À≈◊Õ„π°“√·°âªí≠À“µà“ß Ê ®π°«à“‡®â“Àπâ“∑’ËºŸâ√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫
®– “¡“√∂¥”‡π‘π°“√‰¥âµ“¡¡“µ√∞“π¢Õß NTP

9. §«√¡’°“√·°â‰¢°Æ√–‡∫’¬∫ ∫“ßª√–°“√ ‡™àπ
°“√π”ºŸâªÉ«¬ÕÕ°¡“µ√«® À√◊Õ¡“∂ à“¬¿“æ√ —ß  ’∑√«ßÕ°∑ ’ Ë
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈ „π∑“ßªØ‘∫—µ‘‡ªìπ‡√◊ËÕß∑’Ë∑”‰¥â¬“°¡“°

10. §«√¡’°“√®—¥ √√ß∫ª√–¡“≥ π—∫ πÿπ „π¥â“π
¬“πæ“Àπ– „π°“√π”‡ ¡À–¡“µ√«® À√◊Õ„π°“√¡“√—∫
¬“„ÀâºŸâªÉ«¬ ‡π◊ËÕß®“°‡√◊Õπ®”∫“ß·ÀàßÕ¬ŸàÀà“ß‰°≈®“°
‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡“°

11. §«√®—¥„Àâ¡’°“√¥Ÿ·≈ ÿ¢¿“æ¢Õß‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë
√“™∑ —≥±åÕ¬à“ßµàÕ‡π◊ ËÕß ‚¥¬‡©æ“–°“√µ√«®  ÿ¢¿“æªÕ¥
§«√∑”∑ÿ° 6 ‡¥◊Õπ - 1 ªï ‡π◊ËÕß®“°∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’ËªØ‘∫—µ‘ß“π
„π‡√◊Õπ®”¡’§«“¡‡  ’ Ë¬ßµàÕ«—≥‚√§  Ÿß ®“°°“√  —¡º— ºŸâªÉ«¬
«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®”∑’Ë ‰¡à∑√“∫«à“¡’Õ¬Ÿà ·≈–‡ªìπ°“√ —¡º— 
´È”∫àÕ¬Ê ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë∑’Ë¡’ªí≠À“¥â“π ÿ¢¿“æ ¡’¿Ÿ¡‘µâ“π∑“ßµË”
§«√®—¥Àπâ“∑’Ë „Àâ‡À¡“– ¡‚¥¬‰¡à∑”ß“π∑’ËµâÕß —¡º— °—∫
ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß„π ∂“π∑’Ë∑’Ë¡’§«“¡·ÕÕ—¥
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°‘µµ‘°√√¡ª√–°“»
ºŸâ»÷°…“¢Õ¢Õ∫æ√–§ÿ≥ π“¬·æ∑¬å¿“ °√ Õ—§√‡ «’

ºŸâÕ”π«¬°“√°Õß«—≥‚√§∑’Ë°√ÿ≥“„Àâ§”ª√÷°…“ „π°“√»÷°…“
§√—Èßπ’È  ¢Õ¢Õ∫§ÿ≥ π“¬·æ∑¬å ÿ∏’ «‘¿“»√’π‘¡‘µ π“¬·æ∑¬å
«—≤πå Õÿ∑—¬«√«‘∑¬å π“¬·æ∑¬åÕ√√∂æ≈ ™’æ —µ¬“°√ ·≈–
·æ∑¬åÀ≠‘ß∑—»π“ À≈‘«‡ √’ ∑’Ë°√ÿ≥“µ√«® Õ∫§«“¡µ√ß
¢Õß‡π◊ÈÕÀ“·∫∫ —¡¿“…≥å∑’Ë „™â§—¥°√ÕßºŸâ¡’Õ“°“√ ß —¬
«—≥‚√§ ·≈–¢Õ¢Õ∫§ÿ≥ °√¡√“™∑—≥±å ∑’ËÕπÿ≠“µ„Àâ
‡¢â“‰ª∑”°“√»÷°…“„π§√—Èßπ’È

¢Õ¢Õ∫§ÿ≥§≥–∑”ß“π∑’Ë°√ÿ≥“™à«¬‡À≈◊Õ„Àâ°“√»÷°…“
§√—Èßπ ’È ”‡√Á®¥â«¬¥’ ‰¥â·°à ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ëæ¬“∫“≈ ‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß
®—ßÀ«—¥‡™’¬ß„À¡à ∑—≥± ∂“πÀ≠‘ß‡™’¬ß„À¡à ‡√◊Õπ®” Õ”‡¿ÕΩ“ß
‡√◊Õπ®”°≈“ß®—ßÀ«—¥‡™’¬ß√“¬ ‡√◊Õπ®”Õ”‡¿Õ‡∑‘ß ‡√◊Õπ®”
°≈“ß®—ßÀ«—¥≈”ª“ß ∑ —≥± ∂“π∫”∫ —¥æ‘‡»…≈”ª“ß ‡√◊Õπ
®”®—ßÀ«—¥·¡àŒàÕß Õπ ‡√◊Õπ®”Õ”‡¿Õ·¡à –‡√’¬ß ‡√◊Õπ®”
®—ßÀ«—¥æ–‡¬“ ‡√◊Õπ®”®—ßÀ«—¥≈”æŸπ ·≈–ºŸâª√– “πß“π
«—≥‚√§√–¥—∫®—ßÀ«—¥∑—Èß 6 ®—ßÀ«—¥ ∑’Ë„Àâ§«“¡√à«¡¡◊Õ„π
°“√¥”‡π‘π°“√§âπÀ“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§„π‡√◊Õπ®” ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë
ß“π™—π  Ÿµ√·≈–ß“π§≈ ‘π ‘°«—≥‚√§ ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑ ÿ°·Ààß„π
æ ◊ Èπ∑ ’ Ëµ—Èß¢Õß‡√◊Õπ®”∑ — Èß 11 ·Ààß∑ ’ Ë°√ ÿ≥“µ√«®‡ ¡À–·≈–
„Àâ°“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬ ·≈–¢Õ¢Õ∫§ÿ≥ºŸâµâÕß¢—ß∑ÿ°∑à“π∑’Ë „Àâ
§«“¡√à«¡¡◊Õ„π°“√µ√«®§√—Èßπ’È

∑â“¬∑’Ë ÿ¥ ¢Õ¢Õ∫æ√–§ÿ≥π“¬·æ∑¬å∑√ß«ÿ≤‘ Àÿµ“¡—¬
ºŸâÕ”π«¬°“√ ”π—°ß“π§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§∑’Ë 10 ∑’Ë π—∫ πÿπ„Àâ
¥”‡π‘π°“√»÷°…“§√—Èßπ’È ·≈–Õπÿ≠“µ„Àâπ”√“¬ß“ππ’È‡º¬·æ√à
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√—∫‰«âµ’æ‘¡æå‡¡◊ËÕ«—π∑’Ë 21 ¡’π“§¡ 2546

∫∑§—¥¬àÕ :  ∂“πµ√«®‚√§ªÕ¥°√ ÿß‡∑æœ °Õß«—≥‚√§‰¥â∑”°“√»÷°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈ —∫‡ªìπ´È”‚¥¬«‘‡§√“–Àå¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈
¬âÕπÀ≈—ßµ—Èß·µà æ.». 2541 - 2543 ®”π«π 148 √“¬ ºŸâªÉ«¬ 104 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 70.3) °≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”¿“¬À≈—ß°“√
√—°…“§√—Èß·√°·≈â« 2 ªï ºŸâªÉ«¬ 22 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 14.9) ¥◊ÈÕ¬“«—≥‚√§Õ¬à“ßπâÕ¬Àπ÷Ëß¢π“π ∑ÿ°√“¬‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“¥â«¬
√–∫∫¬“ CATII (2HRZES/HRZE/5HRE) Õ—µ√“°“√‡ª≈’Ë¬π‡ ¡À–®“°∫«°‡ªìπ≈∫„π™à«ß°“√√—°…“√–¬–‡¢â¡¢âπ
(Sputum Conversion rate) √âÕ¬≈– 83.1 º≈°“√√—°…“„π¿“æ√«¡¡’Õ—µ√“°“√√—°…“À“¬‡æ’¬ß√âÕ¬≈– 67.6 ∑—Èßπ’È
‡π◊ËÕß®“°Õ—µ√“¢“¥¬“ Ÿß¡“°∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈– 19.6  ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“√‘·ø¡øî´‘π À√◊Õ√‘·ø¡øî´‘π°—∫¬“Õ◊ËπÊ
µÕ∫ πÕß¥’µàÕ¬“ CATII ºŸâªÉ«¬„π°≈ÿà¡π’È 5 √“¬ (®“° 7 √“¬) ¡’º≈µ√«®‡ ¡À–‡ªìπ≈∫‡¡◊ËÕ ‘Èπ ÿ¥°“√√—°…“√–¬–
‡¢â¡¢âπ·≈–‡¡◊ËÕ ‘Èπ ÿ¥°“√√—°…“
Abstract :  Sukhapesna S., Rientrirat P. and Sapimarn O. The Sputum Conversion Rate and Treatment
Outcome in Relapse Pulmonary Tuberculosis Cases Treated with WHO Recommended Regimen
Category II (2HRZES/HRZE/5HRE). Thai J Tuberc Chest Dis and Crit Care 2003;24:213-219
Tuberculosis Division Bureau of AIDS TB and STIs. Department of Disease Control, Ministry of Public
Health.

  One Hundred and fourty- eight relapse sputum positive for AFB were analyzed. 104  out of
148 (70.3%) relapse cases occurred after 2 years of being declared as cure. Twenty - two cases (14.9%)
resisted to one or more drugs.  Category II regimen recommended by WHO was used to treat all relapse
cases. The favourable sputum conversion rate was achieved at 83.1%. The cure rate is only 67.6% with
the unacceptable high default rate at 19.6%.  Seven cases with resistance to rifampicin or rifampicin
and other drugs responded well with CATII regimen. Five of the seven cases had sputum negative at the
end of initial phase and end of treatment.

