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ABSTRACT: Hypertension is a major contributor to heart failure and requires effective treatment to prevent clinical 
deterioration. Combination therapy with an ACE inhibitor and a diuretic is commonly used to control blood pressure 
and reduce congestive symptoms; however, renal function and quality of life need to be monitored. This study aimed 
to evaluate changes in renal function, describe quality of life, and analyze the relationship between renal function 
changes and quality of life in hypertensive patients with heart failure receiving ACE inhibitor and diuretic 
combination therapy. This observational study used retrospective and cross-sectional approaches. A total of 65 
outpatients at Tasikmalaya City Heart Hospital from January to March 2026 were selected using total sampling. Renal 
function data, including urea, creatinine, and eGFR, were obtained from medical records, while quality of life was 
assessed using the Minnesota Living with Heart Failure Questionnaire (MLHFQ). The Wilcoxon test showed 
significant changes in renal function after therapy, indicated by increased creatinine and urea levels and decreased 
eGFR, with p<0.05. Most patients had moderate quality of life, accounting for 60 patients (92%). Correlation analysis 
showed no significant relationship between changes in creatinine, urea, or eGFR and quality of life. This study 
indicates that ACE inhibitor and diuretic combination therapy is associated with renal function changes, but these 
changes are not significantly related to patients’ quality of life.  

KEYWORDS: ACE inhibitors; diuretics; kidney function; heart failure; quality of life. 

▪​ INTRODUCTION 

Hypertension continues to impose a substantial global health burden and remains a major cause of 
cardiovascular morbidity and mortality. According to the World Health Organization (2025), approximately 
1.28 billion adults aged 30–79 years are affected by hypertension, and most cases remain undiagnosed or 
inadequately controlled [1]. This condition is of particular concern because hypertension often does not 
present with specific symptoms and is therefore known as a silent killer. Nevertheless, it can cause damage 
to target organs including the heart, brain, blood vessels, and kidneys [2]. Hypertension also contributes to 
more than 10.4 million deaths annually worldwide, making blood pressure control an essential strategy for 
preventing cardiovascular complications [3]. 

Heart failure represents one of the most serious consequences of long-standing hypertension. 
Persistently elevated blood pressure increases the workload placed on the heart, which may induce left 
ventricular hypertrophy, myocardial structural and functional remodeling, and impaired cardiac contractility 
[4], [5]. Hypertension approximately doubles the risk of heart failure in men and triples it in women, 
accounting for an estimated 39% and 59% of cases, respectively [6]. Approximately 64 million people 
worldwide are affected by heart failure, while in Indonesia, a history of hypertension is present in about 36% 
of heart failure cases and constitutes a major risk factor [7], [8]. 

Pharmacological therapy is essential for the effective management of patients with hypertension and 
heart failure, particularly in controlling blood pressure, reducing fluid accumulation, improving congestive 
symptoms, and maintaining hemodynamic stability. A regimen combining an angiotensin-converting 
enzyme inhibitor (ACE inhibitor) with a diuretic is commonly used to treat patients with hypertension and 
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heart failure, as it is considered effective in lowering blood pressure, improving congestive symptoms, and 
reducing the risk of recurrent hospitalization due to cardiac decompensation [9]. ACE inhibitors block the 
conversion of angiotensin I to angiotensin II, thereby decreasing vasoconstriction and cardiac workload. 
Diuretics complement these effects by reducing fluid retention, edema, and dyspnea in patients with heart 
failure [10], [11]. 

Despite their clinical benefits, the combined use of ACE inhibitors and diuretics still requires safety 
monitoring, particularly with regard to renal function. ACE inhibitors may affect renal hemodynamics by 
reducing intraglomerular pressure and renal perfusion, whereas diuretics can decrease effective circulating 
volume, which may consequently decrease renal blood flow and glomerular filtration rate [12]. These 
changes may be reflected in increased blood urea and creatinine levels and decreased estimated glomerular 
filtration rate (eGFR). Consequently, renal function assessment is an essential component of therapeutic 
monitoring, particularly for patients at risk of renal impairment or those receiving long-term ACE 
inhibitor–diuretic therapy. 

In addition to clinical and laboratory parameters, quality of life represents an important outcome in 
assessing therapeutic success among patients with heart failure. The World Health Organization describes 
quality of life as an individual’s perception of their position in life within the context of their culture and 
value systems and in relation to their goals, expectations, standards, and concerns [13]. In patients with heart 
failure, quality of life may be adversely affected by restricted physical activity, persistent fatigue, dyspnea, 
anxiety, and difficulty performing daily activities. Disease-specific instruments used to evaluate this outcome 
include the Kansas City Cardiomyopathy Questionnaire and the Minnesota Living with Heart Failure 
Questionnaire (MLHFQ) [14]. 

Evidence regarding the effects of combined ACE inhibitor and diuretic therapy on renal function and 
QoL in patients with hypertension and HF remains limited, especially in Southeast Asian populations and 
the Indonesian setting. Although previous studies have indicated that ACE inhibitors may alleviate clinical 
symptoms in patients with HF, renal responses differ among individuals, and most of the available evidence 
has been generated in Western populations [15]. Hypertension continues to impose a substantial public 
health burden in Tasikmalaya City, where an estimated 215,661 cases were recorded in 2023. Nevertheless, 
local evidence systematically examining the effects of combined ACE inhibitor and diuretic therapy on renal 
function and QoL in patients with coexisting hypertension and HF remains unavailable [16]. To address this 
evidence gap, the present study examined changes in renal function and QoL in patients with hypertension 
and HF and assessed the association between changes in renal function and patients’ quality of life. 

