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Development of an Integrated Proactive Health Promotion Model for Reducing Adverse
Infant Outcomes Associated with Maternal Methamphetamine Use during Pregnancy
at Chiangkhan Hospital, Loei Province

Anchalee Hongsa'', Rapeepan Chanouan?

Chiangkhan Hospital, Loei Province

ABSTRACT

Methamphetamine use among pregnant women in Chiangkhan District, Loei Province
a Thai-Lao border area was 3.78%, exceeding the national average, resulting in high rates of
preterm birth (42.59%), low birth weight (51.85%), and neonatal abstinence syndrome (NAS;
35.19%). This study aimed to develop and evaluate an integrated proactive health promotion
model for reducing adverse infant outcomes. A quasi-experimental study with retrospective
historical control, based on the research and development framework of Borg and Gall
integrated with the PDSA cycle, was conducted over 24 months (July 2023-July 2025) in four
phases: situation analysis using mixed methods (n=37), model development validated by five
experts (I0C=0.89), quasi-experimental implementation comparing retrospective historical
controls (n=54) and prospective intervention group (n=35), and model evaluation. Data were
analyzed using SPSS version 26.0.

The CHIANGKHAN MODEL (5 components: C-H-I-A-N) significantly improved outcomes.
Quality ANC increased from 48.15% to 77.14% (OR=3.63, p=0.005); continuous substance use
decreased from 44.44% to 14.29% (OR=0.21, p=0.002). Preterm birth declined from 42.59%
to 20.00% (Adjusted OR=0.29, p=0.017; NNT=4.4); birth weight increased by 329 grams
(d=0.68); and Finnegan scores decreased from 8.47 to 5.83 (d=0.97). Hospital stay was
reduced by 3.1 days and treatment costs decreased by 17,340 baht per case. Multiple testing
correction using the Benjamini-Hochberg false discovery rate method confirmed significance
in 11 of 12 outcomes (91.7%), demonstrating robust findings. Appropriateness (x=4.23),
feasibility (x=4.18), and satisfaction (x=4.35) were rated at high or highest levels.

The CHIANGKHAN MODEL demonstrated statistically and clinically significant
effectiveness with moderate-to-large effect sizes (d=0.52-1.21), robust to multiple testing
corrections, and suitable as a clinical practice guideline for community hospitals in border

areas.
Keywords: Methamphetamine, Pregnancy, Neonatal Abstinence Syndrome, Integrated

Health Promotion, Chiangkhan Model
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Y

version 26.0
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arsuvonin1du (Methamphetamine) 51697u World Drug Report 2024 wudwﬁ’ﬂaﬂﬁ;ﬁ%
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NIBULUIAANITIVY

mMsiseildnsTuuMHTouaiamn (R&D) AMuLLIARYET Borg and Gall (1989) $3UAU993
PDSA atilun1s 4 5o laeysanmsuuiAavan 3 Usenis taud (1) wuudiaesnsduasuguain
84 Pender fiyjsanguassanisiuuinislagianizasiua (stigma) uaglasuainadninaszning
yARAHUTEUU Case Manager wazia3atnsyusu dudeslosfuesdusznou C uas H ¥993UuUY
(2) MIQUAGUATMUUTYTAINSRsBIAnnTeuTElan uiuruseileslisessenasnszeznou
¥ Lagndinasn denAdestusIAUszNeU | UaT A WAz (3) WuIN Harm Reduction MIifuns
andunsnelaglifindu ademmilindessrisdliuazdfuuing Wenlsafuesduszneu N fuus
dasy Aa JULUYU CHIANGKHAN MODEL 5 aafusenau (C-H-1-A-N) daudsanu loun nadwseau
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WUIRALAZNG YY)
WUUI1803 Pender WHO Integrated Care Harm Reduction
angUassANIsnaeu3nIg auareilledlisessie andunselnglifndu
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seeedl 1 JeeEi 2 seeedl 3 seeedl 4
AasgvianIunisel Wannguuuy naaedldimaass Usziliunaguuuy