º≈°“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”
¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“ 2HRZES/HRZE/5HRE
                                     ÿ¿√  ÿ¢‡æ πå  ª.æ¬“∫“≈º¥ÿß¿√√§å·≈–Õπ“¡—¬

¿«ß»å»—°¥‘Ï ‡À√’¬≠‰µ√√—µπå æ∫.
                            Õ√«√√≥  “æ‘¡“π ª.ºŸâ™à«¬æ¬“∫“≈

°≈ÿà¡«—≥‚√§   ”π—° ‡Õ¥ å «—≥‚√§·≈–‚√§µ‘¥µàÕ∑“ß‡æ» —¡æ—π∏å
°√¡§«∫§ÿ¡‚√§  °√–∑√«ß “∏“√≥ ÿ¢

«“√ “√«—≥‚√§ ‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·≈–‡«™∫”∫—¥«‘°ƒµ
Thai Journal of Tuberculosis
Chest Diseases and Critical Care
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∫∑π”
°“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È” (Relapse)

¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“ category II (2HRZES/HRZE/5HRE) ´÷Ëß
‡ πÕ·π–‚¥¬Õß§å°“√Õπ“¡—¬‚≈°‰¥â„™â „πª√–‡∑»‰∑¬
Õ¬à“ß‡ªìπ∑“ß°“√µ—Èß·µà æ.». 2539 ‡ªìπµâπ¡“ √“¬ß“ππ’È
‡ªìπ°“√√«∫√«¡º≈°“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”
(Relapse) ¥â«¬  Ÿµ√¬“ CATII ‡æ◊ËÕ‡ªìπ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈„π°“√
æ‘®“√≥“°“√„™â CATII  ”À√—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”
µàÕ‰ª

«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å : ‡æ◊ËÕ»÷°…“∂÷ßª√– ‘∑∏‘º≈¢Õß¬“√—°…“
«—≥‚√§ category II  (2HRZES/HRZE/5HRE) µàÕºŸâªÉ«¬
«—≥‚√§°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È” (Relapse)

«‘∏’»÷°…“ : »÷°…“‚¥¬√«∫√«¡¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈¬âÕπÀ≈— ß®“°
ª√–«—µ‘√—°…“ 3 ªï (æ.». 2541 - æ.». 2543) ¢Õß ∂“π
µ√«®‚√§ªÕ¥°√ÿß‡∑æ °Õß«—≥‚√§

º≈°“√»÷°…“ :  ¥—ßµ“√“ß

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1  ™à«ß‡«≈“∑’Ë√—°…“À“¬·≈â«°≈—∫‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§´È”

ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”  à«π„À≠à (104 √“¬) ‡°‘¥¢÷Èπ¿“¬À≈—ß√—°…“§√—Èß·√°·≈â« 24 ‡¥◊Õπ ¡’10 √“¬∑’Ë°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”
¿“¬„π 6 ‡¥◊Õπ 17 √“¬ ¿“¬„π 6 - 12 ‡¥◊Õπ ·≈– 10 √“¬ ¿“¬„π 12 - 24 ‡¥◊Õπ
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µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2  º≈‡ ¡À–‡¡◊ËÕ‡√‘Ë¡√—°…“¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“ CATII

ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”∑’Ëπ”¡“«‘‡§√“–Àå„π√“¬ß“ππ’È¡’º≈µ√«®‡ ¡À–æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ´÷ËßÕ“®‡ªìπ°“√¬âÕ¡æ∫‡™◊ÈÕÀ√◊Õ
°“√‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ¢÷Èπ ¡’  7 √“¬ ∑’Ëæ∫®“°°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À–¥â«¬«‘∏’¬âÕ¡‡™◊ÈÕ ·µà‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕ‰¡à¢÷Èπ 1 √“¬∑’Ëº≈‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕ¢÷Èπ‡ªìπ
Atypical mycobacteria  Õ’° 2 √“¬∑’Ëæ∫‡™◊ÈÕ„π‡ ¡À–·µàº≈‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕ√“¬ß“π«à“ªπ‡ªóôÕπ (Contaminated)

N  :  Negative
A  :  Atypical
C  :  Contaminated

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 3  Drug Susceptibility Test ‡¡◊ËÕ√—°…“´È”¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“ CATII

ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈ —∫‡ªìπ´È” ®”π«π 57 √“¬ (®“° 79 √“¬) ∑ ’ Ë‡™ ◊ ÈÕ¬—ß‰«µàÕ¬“∑ ÿ°µ—« ¡’ 7 √“¬ ∑ ’ Ë¥ ◊ ÈÕµàÕ¬“ R
Õ¬à“ß‡¥’¬« ·≈– R °—∫¬“™π‘¥Õ◊Ëπ
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µ“√“ß∑’Ë 4   Sputum Conversion

º≈°“√√—°…“„π™à«ß‡¢â¡¢âπ (initial phase) „π¿“æ√«¡¡’ sputum conversion rate √âÕ¬≈– 83.1

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 5  Treatment Outcome

* ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬ 1 √“¬ ∑’Ë·æâ¬“¡“°              µâÕß‡ª≈’Ë¬π Ÿµ√¬“
º≈°“√√—°…“ ¡’ cure rate √âÕ¬≈– 67.6 ·≈–¡’ default rate §àÕπ¢â“ß Ÿß∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈– 19.6

▲
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«‘®“√≥å
µ—Èß·µàªï æ.». 2540 ´÷Ëß°√–∑√«ß “∏“√≥ ÿ¢

‰¥âª√–°“»„™â°≈¬ÿ∑∏å DOTS ‡ªìπÀ≈—°„π°“√·°âªí≠À“
«—≥‚√§¢Õßª√–‡∑»‰∑¬ ‰¥â¡’°“√¢“π√—∫®“°Àπà«¬ß“π
µà“ß Ê ‡ªìπÕ¬à“ß¥’ ¡’°“√·ª≈·≈–‡√’¬∫‡√’¬ß·∫∫‡√’¬π
µ“¡·π«∑“ßÕß§å°“√Õπ“¡—¬‚≈° ‡æ◊ËÕ„™âª√–°Õ∫„π
°“√Ωñ°Õ∫√¡‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë “∏“√≥ ÿ¢√–¥—∫µà“ßÊ ‡™àπ
·æ∑¬å, æ¬“∫“≈∑’Ë√—∫º‘¥™Õ∫§≈‘π‘°«—≥‚√§, ºŸâª√– “π
ß“π«—≥‚√§√–¥—∫‡¢µ (RTC), √–¥—∫®—ßÀ«—¥ (PTC), ·≈–
√–¥—∫Õ”‡¿Õ (DTC), ‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë ∂“π’Õπ“¡—¬µ≈Õ¥®π
‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë™—π Ÿµ√ ‡π◊ÈÕÀ“·≈–·π«∑“ßªØ‘∫—µ‘∑’Ëª√“°Ø„π
∫∑‡√’¬π (Management of Tuberculosis, Modiled WHO
Modules of Managing Tuberculosis at District Level)
‰¡à‡ªìπªí≠À“¡“°π —° ‡ªìπ∑ ’ Ë¬Õ¡√ —∫ Õ¬à“ß‰√°Á¥’¡’ª√–‡¥Áπ
∂°‡∂’¬ß§àÕπ¢â“ß¡“°„π Ÿµ√¬“∑’Ë„™â ”À√—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬√—°…“´È”
(retreatment) ´÷Ëßª√–°Õ∫¥â«¬ºŸâªÉ«¬À≈—° 3 °≈ÿà¡ §◊Õ
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë‡§¬‰¥â√ —∫°“√√ —°…“À“¬·≈ â«, °≈ —∫‡ªìπ´È”‚¥¬¡’º≈
µ√«®‡ ¡À–‡ªìπ∫«° (Relapse) ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‡§¬√—∫°“√√—°…“
§√—Èß·√°≈â¡‡À≈« (Failure) ·≈–ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë°”≈—ß√—°…“¢“¥
¬“‡°‘π 2 ‡¥◊Õπµ‘¥µàÕ°—π·≈–¡’º≈µ√«®‡ ¡À–‡ªìπ∫«°
(Treatment After Default Sputum Smear Positive)

 ”À√—∫ Ÿµ√¬“ Category II ∑’Ë„™â°—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬ Failure
·≈– TAD SS positive ‰¡àÕ¬Ÿà„π°“√»÷°…“π’È ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈∑’Ëπ”
¡“«‘‡§√“–Àå®–‡πâπ‡©æ“–°“√√—°…“„πºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡ Relapse
‡∑à“π—Èπ µ“¡·π«∑“ß„π∫∑‡√’¬π‡ πÕ·π–„Àâ„™â Ÿµ√¬“
CATII (2HRZES/HRZE/5HRE)  ”À√—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§
°≈—∫‡ªìπ È́” (Relapse) ́ ÷Ëß¡’°“√∑—°∑â«ß®“°·æ∑¬å   ‡À¡◊Õπ
°—π«à“¡’§«“¡®”‡ªìπ‡æ’¬ß„¥∑’ËµâÕß„™â¬“ CAT II ‡æ√“–¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈,
§«“¡√ Ÿ â‡¥‘¡∑ ’ Ë¡’¡“ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈ —∫‡ªìπ´È”π — Èπ ‡™ ◊ ÈÕ«—≥‚√§
¡—°‡ªìπ™π‘¥‡¥’¬«°—π°—∫‡¡◊ËÕ√—°…“§√—Èß°àÕπ ¥—ßπ—Èπ∂â“°“√‡®Á∫ªÉ«¬
§√—Èß∑’Ë·≈â« “¡“√∂√—°…“„ÀâÀ“¬‰¥â¥â«¬¬“ CATI(2HRZE/
4HR) ·≈ â« °Á‰¡àπ à“µâÕß„™â¬“ CATII „π°“√√ —°…“‡æ√“–
µâÕß„™â¬“¡“°°«à“, √–¬–‡«≈“π“π°«à“ ‡ ’Ë¬ßµàÕ°“√·æâ¬“
·≈– ‘Èπ‡ª≈◊Õß‚¥¬‰¡à®”‡ªìπ §«“¡§‘¥π’Èπà“®–Õ‘ßº≈°“√
»÷°…“«‘‡§√“–Àå¢Õß Stead WW ∑’Ë √ÿª§àÕπ¢â“ß™—¥‡®π«à“

°“√°≈ —∫‡ªìπ´È”‡°‘¥®“° reactivation ¢Õß√Õ¬‚√§∑ ’ Ë ß∫
Õ¬Ÿàµ—Èß·µà°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ·√°  à«π exogenous reinfection ‰¡à„™à
ªí®®—¬ ”§—≠∑’Ë∑”„Àâ‡°‘¥°“√°≈—∫‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§´È” Õ¬à“ß‰√°Á¥’
„π√–¬–À≈ —ß¡’°“√»÷°…“∑ ’ Ë· ¥ß«à“°“√°≈ —∫‡ªìπ´È”Õ“®‡°‘¥
®“° reinfection ‰¥â ‡™àπ °“√»÷°…“¢Õß Ormerod P ·≈–
Skinner C ∑’Ë· ¥ß„Àâ‡ÀÁπ«à“∫ÿµ√™“¬∑—Èß 2 §π¢Õß¡“√¥“
´÷ËßªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§ ·≈–∂÷ß·°à°√√¡¥â«¬«—≥‚√§¥◊ÈÕ¬“
 “¡“√∂·æ√à°√–®“¬‡™◊ÈÕ™π‘¥¥◊ÈÕ¬“‰ª¬—ß∫ÿµ√∑—Èß 2 ´÷Ëß‡§¬
ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§√ —°…“À“¬·≈ â« °≈ —∫¡“ªÉ«¬‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§Õ’°
§√—Èß¥â«¬ ‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§∑’Ë¡’≈—°…≥–°“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“‡À¡◊Õπ∑’Ëæ∫
„π¡“√¥“ πÕ°®“°π’È¬—ß¡’°“√»÷°…“¢Õß  Raleigh J W ·≈–
§≥–∑’Ë π—∫ πÿπ«à“°“√°≈—∫‡ªìπ È́”Õ“®‡°‘¥®“° reinfection
‰¥â‡™àπ°—π

