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Abstract

Objective: To explore the function of comprehensive geriatric assessment (CGA) on blood pressure
management in elderly hypertensive patients in coastal communities. Methods: A total of 187 el-
derly hypertensive patients from July 2021 to November 2022 were collected. The trial group was
divided into CGA trial group and non-CGA control group, the experimental group was given gener-
al antihypertensive combined with CGA intervention, the control group was only treated with
general antihypertensive therapy, and the blood pressure changes of the two groups were com-
pared after 3 months. Results: Comparison of family self-test systolic blood pressure (SBP) and
diastolic blood pressure (DBP) between the two groups before the trial did not show any statistic-
al difference; after the trial, the family self-test SBP and DBP in the CGA group were lower than
those in the control group, and there were statistical differences (P = 0.002; P = 0.001). Conclusion:
The application of CGA in hypertensive patients in the community can better control blood pres-
sure, improve the overall treatment effect of the elderly on their own diseases, and improve the
satisfaction between doctors and patients.
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1. 5]

N2l 2 4 A4t S iIm i pk 2 el @, R4 X Goit R Eds o, #kE 2022 4Kk, RIEH 60 5 %
LA BN B N E 19.8%, 2022 FE KA H H R A N-0.6% [1], FKEIEBAZRA . &
N TG BRI IZ B EE[2], 2%F GEMIEFERY FRNEZE D BN e H bR 223
HAELEE SR (Comprehensive Geriatric Assessment, CGAE N Z A A% DR, I JUELE IR O
ML MBI RIS . WM RS SRR RGBT ENHTZ, BT DONIKIRERR . Thaeik
B DERESHHSFEAESE LI 2 )2 e 2 AR SR 7 4]

e LS A i LRI R, R ST IR AE X 2019 4 i IS U 20 21.28%, M|y 22.75% [5], 5
“HEREZIAL” tERRARLL, AP T mLE R BRI A, AiE O T T AR =R
P 1) St ELAT AR E I R, AR A B AR L CGA X A- X 22 4 iy I e KB 3 VBRI R 5L  5 DLAEEIR o
KARDIRE . AGHOEE . BEIPRTE #ERKIET)RESE 2 R AT R AL, SR PR HE 25+ i
2 TE S5 A A RS, R v I R A 3

2. R EHE

1) —MRFORME 2021 4F 7 A F 2021 4F 11 H, T35 5 i3 X B2 Bt 12 110 2 47 705 1L 82 187 431,
SEBSITE 60~90 % 2 JAl, FTAS B HD DL K IX 1 I A A T B P o et AL N A R B ALK
FRHATRE, BEK 2RO S5 A IRAL, J9 94 B, (BB A 2T CGA RI4L, 93 fi.
S g\ B2 L R3S AR 75 & (53 2 1 MR BT v A5 PR S B 2020 fiR) P S kRt 9F FLIA i 28,
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TG S o o LA S e A, o R 0 BR R, R AR B PR RN () A R IR R 1 2
WSR2 . HERRGE R Ve I . SR AR SO M SR KHENAR AN REAT B TR E A ML
PRRSEAG . PORAARI . JBARBEE . ZIZW A LR .

2) JNERATEATH 3, A BFEEAT IS PG ERE, R M. FE. FE. &
. RFIREEBMI). SRR, DGR EA M RiEZE . BRI O RHRAE . R s
K3 B IAARSE . 10) B R BOHE IX R Bt 4 — e 46 B[RV BL 5 FE - TR o, B0YE /s B0 & 5 v, P2 s
BRe B0 HT 3 YKi2 2 M ~F 35 4E BRI AT 3 IR BE H I LR ~F 5 ME . XF CGA RIS BT I 254
WE, RS E R EEREAET CGA Y, MT CGAVHETHIAE X, 44
FEX T HE N REARE L, ARG R 142 225 (6 A0 AL R (0 075 25 ) 45, AR H PPk 46 SRk A7 A= 0 7 200
(B2 L% 4E CGA X HRAAN T M 25 e . BEVF 3 N A JE, R4l B Ol &K E H
W~ S5(E HFES R A R R AR