> 4

E‘ULL‘UU CHIANGKHAN MODEL (C-H-I-A-N)

FnUsAu
C : AUMAIN H : ’dnAssa I qua A Fannuma N : Ysannis
Tuswu WUUBIATIY JEWIeRARn Aaeadegn \3eTne
AUy
H1 : NadnsaIuUuIsAN H2 : NadnsA1UNIIA H3 : MsUsziliuguLuy

AW 1 LU THNTEULAANTITY

52Uty

1. sduuunse

Wunsideuagiaun (Research and Development: R&D) auwuIAnves Borg and Gall
(1989) NaUNAIUAUINDT PDSA ANTUNITIENINUADUNTNYIAY W.A. 2566 DAFDUNTNYIAN W.A.
2568 521 24 \iou wiadu 4 speg oun sveedl 1 Aenwianiunsallazuiun (R1) FMeTsideuuy
wANHE SEegil 2 Waunguiu (01) Tnsysanniseanisdnudundngiuilesedng seevil 3
naaadldsuuuy (R2) feonuuunuianaass (Quasi-Experimental Design) Wisuiisudayangy
naaasuulut1ant (Prospective) futayanguilssuifisugounds (Retrospective Historical
Control) uawsesdl 4 Uszillumaguuuu (D2)

2. Uszvnsuaznguiaegng

sveedl 31 Total Purposive Sampling ﬁﬂlﬁ@ﬂﬂf@ﬁ@?ﬂﬂi‘ﬁﬁnﬂ’i'lf;l‘ﬁGl‘ﬁ’Jﬁ]WUﬁ’l‘ﬁLJJV]LLaﬂJLWGI’lﬁu
wazanrnAsIAvieraeniilsameunalssnuluradauuszana wa. 2567-2568 Wungunnaes
F1U9U 35 918 Wisuieuiutayadoundslugrsdaudssunn w.a. 2564-2566 31U 54 518
Favhmididu Retrospective Historical Control Group wnasidmdn téu M@aﬁaﬂssﬁﬁﬁmqmsﬁ
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Lidesnidn 28 dUat aranvarsuvneuaiulutaaiziedsuinsgiu wasinaAsIilaz/n3e
AABATLSINEUNIAT BRI INaiAneaN Lawn AEunIndouniainssusunse Jymguninia
JULTINADINITNITINWUANIENNG ATIAWNA UALNITNANTUAALTATULSS
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3. 49MMARIUNITIBNLUULAZNITAUANAINALDLS
n53etlldngussuiisudounds (Retrospective Historical Control) @s@194fim Historical
Bias ag19lsfimiu nsgunqudiegisldaunsannidunislasismananisasesssuluuiun

nquUszINIUsIzue §37eandun1s Secular Trend Analysis Tu 2 dqu Ao (1) Aruuleuiy

Y
£
= 1

guanin wunurldniinduegsdesdudeslulagliil Abrupt Shift way (2) MuszuuUIMIEEAM
Lifinsiasuntas Service Capability fidda Tnednsinisaasnneufinuslundsanssiialy
Plalldansandin Tuansnatusenineaesdina (Gevaz 8.2 \Wisusu 7.9; p=0.824) Buduimadns
Adsuulasldldiinan Systemwide Change uana1nil Post-hoc Power Analysis #aeTusunsy
G*Power 3.1.9.7 uanainguiiegns n=89 Ws1nanmeaeu 0.82 dwiusuusseiiles wag 0.78
§1SU Binary outcomes Fasninnaist 0.80 wintosdmsuiudsndsll

4. \n3aaiioATuuaznnsnsIREBUAMININ

5UUU CHIANGKHAN MODEL 5 a9dUsgnauntunisasiadevaiunsudaionlae
AMsanad 5 v1u (I0C 1ady 0.89, W&y 0.84-0.95) 1A3 osilaUszifiu Finnegan Neonatal
Abstinence Scoring System A1 Inter-rater Reliability r=0.82-0.94 LUUAOUNINAULAUIZEAL
Audulule wazauieneladian Cronbach's Alpha 01=0.89-0.93 H1unael 0=0.70 natu
(Nunnally & Bernstein, 1994)

