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Currently, the number of high risk patients
undergoing high risk surgery is increased which re-
sult in higher perioperative mortality and morbid-
ity rate. Close hemodynamic monitoring in inten-
sive care unit is needed to improve their survival
rate and reduce perioperative complications.
Perioperative goal-directed therapy is one of the
hemodynamic optimization approach during pe-
rioperative periods with several available specific
goals to be chosen such as oxygen delivery or
parameters derived from cardiac function curve.
Based on a narrative review, the terms about pe-
rioperative goal-directed therapy were searched
for English language before January 2021. As a
result, mortality rate is significantly decreased
in high risk patients. Reduced complication rate
can be expected in all patients. Because of high
variation of different goals, number of patients
and types of surgery, the decision of chosen
goal is depend on potential of each hospital and
attending physician.
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Perioperative goal-directed therapy (GDT)
WUBUINIINISSNELNandnsIN1SL AT Lhay
AEWNINTOUNAINAA Laesuaulut A./.1982
Shoemaker uazAnz® AN retrospective study
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Wisuigugiendudedinuazsentinvawsince
NUIMNGUASTIANSWFAI cardiac output (CO)
LaTAINIIVINIUTRITILIBUY AINIINGNTOATIN
foUT A.A.1988 Shoemaker wazmAue® Anw
randomized controlled trial (RCT) Anvusstnviung
LagINWISEAU cardiac index (Cl) > 4.5 V/min/m?,
oxygen delivery index (DOZI) > 550 ml/min/m?
Wag oxygen consumption index (VO I) > 170 mV/
. 2 a | . ~ ~

min/m* 538L58031 supranormal limit 1USguvgy
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1. Oxygen delivery: supranormal limit

Oxygen delivery (DO) AoUsunaeendiaud
ddlumuduidonly 1 wil eldeuiloidodiunig
Yadeiifinase DO, oA CO wazUianaeendiau
Tuldoaung (arterial oxygen content; CaOz) 1y
CO Usznouse stroke volume (SV) ag heart rate
(HR) @u Cao, L1AMA1N hemoglobin (Hb), arterial
oxygen saturation (SaOZ) ey partial pressure of

oxysen in arterial blood (PaO) PAENNTT

DO2 =CO x CaO2
CO = SV x HR
Cao, = (1.34 x Hb x SaOz) + (PaO2 x 0.003)

dlosawaunis wui DO, Us¥nousiig end
diastolic volume (EDV), end systolic volume (ESV),
HR, Ho uaw SaO e Pa0, ilegaiiu 0.003 ui
favdowann Jslunamdsluguns

DO2 = CO x CaO2
= (SV x HR) x (1.34 x Hb x SaOz)
= (EDV-ESV) x HR x 1.34 x Hb x Sa0,

Yeduitanunsomuauli DO, Wnanseglu
supranormal limit g

1) End diastolic volume Judiunu
294 preload Lﬁ'aé’ﬂwﬁm’smmﬁw preload ¢
EDV ¢ danalif CO uaz DO, g wa
mMsnwileial DO, fideiian Aemslarni
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2) Hemoglobin s n1slydinidenuas
Wudh (PRO) Wiawfinsaudseendiauluduead

3) Heart rate Usniis contractility 1550w
Fu9u vanseduiila (inotropic drug) Lilotiial
contractility laun dobutamine Hudu

4) Arterial oxygen saturation Tnevily

o

fingnaduaulviagluinaeigs (95-100%) Fslailealy
muuaLd vy

winvild DO, gaifigane A1AINUANANS
58314 DO, Wag VO, (oxygen debt) aziuuan
39NBTUTNIUDDNTLAULNEINDHDNITNIZUIUNT
aerobic respiration laiiAin anaerobic respiration
Falél lactic acid demaldesiowadingg daandy
gﬂﬁ 1

msimuadmang DO vhildiiisausfiug
supranormal DO, whﬁ?u Fapanazannni critical
DO, vowUeusiazsny iosnnlaianngnm aritical
DO, uviasslel

fhognemsane Toln Msfinwres Shoemaker
wazanzl A.A.1988° N13ANYIYBY Boyd LazAuy
U A./.1993° wazn13An©®1999 Ueno uazAuzl
£.71.1998°