3) VAR a) —MEE VPG AR SR VP4 B UG 22 CR MR AR 5T =48 2R R (PSQI AT S5 VAR -
855 1A%, 0~5 /HREREEIR R ERLF, 6~10 /3 /mHEfR i &84T, 11~15 43 Ul B HEAR 5 2 — L,
16~21 533 B HEARTT AR Z2[6]. (ERk: & X OB A HME B> T 3 IR 58 A1 (BR) FFE R A . 102 B2
Ji B R BRI, o O I T RS AR FRER A [ 7] [8], I IARRAE L. AL o o S L P il
R A JE B KSR (L B2, LDL-C < 1.8 mmol/L; HA SIS IEEm . >40 SRR . ™
{3 H [E 2 RE(TC > 7.2 mmol/L 5% LDL-C > 4.9 mmol/L): LDL-C < 1.8 mmol/L; W4, HDL-C < 1
mmol/L: <2.6 mmol/L; A& kiR & : LDL-C < 3.4 mmol/L[9]. N BMI H5E & 75 8 5 AR E,
1 : 18.5 < BMI < 24.0, #i H: 24.0 < BMI < 28.0, AL f}:: BMI > 28.0.b) dX{AThEEVEAS: B Lawton-Brody
TR B R AR S B T RE VAL B 2% (Lawton-Brody IADL scale) 24 435, <4 2y EJERAE, 540~11 4rHE
KAe, 12 57~19 /PR JERAE, 20 4r~24 SrReJielt, wiav. K55 BVt Sl WRF LI A
ZILA BB RO B R RE . TS FRUEE T R (MNA-SF) BE Ll 34T & FR I A, PPrdrdE: 12~14
SIEFEEIRIRE, 8~11 1 EF-A R KK, 0~7 40 B IR A R o) A0 B PEAl 45 6 hi 2 4F #1542 (GDS-5):
<2 HFIEH, =2 ARG . HEE EIE R R (SAS): <53 MR H A RIEEIES, 53 < M <T0H
L FINEREE, >T0 A EIE U EREENE . d) BOTRIT LRl N AL AT W 1P
JFATHIWT . e) A FHEETIRE: M APGAR FEEThREITFEE R MIENE A (Adaptation). A1ERE P
(Part-nership). K JE G (growth). 1#/& & A (Affection). SE# ¥ R (Resolve)#HATiFfti: 7~10 7 K EELIfiE
ToFERG, 4~6 K EEVIRE R ERERG, 0~3 4r K EET)fE ™ [FhG .

4) CGA T-iJiik: a) MEARFRENG: MUERAVERIE, TERBEIRAD T, AWM. JOm. monmkag
WAREA R, BINA SR, DB TRV AEIGST . b) §Fk: SR soREHE I8, &
HEER, EEIEE), IR E, SN AEEAY), BEN R SR A RIS R, c) 9K
RIhfeREls: FRT L. BN, ERIEY. SIS, kS, FHEZENEHTFIEST RIS,
ARALHBERNZET R, d) EFRAR: AHRES, VSR, LENITESSEERET YR BT
FUR . TEAGTESE S 6. VAR B . e) HIAR: WL RIFHIOE, Z2HRN. ABEHTIE A,
SINGAR S ANES), DEREHERRAYT . f) 8 HIEF I TEROHERE S, HoREERINTIE,
A CORRA, FEWIRT MOE, LEREMEENAIT . g) MW kAT REIRE . Bhur 2% A4
BT H, HEBRERMS . F oS5 a8 i tm s, DERFTFARYIERIT. h) HaFKEDEE: i a A%
EIGERA AR, B KR Z AR, RS IN AMBEE, B X ISR, 6iE RIFRIE G R,

5) Giit 7R M SPSS26.0 MR AT Edl . R[N (%)]. X +s FI[M(Pas, Pys)] 20 Al R 1150 %k}
AR RREAE ES AR R R A%, ST mEdets 25 REABMOIREAR t
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KA1 Mann-Whitney U £556, 70 m4LIA IEZSFE bR JFIESIRFR Z 7000 RAEC thas, 70l
JEIRIRIEASFRIRZ R . K/KiE: P <0.05.