5. M3ATIEdaya

AATIENYayalgaUsunanIelusungy IBM SPSS Statistics version 26.0 TWafifiganssasun
WazAD ALY YUY oA Chi-square Test, Fisher's Exact Test, Independent t-test uag Binary
Logistic Regression Tnsaruaufaulsniu (21ga1n1 51618 S1uuassdinassd vdaansianin)
$18471 Odds Ratio wientsanuidesufesas 95 vurndninasaey Cohen's d uag Cramer's V
Svuntieddneadai 01=0.05 Fuius Sensitivity Analysis 3 sUwuU (Base/Adjusted/Stringent
Model) dmsunmmaaevauufgiunateiudsniauiu §33eliusu1 Multiple Testing Correction
d1m3u Primary Outcomes Aifvualidamth suuuufoRves EMA (2017) uag ICH E9 usisnany
Multiple Testing Correction lu Secondary Outcomes Wuran1siimsginanly Section 5.7

6. 3853TUNNTIE TNy L

n15338lAsUandRaINAnENITUNITITUsTIUNMTITEluLYwE drdnnuaisisuguiminiaeg
\afl ECLOEI 034/2566 astufl 25 nsngiem 2566 naumaassyniasusluenansliaudusey
(Informed Consent) dwiutayangudeundslasuniseniiuninudueey (Waiver of Consent)

WesndunslideyanfegiannyssifeunaensiauszdegUaeuds (De-identified Data)
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NAN133Y
1. nan1iAsesiaaunnsaliaznsWRIUIIULUY (S8l 1-2)
myieswiteyadeunds Tauusean 2564-2566 wundasamssAildansumuennniiy 54 51
90 1,427 518 (Govaz 3.78) fuwltufintuetsiifodday (p for trend=0.023) NTILLTIRUAIN
(n=37) AuUnU 4 UszLaunan Loun
1) gUassANsintauinisanAnundINsgnansagaiiuad (Segag 80)
2) geasluszuumsguaiivianalnidensesyvineddnenanfauazununiinasss
3) ANUABINIINTATUAYULUUDIATIY
4) Anen1mves oau. TuNMIAUNIGIN
159U CHIANGKHAN MODEL hg3ukuu 5 aedusenay NUNTATINEDUATTIATIA ] oV
(I0C 1@ 0.89, e 0.84-0.95) A (C) MerumBsgnlurnuuriuaietne oau. (H) nsehnassd
LLUU@ﬂﬁsm‘ﬁlgsmﬁmi Motivational Interviewing, CBT wagszuu Case Manager (1) N130) LATZI AR
WUUYIINNIAIE Finnegan Scoring (A) miﬁmmwé’maamL%qqﬂﬁﬁ’mima Case Manager 521AU
aaul. waz (N) N15YINNILATETILHIUANENTIUNTS Case Conference S84AoU
2. audnwnEugIUvaINguIDENs
namaiieuifisunndnuasfugiussninangudounds (n=54) wagngunnass (n=35) N
faaesnguiinndnuarliwnisiuagsiifddymeadflunndiu (p>0.05) sniueigassfiade
ﬁlL%T'whﬂﬂisﬁsuama:wmamLéaﬂdwadwqﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁty (11.4+3.2 U9t Wigunu 16.2+4.8 dUa9;
p<0.001) Fadunannesduszney C vosguiuy wandumstei 1 il

M13197 1 WSsuieuaudnuaiugIureIngudouraiuaznaunaaes

ARIANYE ngudounds (n=54)  ngunAass (n=35)  p-value
ogld (ﬂ; x_iSD) 24.6+6.2 25.1+5.8 0.697
AsIALIN (Sovaz) 38.89 42.86 0.712
57819 <10,000 UW/ReU (Faeaz) 72.22 65.71 0.514
msanw <u.dane (Sevaz) 61.11 54.29 0.523
Tondndundn (Sosay) 81.48 77.14 0.623
9as >2 wia (5o8a2) 25.93 20.00 0.526
GA BurnATSs @EUAH; x+SD) 16.2+4.8 11.4+3.2 <0.001*