ºŸâ√“¬ß“π‰¥â√«∫√«¡¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈—∫ ‡ªìπ´È”
∑’Ë ¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’ ¬π√— °…“∑’Ë ∂“πµ√«®‚√§ªÕ¥°√ÿ ß ‡∑æœ
°Õß«—≥‚√§ µ—Èß·µà æ.». 2541 - 2543 ®”π«π 148 √“¬
‡ªìπºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‡§¬‰¥â√—∫¬“ CategoryI  61  √“¬  categoryIII
26  √“¬  Standard long course (‡™àπ 2SHT/16HT) 33
√“¬ ·≈–∑’Ë‰¡à “¡“√∂ √ÿª‰¥â«à“‡§¬√—°…“¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“„¥Õ’°
28 √“¬ ºŸâªÉ«¬ à«π„À≠à°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”¿“¬À≈—ß√—°…“§√—Èß·√°
·≈â« 2 ªï (µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1) ·≈–ºŸâªÉ«¬∑—ÈßÀ¡¥∑’Ëπ”¡“
«‘‡§√“–Àå≈â«π¡’º≈µ√«®‡ ¡À–æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ (Õ“®‚¥¬°“√
¬âÕ¡‡™◊ÈÕ·≈–/À√◊Õ°“√‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕ)   ”À√—∫º≈°“√∑¥ Õ∫
§«“¡‰«¢Õß‡™ ◊ ÈÕµàÕ¬“ (µ“√“ß∑ ’ Ë 3) æ∫«à“„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë‡§¬
‰¥â√—∫¬“ CATI ®”π«π 33 √“¬ ¡’ 1 √“¬∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕµàÕ H   2 √“¬
¥◊ÈÕ R  1 √“¬¥◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“ SHR ·≈–Õ’° 1 √“¬ ∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕµàÕ SHRE
·≈– 28 √“¬∑’Ë‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§¬—ß‰«µàÕ¬“∑ÿ°µ—« „π°≈ÿà¡¢Õß
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‡§¬‰¥â¬“ CATIII ¡“°àÕπ·≈â«°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”®”π«π
15 √“¬ ¡’ 9 √“¬ ∑’Ë‡™◊ÈÕ¬—ß§ß‰«µàÕ¬“∑ÿ°µ—« 1 √“¬∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕ
µàÕ S   2 √“¬¥◊ÈÕµàÕ H  1 √“¬¥◊ÈÕµàÕ E ·≈– 2 √“¬∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕ
µàÕ SH  ”À√ —∫°≈ ÿ à¡∑ ’ Ë‡§¬√ —°…“¥â«¬¬“√–∫∫ long course
®”π«π 15 √“¬ 9 √“¬æ∫«à“‡™◊ÈÕ¬—ß‰«µàÕ¬“∑ÿ°µ—« 2 √“¬
∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕµàÕ H  ¥◊ÈÕµàÕ SH, SHR ·≈– SHE Õ’°Õ¬à“ß≈– 1 √“¬
πÕ°®“°π’È „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë¡’ª√–«—µ‘√—°…“‰¡à™—¥‡®π ‰¡à “¡“√∂
√–∫ÿ‰¥â«à“°“√√—°…“§√—Èß°àÕπ„™â√–∫∫¬“Õ–‰√ ®”π«π 16 √“¬
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¡’ 1 √“¬∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕµàÕ H 2 √“¬¥◊ÈÕµàÕ E  ·≈–¥◊ÈÕµàÕ SH, SHRE
Õ’°Õ¬à“ß≈– 1 √“¬

Mitchison DA(6) ‰¥â· ¥ß§«“¡‡ÀÁπ„πª√–‡¥Áπ
¢Õß°“√‡°‘¥°“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“„πºŸâªÉ«¬ Relapse «à“ ºŸâªÉ«¬ 19
„π 178 √“¬ (9.3%) ¡’ªí≠À“°“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“«—≥‚√§Õ¬à“ßπâÕ¬
1 ™π‘¥ ́ ÷Ëß‰¡à “¡“√∂Õ∏‘∫“¬‰¥â‚¥¬ Sequential regimens
mechanism (À¡“¬∂÷ß °“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“«—≥‚√§À≈“¬¢π“π
∑’Ë ‡°‘¥®“°°“√∑’ËºŸâªÉ«¬‰¥â¬“«—≥‚√§∑’≈–µ—«‡ªìπ√–¬–Ê)
‡æ√“–«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬‡°◊Õ∫∑—ÈßÀ¡¥°‘π¬“¿“¬„µâ√–∫∫§«∫§ÿ¡
(DOT) ‡¢“Õ∏‘∫“¬«à“°“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“ H ´÷Ëßæ∫∫àÕ¬∑’Ë ÿ¥Õ“®‡°‘¥
®“° H - resistant mutant ‡æ√“– H ‡ªìπ¬“∑’Ë„™âµ≈Õ¥
™à«ß‡«≈“°“√√—°…“  ”À√—∫°“√¥◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“ R ´÷Ëßæ∫πâÕ¬
°«à“Õ“®‡ªìπ‡æ√“–°“√‡°‘¥ Resistant mutant µàÕ¬“ R ‡°‘¥
π âÕ¬°«à“ Õ¬à“ß‰√°Á¥’„π√“¬ß“π√–¬–À≈ —ß¡’À≈ —°∞“π· ¥ß
«à“°“√°≈—∫‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§´È”Õ“®‡°‘¥®“°°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§
™π‘¥¥◊ÈÕ¬“‡¢â“‰ª„À¡à·≈–‡°‘¥‡ªìπ‚√§„π∑’Ë ÿ¥

ª√–‡¥Áπ∑ ’ Ë∂°‡∂ ’¬ß°—π§ ◊Õ  Ÿµ√¬“∑ ’ Ë‡À¡“– ¡ ”À√ —∫ºŸâ
ªÉ«¬°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”§«√„™â¬“Õ–‰√ ¡’§«“¡®”‡ªìπ¡“°πâÕ¬
‡æ’¬ß‰√∑’ËµâÕß àßµ√«®À“§«“¡‰«¢Õß‡™◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“°àÕπ ‡¡◊ËÕ
∑√“∫º≈·≈â«®÷ß®—¥¬“„Àâ‡À¡“– ¡°—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬·µà≈–√“¬  (In-
dividualized tailored regimen) Mitchison DA ·≈–
Nunn A.J ‰¥â«‘‡§√“–Àå°“√»÷°…“∑’Ë∑”„πª√–‡∑»ŒàÕß°ß,
 ‘ß§‚ª√å ·≈–Õ—ø√‘°“ ®”π«π 12 √“¬ß“π·≈– √ÿª«à“
√–∫∫¬“√–¬– —Èπ (2HRZE/4HR) ¬—ß§ß„™â ‰¥â¥’°—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬
«—≥‚√§∑’Ë¥◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“ H ·≈–/À√◊ÕS ‡∑à“π—Èπ ·µà∂â“¡’°“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“
R ·≈â« º≈°“√√—°…“‰¡à¥’π—° æ∫°“√√—°…“≈â¡‡À≈« 5 √“¬
(5/11) ·≈– Õ’° 3 √“¬ (3/11) °≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”„π‡«≈“µàÕ¡“

 ∂“πµ√«®‚√§ªÕ¥°√ÿß‡∑æ œ °Õß«—≥‚√§‰¥â∑”°“√
√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”‡ ¡À–∫«°®”π«π 148 √“¬ ¥â«¬
√–∫∫¬“ CATII „πºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡µà“ßÊ ∑’Ë‡§¬√—°…“¥â«¬√–∫∫
¬“ CATI, CATIII, Long Course ·≈–°≈ÿà¡¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈‰¡à™—¥‡®π
®”π«π 61   26   33  ·≈–  28 √“¬µ“¡≈”¥—∫ Õ—µ√“
‡ ¡À–‡ª≈’Ë¬π®“°∫«°‡ªìπ≈∫ (Sputum Conversion rate)
‡ªìπ√âÕ¬≈– 85.2   88.5  75.8  ·≈– 82.1 µ“¡≈”¥—∫ ´÷Ëß

‡ªìπ√–¥—∫§«“¡ ”‡√Á®∑’Ë¬Õ¡√—∫‰¥â  à«πº≈°“√√—°…“
(Treatment Outcome) ‰¡à‡ªìπ∑’Ëπà“æÕ„®π—° ‡æ√“–
Õ—µ√“°“√√—°…“À“¬ (Cure rate) „π¿“æ√«¡Õ¬Ÿà∑’Ë√âÕ¬≈–
67.6 ‡∑ à“π — Èπ ∑ — Èßπ ’ È‡æ√“–°“√√ —°…“‰¡à‰¥â„™â°≈¬ÿ∑∏ å DOT
Õ¬à“ß‡¢â¡¢âπ ∑”„Àâ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬¢“¥¬“ (defaulter) ∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈– 19.6

 ”À√—∫ºŸâªÉ«¬ 7 √“¬ ∑’Ë¡’°“√¥◊ÈÕ¬“ R ·≈–/À√◊Õ¬“
Õ◊ËπÊ √à«¡¥â«¬·≈–‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“ CATII æ∫
«à“¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬ 5 √“¬ (5/7) ∑’Ëº≈°“√√—°…“¥’  “¡“√∂®”Àπà“¬
‡ªìπ çÀ“¬é ®“°∑–‡∫’¬π‰¥â ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬ 1 √“¬∑’Ëº≈°“√ √—°…“
≈â¡‡À≈« ·≈–Õ’° 1 √“¬∑’Ë¢“¥¬“º≈°“√√—°…“ „π√“¬ß“ππ’È
¥Ÿ‡À¡ ◊Õπ®–¥’°«à“∑ ’ Ë√“¬ß“π‚¥¬ Mitchison DA Õ¬à“ß‰√
°Á¥’§ßµâÕßµ‘¥µ“¡ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ÿà¡π’ÈÕ’°µàÕ‰ª ‡æ√“–Õ“®®–¡’°“√
°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”Õ’°‰¥â

