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[ Abstract] : Objective To analyze the outcomes and to identify the independent predictors of in—hospital mortality in patients o-
ver 65 years old with postcardiotomy cardiogenic shock (PCCS) requiring extracorporeal membrane oxygenation (ECMO) . Methods
From May 2004 to December 2017, 139 elderly patients with PCCS required ECMO support were collected and analyzed. The patients
were divided into two groups by clinical outcomes (in—hospital mortality group, DG, n=105 and survival to discharge group, SG, n=
34). Results 71 patients (51.1%) were successfully weaned from ECMO. 34 patients (24.5% ) survived to discharge. Compared
with the SG,DG had a higher plasma lactic acid level, inotrope scores, and sequential organ failure assessment (SOFA) value at the
beginning of ECMO support ( P <0.01). Severe neurologic complications and renal function failure requiring continuous renal replace-
ment treatment (CRRT) in the DG were significantly higher than those in SG ( P <0.01). Multivariable logistic regression analysis
showed that cardiac function failure (odds ratio, 2.35 [95% confidence interval, 1.28-3.15]; P =0.025) , severe neurological com-
plications (OR, 2.62 [95% CI, 1.35-4.27]; P =0.011) and renal function failure requiring CRRT ( OR, 5.03; 95% CI; 2.14-
12.49; P <0.001) were significantly associated with in—hospital mortality. Conclusion ECMO could provide hemodynamic support
in elderly patients with postcardiotomy cardiogenic shock and might save lives for sometimes.
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T PCCS B F1 (H ECMO # B Z4E PCCS #%
ARSI ST R B/ IR e, AR5 [ Jogt 4 43
Mrdt st 2 vl & g ECMO Hl Bl 24 (FFit =65 %)
PCCS fEE MG R GEORE, 43 B 52 i 22 4F 22 35 I IR il
Ja BRSSP 26, il AT HR IS %

1 #MEHZE

1.1 BRRxE S ARHFSE BUBYE o8 o 30 R K 2F
B S b 5t 2 T 5 g S O IE AR L E o0 ECMO
B e 2004 4E 5 J1 & 2017 4E 12 A 6] ECMO % Bl
AR (AR =65 %) PCCS HBE IR R ¥R, PCCS:
F TG B B AR S MIE FR R RO E SRR S5 W4
LAY PCCS,, FEINLZS s 2 0% FHERR B 1 RN A 58 3%
BLAER R T , A8k T 2 I FH A v A7) o 1 A8 5 4 245 9
FIEPENL 25% A A0 3 kO Wil 4s e < 90 mm
Hg 5°F- 4 8 k & <60 mm Hg Jiti 6 48 if 45 42 & =
18 mm Hg F}JE J BRIV JC IR a8l 0 R [ R i <0.5
ml/ (kg - min) ], HEBRARUE  4FE I <65 B 3 ; O EAR
Jo MER PO BE B 45 ECMO i Bh % ; ECMO % Bh #5542
FEl<24 h 35 Bl s s34, 139 6l ECMO HiB)
A PCCS B ARG, 4% BB ARG ) Be 7
FAET B4 (SG,n=34 FIBENIET-4L (DG, n=
105), W1,

1.2 ECMO 92X 5#hiin & ey dE fir
A ECMO By ST it ECMO /N A B3R FH AR F 3]
T shisbkik 2 B, T L BRFE R g a1, Y
ECMO Hf Byl 7 ) J1 248 b5 A, S R IEAl pi 22
RGEIRE, MBI X2 R G  , 5E Sk CT
KA R ol B — 3097 AR . RS5O sh oA O
U A | W TR 5 L 5 0 R e R B Wk S5 B A S
o PR BRI 10045 8 2 AR T M B A A 5 3,
B FRUCGEEIR 3 ik 55 1% B AR s ECMO il Bh 3 18] 1)
Ui MR WR R R S YR A
PrisE SR B B 1 LA RO SR s S5 1 UL L ECMO
TEAG B & 5 IR

1.3 %t F & A F o 8R Al SPSS
20.0 et A, 432878 s v s BORTIY 5345 [
FE[Q(Q1,Q3) ] 3RuR , AIu] LA R H-R 5 ki 5 | Fish-
er ARG B0 SRR ARG 00 . 4 2270 B HATF A IEASE
Oy Al AR e o 22 (x+s) 2R, 2R A] HL AR T ¢
K45 5%, Mann—Whitney U K55, >R H 2 It [HH 504
S R R BEAE T A LR PR R, A G R R 2 %
A HBH T 22 AE  ECMO Hl Bh S 20 B 505 7 &
FEEEFN ECMO i Bl # [8) A0 G IE R AE S, i A PAE
BRI, P <0.05 N2 BG4 E X,