WEk9g: *p<0.05; GA = Gestational Age

3. HAAWSAIUGVAINUITA

HAMIUTUMEURAANEAUEUNINENTAN WUINALVARRIENASNSANINGLE ouma see 18l TadAry
yIEdRluYNAT IR (p<0.05) msHInAssfAmAITNINSeray 48.15 1Tu 77.14 (OR=3.63; 95%
Cl: 1.40-9.42; p=0.005) S1urupswrhinassfnasiintu 1.9 ade fuwndnswaseiulng (d=1.21;
p<0.001) uardnsnsldarsianfnneiiotanataindosay 44.44 wde 14.29 (OR=0.21; 95% Cl:
0.07-0.61; p=0.002) uanslunsef 2 fsif
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4' ~ = v e v ] o %
M1919N 2 L‘LJSEJ‘UL‘VlEJUNaaWﬁmuqlemW:uﬁmﬂ@ULLaz%a\‘lmﬂ%g‘ULLUU

Fa%5n eu(n=54) #da(n=35)  OR/MD (95% CI)  p-value
HnAssARMNIN (Sogaz) 48.15 77.14 OR=3.63 (1.40-9.42) 0.005*
Hnassa <12 dUavi (Sewaz) 37.04 6286  OR=2.89 (1.19-7.02)  0.012*
A1nAsss »5 a%e (Zevay) 59.26 8571  OR=4.22(1.42-1252)  0.004*
Sruuads ANC (x+SD) 4.2+1.8 6.1+1.3  MD=1.9 (1.20-2.60) <0.001*

d=1.21 (lngy)
Tasianfnsioiiior Govaz) 44.44 1429  OR=0.21(0.07-0.61)  0.002*

Ve Yg: *p<0.05; OR=0dds Ratio; MD=Mean Difference; d=Cohen's d

4. HAAWSATUFUA NN

v

¢ v 1 I 1 a Y 1Y 1 1
e Wﬁﬂ’]uﬁ“ﬂﬂWWV]’]iﬂLLUﬂLUu 2 @79U AT 3 LEAIRILUIINUTELAN NUIMNGHUNNE D

} 4

fdnsirasanaumruaseyas 20.00 ANiINaudoundniisesay 42.59 egiddeddynivana
(OR=0.34; 95% Cl: 0.13-0.90; p=0.021) §n319113501U%1NAINT1 2,500 NTU anNasINsoeay 51.85
wiaesouag 28.57 (OR=0.37; p=0.027) &m5uguiin1sal NAS anasanseuas 35.19 wdesosay

17.14 wadshifssyaudodidgneadalunsinsiest univariate (p=0.056) Fsonatdunaaingiua

Asnaaaullifisane (Power=0.78) wandlum1snan 3 fad

a (Y4 o LY
M990 3 NAANINTUGUNINNIIN: ALUTIAUTZLOAN

e daunas  naasg
NIYIN OR (95% ClI) p-value Cramér's V
(n=54) (n=35)
ARDANBUNUA (SoEaY) 4259  20.00 0.34(0.13-0.90) 0.021* 0.23
drutusniin <2,500 g ($owaz) 51.85 2857 0.37(0.15-0.92) 0.027* 0.23
guRAnI3al NAS (Fawaz) 3519  17.14  0.38(0.13-1.04) 0.056t 0.19

NUENe): *p<0.05; tp=0.056 (marginally significant); OR<1.0= adedoviy; A7 Cl vag NAS

AR Fisher's Exact Test

Y

muUsdeatiios nud1 msnnguneassiinaansanitlunndidin (p<0.05) Ymdnusniiniaie
43n91 329 n3u (d=0.68) AvwUY Finnegan anavegaiileddyn1nadin 91n 8.47 Uu 5.83 Azuuu