‡¡◊ËÕæ‘®“√≥“º≈°“√√—°…“∑’Ë ‰¥â ‚¥¬‡©æ“–„π à«π
¢Õß Sputum conversion rate ·≈–°√≥’∑’ËºŸâªÉ«¬Õ’°
7 √“¬∑’Ë¡’‡™◊ÈÕ¥◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“ R À√◊Õ R √à«¡°—∫¬“Õ◊Ëπµà“ßµÕ∫
 πÕßµàÕ°“√√ —°…“¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“ CATII §àÕπ¢â“ß¥’ ∑”„Àâ
‡°‘¥ª√–‡¥Áπ∑’Ë∂°‡∂’¬ß°—π‡™‘ßπ‚¬∫“¬«à“®”‡ªìπÀ√◊Õ‰¡à∑’Ë
µâÕß àßµ√«®∑¥ Õ∫§«“¡‰«¢Õß‡™◊ÈÕ„πºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§°≈—∫
‡ªìπ´È” (Relapse) ∑ÿ°√“¬ º≈°“√∑¥ Õ∫§«“¡‰«¢Õß
‡™◊ÈÕ´÷Ëß„™âª√–°Õ∫„π°“√‡≈◊Õ° Ÿµ√¬“∑’Ë‡À¡“– ¡°Á‰¡à ‰¥â
À¡“¬§«“¡«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬®–À“¬®“°‚√§‰¥â ∂â“°“√∫√‘À“√
®—¥°“√‰¡à¥’ ‡™àπ ¢“¥°“√„™â‡∑§π‘§ DOT, ¢“¥°“√∫√‘°“√
∑’Ë√«¥‡√Á«, –¥«°,‡ªìπ°—π‡Õß À√◊Õ„™â·√ß®Ÿß„®Õ◊ËπÊ
Õ¬à“ß‰√°Á¥’º≈°“√»÷°…“π’ÈÕ“®®–„™âÕâ“ßÕ‘ß ”À√—∫°“√„™â
CATII „π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”„πª√–‡∑»∑’Ë¢“¥·§≈π
∑√—æ¬“°√ ·≈–À√◊Õ‰¡à¡’ÀâÕß™—π Ÿµ√∑’Ë¡’»—°¬¿“ææÕ∑’Ë®–
∑”°“√∑¥ Õ∫§«“¡‰«¢Õß‡™◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“Õ¬à“ß¡’ª√– ‘∑∏‘¿“æ
‡™◊ËÕ∂◊Õ‰¥â °√≥’‡™àππ’È°“√„™â CATII „πºŸâªÉ«¬ relapse ‚¥¬
‰¡àµâÕß àß∑¥ Õ∫§«“¡‰«¢Õß‡™◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“¬àÕ¡¡’‡Àµÿº≈ ·µà
°√–π — Èπ°Áµ“¡°“√¡’¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈‡°’Ë¬«°—∫§«“¡‰«¢Õß‡™ ◊ ÈÕµàÕ¬“µ—Èß
·µà·√°„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È” ¡’ª√–‚¬™πå‚¥¬‡©æ“–„π
°√≥ ’∑ ’ Ë·π«‚π â¡°“√√ —°…“‰¡à¥’ ‡™àπ º≈µ√«®‡ ¡À–¬—ßæ∫
‡™ ◊ ÈÕµ≈Õ¥ ∑”„Àâ·æ∑¬åºŸâ√ —°…“ “¡“√∂¡’¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈ª√–°Õ∫„π
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°“√µ—¥ ‘π„®¡“°¢÷Èπ  ”À√—∫ª√–‡∑»‰∑¬ ÷́Ëß¡’ ß∫ª√–¡“≥„π
°“√¥”‡π‘π°“√‡æ’¬ßæÕª√–°Õ∫°—∫¡’Àπà«¬√—∫µ√«®
∑¥ Õ∫§«“¡‰«¢Õß‡™◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“∑’Ë‡™◊ËÕ∂◊Õ‰¥âÀ≈“¬·Ààß °“√
 àßµ√«®∑¥ Õ∫§«“¡‰«µàÕ¬“„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”®÷ß
‡ªìπ ‘Ëß∑’Ë§«√∑”

 √ÿª
º≈°“√«‘‡§√“–Àå¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈ºŸâªÉ«¬«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥°≈ —∫‡ªìπ´È”

®”π«π 148 √“¬∑’Ë¢÷Èπ∑–‡∫’¬π√—°…“∑’Ë ∂“πµ√«®‚√§ªÕ¥
°√ÿß‡∑æ œ °Õß«—≥‚√§ æ∫«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬ à«π„À≠à (104/148 √“¬)
°≈—∫‡ªìπ«—≥‚√§´È”¿“¬À≈—ß°“√À“¬®“°‚√§·≈â« 2 ªï
ºŸâªÉ«¬ 22 √“¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 14.9) ¥◊ÈÕ¬“«—≥‚√§Õ¬à“ßπâÕ¬
Àπ÷Ëß¢π“π °“√√—°…“¥â«¬√–∫∫¬“ CATII ‰¥âº≈¥’
¡’ sputum conversion rate √âÕ¬≈– 83.1 ‡π◊ËÕß®“°‰¡à
‰¥â„™â‡∑§π‘§ DOT Õ¬à“ß‡¢â¡¢âπ ∑”„Àâ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬¢“¥¬“
(defaulter) √âÕ¬≈– 19.6  àßº≈„Àâ¡’Õ—µ√“√—°…“À“¬
‡æ’¬ß√âÕ¬≈– 67.6 ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È” 5 √“¬ (®“° 7 √“¬)
∑’Ë¡’º≈∑¥ Õ∫§«“¡‰«¢Õß¬“· ¥ß«à“¥◊ÈÕµàÕ¬“ R À√◊Õ R
°—∫¬“Õ◊ËπÊ µÕ∫ πÕß¥’µàÕ°“√√—°…“¥â«¬¬“√–∫∫ CATII
 “¡“√∂®”Àπà“¬®“°∑–‡∫’¬π‡ªìπºŸâªÉ«¬À“¬ ùCureû ‰¥â
Õ¬à“ß‰√°Á¥’°“√µ‘¥µ“¡ºŸâªÉ«¬°≈ ÿ à¡π ’ È¡’§«“¡®”‡ªìπ ‡æ√“–¡’
‚Õ°“ ∑’Ë®–°≈—∫‡ªìπ´È”‰¥â

°‘µµ‘°√√¡ª√–°“»
ºŸâ√“¬ß“π¢Õ¢Õ∫æ√–§ÿ≥ π“¬·æ∑¬å¿“ °√

Õ—§√‡ «’ À—«Àπâ“°≈ÿà¡«—≥‚√§∑’Ë ‰¥âÕπÿ≠“µ„Àâπ”√“¬ß“ππ’È
‡º¬·æ√à‰¥â ·≈–¢Õ¢Õ∫æ√–§ÿ≥π“¬·æ∑¬å   ”‡π“ ‚°≠®π“∑
π“¬·æ∑¬å¬ÿ∑∏‘™—¬ ‡°…µ√‡®√‘≠ ∑’Ë°√ÿ≥“„Àâ§”·π–π”
ª√÷°…“Õ¬à“ß¥’¬‘Ëß ·≈–¢Õ∫§ÿ≥‡®â“Àπâ“∑’Ë∑ÿ°∑à“π∑’Ë™à«¬
√«∫√«¡¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈ºŸâªÉ«¬, ≠“µ‘∑’Ë„Àâ§«“¡√à«¡¡◊Õ„π°“√√—°…“

‡Õ° “√Õâ“ßÕ‘ß
1. ·π«ªØ‘∫ —µ‘‡æ ◊ ËÕ πÕßπ‚¬∫“¬ “∏“√≥  ÿ¢„π°“√§«∫§ÿ¡«—≥‚√§

µ“¡·π«∑“ß„À¡à¢Õßª√–‡∑»‰∑¬·≈–∫∑∫“∑Àπâ “∑’Ë¢Õß
Àπà«¬ß“π·≈–∫ÿ§≈“°√∑’Ë ‡°’Ë¬«¢âÕß„π√–¥—∫‡¢µ·≈–®—ßÀ«—¥
°√–∑√«ß “∏“√≥ ÿ¢ 2541 æ‘¡æå∑’Ë™ÿ¡πÿ¡ À°√≥å°“√‡°…µ√·Ààß
ª√–‡∑»‰∑¬ ®”°—¥

2. Management of Tuberculosis. Modified WHO Modules
of Managing Tuberculosis at District Level. æ‘¡æå∑’Ë ‚√ßæ‘¡æå
™ÿ¡™π À°√≥å°“√‡°…µ√·Ààßª√–‡∑»‰∑¬ ®”°—¥

3. Stead WW. Pathogenesis of a First Episode of
Chronic Pulmonary Tuberculosis in Man : Recrudescence
of residuals of the primary infection or exogenous rein-
fection? American Review of Respiratory Disease.
Volume 95 Number 5 May 1967.

4. Ormerod Pand  Skinner C Reinfection Tuberculosis :  two
cases in the family of a patient with drug-resistant
disease. Trorax, 1980;35:56-59.

5. James W, Raleigh and Ruth H. Wichelhausen, Thomas A.
Rado and Joseph H. Bates. Evidence for Infection by
Two Distinct Strains of Mycobacterium Tuberculosis in
Pulmonary Tuberculosis : Report of 9 cases. Am Rev of
Respir Dis. 1975;112:

6. D.A. Mitchison. How Drug Resistance Emerges as a
Result of Poor Compliance During Short Course Chemo-
therapy for Tuberculosis. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis 1998;
2:10-15.

7. D,A. Mitchison and AJ Nunn. Influence of Initial Drug
Resistance on the Response to Short Course Chemo-
therapy of Pulmonary Tuberculosis. Am Rev Respir Dis
1986;133:423-430.
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‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV
·≈–‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ∑’Ë¡“√—∫°“√√—°…“„π

‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à
Õ√√∂«ÿ≤‘ ¥’ ¡‚™§ æ.∫.

∫—≠™“  ∂‘√æ®πå æ.∫.
Àπà«¬«‘™“‚√§√–∫∫°“√À“¬„® ‡«™∫”∫—¥«‘°ƒµ·≈–¿Ÿ¡‘·æâ ¿“§«‘™“Õ“¬ÿ√»“ µ√å