3. RE5S

1) WAHBEAE G W LE BT R B IR s i dehs: . S, fKE. BMI, HI%
+ MREZERR, RAMMSIAEAR t IR JVEIT RS JEIESdes: Wi, MU M8EE, KA
Mann-Whitney U K56 7753047 Lo s Hotbdabn s it Bt ds, Fn o)k, KA »2 5T . 4
RERUL B HESIAfEES T 2 57 (P > 0.05), W&k 1.
Table 1. Comparative analysis of the differences between the two groups in terms of general condition and medical history

information [n (%), X£s, M(Pss, P75)]

=1 MERE—MRER. MEFEHFENERILRSMIN (%), X5, M(Pss, Prs)]

fabr R fabr oy Xt HEZH (n = 94) IR (n = 93) giit & P H
P (5) 36 (38.3) 35 (37.6) 0.009 0.926°
R (%) 71.19 £5.56 70.06 +4.99 1.458 0.146°
£ i(cm) 159.57 +7.76 160.14 + 7.02 -0.523 0.602°
R H (Kg) 68.65 + 10.69 68.25 + 10.27 0.263 0.793°
BMI (Kg/m?) 27.22 +3.77 26.6 +3.6 1.141 0.255°
TFE(E) 9 (5.75,13) 7 (4,16.5) -0.439 0.661°
Ji8i 4 1M1 (n, %) 3(3.2) 2(22) 0.195 0.659%
Ji 15 € (n, %) 7(7.4) 7(7.5) 0.001 0.983?
BRI (n, %) 38 (40.4) 34 (36.6) 0.295 0.587°
sk L7 (N, %) 26 (27.7) 37 (39.8) 3.077 0.079%
JHRAE(N, %) 16 (17.0) 23 (24.7) 1.684 0.194°
KAFELAE (n, %) 6 (6.4) 11 (11.8) 1.677 0.195°%
I3 B i 2 1247 (n, %) 22 (23.4) 29 (31.2) 1.426 0.232°
B0, %) 25 (26.6) 18 (19.4) 2.959 0.228°
A ST & (n, %) 49 (52.1) 60 (64.5)
1t (n, %) 20 (21.3) 15 (16.1)

TE: RFERH KL DARFR A WISLAEA tR25: ©fRFRAT Mann-Whitney U £256 .

2) WG AT 5 2 BE E I I LA o 4 R B, IR AT ZH 5K EE 5 U SBP. DBP Lh, HIAAEAE
Gt ES (A P =0.694 F1 P =0.229); R4 /5 CGA RIGA M KK H I SBP. DBP K+ X i 4,
TS 27038 P=0.002 f1 P =0.001), W% 2.

Table 2. Comparative analysis of home self-measured blood pressure before and after the trial in the two groups (X £ s)

=2 MAREIEREANMELRBRI (X +s)

ZBE H Il SBP

FEEH W DBP
2H 5

AL AT WA 5 t{E P{H AL AT R 5 t{E P18
Y . "
(‘f%g,f‘) 140.78 £+13.95 134.09+11.81 7.223 <0.001™" 78.42+7.72 7512+657 5678 <0.001¢
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SR
X HE 2] d d
(0= 94) 14153 +11.94 139.83+12.71 1.276  0.205 79.78+7.66 78.40+6.97 1.769  0.080
Giit i 0.394 3.201 1.207 3.316
P& 0.694° 0.002" 0.229° 0.001”"

FE: PARFCR A B MOLAEA RS RFCRAECH tF S R P <0.05.