2. @190 cardiac function curve

2.1 Stroke volume

Nguf Frank-Starling curve 85u18A3Y
durtuses preload uay SV fauansluguil 2 99
LLiﬂLﬁ@iﬁmsﬂfﬂLﬁaLﬁu preload A1 SV %Lﬂ'wﬁumm
fiu CO waz DO, FufiwanuSend fluid responder
widlelansiau preload Lﬁmﬁqqmuﬁmé’a naw
HevilansgnBaisangean SV Fufutufisadntion
wihiudenin fluid non-responder FusTing
Holagninaugalundazaulivifuduiunis
auvestila Taedll SV Adeuulamdslésu
a15uh (ASV) 3nnndn 10% usfauenineglutga
fluid responder wag ASV fitfounin 10% luenin
a¢luga¢ fluid non-responder waoiiUunani
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Preload
sun 2 Frank-Starling curve

fhegnensAnelann n1sAne1ves Conway
wazAtzl A.A. 2002° NSANEIUBY Ven LazAug
U A.A. 2002° wagn13@n®1u89 Noblett wagAay
U p.A1. 2006"

2.2 Pulse pressure variation #38 stroke
volume variation

D1AUuAN heart-lung interaction Yadziela
KupSestaevela (mechanical positive pressure
ventilation) M3asunlasseduanuiiludesen
¥il¥¥ preload wWasuulasteanunsausediu Asv g

Lﬁ'a;ﬁilwmﬂaLsﬁmmmémﬁ’wma% wala
Havnagyauugas shladeinevauditu sV, CO
ez blood pressure tremeladnaunndu wds
nnlalAudn 2-3 9MIY 1HEAANNBIYVINAENAU
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wWalaviesdie (pulmonary transit time) Vil
SV, CO wag blood pressure fiA1taga0113 LARAI L
WANAI9IENIN blood pressure agialadunag
AATYFL 138717 pulse pressure %awﬁﬁhmmﬁqm
yagmeladuazdosfigauazmelooen awise
UAIANULANEI9TOY pulse pressure Wag SV U1
Awiandu pulse pressure variation (PPV) uag
stroke volume variation (SW) lg1

PPV %39 SW 3siiUafni1 ASV lws1g PPV %78
SV @3150U8nalnileul Frank-Starling curve 16t
viuft lideadial preload mnwudn PPV wie SW >
10-12% wW3sUleiu ASV > 10% nddlviansii wans
Uagaglu fluid responder uiivinn PPV %50 SW
< 10-12% wanaigUgfadmingueinisine e
Eleﬂuﬁlhﬂ fluid non-responder

Fog1en1sAn® laln N13ANE1Yee Sheeren
wazAnzl A.A.2013" A15ANw1v89 Correa-Gallego
uazAnyl A.A. 2015 way FLO-ELA trial” Gari1da
Anwaglulagdu

3. A197A cardiac function curve 324AU
Oxygen delivery

Wi preload Tusa¢ fluid non-responder
A1 ASV, SW wise PPV agdlatesiuniious fuldin
Q}ﬂw%‘ﬁ left ventricular function Auselifniu
Fauandlugudl 3 dmSuguaedisl left ventricular
function anas (N1 B lugu#l 3) Aausfazidiy
preload urnwilafiaiu SV azaaue CO way
DO, Asmulusag 1finAI oxygen debt Fades
Tinsnwiaduseeinsduilafiewiy left
ventricular function LLazﬁwumﬂwquﬁmau
.u CO wke DO,

fogan1sAnen tauA N1sANYIee Pearse
wazazl A.A. 2014 (OPTIMISE study)™ wag
OPTIMISE Il trial’® fifnuwndausd a.e. 2017 qui
Uaqiu
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A9 A: QJ'L'J’JEJ‘ﬁ left ventricular function Un@

519 B: éjﬂwﬁ left ventricular function anas
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1. n5de3In (mortality)

1.1 asimuadvanedu DO, wie CO
lagimuailu supranormal limit sinldgunsal
pulmonary artery catheter (PAC) #1A1 CO %38
DO, #8735 thermodilution Tinsinw e colloid
waz dopexamine IneAns UsuszAuen n1sAne)
U89 Shoemaker uagAuy’ Wuiﬂﬁﬂaaﬂmmﬁmqq
lungy supranormal limit #8515 883080
avegiidedAgynIeana (4% way 10%; P<0.01)
Boyd uaany® wuingugvianudeagdungy
supranormal limit fi9n3N13LdeTInanasitsd gy
Nadfuiy (P=0.015) meta-analysis U994
Cecconi kazAsl A.71. 2013'° 59UT 32 N1SANWN
¥l RCT wuangudu nqu supranormal limit
wazngudimmuassnoinasiung nuindnginig
Fediaanizngy supranormal limit anaale
agalidedAgy19ana (OR=0.27, 95%CI 0.15-0.47;
P<0.00001)