§≥–·æ∑¬»“ µ√å ¡À“«‘∑¬“≈—¬‡™’¬ß„À¡à

∫∑§—¥¬àÕ:
«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§å: ‡æ◊ËÕ‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫≈—°…≥–∑“ß§≈‘π‘°·≈–§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π (√–¬–
‡«≈“‡ªìππâÕ¬°«à“ 2  —ª¥“Àå) ∑’Ë¡“√—∫°“√√—°…“„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à √–À«à“ß°≈ÿà¡∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ·≈–
‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV
√Ÿª·∫∫°“√«‘®—¬: °“√»÷°…“‰ª¢â“ßÀπâ“‡™‘ßæ√√≥π“
º≈°“√»÷°…“: „π™à«ß‡¥◊Õπµÿ≈“§¡ 2544 - °—π¬“¬π 2545 ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬‡¢â“√—∫°“√√—°…“ ®”π«π 128 √“¬
(31 √“¬¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV, °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1; 56 √“¬ ¡’‚√§√à«¡ ‰¥â·°à ‚√§¡–‡√Áß ‚√§µ—∫ ‚√§‰µ ‚√§À≈Õ¥‡≈◊Õ¥ ¡Õß À√◊Õ
‚√§À—«„®≈â¡‡À≈«, °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2; ·≈– 41 √“¬ ‰¡à¡’‚√§√à«¡ 5 ‚√§∑’Ë√–∫ÿ¢â“ßµâπ, °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3) ‡¡◊ËÕ‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫∑—Èß 3 °≈ÿà¡
æ∫«à“¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ßÕ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘„π¥â“πÕ“¬ÿ‡©≈’Ë¬ (35.0, 60.5 ·≈– 58.0 ªï „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1, 2 ·≈– 3)
√–¬–‡«≈“°àÕπ∑ ’ Ë¡“√ —∫°“√√ —°…“„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈ (8.3, 4.8 ·≈– 5.7 «—π „π°≈ ÿ à¡∑ ’ Ë 1, 2 ·≈– 3) ·≈–Õ“°“√‰Õ
 à«π¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°æ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3 ®–æ∫≈—°…≥– lobar À√◊Õ multilobar-patchy infiltration ‰¥â∫àÕ¬ „π
¢≥–∑’Ëæ∫≈—°…≥– ground glass ‰¥â∫àÕ¬„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1  “‡Àµÿ à«π„À≠à¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π¡—°‡°‘¥®“° °“√
µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬ „π¢≥–∑’Ëæ∫ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°‡™◊ÈÕ Pneumocystis carinii ·≈–‡™◊ÈÕ√“‰¥â„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫ ®“°‡™◊ÈÕ
Nocardia „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈–ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“° Scrub typhus „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3  à«π«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥ “¡“√∂æ∫‰¥â∑—Èß
3 °≈ÿà¡ §–·ππ§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß‡©≈’Ë¬‚¥¬„™â‡°≥±å°“√ª√–‡¡‘π¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥– æ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3 (106.8 ·≈–
83.2) ®–¡’§à“ Ÿß°«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 (35.0) Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (§à“ p < 0.001) ´÷ËßÕ“¬ÿ·≈–‚√§√à«¡¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬
¡’º≈µàÕ§–·ππ§«“¡√ ÿπ·√ß „π¢≥–∑ ’ ËÕ—µ√“°“√‡  ’¬™’«‘µ¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈ —π‡∑ à“°—∫√ âÕ¬≈– 13 ´÷Ëß‰¡à¡’
§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—πÕ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘√–À«à“ß°≈ÿà¡

√—∫‰«âµ’æ‘¡æå‡¡◊ËÕ«—π∑’Ë 21 ¡’π“§¡ 2546

«“√ “√«—≥‚√§ ‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·≈–‡«™∫”∫—¥«‘°ƒµ
Thai Journal of Tuberculosis
Chest Diseases and Critical Care
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 √ÿª: ®“°°“√»÷°…“π’Èæ∫«à“ ≈—°…≥–∑“ß§≈‘π‘°¢Õß‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ·≈–‰¡à‰¥â
µ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV ‰¡à‰¥â¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π ¬°‡«âπ √–¬–‡«≈“¢Õß‚√§°àÕπ¡“√ —∫°“√√ —°…“ Õ“°“√‰Õ ·≈–≈ —°…≥–¿“æ
√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°  à«πÕ“¬ÿ·≈–‚√§√à«¡¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬®–¡’º≈µàÕ°“√ª√–‡¡‘π§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß‚√§ ¥—ßπ—Èπ°“√„™â‡°≥±å¢Õß Fine
·≈–§≥– „π°“√ª√–‡¡‘π§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™πÕ“®®–¡’¢âÕ®”°—¥„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV À√◊Õ¡’‚√§
√ à«¡Õ ◊ ËππÕ°‡Àπ◊Õ‰ª®“° 5 ‚√§∑ ’ Ë√–∫ ÿ¢â“ßµâπ ¥—ßπ — Èπ ®÷ßÕ“®µâÕß„™â°“√ª√–‡¡‘πÕ ◊ Ëπ Ê ¡“√ à«¡„π°“√ª√–‡¡‘π§«“¡
√ÿπ·√ß¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π
Abstract: Deesomchok A. and Satirapoj B.  Acute hospitalized community-acquired pneumonia in
Maharaj Nakorn Chiang Mai Hospital: Comparison between HIV-positive and HIV-negative patients.
Thai J Tuberc Chest Dis and Crit Care 2003; 24: 229-238.
Division of Pulmonary.  Critical Care Medicine, and Allergy, Department of Medicine, Faculty of Medicine,
Chiang Mai University.
Objective: To compare the clinical manifestations and severity of patients admitted with acute commu-
nity acquired pneumonia (duration < 2 weeks) between HIV-positive and HIV-negative group.
Research design: Prospective descriptive study.
Results: During October 2001 - September 2002, there were 128 patients (31 patients were infected
with HIV, Gr. 1; 56 patients had co-morbid with neoplastic, liver, renal, cerebrovascular disease or
congestive heart failure, Gr. 2; and 41 patients did not have co-morbid with the above 5 diseases, Gr. 3).
Comparison among 3 groups, we found that there were significant differences in mean age (35.0, 60.5
and 58.0 years in Gr. 1, 2 and 3), duration of illness before the admission (8.3, 4.8 and 5.7 days in
Gr. 1, 2 and 3) and cough. Lobar or multilobar-patchy infiltration was more common chest x-ray pattern
in Gr. 2 and 3, but ground glass pattern was more common in Gr. 1. Most of the diagnosis was bacterial
pneumonia and there were Pneumocystis carinii pneumonia and disseminated fungal infections in Gr. 1,
pulmonary nocardiosis in Gr. 2 and scrub typhus in Gr. 3. Tuberculosis was found in all groups. The
severity score by Fineûs prediction rule were significantly higher in Gr. 2 and 3 (106.8 and 83.2) than in
Gr. 1 (35.0) (p < 0.001).  The patientsû age and the co-morbidity had more affected with the severity
score. The overall death was 13% that was not significant difference among each group.
Conclusions: From this study, the clinical manifestations of acute hospitalized community-acquired
pneumonia between HIV-positive and HIV-negative group differ in the duration of illness, cough and
chest x-ray pattern. Age and the co-morbidity of the patients affect the degree of severity of illness. So
Fineûs prediction rule may not be useful in HIV-infected patients or patients with co-morbidity other than
neoplastic, liver, renal, cerebrovascular disease or congestive heart failure. We suggest using the other
measures in the assessment of the severity of community-acquired pneumonia.
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∫∑π”·≈–«—µ∂ÿª√– ß§ å
‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π (Community-acquired pneu-

monia, CAP) ‡ªìπ‚√§∑’Ëæ∫‰¥â∫àÕ¬„π‡«™ªØ‘∫—µ‘ ·≈–æ∫
„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV)
‰¥â∫ àÕ¬°«à“ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë¡’¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—πª°µ‘1,2 ‚¥¬æ∫¡’§«“¡™ÿ°„π
ºŸâ∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈– 8.03 ·≈–¬—ß‡ªìπ “‡Àµÿ ”§—≠∑’Ë
∑”„ÀâºŸâªÉ«¬¡’‚Õ°“ ‡  ’¬™’«‘µ ·≈–‡°‘¥§«“¡‡®Á∫ªÉ«¬∑ ’ ËµâÕß
‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈

„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ́ ÷Ëß¡’¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—π¥â“π‡´≈≈å (Cel-
lular mediated immunity) ∫°æ√àÕßπ—Èπ ®–∑”„Àâ¡’
‚Õ°“ ‡°‘¥‚√§µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ ¡’§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß ·≈–‡ ’¬™’«‘µ
¡“°¢÷Èπ4 ‚¥¬‡©æ“–„πºŸâªÉ«¬‡Õ¥ å‡µÁ¡¢—Èπ  ”À√—∫„π
ª√–‡∑»‰∑¬®–æ∫¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ«—≥‚√§™π‘¥·æ√à°√–®“¬
(Disseminated tuberculosis), ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°‡™◊ÈÕ
Pneumocystis carinii, °“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ√“ Cryptococcus
(Cryptococcosis), °“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ√“ Candida „πÀ≈Õ¥Õ“À“√
(Esophageal candidiasis) ·≈–ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫∑’Ë‡°‘¥®“°
‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬™π‘¥∑’Ë‡ªìπ´È” (Recurrent bacterial pneu-
monia) ‰¥â∫àÕ¬ ·µà‡©æ“–„π¿“§‡Àπ◊Õ¢Õßª√–‡∑»‰∑¬
°“√µ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ√“ Penicillium marneffei ®–æ∫‰¥â∫ àÕ¬°«à“
°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ√“ cryptococcus5  ”À√—∫ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫
‡©’¬∫æ≈—π„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV π—Èπ æ∫«à“‡™◊ÈÕ∑’Ë‡ªìπ
 “‡Àµÿ®–¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß‰ª®“°„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë¡’¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—πª°µ‘
‚¥¬®–æ∫°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ Pneumocystis carinii ·≈–‡™◊ÈÕ
·∫§∑’‡√’¬∑√ß·∑àßµ‘¥ ’°√—¡≈∫ (Gram negative bacilli)
¡“°¢÷Èπ ·µà®–æ∫°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ Legionella sp., Chlamydia
pneumoniae ·≈– Mycoplasma pneumoniae ‰¥âπâÕ¬
≈ß6 ·≈–¡’°“√»÷°…“‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°‡™◊ÈÕ
·∫§∑’‡√’¬„πºŸâªÉ«¬µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ·≈–ºŸâªÉ«¬¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—πª°µ‘
æ∫«à“Õ—µ√“°“√‡ ’¬™’«‘µ Õ—µ√“°“√‡®Á∫ªÉ«¬ ·≈–‡™◊ÈÕ°àÕ‚√§
‰¡à¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π7

 ”À√—∫„πª√–‡∑»‰∑¬‚¥¬‡©æ“–∑’Ë ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈
¡À“√“™π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à ´÷Ëß¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‡ªìπ
®”π«π¡“° ·µà¬—ß‰¡à¡’¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈‡ª√’¬∫‡∑’¬∫√–À«à“ßºŸâªÉ«¬
ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π„πºŸâªÉ«¬µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ·≈–‰¡à‰¥â
µ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV ·≈–πÕ°®“°π ’ È°“√µ—¥  ‘π„®∑ ’ Ë®–„Àâ°“√√ —°…“

ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ∑’Ë¡“¥â«¬‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π°Á¬—ß
‰¡à¡’·π«∑“ß∑’Ë™—¥‡®π ¥—ßπ—ÈπºŸâ«‘®—¬®÷ß‰¥â∑”°“√»÷°…“‡ª√’¬∫
‡∑’¬∫≈—°…≥–∑“ß§≈‘π‘°„πºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π
‡©’¬∫æ≈ —π∑ ’ Ëµ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV °—∫∑ ’ Ë ‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV ∑ ’ Ë¡“√ —∫
°“√√—°…“„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à ‡æ◊ËÕ∑’Ë®–
„™â‡ªìπ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈ª√–°Õ∫„π°“√«‘π‘®©—¬·≈–°“√√—°…“ºŸâªÉ«¬
ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™πµàÕ‰ª

«‘∏’°“√«‘®—¬
‡ªìπ°“√»÷°…“‰ª¢â“ßÀπâ“‡™‘ßæ√√≥π“ (Prospective

descriptive study) „πºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π∑’Ë¡“√—∫
°“√√—°…“„πÀÕºŸâªÉ«¬Õ“¬ÿ√°√√¡ ‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™
π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à µ—Èß·µà«—π∑’Ë 1 µÿ≈“§¡ 2544 - 30 °—π¬“¬π
2545 ‚¥¬ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‰¥â‡¢â“√—∫°“√»÷°…“®–¡’≈—°…≥–¥—ßπ’È8