3) CGA i I02H B 3 PEAL T TilHT 5 SBP. DBP ZE{H 40 Mt 45 R\, MR T 5 — M e DL 55640 [ FR A
MIIBERG ¥, 3 SBP. DBP ZEIRIATEEM K, ZRBEGRIFFE (P <0.05); Ur/ikEfg#H. Hax
FEThRERERG#, H SBP ZE AT E B K, ZRBEASIEE (P <0.05); Wi /i s N,
HEFEEY)Re G, L DBP ZERBATE R K, ZREFGRITEE (P <0.05); Hpum: (K%
fEE BRI KA. BMIL SKAEThAEE, BFRRA. 8. SRR A %, H SBP. DBP
ZEREATEEHAKR, ZRIESIEE (P >0.05), W& 3.

Table 3. Comparison of SBP and DBP differences before and after the assessment intervention for patients in the CGA trial

group (n = 93)

%< 3. CGA G4 B & 14 T FiRl/s SBP. DBP Z&ELLE:(n =93)

. X - s SBP # e DBP .
WOTE el ke ST A gae e DBPEE e b
(87 — J5) (GIR=)|
<10 4+(n=69) 5.19+804 -2.868 0.005°° 246+556 —2512 0.014"
HENRFERS  PSQI 54>
>11 4+ (n=24) 11.04+10.11 5.71+5.11
- Ji(n = 76) 416+6.87 -7.229 <0.001" 262+551 -2.556 0.012"
{5 ik A 7] 975 52
H(n=17) 18.06 + 8.43 6.35+5.11
s qp sk et ANIAFR(n=64)  485+1093  1.294 0.197° 256+7.28 0.758  0.450°
LDL-C ST
ERLES BRR(N=29)  2.43+12.43 1.73+4.78
W#Hn=19) 595+929  0.311 0.734°  1.79+432 1900  0.156°
e sIME i s & (n = 60) 7.23£9.12 413 +5.49
i (n = 14) 5.43 + 8.06 1.79 £7.12
; <28(n=67) 3.83+1538 -0224 0.823° 3.15+676 0.811  0.418°
BMI Kg/cm
>28(n=26)  4.28+10.17 217 +6.73
. <194+(n=23) 63+936 -0243 0809° 487+523 1559  0.123°
KA TRE IADLs
>204r(n=70) 6.83+8.87 2.79 +5.66
ek <114¥(n=7) 829+1141  0.486 0.628° 071+995 -1.274 0.206°
EERINS MNA-SF
>12 4+ (n=86) 6.57+8.78 351 +5.14
i >24n=9) 6.78+11.48  0.028 0978° 111+965 -1.237 0.219°
K GDS-5
<2/¥(n=84)  6.69%8.72 3.54 +5.03
> >53 4+(n=13) 10.38+11.43 1616 0.110° 385+7.91 0376  0.708°
FEE SAS
<524¥(n=80)  6.1+8.41 321+52
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\ v iy L7r(n=40) 8.08+864 3351 <0001 49+644  3.894  0.035”
LAl s T
RACRE >2 /¥ (n=53)  5.42+9.24 1.85+4.9
i Iy 224M(n=37) 10.25+978 5378 <0.001” -03+399 -5877 <0.001"
Wr 71k S
PRI 14 (n=56)  132+2098 5.68 +5.26
o <64¥(n=13) 2377+951 11644 <0.001" 2.06+4.60 6.299 <0.001""
. APGAR
il 7-10 44 (n=80) 3.93 +4.86 10.92 +5.35

Pee PARER AP BOSTREAS t K50 RIS T 200 TR#E P < 0.05.

4) WA EF RIS =R R T E M ERE U5 i F2F, CGA 1a\5e 41 i 2 FE (78.5%) L ki HE 40
(59.6%)F, ZFEAH S (P =0.005), %8 CGA WAL EHWE, Wk 4.

Table 4. Comparative analysis of the difference in satisfaction between the control group and the experimental group [n (%)]

5% 4. MEBEMINEA L BRFHEEERLE SN (%)]

W E SFHEZ(n = 94) IR (n = 93) PaXic) P ft
R 38 (40.4) 20 (21.5) 7.821 0.005*"
W 56 (59.6) 73 (78.5)
FE: MRFERH K IRE P <0.05.