(d=0.97 szaulung) lnsmdvinitnuanisiieivite (> 8) dwalwiuusulssweiuiaanas 3.1 Tu

a

(d=0.81) kazAITNEINYIVIAEAAY 17,340 UMMABI1Y (d=0.72) 1a85IUYUINBNT NavaImbUs

solleas 7 MiinegluszAuuunansdalng (d=0.52-0.97) wandlumsned 4 fsil
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A13199 4 HATNSAIUFUAINNITN: FauUssiaLile

oz ngudounds  ngunaaeg
NIYIN _ _ MD (95% CI); d p-value
(x+£SD; n=54) (x+SD; n=35)

GA iflonaen FUnW)  36.8+2.4 38.2+1.6 1.4 (0.50-2.30)d=0.69 0.003*
dninusniin (05 2,456+548 2,785+412 329 (113-545)d=0.68 0.003*
Apgar score 1 W1 7.3+1.8 8.1+1.2 0.8 (0.14-1.46)d=0.52 0.018*
Apgar score 5 U 8.6+1.3 9.2+0.8 0.6 (0.13-1.07)d=0.56 0.012*
Finnegan score 8.47+3.21 5.83+2.15 -2.64 (-4.80, -0.48)d=0.97 (Ing))  0.018*
Juueulsaneruia (Ju) 8.3+4.6 5.2+2.8 -3.1(-4.96, -1.24)d=0.81 (lng))  0.001*

ASNYINEIUTE (U)  45,680+18,250  28,340+12,430  -17,340 (-25,120, -9,560)d=0.72  0.002*
WIEkYg: *p<0.05; d=Cohen’s d (0.20=1&n, 0.50=U11naN, >0.80=lygy)); MD=Mean Difference

5. Uadgvinungnaans: Binary Logistic Regression

HAN1TILATIZN Binary Logistic Regression d@1%§UN13ARDANDUMUUALAAIAIULUNZEUAY
U83a (Hosmer-Lemeshow X?=5.82, p=0.668) a5ureauuuUsusiulaiesay 25.3 (Nagelkerke
R?=0.253) %wu11 CHIANGKHAN MODEL anleniamaenneurinuniesay 71 (Adj.OR=0.29; 95% Cl:
0.10-0.80; p=0.017) dwmivann13vi1ue NAS (Hosmer-Lemeshow X2=4.15, p=0.762; Nagelkerke
R2=0.312) JUskuuanlen1aniIsiin NAS Jeeay 66 (Adj.OR=0.34; 95% Cl: 0.12-0.97; p=0.044)
fuduin CHIANGKHAN MODEL uiladeteafudaszusimuauiiulsniuud wandunsed 5 il

A19197 5 Wan153LATI¥I Binary Logistic Regression Uadavinungnisaasnanauninug (Vi) wag

A% NAS (@149)

fauds B Adj.OR 95% Cl Wald  p-value
CHIANGKHAN MODEL -1.24 0.29 0.10-0.80 5.69 0.017*
Tanseaileaszninemssd 1.18 3.25 1.27-8.33 6.07 0.014%
N1nASIs =5 ASq -0.94 0.39 0.16-0.95 4.27 0.039*
91811507 0.03 1.03 0.95-1.12 0.49 0.482

fauds B Adj.OR 95% Cl Wald  p-value
CHIANGKHAN MODEL -1.08 0.34 0.12-0.97 4.05 0.044*
Tanssailedlnsuna 3 1.62 5.05 1.79-14.24 9.47 0.002*
s79la <10,000 UM 0.68 1.97 0.72-5.41 1.73 0.189

VUM *p<0.05; AUANFIMUTNIU: 8181151 T18l0 UATHINATIA Yllnansiandn
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6. wan1sussIliugUuuy