1. ‡ªìπºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë ‰¥â√—∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬«à“‡ªìπªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫
™ÿ¡™π (¡’Õ“°“√‰Õ ¡’‡ ¡À– ÀÕ∫‡Àπ◊ËÕ¬ √à«¡°—∫‰¢â ·≈–
µ√«®√à“ß°“¬øíß‰¥â¬‘π‡ ’¬ßªÕ¥º‘¥ª°µ‘ √«¡∑—Èß¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ°æ∫√Õ¬ΩÑ“ (infiltration) „À¡à∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√¡“πâÕ¬°«à“
2  —ª¥“Àå ·≈–

2. ‰¡à¡’ª√–«—µ‘√—∫°“√√—°…“µ—«„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡“
°àÕπ„π™à«ß√–¬–‡«≈“ 2  —ª¥“Àå∑’Ëºà“π¡“

ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ÿ°√“¬®–‰¥â√—∫°“√ª√–‡¡‘π§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß‚¥¬
„™â‡°≥±å°“√ª√–‡¡‘π¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥–9 ´÷Ëß¡’À—«¢âÕ„π
°“√ª√–‡¡‘π ¥—ßπ’È

- Õ“¬ÿ·≈–‡æ»
- ‚√§√à«¡ (Co-morbidity) ‰¥â·°à ‚√§¡–‡√Áß ‚√§

µ—∫ ‚√§‰µ ‚√§À—«„®≈â¡‡À≈« ·≈–‚√§À≈Õ¥‡≈◊Õ¥ ¡Õß
- Õ“°“√·≈–Õ“°“√· ¥ß ‰¥â·°à °“√‡ª≈’Ë¬π·ª≈ß

¢Õß§«“¡√ Ÿ â µ‘ Õ—µ√“°“√À“¬„® §«“¡¥—π‚≈À‘µ systolic
Õÿ≥À¿Ÿ¡‘°“¬ ·≈–™’æ®√

- °“√µ√«®∑“ßÀâÕßªØ‘∫ —µ‘°“√ ‰¥â·°à °“√«‘‡§√“–Àå
°ä“´„π‡≈◊Õ¥·¥ß (arterial pH ·≈– PaO2) √–¥—∫ blood
urea nitrogen (BUN) √–¥—∫‚´‡¥’¬¡„π‡≈◊Õ¥ √–¥—∫
πÈ”µ“≈„π‡≈◊Õ¥ ª√‘¡“µ√‡¡Á¥‡≈◊Õ¥·¥ß„π‡≈◊Õ¥ (hematocrit)
·≈– “√πÈ”„π‚æ√ß‡¬◊ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥ (pleural effusion)

- ºŸâªÉ«¬Õ“»—¬Õ¬Ÿà„π nursing home
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πÕ°®“°π ’ È ºŸâªÉ«¬®–‰¥â√ —∫°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À– °“√‡æ“–
‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬®“°‡ ¡À–·≈–‡≈◊Õ¥ ·≈–°“√µ√«®∑“ß
ÀâÕßªØ‘∫—µ‘°“√Õ◊Ëπ Ê µ“¡§«“¡‡À¡“– ¡ ·≈–„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë
¡’ “√π È”„π‚æ√ß‡¬ ◊ ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥®–‰¥â√ —∫°“√‡®“–‚æ√ß‡¬ ◊ ËÕÀÿâ¡
ªÕ¥‡æ◊ËÕπ” “√πÈ”¡“µ√«®

ºŸâªÉ«¬®–‰¥â√—∫°“√√—°…“¥â«¬¬“ªØ‘™’«π–·≈–Õ◊ËπÊ
µ“¡§«“¡‡ÀÁπ¢Õß·æ∑¬åºŸâ√—°…“ ·≈–®–‰¥â√—∫°“√ª√–‡¡‘π
º≈°“√√—°…“ ·≈–Õ—µ√“°“√‡ ’¬™’«‘µ

ºŸâªÉ«¬®–‰¥â√—∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫‡ªìπ 2
ª√–‡¿∑10 §◊Õ (1) °“√«‘π‘®©—¬·∫∫®”‡æ“–‡®“–®ß
(Definitive diagnosis) §◊Õ µ√«®æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ∑’Ë‡ªìπ “‡Àµÿ
®“°∫√ ‘‡«≥∑ ’ Ëª≈Õ¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ ‰¥â·°à  “√π È”„π‚æ√ß‡¬ ◊ ËÕÀÿâ¡ªÕ¥
°√–· ‡≈◊Õ¥ °“√µ√«®™‘Èπ‡π◊ÈÕ À√◊Õµ√«®‡ ¡À–æ∫‡™◊ÈÕ
«—≥‚√§ ·≈– Nocardia À√◊Õæ∫¡’°“√‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ¢Õß titer ®“°
°“√µ√«®´’√—¡ (serum) Õ¬à“ßπâÕ¬ 4 ‡∑à“¢÷Èπ‰ª ·≈– (2)
°“√«‘π‘®©—¬·∫∫ —ππ‘…∞“π (Presumptive diagnosis) §◊Õ
¡’Õ“°“√ ·≈–Õ“°“√· ¥ß‡¢â“‰¥â°—∫ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π
√à«¡°—∫º≈°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À– ·≈–/À√◊Õ°“√‡æ“–‡™◊ÈÕ®“°
‡ ¡À–‡¢â“‰¥â°—∫‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬ À√◊Õ‡ªìπªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫¡’≈—°…≥–
∑“ß§≈‘π‘°∑’Ë§àÕπ¢â“ß‡©æ“– ‡™àπ ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°‡™◊ÈÕ
Pneumocystis carinii ∑’Ë¡’Õ“°“√‡Àπ◊ËÕ¬ÀÕ∫‡«≈“ÕÕ°·√ß
À√◊Õ‰Õ‰¡à¡’‡ ¡À– ¿“¬„π 3 ‡¥◊Õπ∑’Ëºà“π¡“ √à«¡°—∫¿“æ
√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°æ∫‡ªìπ≈—°…≥– diffuse bilateral interstitial
infiltration ·≈–√–¥—∫°ä“´ÕÕ°´‘‡®π„π‡≈◊Õ¥·¥ß¡’§à“
µË” (PaO2 < 70 ¡‘≈≈‘‡¡µ√ª√Õ∑) À√◊Õ¡’°“√‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ¢Õß
alveolar-arterial oxygen tension gradients ·≈–‰¡à
æ∫À≈—°∞“π¢Õß°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬11  À√◊ÕªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°
scrub typhus ∑’Ëµ√«®æ∫·º≈ eschar ∑’Ëº‘«Àπ—ß√à«¡¥â«¬
‡ªìπµâπ

°“√»÷°…“π’È ‰¥âºà“π°“√√—∫√Õß®“°§≥–°√√¡°“√
®√‘¬∏√√¡°“√«‘®—¬ ¢Õß§≥–·æ∑¬»“ µ√å ¡À“«‘∑¬“≈—¬
‡™’¬ß„À¡à

«‘∏’°“√«‘‡§√“–Àå∑“ß ∂‘µ‘
„™â°“√∑¥ Õ∫ ANOVA  ”À√—∫¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈‡™‘ß§ÿ≥¿“æ ‡™àπ

‡æ» Õ“°“√ ·≈–Õ“°“√· ¥ßµà“ß Ê ·≈–°“√∑¥ Õ∫
Chi square À√◊Õ Exact probability  ”À√—∫¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈‡™‘ß
ª√‘¡“≥ ‡™àπ Õ“¬ÿ ·≈–§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß‚√§µ“¡‡°≥±å
°“√ª√–‡¡‘π¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥– ·≈–„™â§à“ p ∑’ËπâÕ¬°«à“
0.05 · ¥ß∂÷ß§«“¡¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘

º≈°“√»÷°…“
„π™à«ß‡«≈“∑’Ë∑”°“√»÷°…“ ¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫

™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π∑’Ë√—∫√—°…“‰«â„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™π§√
‡™’¬ß„À¡à ®”π«π 128 √“¬ ·≈–·∫àßºŸâªÉ«¬ÕÕ°‡ªìπ 3 °≈ÿà¡
§◊Õ

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1  §◊Õ ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV √à«¡ ¡’®”π«π
31 √“¬

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2  §◊Õ ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’‚√§√à«¡ (Co-morbidity) ‰¥â·°à
‚√§¡–‡√Áß ‚√§µ—∫ ‚√§‰µ ‚√§À—«„®≈â¡‡À≈« ·≈–‚√§
À≈Õ¥‡≈◊Õ¥ ¡Õß ¡’®”π«π 56 √“¬

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3  §◊Õ ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë ‰¡àÕ¬Ÿà„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ·≈– 2 ¡’
®”π«π 41 √“¬

®“°¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈æ◊Èπ∞“π¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬∑—Èß 3 °≈ÿà¡ æ∫«à“ ∑—Èß 3
°≈ÿà¡ ¡’Õ—µ√“ à«π√–À«à“ß‡æ»™“¬·≈–À≠‘ß„°≈â‡§’¬ß°—π
(Õ—µ√“ à«π‡æ»™“¬µàÕ‡æ»À≠‘ß ª√–¡“≥ 3 µàÕ 2) Õ“¬ÿ
‡©≈’Ë¬æ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ®–¡’Õ“¬ÿ‡©≈’Ë¬πâÕ¬°«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2
·≈– 3 Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (35.0 ªï „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1, 60.5
·≈– 58.0 ªï „π°≈ ÿ à¡∑ ’ Ë 2 ·≈– 3) ·≈–√–¬–‡«≈“°àÕπ
∑’Ë¡“√—∫°“√√—°…“ ®–æ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ®–π“π°«à“°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2
·≈– 3 Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬∑“ß ∂‘µ‘‡™àπ°—π (8.3 «—π „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1, 4.8
·≈– 5.7 «—π „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3) ¥—ß· ¥ß„πµ“√“ß∑’Ë 1
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µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1 ¢âÕ¡Ÿ≈æ◊Èπ∞“πºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π∑’Ë√—∫‰«â√—°…“„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1
(HIV-positive)

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2
(Co-morbidity)

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3
(No Co-morbidity) §à“ p

®”π«π (§π)
‡æ» ™“¬

À≠‘ß

Õ“¬ÿ (ªï)

31
20(65%)
11 (35%)

3.50±7.7 (22-55)

56
34(61%)
22 (39%)

60.5±18.6 (16-93)

41
23(56%)
18 (44%)

58.0±19.8 (20-99)

NS

<0.001

10-19
20-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60-69
70-79
80-89
90-99

√–¬–‡«≈“°àÕπ¡“æ∫
·æ∑¬å («—π)

0
8
13
9
1
0
0
0
0

8.3±4.3 (1-14)

3
1
5
6
10
8
16
6
1

4.8±3.7 (1-14)