R1BEBIE RGO

Sy E| DG(n=105) SG(n=34) Py
ERR (%) 69(66,72) 68(66,70) 0.181
B4 (n) 71/34 27/17 0.190
R (m?) 1.7£1.8 1.8+0.2 0.376
IR [(n( %) ] 40(38.1) 21(61.8) 0.016
B IPBR
R n(%) ] 62(59.1) 18(52.9) 0.531
R IAE n( %) ] 11(7.9) 3(8.8) 0.782
SER BN WK RERE LM O ERG [n( %) ] 71(67.6) 26(76.5) 0.329
A1 BH ZEPE R [ n( %) ] 3(2.9) 3(8.8) 0.159
P EBRE [ n (%) ] 2(1.9) 1(2.9) 0.572
SR MAERTAE (A ) [n( %) ] 21(20.2) 3(8.8) 0.129
HMREFARERAE
SR B SS BEALAAR [n( %) ] 55(54.5) 19(57.6) 0.754
S IEAR [ n(%) ] 25(24.8) 8(24.2) 0.953
FRENRE 4 58 OB + TR B KOS B AR AR [ n (%) ] 13(12.9) 3(9.1) 0.760
FeRMEOCHERFIAAR [n( %) ] 1(1.0) 0(0) 1.000
Jili ¥ FERUAE AR [n( %) ] 1(1.0) 0(0) 1.000
FahkIe 2 EHRA [ n(%) ] 3(3.0) 2(6.1) 0.412
DHERAEAR [ n(%) ] 1(1.0) 0(0) 1.000
ZRFAR[(%) ] 4(4.0) 0(0) 0.572
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K2 HBFE ECMO BB LGN

Y= DG(n=105) SG(n=34) P1a
ECMO i By i ity 185 e
FLIR/KF (mmol/L) 13.5+4.1 9.7+4.4 0.009
AT 25148 50 (Ins) 45.2+8.7 32.1+7.9 0.003
SOFA $F43(43) 13(11,14) 8(7,9) <0.001
F KRB [ n(%) ] 70(66.7) 26(76.5) 0.282
O TR [(n( %) ] 37(23.8) 7(20.6) 0.110
ECMO #K I &AE
PRI WA [0 (%) ] 45(42.8) 12(35.3) 0.436
eI RAE[n(%) ] 17(16.3) 4(12.1) 0.557
JEEMAERGIFRAE n(%) ] 24(22.9) 1(2.9) 0.009
1 HET BEZEW CRRTn( %) ] 76(72.4) 7(20.6) <0.001
B n(%) ] 30(28.6) 8(23.5) 0.557
FARUAES [ n(%) ] 6(5.8) 4(12.1) 0.253
I b A A
B (U) 23(15,33) 22(12,33) 0.428
B VKR IM S (ml) 1 400( 1 200,2 900) 1350( 1 160,3 000) 0.710
BRI/ (U) 3(1,5) 3(1,5) 0.825
ECMO # BBl (h) 94(46,125) 89(48,119) 0.469
I WAL LR A Bl AR ] () 114(56,210) 106(49,208) 0.681
W = AR HE] (h) 136(49,191) 168(72,235) <0.001
FEBERTE] (d) 18(13,29) 23(18,38) <0.001

FE L MEE RS (Ins) = ZEUME[ g/ (kg - min) T+ BB THE[ pg/ (kg - min) J+{ ' EIRF [ ng/ (kg + min) J+EHF EIRZE[ pg/ (kg -
min) ] { x100+TE(AJ5 13 (u/min) x100+K J1 R [ pe/ (kg - min) ]x15; CRRT: FFEEHE F AEEAIAIT s SOFA . [P BL & B DI B IB T 70

2 & B

2.1 AAEF MR TA Rl R R A SN F R
Bl ARBFIEH, 71 B (51.1%) HBE L, 34
#1(24.5%) A FEIE R BE . SG 4183 rh W 52 L 3]
B (61.8% vs. 38.1%) , 2 HAGIT#EX(P<
0.05), W#k1,

2.2 BF ECMO #8hARAHE L 5 SCHBREMLIL
DG 4 3 ECMO WL K i 45 1% v 24
Y4 BOR )y 5L 28 1 U e % 98 ¥ 43 (sequential organ
failure score,SOFA) ¥# 5, 22 BE WG4 2 X
(P<0.01), 5 SCHBEMILE,DC HHEH ICU
15 8 IS B RAT: B B ) 2 0, 25 S LA et 27 3
( P<0.01), W2,

2.3 #ra ECMO #8h % F PCCS & # 16 R T K e
RE e o b ZIoBlHS g REER O IIRE =,
T AT RS IR YT (continuous renal replacement
treatment, CRRT) IR YT 145 IE Ty 58 5 vty Fl ™ B pi 48
ARGt AIE SRR ECMO BB 24 PCCS BE B
FET-HAST S fa RS 2R, L3k 3,

K3 BAEBIET R LIS R (Z 074558

i H ORMH 95%MEEXE  PE
D HET) RE 5 2.35 1.28~3.15 0.025
W ET) e 2381 T CRRT 5.03 2.14~12.49  <0.001
JEHE BN R G RAE 2.62 1.35~4.27 0.011

#E : CRRTAFZEME F ER AT .