nsivuat el supranormal limit
PigansnTdetinla uinisldaunsal PAC desende
arutungianislduazutana Sdudesguading
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ANITININFRUTULT bl NaonlFenlAdnyIn
arteriovenous fistula, pneumo/hemothorax,
thrombus/air embolism, WalalAuRATIMIY Lag
areuuduluialal” U a.d. 2014 European
Society of cardiology/European Society of
Anaesthesiology*® lailauugtinluly PAC Tunsunsin
NNy fedu PAC Feflauanas wagstusnsisuad
WneIFE Y

1.2 nrsmvuadanuiedy sv 9nld
esophageal doppler monitoring AMvuALTIRLY
Juanu$ieadondiisniu descending aorta
(corrected flow time; FTc) < 0.35 W17 way ASV
>10% lin1s5hwene colloid insAnwlunsangn

anle®

wagn1sHdnnseanaglnniin’ Weuiungy
AIUANNUIIENTINS AT Inldunnsneiu

1.3 arstmusdmanedu PPV wse SW
1nld CO-guided hemodynamic monitoring 19013
Snwseasii colloid 13 albumin 9u PPV %3e
SW sauffu ASV farmudidivua fnnsdnuly
fUheanudssgeiidnfunsiidntesiiea’’ uay
nsEdagu”? nuhdasinindeinvesisaeangy
Talumneinari

nstmuatvnedu Asv, PPV wse SW
wuiliansnansnsnisidediald duvidanse
nslransiitesegradiodlilaunsadiu co wie
DO, Whilseneld Tugiheiinishauesiilalid
Femslimsinuensyduialafiudy

1.4 mstwuadmnadu SV vise SW s
fiu DO, wse CO lu OPTIMISE study™* &nwefUay
anudssgeiiidunsindipmaAuesvieviaen
Fon wuindasnindeTied 180 Fulundu GDT
(7.6%) taeninguatuay (11.6%) wiliunnmg
pglitydAg9ans (RR=0.66, 95%Cl: 0.42-1.05;
P=0.08)

i meta-analysis e perioperative GDT
natunsAnwIlauA Pearse lazAmz' 59U 38
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N15AnY (A.M.1988-2014) nnn1siviualdimang
WUIenI1NSEeTInldunnaseg1siidudAgy
N19&0# (RR=0.86, 95%Cl: 0.74-1.00; P=0.06)
meta-analysis 98¢ Chong lazamy'’ $9UT
nsAnwIRaus 9 A.A.1988-2016 wiusdoyaldu
Ngu PAC 13 m3fnw) uagngulnieaiiodus sau
138n71 modern GDT 82 N13AN®1 9RI1N5LEETIN
anaslusisaasngy (OR=0.53, 95%Cl: 0.30-0.92;
P=0.004 wag OR=0.66, 95%CI: 0.50-0.87;
P=0.004 suddu) ileusniiaszilungs modem
GDT wul19ns1n15deTinanasegeidediAgy
Tugfthemnuidesgs mssidinnnadssgs mskidn
gnIunsEAniila nssndnlignidu n1sshweae
GDT Lamzsgninadn nsldoinsgduialadle
Fudusaufuarni nisldgunsal CO monitoring
uaznsAnwIETaEsnnIY 100 38

2. mM3@uiae (morbidity)

Meta-analysis #a18n15An 1AW
perioperative GDT ann1sidutelaegnaiitle
dfgyneann ' “'*? (RR=0.68, 95%Cl: 0.58-0.80;
P=<0.00001%) wislgaedl

1) a19zlaa1e GDT ann1azlaneeeig
NudAgyn19ads (RR=0.71, 95%Cl: 0.57-0.90;
P=0.0004)" ngy modern GDT aunsnanndzle
Medeunaulaiiuiu (OR=0.73, 95%Cl: 0.58-0.92;
P=0.007)"

2) amedlaiulindanag nqu GDT 017
wlasura g liwansaiungualunu (RR=0.84,
95%Cl: 0.67-1.06; P=0.14)"° usilu modern GDT
anu1snannigiiladuindenigla (OR=0.70,
95%Cl: 0.55-0.91; P=0.006)" dyunnigiilaniaien
waz AMziladuma wunlduansneiu’®?