0
5
2
5
9
8
7
4
1

5.7±3.4 (1-14) <0.001

 ”À√—∫≈—°…≥–∑“ß§≈‘π‘°¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬∑—Èß 3 °≈ÿà¡ æ∫
«à“ Õ“°“√‰¢â ‡®Á∫Àπâ“Õ°·∫∫ pleuritic ·≈–Õ“°“√‡Àπ◊ËÕ¬
‰¡à¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π „π¢≥–∑’ËÕ“°“√‰Õ®–æ∫„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3
πâÕ¬°«à“°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ·≈– 2  à«π¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°®–æ∫

≈—°…≥– lobar ·≈– multilobar-patchy infiltration „π
°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3 ¡“°°«à“°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ·≈–≈—°…≥– ground
glass „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ¡“°°«à“°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3 Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬
 ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘¥—ß· ¥ß„πµ“√“ß∑’Ë 2
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°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 2  ≈—°…≥–∑“ß§≈‘π‘°¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π∑’Ë√—∫‰«â„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3 §à“ p

Õ“°“√· ¥ß
‰¢â
‰Õ
‰Õ·∫∫‰¡à¡’‡ ¡À–
‰Õ·∫∫¡’‡ ¡À–
‡ ¡À– ’¢“«
‡ ¡À– ’‡¢’¬«-‡À≈◊Õß
‡ ¡À–¡’‡≈◊Õ¥ªπ
‡®Á∫Àπâ“Õ°·∫∫ pleuritic
‡Àπ◊ËÕ¬ÀÕ∫
≈—°…≥–¢Õß consolidation

¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°
Lobar
Multilobar-patchy
Interstitial
Ground glass
Patchy+interstitial
Effusion
Cavity
Node
Atelectasis

30 (97%)
28(90%)

11
17
8
8
1

2 (6%)
22(71%)
3(10%)

1(3%)
8(25%)

8
7(23%)
6(19%)

2
2
1
0

51 (91%)
54(96%)

20
34
14
16
4

9 (16%)
38(68%)
3(5%)

14(25%)
30(54%)

6
1(2%)
2(4%)

9
1
3
1

40 (98%)
33(80%)

11
22
12
10
0

6 (15%)
25(61%)
2(5%)

4(10%)
23(56%)

4
6(15%)
3(7%)

10
1
0
0

NS
0.027
NS
NS

NS
NS
NS

0.016
0.02
NS

0.004
NS
NS
NS
NS
NS

º≈°“√µ√«®‡ ¡À–  à«π„À≠ à ‰¡àæ∫‡™ ◊ ÈÕ À√◊Õ‡ ¡À–
¡’≈—°…≥–∑’Ë ‰¡à‡¢â“‡°≥±å°“√«‘π‘®©—¬ (inadequate sputum)
‚¥¬æ∫∂÷ß√âÕ¬≈– 44-65 „π·µà≈–°≈ÿà¡ ·≈–„π√“¬∑’Ë
‡ ¡À–¡’≈—°…≥–‡¢â“‡°≥±å°“√«‘π‘®©—¬ (adequate sputum)
æ∫«à“‡™◊È Õ∑’Ë µ√«®æ∫ à «π„À≠à ®–‡ªìπ‡™◊È Õ·∫§∑’ ‡√’ ¬
∑√ß°≈¡µ‘¥ ’°√—¡∫«° (gram positive cocci)

 “‡Àµÿ¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π·¬°µ“¡°“√«‘π‘®©—¬
æ∫«à“ °“√«‘π‘®©—¬·∫∫®”‡æ“–‡®“–®ß (definite diagno-

sis) „π·µà≈–°≈ÿà¡‰¡à¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ ‚¥¬„π
°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ®–æ∫ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ√“ Cryptococ-
cus neoformans ®”π«π 3 √“¬ ·≈–®“°‡™◊ÈÕ√“ Penicil-
lium marneffei ®”π«π 1 √“¬ ·≈–„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3 ®–æ∫
ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π®“° Scrub typhus ®”π«π 3 √“¬  ”À√—∫
«—≥‚√§ªÕ¥æ∫‰¥â∑—Èß 3 °≈ÿà¡ ¥—ß· ¥ß„πµ“√“ß∑’Ë 3



ªï∑’Ë 24 ©∫—∫∑’Ë 3 °√°Æ“§¡-°—π¬“¬π 2546                           ‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—πœ  235

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 3  · ¥ßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π∑’Ë ‰¥â√—∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬·∫∫®”‡æ“–‡®“–®ß

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3 §à“ p

Definite diagnosis
Cryptococcosis
Penicilliosis
Bacterial pneumonia
TB
Scrub typhus
Nocardiosis

9 (29%)
3(H/C2, TBBx 1)

1 (H/C)
3 (H/C)*
2(sputum)

-
-

12 (21%)
-
-

8(H/C,PF)**
1 (sputum)

-
3 (sputum)

7 (17%)
-
-

3 (H/C, )***
1 (pleural biospy)

3 (titer +)
-

NS

*Hemoculture + ve: S. pneumoniae (1), S. aureus (1), Salmonella gr.D (1)
**Hemoculture + ve: S. pneumoniae (1, pleural fluid 2), Salmonella cholerasuis (1), Salmonella gr.D (1), Serratia marcescens (1),
Coagulase negative Staphylococcus (1), mixed gram negative bacilli (1)
***Hemoculture + ve: S. pneumoniae (1), H. influenzae (1), Pasteurella hemolytica (1)

°“√«‘π‘®©—¬·∫∫ —ππ‘…∞“π (Presumptive diagno-
sis) æ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ®–‡ªìπªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°‡™◊ÈÕ Pneumo-
cystis carinii ´÷Ëß¡’Õ“°“√·≈–≈—°…≥–¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°∑’Ë
‡¢â“‰¥â ·≈–„Àâ°“√µÕ∫ πÕß¥’µàÕ¬“ cotrimoxazole
®”π«π 13 √“¬ „π¢≥–∑’Ë¡’ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫®“°‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬

∑—Èß 3 °≈ÿà¡ (9 √“¬, 44 √“¬ ·≈– 29 √“¬ „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1, 2
·≈– 3 µ“¡≈”¥—∫) ·≈–ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π®“°‡™◊ÈÕª√–®”
∂‘Ëπ (Tropical infection) „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3 ®”π«π 5 √“¬  ¥—ß
· ¥ß„πµ“√“ß∑’Ë 4

µ“√“ß∑’Ë 4  · ¥ßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π∑’Ë ‰¥â√—∫°“√«‘π‘®©—¬·∫∫ —ππ‘…∞“π

°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 °≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3Presumptive diagnosis

PCP
Bacterial pneunomia
Tropical infection

·≈–‡¡◊ËÕæ‘®“√≥“„π¥â“π§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß‚√§µ“¡
‡°≥±å°“√ª√–‡¡‘π¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥– æ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2
·≈– 3 ®–¡’§–·ππ§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß‡©≈’Ë¬¡“°°«à“°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 Õ¬à“ß
¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (35.0 §–·ππ „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1, 106.82

·≈– 83.24 §–·ππ „π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3) ·µà„π¢≥–∑’Ë
Õ—µ√“°“√‡ ’¬™’«‘µ„π·µà≈–°≈ÿà¡‰¡à¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—π
¥—ß· ¥ß„πµ“√“ß∑’Ë 5

13
9
-

-
44
-

-
29 (lung abscess 1, complicated effusion 2)

5 (scrub typhus, leptospirosis)
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µ“√“ß∑’Ë 5  · ¥ßÕ—µ√“°“√‡ ’¬™’«‘µ·≈–§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™πµ“¡‡°≥±å°“√ª√–‡¡‘π¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥–
°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1

®”π«π (µ“¬)
°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2

®”π«π (µ“¬)
°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 3

®”π«π (µ“¬)
§à“ p

Severity score
I (0)
II (1-70)
III (71-90)
IV (91-130)
V (> 130)

Mean score

Death rate

13 (1)
14 (1)
2 (0)
1 (1)
1 (1)

35.00±34.35

4/31 (13%)

1 (0)
13 (2)
9 (0)
18 (2)
15 (5)

106.82±42.38

9/56 (16%)

4 (0)
17 (0)
4 (0)
11 (1)
5 (3)

83.24±46.75

4/41 (10%)

<0.001

NS

πÕ°®“°π’È ‡¡◊ËÕ¥Ÿ„π√“¬≈–‡Õ’¬¥¢Õß°“√ª√–‡¡‘π
§«“¡√ÿπ·√ßµ“¡‡°≥±å¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥– æ∫«à“ πÕ°‡Àπ◊Õ
‰ª®“°Õ“¬ÿ·≈–‚√§√à«¡·≈â« ¬—ßæ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ®–¡’
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’°“√‡ª≈’Ë¬π·ª≈ß§«“¡√Ÿâ µ‘ ·≈–§à“ BUN ∑’Ë¡“°°«à“
30 ¡°./¥≈. πâÕ¬°«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3 Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠
∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ „π¢≥–∑’Ë„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ®–¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë¡’Õÿ≥À¿Ÿ¡‘°“¬
∑’ËπâÕ¬°«à“ 35 À√◊Õ¡“°°«à“ 40 Õß»“‡´≈‡´’¬  ¡“°°«à“
°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ·≈– 3 Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ ‡™àπ‡¥’¬«°—∫∑’Ë
„π°≈ ÿ à¡∑ ’ Ë 3 ∑ ’ Ë¡’ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë¡’§à“ª√ ‘¡“≥‡¡Á¥‡≈◊Õ¥·¥ß„π‡≈◊Õ¥
πâÕ¬°«à“„π°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë‡ªìππâÕ¬°«à“√âÕ¬≈– 30 ´÷ËßπâÕ¬°«à“„π
°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1 ·≈– 2 Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘

«‘®“√≥å
®“°°“√»÷°…“π ’ Èæ∫«à“ ≈ —°…≥–∑“ß§≈ ‘π ‘°·≈–Õ—µ√“

°“√‡ ’¬™’«‘µ¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π„π
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ·≈–∑’Ë‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‰¡à‰¥â¡’§«“¡
·µ°µà“ß°—πÕ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ ¬°‡«âπ√–¬–‡«≈“
¢Õß‚√§°àÕπ¡“√ —∫°“√√ —°…“ Õ“°“√‰Õ ·≈–≈ —°…≥–¿“æ
√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ° ·µàæ∫«à“§–·ππ§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß‚√§∑’Ë
ª√–‡¡‘πµ“¡‡°≥±å¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥– „π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë
µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV (°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 1) ®–πâÕ¬°«à“°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ
HIV (°≈ÿà¡∑’Ë 2 ·≈– 3) Õ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ ·µà‡¡◊ËÕ
æ‘®“√≥“„π√“¬≈–‡Õ’¬¥¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬·µà≈–°≈ÿà¡·≈â« ®–‡ÀÁπ‰¥â