AnuwnzaNvesgUuuUagluseiuindian (x=4.23, 5.0.=0.48) fifiaenndasiuulouiy
finzuuuasgn (x=4.42) anudululdegluseduin (x=4.18, 5.0.=0.53) IANsaUaYUIINKUIAT
fnzuuugsgn (x=4.38) lilauunna1eseninngud Ussidy (F=0.42, p=0.738) Avuiianela
Tnesweglussduunitgn (x=4.35, 5.0.20.52) neundasansssifimnufisnelagaan (x=4.52) agviou
nsquaiiugihodugudnans

7. NM53A31%% Multiple Testing Correction

desnmsfnwiveaeusudsuadng 12 fudswdontu Taflnnudswoniurainindou
UszLandl 1 (Type | Error) 39839 NTuN15IATI8Y Multiple Testing Correction Hudrunilaves

NANTSIVENAN AILARIlUANSIN 5

A1919% 5 Nan153LATIZY Multiple Testing Correction dSURILUIHAANS 12 s

AAUUITNATNS p- d1fu  Bonferroni BH- BuLnaea U0

value (Rank) 0=0.004 FDRqg=0.05 (BH)

$1uaunds ANC <0.001 1 WU 0.004 WU Primary outcome
avuayu

HINASIARMAIN 0.002 2 i 0.008 HY

TWanseewios 0.002 3 N 0.013 WY

1nAssd =5 A% 0.004 4 N 0.017 B

Fuusulsanegrua 0.001 5 WU 0.021 N

ANSNYINEIUNG 0.002 6 WU 0.025 NI

Yhoinusniin (9) 0.003 7 WU 0.029 WU

GA ionaen 0.003 8 WU 0.033 NI

AADANDUAINUN 0.021 9 laieinu 0.038 WU Primary outcome
#u BH-FDR

tNASIA <12 danii 0.012 10 Talu 0.042 AR

Finnegan score 0.018 11 Taiu 0.046 B

guRAnI0l NAS 0.056 12 a1y 0.050 a1y Tylrursaedis;
Power 0.78

Viagwe): Bonferroni threshold 0l=0.004 (0/12); BH-FDR threshold = (rank/12)x0.05; = H1unau;

=laitinusnouan

HANTTIATIELANTI 0135 Bonferroni correction (01=0.004) adusinfian & 7 910 12
fuls (Fovag 58.3) Ndnsiited1Any VueNIs Benjamini-Hochberg False Discovery Rate (BH-
FDR; g=0.05) Fatss1zaunind s uinusidannuduiusiuniane15a3sinen (Perneger, 1998;

1Y

Armstrong, 2014) i 11 910 12 faus (Gesaz 91.7) Aidsmsdidodfny Inedivilesgufinisal NAS
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[

wihiluildeunainiaeis Gaenndediunisial p=0.056 agwiloinueidndu Han13ATIEN
Ing5ududuinuseansnavesguiuy CHIANGKHAN MODEL da11uunsenugs (high robustness)
wagluiléiunaann Type | Error §Adeidonlaiusuadmsu Primary Outcomes fifnunliaamiin

(Mseaanaufivun wag NAS) suuuIujuRves EMA (2017) wag ICH E9

nsaAUsIgNa

1. FrugenunsaiuagsUuuuiiianntu Saswidwinsaiildamsumuenniluiud Gosas
3.78) ganiiAadsvesUszing ($ovay 2.5-3.0) uaziuwiltiuiintu (p for trend=0.023) donAdos
flus189I UNODC (2024) n15Weiun CHIANGKHAN MODEL H1unszuaunis R&D ag1aluszuy
A1 10C 108y 0.89 dxviouAunsIduiomsesus (Polit & Beck, 2017) ALAUVDITULUUABNIT
Uﬂ'ﬁa‘!’m’l‘JLLmﬁm Health Promotion Model, Integrated Care Wag Harm Reduction AT8UARUNT
@LLaé"fqLwiizazﬂ'auﬂaamuﬁmé’maama&hﬂ%aEm'a