3 3 i

Bl ZI LA SRR, O MRS R E AR R L
WIZEETE . HET ECMO B3N T PCCS #2514
BINBYY . & 4F AT BE 2 5 i FRE I DR TS 1) XU S: R
2, E BRI Ay R U8 R A5 R A
HRIEZ —, AW, ECMO B4 PCCS &
FEIE BN 24.5% , 5 ECMO % B % 45 X4 1O
TR o 80 Bk R 5% S8 3 P A T o B R 24.49% ~
41.TPZERARUE " Hofh 2 2 1 BIF S L S AR B ST
FIZE SRR 174 B4 B RRISAATE B

R ECMO RE B8 4t 538 73 & 4F PCCS & 4
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fir AR B 3 ECMO SR FEAE il ARBFFE
DG HB#H A 8l ECMO B ZLER /K- | M55 176 14 25 W 46 4L
F1 SOFA P4 AHXH AL &, BRI AT e dn . O & TR
RPN FE T EIG 5, B IR YT T Bl DL 2y
ML 3 ) A, B Ttk A i fa k48 @Ja 3l
ECMO B AL AT BEAH XT3, iR E & T — KW
R R, BB ECMO $RE TR XGRS e 19 I 3 311
125 3R AR B ] AR AT T Re 2505 R ik — 2
(228 B DIRE R . 46 0 I e A a] i ik % gl 1.
PR 25458 405 19 B A IE A BEAY S Sh AL A5
HEE

S E SR 20 5 8 S8 5 64T ECMO Hlf Bh B, 4%
W& S — AR MG R TS KB R, R >63 21
SRR I BE R AT BRAR, 177> 72 % 19 R E A7 T
BRI BFRAL . AW P BAE R E A 24.5% 1)
T BE 2R APEAL PCCS #3275 53 85 ECMO
I, BAEARZAE A RS 3 ECMO B4 % A5 2A1E , AR
P BB W B BRI, PCCS B R & B0
0 1 o PR B T RE 3 2 0 ECMO 4R Bl 4 1 PR s
SEH P B AEE A R R F 3 ECMO Z 0T, 2t
A= PSS PEEEEIT 4 (APACHE TTE43) (>37 43%) Al
fRTHA 2 Mk A P22 3T (SAPA T IE4Y) (>86 43) Sl
RIS AAAE R VI A e bE ™ DG 41 SOFA 14>
AR A, MAIESE T 3 ECMO I3 10 B A
XoF I PR &5 Ji i AN RIS ]

AT 51.1% B3 I ECMO, HAFE
BiHN 24.5% , T LIRALEE h T EM A R
GeI R AE (BRAET i R T AR A ZE ) O kT
Rl T2 1B VR T B8 v A BE AT i Be . SRR AT BB 4
T O B H NS TR A I ek
AR IE RPN, N HORS T R 2 A & 2 R4 Y hg
REP02 QDG 4 K A BN A E, 7 A
ZRGIKIEMTT CRRT 1GY7 1Y B D BE vl & A R
B, B R S Y e EDR AS RN R 1Y )R Bl EC-
MO B AL AT B 2 5 808 3 1) Z 2R D ag R 4 &k
R, GSC 4B H ECMO H By s8] | W 328 452 g it
(] DL S AR BERH A SE 2 4 d 7 d DA R 23 d, 45504
R SG ALiRYT I ] S | FE— R FRBE b WUR A7 1
PR E I T ARESTEIRNE T, A TR
ECMO HiBI2&4F PCCS B BIAEIE B ANME 245
Jo FE T I ATRRE e ) ke B £ R A BIAEOIR A i L
B — S HMIE A BN A B

AW FEAAFAE— 2 BB OF b [ BT BT
AT G E R 5D s @I T WEEAEI
B, 3 HH I PR &5 S Bk — 2B IR D F 52 ; B JE Tk

AL PCCS B A 8 ECMO 1Y & 18 L, 75 22
2B WFIEIESE

MZ ECMO BEWE R 4T PCSS BE TR ALA 201
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