3) amghnidio GDT nunmziniteiiunanindn
tpeniteg1sltydAgyneana (RR=0.65, 95%Cl:
0.50-0.84; P=0.0013)" ngsl modern GDT a1y

I 4 a

Yanonau NzAntalutediad waznefnian

o w

LHARNPA anasegelited@inn (OR=0.69, 95%Cl:

o
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0.51-0.92; P=0.01, OR=0.65, 95%Cl: 0.45-0.93;
P=0.02 way OR=0.48, 95%Cl: 0.37-0.63; P<0.001
puaIRu)"”

4) azmaiumgladuman GDT @1w1se
annEMLAumelaauwalla (RR=0.51, 95%Cl:
0.28-0.93; P=0.027)20 s3udslungu modern GDT
728 (OR=0.54, 95%Cl: 0.35-0.84; P=0.006)"

5) a1zviasAlAanmIgAfy A1zAuEen
gaduludan uag nnzdudonluaussdiv tinll
wenE19Au""

6) NINIIUVDITZUUNILAUBINIT GDT
FrlszuumaiuonmsnadunyhauldiEay Snan
sveranEaLASsAnd i daduaade 0.4 Su
sveznaBuLuUsEmMuoTIMIAS s IVd widduas
0.74 5u? d191%U modern GDT 5z8viamNEaNASY
wsndwinFnduaatuiy wie 0.37 fu wazaunsa
ane1nsrauldonieuls”

7) szeziauaulseneIuia Tungu GDT &u
aaiads 0.79 Fu (95%C: -0.96 to -0.62; P<0.00001)"
N modern GDT Lade 0.9 3u (95%Cl: -1.32 to
-0.48; P<0.001) saufissveziiattunegiieings
Fuastuiuade 0.69 u (95%Cl: -1.00 to -0.37;
P<0.001)"

8) Vsunausnsinilld ndu GDT 1#u colloid
WINNINGUAIUALBE T ANERRA (344.56 ml;
P=0.0006) uslngsruitaaasngulduyiinaansi
flsiuanenei (-220 ml; P=0.25)"

YavpaTAHuI-audHsu
perioperative GDT

Shoemaker uazAniz’ WU VO anasses’)
JEUIEFRIUIEAaAUgAN1THIGR Laganawmn 1y
gaunaiisineuazn1siiemdounduiio vyl
nsseiumugEn Weduganisindin VO azifisndy
dﬁf o ! o QIJ a0 1 U U
Jusn Tne VO_wdsnsiidin 1 dalusawdirnwiriuneu

'
| =

Wdin wazuasnsedn 4 Falus VO avlidngedign

\AiNA1I% oxygen debt mﬂﬁqm Vo, fifudwin
MnMsugANsIEfumusanuuum kA sl
veounduLile uananditiefivanunaringa sum
du vieflameiuneduaundsinda sympathetic
tone LAY MIADATINISH WA YNSNY LAy
nsldendiaumiumuudndg

fUhefisondin fnfinnsvinauvesiiled
@wnsadsuiian VO 92enaInIsHIfnuInng
4 $laald drudthefidedin AofUaefinnsyihany
vosilaanasiilionsyduiloudflalannsaviili
CO w30 DO, LUfie supranormal limit e §U3e3s
hilanansaufusnan VO nduiihgundndanisiinda
1§ dawalvigihefinisviauvesidlaanasiilonia
Fedinuaziinnnzunsndeuuinninguieiinng
Maureiilad

271 meta-analysis 984 Marik! 41n15@n®)
1394 perioperative GDT 30 N13ANYILILUINGY
aaenaiEe GDT wadu Yasneusingn sewing
KRR LazmAaEn Wuinguiisy GDT Yassening
HfiAwaE Y1 BRdnaIN1saanngwnIndauled
agsltedAYN19aaR (RR=0.58, 95%Cl 0.45-0.73;
P<0.00001 wag RR=0.75, 95%Cl 0.60-0.94; P=0.01
auadiu) Fdlviaradiuinmsdu GDT uvazsndn
wazvideidodluaundsindinysyanu 8-12 4ol

gUouRiHun:=dHSu perioperative
GDT

Meta-analysis 484 Cecconi'® 1nn15@nen
perioperative GDT U4ngua1udnsIn1sidedin
YINFUAIUAN WU GDT andnsN1sidedineens
TfddymsadflunguiTdnnmadedin > 20%
(OR=0.20, 95%Cl 0.09-0.41; P<0.0001) Lazfian
amzuvsndeulunnngy fnanniigalungu nauiisl
SnsmadeTin > 20% dedumssnwde GDT u
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