«à“ „π°≈ ÿ à¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ëµ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV ®–¡’Õ“¬ÿ‡©≈ ’ Ë¬·≈–Õ¬Ÿà„π
™à«ßÕ“¬ÿ∑ ’ Ëπ âÕ¬°«à“°≈ ÿ à¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë ‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV Õ¬à“ß¡’
π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ (µ“√“ß∑’Ë 1) ®÷ß∑”„Àâ°“√ª√–‡¡‘π
§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß‚√§µ“¡‡°≥±å¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥– „π
°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‰¡àµ√ß°—∫§«“¡‡ªìπ®√‘ß ·≈–
°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV „π°“√»÷°…“π’È¬—ß‰¡à ‰¥â√—∫°“√
ª√–‡¡‘π§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV „π¥â“πÕ◊Ëπ Ê ‡™àπ
®”π«π CD4 lymphocyte „π‡≈◊Õ¥´÷Ëß„π°“√»÷°…“∑’Ëºà“π
¡“æ∫«à“ ®”π«π CD4 lymphocyte „π‡≈◊Õ¥∑’ËπâÕ¬°«à“ 100
‡´≈≈åµàÕ‰¡‚§√≈‘µ√ ®–¡’º≈∑”„ÀâÕ—µ√“°“√‡ ’¬™’«‘µ®“°
‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π Ÿß¢÷Èπ12,13

√–¬–‡«≈“¢Õß‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π°àÕπ¡“√—∫°“√
√—°…“ „π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ®–π“π°«à“°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë
‰¡àµ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV ´÷ËßÕ“®‡ªìπº≈®“° “‡Àµÿ¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫
™ÿ¡™π„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV  à«π„À≠à√âÕ¬≈– 41 ‡°‘¥
®“°‡™◊ÈÕ Pneumocystis carinii ´÷Ëß¡—°®–¡’Õ“°“√·∫∫
§àÕ¬‡ªìπ§àÕ¬‰ª „π¢≥–∑’Ë „π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë ‰¡àµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV
 “‡Àµÿ à«π„À≠à‡°‘¥®“°‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬ (√âÕ¬≈– 78-93) ́ ÷Ëß
¡—°®–¡’Õ“°“√·∫∫‡©’¬∫æ≈—π¡“°°«à“

Õ“°“√·≈–Õ“°“√· ¥ß ‰¥â·°à ‰¢â ‰Õ ‡®Á∫Àπâ“Õ°·∫∫
pleuritic ‡Àπ◊ËÕ¬ÀÕ∫ „πºŸâªÉ«¬∑—Èß 3 °≈ÿà¡ ‰¡à¡’§«“¡·µ°
µà“ß°—π∑“ß ∂‘µ‘ ´÷Ëß§≈â“¬§≈÷ß°—∫°“√»÷°…“∑’Ëºà“π¡“„π
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ª√–‡∑»·§‡¡Õ√Ÿπ ‡¡◊ËÕªï æ.». 25397 ·µà„π°“√»÷°…“π—Èπ
æ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ®–¡’≈—°…≥–¿“æ√—ß ’
∑√«ßÕ°‡ªìπ lobar infiltration ‡ªìπ à«π„À≠à ∑—Èßπ’È
‡π◊ËÕß®“° “‡Àµÿ¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫ à«π„À≠à ‡°‘¥®“°‡™◊ÈÕ
·∫§∑’‡√’¬

 ”À√—∫„π‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈¡À“√“™π§√‡™’¬ß„À¡à ‰¥â‡§¬
¡’√“¬ß“π°“√»÷°…“∂÷ß “‡Àµÿ¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë
µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‡¡◊ËÕªï æ.». 2538 æ∫«à“‡™◊ÈÕ∑’Ë‡ªìπ “‡Àµÿ‡°‘¥
®“°‡™◊ÈÕ Pneumocystis carinii √âÕ¬≈– 36 ‡™◊ÈÕ
·∫§∑ ’‡√ ’¬√ âÕ¬≈– 24 ·≈–«—≥‚√§√ âÕ¬≈– 1214 ´÷Ëß§≈ â“¬
°—∫°“√»÷°…“π’È∑’Ë “‡Àµÿ¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π ‡°‘¥
®“°‡™◊ÈÕ Pneumocystis carinii √âÕ¬≈– 42 ‡™◊ÈÕ
·∫§∑’‡√’¬√âÕ¬≈– 39 ‡™◊ÈÕ√“√âÕ¬≈– 13 ·≈–«—≥‚√§√âÕ¬≈–
6 ·≈–¬—ß¡’√“¬ß“π°“√»÷°…“„πª√–‡∑» À√—∞Õ‡¡√‘°“ ‡¡◊ËÕ
ªï æ.». 2545 °Áæ∫«à“ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈—π„π
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‡°‘¥®“°‡™◊ÈÕ Pneumocystis carinii √âÕ¬
≈– 31 ·≈–‡™◊ÈÕ·∫§∑’‡√’¬√âÕ¬≈– 33 ‡™àπ°—π15  πÕ°®“°
π’È¬—ßæ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ®–¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ√“
Cryptococcus ·≈– Penicillium ‡æ‘Ë¡¢÷Èπ (√âÕ¬≈– 22 ·≈–
16 µ“¡≈”¥—∫)14 „π¢≥–∑ ’ Ë°≈ ÿ à¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ë‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV
®–¡’°“√µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ®“°‡™◊ÈÕª√–®”∂‘Ëπ (Tropical infection) ‡™àπ
Scrub typhus ·≈– leptospirosis ¡“°¢÷Èπ‡™àπ°—π

 √ÿª
®“°°“√»÷°…“π’È æ∫«à“≈—°…≥–∑“ß§≈‘π‘°¢ÕßªÕ¥

Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π‡©’¬∫æ≈ —π„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑ ’ Ëµ‘¥‡™ ◊ ÈÕ HIV ·≈–‰¡à‰¥â
µ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ‰¡à‰¥â¡’§«“¡·µ°µà“ß°—πÕ¬à“ß¡’π—¬ ”§—≠∑“ß
 ∂‘µ‘ ¬°‡«âπ√–¬–‡«≈“¢ÕßªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫°àÕπ¡“√—∫°“√
√—°…“‚√ßæ¬“∫“≈∑’Ëæ∫«à“„π°≈ÿà¡ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ®–¡’
√–¬–‡«≈“∑’Ëπ“π°«à“„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ë‰¡à‰¥âµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV Õ“°“√‰Õ
·≈–≈—°…≥–¿“æ√—ß ’∑√«ßÕ°  à«π§–·ππ§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß
¢Õß‚√§∑’Ëª√–‡¡‘π‚¥¬„™â‡°≥±å¢Õß Fine ·≈–§≥– π—Èπ Õ“®
®–¡’¢âÕ®”°—¥„π°“√π”¡“„™âª√–‡¡‘π§«“¡√ ÿπ·√ß¢ÕßªÕ¥
Õ—°‡ ∫„πºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV ¥—ßπ—Èπ®÷ßÕ“®®–µâÕß„™â
°“√ª√–‡¡‘πÕ◊ËπÊ ‡™àπ √–¥—∫¿Ÿ¡‘§ÿâ¡°—π¢ÕßºŸâªÉ«¬ √à«¡„π
°“√ª√–‡¡‘π§«“¡√ÿπ·√ß¢Õß‚√§ªÕ¥Õ—°‡ ∫™ÿ¡™π„π
ºŸâªÉ«¬∑’Ëµ‘¥‡™◊ÈÕ HIV
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¢Õ¢Õ∫§ÿ≥ §ÿ≥°‘µµ‘°“ °“≠®π√ —µπ“°√ ∑ ’ Ë™à«¬„Àâ

§”·π–π”‡°’Ë¬«°—∫°“√«‘‡§√“–Àå∑“ß ∂‘µ‘

‡Õ° “√Õâ“ßÕ‘ß
1. Witt DJ, Craven DE and McCabe WR. Bacterial

pneumonia in adult patients with the Acquired
Immune Deficiency Syndrome (AIDS) and AIDS
related complex. Am J Med 1987; 82: 900-906.

2. Polsky B, Gold JW, Whimbey E, et al. Bacterial pneu-
monia in patients with the acquired immune deficiency
syndrome. Ann Intern Med 1986; 104: 38-41.

3. Aderaye G. Community acquired pneumonia in adult
in Addis Ababa: etiologic agents and the impact of
HIV infection. Tubercle and Lung Disease 1994; 75:
308-312.

4. Buehler JW, Devine OJ, Berkelman RL and Chevarley
FM. Impact of the Human immunodeficiency virus
epidemic on mortality trends in young men, United
States. Am J Pubic Health 1990; 80: 1080-1086.

5. Ruxrungtham K and Phanuphak P. Update on HIV/
AIDS in Thailand. J Med Assoc Thai 2001; 84: s1-17.

6. Unda MM, Paul G.A and David O. Community ac-
quired pneumonia: impact of Immune status. Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 1995; 152:1309-1315.

7. Koulla-Shiro S, Kuaban C and Belec L. Acute com-
munity-acquired bacterial pneumonia in Human Im-
munodeficiency Virus (HIV) infected and non-HIV-in-
fected adult patients in Cameroon: aetiology and out-
come. Tubercle and Lung Disease 1996; 77:47-51.

8. The Thoracic Society of Thailand.  Thai guidelines for
the management of adults with community acquired
pneumonia. 2001.

9. Fine MJ, Auble TE, Yealy DM, et al. A prediction rule
to identify low-risk patients with community-acquired
pneumonia. N Engl J Med 1997; 336: 243-250.



238  Õ√√∂«ÿ≤‘  ¥’ ¡‚™§  ·≈–∫—≠™“   ∂‘√æ®πå                                        «“√ “√«—≥‚√§ ‚√§∑√«ßÕ°·≈–‡«™∫”∫—¥«‘°ƒµ

10. Bartlett JG, Dowell SF, Mandell LA, et al. Practice
guidelines for the management of community-acquired
pneumonia in adults. Clin Infect Dis 2000; 31: 347-
382.

11. Rimland D, Navin TR and Lennox JL. Prospective study
of etiologic agents of community-acquired      pneu-
monia in patients with HIV infection. AIDS 2002: 16;
85-95.

12. Tumbarello M, Tacconelli E, de Gaetano K. et al.
Bacterial pneumonia in HIV-infected patients: analysis
of risk factors and prognostic indicators. J Acquir
Immune Defic Syndr Hum Retrovirol 1998: 18; 39-45.

13. Corcero E, Pachon J, Rivero A, et al. Community-
acquired bacterial pneumonia in Human Immunodefi-

ciency Virus-infected patients: Validation of severity
criteria. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2000: 162; 2063-
2068.

14. Pothirat C, Lertprasertsuke N and Tharavichitkul P.
Bronchoalveolar lavage (BAL) of pulmonary infections
in HIV seropositive patients. Thai J Tuberc Chest Dis
1995: 16; 213-220.

15. Park DR, Sherbin VL, Goodman MS, et al. The
etiology of community-acquired pneumonia at an
urban public hospital: Influence of Human Immunode-
ficiency Virus infection and initial severity of illness.
J Infect Dis 2001; 184: 268-277.