4. ¥1ig

Fe ML ™ B S NI B R R, S R I O LA BT A 3 O I I BT T D T S
PRIZ5[10].  H [ 48495 B B 12 B 92 (China Kadoorie Biobank, CKB)% 50 /3 [F A#E47 T 10 4EREY, 4555
AR R S BB« AR EAE I B A R R o N B AR O, AR R R B 10 mmHg, BRI PR AR
F BB A AR T KUK B R B 23%. 23%A1 40%,  HET 4 T 594 Rz T BR AR L ik
A rh R AT BERE R [11]. 53 Williams WP T8 HT, 24 SBP [#{Ik 10 mmHg & DBP [#{ik 5 mmHg i,
BET ARG o 2 OB e O ARG o o0 28380 73 3l T B 10%~150%.  35%. 20%. 40% [12].

ZEMMEEEEAIFZERMB, N2 HAEREST NG BMNETR, BEAESSE5EI,
PRBURMEAR, ARFIEANE, OEAMHE, e REPIRE S BIEERZ), S8 s, B
ML RN R A 2 BIE 2 ENMNLGE TR, CGATENEH TZENMLEE A TH, nr Ll
XU A, (R E R AV AR N T KAL) (3] BITEIR R ST SN CGA, BEM
271 ZYEFERTEE TIPS, TR B LR A AEIARAE, R AR EAh b R B 1n) R % B 1) o2 22
SRHOT s b, SR S AR R A [14D IR E KR T 513 444 X4 N T CGA, 7t EoR
T BB (5 42.1%, Wy /1 N FF 28.3%, INFNZNRE T B 27.1%, #k{5] 25.1%, 2RHR 17.7%, 04K 11.5%.
KAME AL 6.3%, FE5E 5.5%, FE552.9%, EIFAR 1.2%. XIFE[I5]04FE >80 % 551 4 4 Nt
CGA, ZERKRWFEN BHZFIZEMIIZN Y 94%, RTHAEZIRNN S 67.9%, AKIThAEAA7ERAG 1) 5
56.8%, FEHOELFHE K 53.2%. UiH] CGA REHE S MM EE N R BAAIELELEME, H— i
ZAEN H S ERE A, CCA (EE M ML EH T A — & MBER, HRE[L6IF R, &
MR R E A CGA Tl 1L )5, BEWLEE. KA EEMTXRA. SRR RIE
LR B FHEZRA CGA THURYT, fEm MRt Ze ., BRI (ER S -7, B0 i

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2024.143966

2227 I IR = =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.143966

Wik 5%

EEE R ISR

[ 4b% T CGA It 7L R A S T ik, FH2 Zintchouk Z5[18]KF CGA R T4+ X B b (1t i 4
Bor, ARXEERAN E A BE RO TG 2B R, . BURI 28 Ll B vy . mBPR kT
Sy TN S, BEA RACE R RN TR R . Hidt Mazya SE[19] MW SRR, 1712 CGA
T-TRE NS SE 22 R 59 AT 2 4E B E A R g ik fe i R, IR Re A Bh TR0 RS . X & RHE A
CGA X BN BT, RER D B8 H A A7 T S i i I 10U

HATRT CGA MImPRR IR Z RIRTE B, JIIX “ =Zi2yr” BalH s e, X172
NEFFMIEPZEN R, KITZERREEEN, ZEGEEIEEORMAEX TSR ik
BEAE R I B FIRANR T E F LAV EOARLET 12 BRI, 2023 4F (ZAEGSTHET ISR EE R
FER) [201438, B5E T CGA £ T2 RIS T HAL, ILR PR I B LRGPP T TS0 2 2 N RERR R
HABAF G E . AR, CCA TR G — By ik, ER SR EEHEAELTT iR
AR AE, FRAESE LA R Ak, REAR IR T E N Rt B %, XA R S st id e H &R,
B SHXEREEENEVINEMA R, JEREBZ OB E G, B S EIEEIHFBARES
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