2. frumadwsaun s Snsinasifamua NI uInSesar 48.15 U 77.14 (OR=3.63,
p=0.005) 83U1897n 3 naln ldud msdumiBsgniinunguidsaiiu asnedoatunisfinuiinuis
TUsunsudegniindnsuhnassananimle 2-4 i (Smid et al., 2019) 53UV Case Manager Ml
Sauediinasssann 4.2 0w 6.1 a%a (d=1.21) deandosiu Meta-analysis vae Milligan et al.
(2010) wazussuNALIANTIAIUNEN Harm Reduction @enAdedfiu Stone (2015) 8n31ldans
seiflosanainfevay 44.44 19y 14.29 (OR=0.21, p=0.002) Faudurasrnnsysanns Mi uag CBT
TndvAesriu Jones et al. (2020)

3. AIUNAENSFUNIMNIIN SRTIAReAneufmunanaIndosas 42.59 u 20.00 (OR=0.34,
p=0.021; NNT=4.4) mangarariinisguandeisassiniusuuuuyn 4-5 910 axlastunsnaenieou
fvuale 1 519 Binary Logistic Regression guduidudadedesiudasy (Adj.OR=0.29, p=0.017)

[

nalnd1AgyAenisannsldaisdsann1ig vasoconstriction fasn (Sankaran et al., 2022) @onAany

3

Au lndu inwudug (2568) Alsanerunadanauas vminusniaiutueds 329 ndu (d=0.68,
p=0.003) Adsd1AYNIIAATN Lﬁmmﬂnﬂ 100 nfufiivduduiusiunsansasinensniosas
5-10 (Wilcox, 2001) Naé’ws‘ﬁimm@iuﬁqmﬁaﬂmmu Finnegan amann 8.47 1Ju 5.83 (d=0.97)
Anadefiansninaminisliention (>8) thludnsantuueu 3.1 Ju (d=0.81) wazmsne 17,340

UINABIIY d@0AARBINUNANGIUALATIZVAIdAVEY Wouldes and Lester (2023) dwmsugdiinisal
NAS fiFin p=0.056 agjﬁmaumﬁf&ﬁﬁm gl Binary Logistic Regression SUSUAMNEUNUSNUNAS
AIUANAILUINIU (Adj.OR=0.34, 95% Cl: 0.12-0.97, p=0.044) UAAITAAIIUAILAIUTEIATE I
Post-hoc Power Analysis ATUIMAIAIAY 0.78 Y3 madnidunasiinaingiuianismedeu

Tleaneninninluiinaass n1531AT189 Multiple Testing Correction f28 BH-FDR 818131
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Y

UszavSravesgunuuiimiuunssgs Tag 11 910 12 fuds Gevag 91.7) druinausi nsdl Bonferroni
correction flifis 7 fuussunusitu Wuwne S dunafuludmiususiiianudutus s
NINETE3TING (Perneger, 1998) 3 BH-FOR 3eimnumanyaunitluuuni

4. Frupmumnzauazmaidonlomnul anumnzausEiuIInTign (=4.23) anululy
seuIn (x=4.18) ynaudussifiulaiunndnedy (F=0.42, p=0.738) muitswelasziivaniian
(x=4.35) nissnsaifemalagean (x=a.52) Aoy Patient-Centered Care Wa3duatuayungw
17?& 3 LUIAA AB Health Promotion Model w84 Pender, Integrated Care U89 WHO 1La¥33935 PDSA

5. fedninvesnsise nMseenuuuAmaaesitld Historical Control @1aiAin Historical Bias
113919 Randomization viMblaianunsagudiu Causal Inference leiaghadinuin §3deldrin duus
fu' aaeateunaL sunAnguiiegsrouitndn (n=89) enadswalieruranismaaeyliiifiane
dmsuiuusuned External Validity $1dniameuiunlsmenuagueuiiufiviowny fnniuuaifios
6 dUavindirasn §eliATOUARUNANTENUILEZENINONAIUINITNITN KATNITILATISHAUYU-
Usvavsradiliauysel esandslalldmunsumumssiiiuguuuy (W Aeusy Ameuunu Case

Manager fndan) agraluszuy

=
dguNanIsANE
= Taw & A W v A
nsAnuTIngUszasriomu naaadly wazUseidiuguwuy CHIANGKHAN MODEL Tuns
AANANIENURBNIINIININIATITasnkamaTu lsameuialesnu Sminees asunalanall
= ¢ ) A o &l v N v a Y o X a
nsanwanunsailynmudnsvageasassanldumuennaniuiesay 3.78 Juwilduiiuau lngdl
glassad1AyAonIungInsIuIUkazyeednelussuun1sgua JULUY CHIANGKHAN MODEL 5
24AU52n0U (C-H-1-A-N) Tasun1sWaiuiog 190 Us 2 UULAZHNIUNITATIVADUAINNA T 9011 991
(10C=0.89) 3UkUUTUSEANBHATIATUNNTALAEMTNAEVUIABVEHAUUNAsAINe) (d=0.52-0.97)
Binary Logistic Regression fuduindudadedosiudase uay Multiple Testing Correction B
ANULNTIVBINASNS (Sovaz 91.7 #Whu BH-FDR) nan1sussiiusuanuwnzay anuduldls way
Aanuianalaegluszauundulunniu anufgiunisidens 3 Jelasunisaduauuainuangiu

v L3

ReUSEINY

darauauug

1. nheuimsguaminhzuuuulultesinassgaanissensdl (Case Manager) law1znis
Wawdnenmyaanslumaia Motivational Interviewing kag Finnegan Scoring System lagdn
susInumuagweslaz 2 A% afaTedisguruidegnuas MOU sewineiisdnu uasWam

syuutudindeyadidnvselinduuuysannis
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2. AsANUTEANEHAYRIULUUME Randomized Controlled Trial %138 Multi-center Study
Wl fiANNATIMEUDNYBINANTIE

3. mMINAFDU External Validation wesguuuululssnenuiagumuduusiinlusifuunlndides
i lsmgunadoses sunodeses Smindesy waglsmeniadanig Smindanm Feldnuny
Hufieunu-wiilos uasdymenanfinadrendeiu nsAnudind1iazdisfusu Generalizability
vosguuuulusziugiinia

4. MIANAIUNATEEZET 2-5 U ATOUARNIAILINITVRIMITNLAZENTININa UL LTaTIanfn
10381501

5. MTIATIZRUYU-UsESHa (Cost-Effectiveness Analysis) aenaiduszuy saudissuyunis
adusiuuIgufiguiunisguaniuuni

6. asvenensinuiludingundassasasildannaninudndu wu dyw wiensldans
nangyaTINn

7. MTALNIEUY mHealth dmiunisAnauguanazlidiusnwimslng ietfiunisdnis
vimsluitudivinslna

8. ARl Mediation Analysis iedudunalnideanmsvessuuuuitesdusenaulaiunum

AnANTINUITENA

A9 UAMNB1UIENTIT N UIAWIAIY dTnNUAIEITMAvEINRIT e d1tnanu
assuaviminias gusnandiuazifernamnvinu fuanivdnlsmerunadeniy Wi
sw.an. Y oranasinsasisaguUszdmgtiu Medetennandiu wasvdeianssindon

ATRUATINYINUTLIAINT I aluN1TITY

LANE1581984

Indu inwwdus. (2568). Havasmaianasunienmnivlundessinsisasssidmadanisaaon
wazfnusniin. 2758755990 75unnduazaIsIsagy LAguaINid 3, 22(2), 152-161.
https://doi.org/10.14456/r3medph;j.2025.16

5050l Ine3u, audnd nseaynses, wagn1aun anawies. (2567). JULUUNIALANISNLINAATIN
wnsaildansiemdalulsmeualefid Swiadanw. 275599015W8 7098480 I59UATIA I
, 42(2), 88-97.

ANAYS 47, (2567). MawmLIUUNIaandasnsssAlFa sl iamesysal

2158737157505 YAIANT, 54(3), 312-325.
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