▪​ MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Research design and location 

This observational study employed a retrospective cross-sectional design and was conducted at 
Tasikmalaya City Heart Hospital, Indonesia, from January to March 2026. A retrospective approach was used 
to evaluate changes in renal function based on patients’ medical records before and after receiving 
combination therapy with an ACE inhibitor and a diuretic. A cross-sectional approach was used to assess 
patients’ QoL at the time of data collection. 

Population and sample 

The study included outpatients at Tasikmalaya City Heart Hospital with hypertension and heart failure 
who were receiving an angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor (ACE inhibitor) plus a diuretic. Total 
sampling was used to enroll all eligible patients aged ≥18 years who had complete blood urea, serum 
creatinine, and estimated glomerular filtration rate (eGFR) data, provided informed consent, and had 
undergone outpatient treatment for at least two months. Patients who did not meet any of these criteria were 
excluded, resulting in a final sample of 65 participants. 
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Quality-of-life assessment 

After providing written informed consent, patients completed the Indonesian version of the Minnesota 
Living with Heart Failure Questionnaire (MLHFQ) in an interview. The instrument measures the impact of 
heart failure during the previous month using items scored from 0 - 5, with higher scores reflecting a greater 
impact of heart failure and poorer quality of life. The total MLHFQ scores were categorized as good (0–24), 
moderate (25–60), or poor (>60). The Indonesian version of the MLHFQ has been reported to demonstrate 
good validity and reliability among patients with chronic heart failure in Indonesia.  

Data collection and renal function assessment 

Data collection was conducted from January to March 2026 by reviewing patients’ medical records. 
Medical records from the 2025–2026 period were retrospectively reviewed to identify patients who met the 
eligibility criteria. The pre-treatment renal function measurement was defined as the most recent complete 
assessment of blood urea, serum creatinine, and eGFR documented before initiation of ACE 
inhibitor–diuretic therapy. eGFR values were obtained directly from the patients’ medical records as reported 
by the hospital laboratory. The post-treatment measurement was defined as the subsequent complete renal 
function assessment documented after initiation of the therapy. The pre-treatment and post-treatment values 
were compared to assess changes in renal function. After patients were identified as eligible based on the 
retrospective medical record review, quality of life was assessed once during the study period using the 
Indonesian version of the Minnesota Living with Heart Failure Questionnaire (MLHFQ).  

Statistical analysis 

Analyses were performed using IBM SPSS Statistics. Descriptive statistics summarized patient, 
treatment, renal function, and quality-of-life data, with categorical variables reported as frequencies and 
percentages. Because the Shapiro–Wilk test indicated non-normal renal function changes, pre- and 
post-treatment blood urea, serum creatinine, and eGFR were compared using the Wilcoxon signed-rank test. 
Spearman’s rank correlation assessed the associations with quality of life, with p<0.05 considered significant. 

Ethical considerations 

Ethical approval was obtained from the Health Research Ethics Committee of BTH University, 
Tasikmalaya (approval No. 112-01/E.01/KEPK-BTH/IV/2026). Patient information was handled 
confidentially and use exclusively for research purposes. Before participating in the quality-of-life 
assessment, each patient provided a written informed consent. 

 

▪​ RESULTS  

Patient characteristics 

A total of 65 patients with hypertension and heart failure who received combination therapy with an 
ACE inhibitor and a diuretic met the study eligibility criteria. Most patients were male, comprising 35 
patients (53.8%). Patients older than 60 years constituted the largest age group, with 32 patients (49%), 
followed by those aged 41–60 years, with 30 patients (46%). The complete patient characteristics are 
presented in Table 1. 
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Table 1. Characteristics of patients with hypertension and heart failure. 

Characteristics Category Frequency (n=65) Percentage (%) 
Sex Male 35 53.8 
 Female 30 46.2 
Age group 18–40 years 3 4.6 
 41–60 years 30 46.2 
 >60 years 32 49.2 
Occupation Retired 1 1.5 
 Civil servant/military/police 3 4.6 
 Entrepreneur 2 3.1 
 Trader 27 41.5 
 Private employee 6 9.2 
 Laborer 2 3.1 
 Housewife 21 32.3 
 Unemployed 3 4.6 
Education Elementary school 26 40.0 
 Junior high school 17 26.2 
 Senior/vocational high school 18 27.7 
 Bachelor’s degree 4 6.2 
Smoking history Yes 33 50.8 
 No 32 49.2 

Combination therapy utilization profile 

The predominant treatment regimen combined an ACE inhibitor with an aldosterone antagonist 
diuretic and was prescribed to 31 patients (48%). An additional 25 patients (38%) received an ACE inhibitor 
aldosterone antagonist, and loop diuretic. The distribution of combination therapy use is show in Table 2. 

Table 2. Distribution of combination therapy use. 

Therapy regimen Frequency 
(n=65) 

Percentage 
(%) 

ACE inhibitor + thiazide diuretic 1 1.5 
ACE inhibitor + loop diuretic 7 10.8 
ACE inhibitor + aldosterone antagonist diuretic 31 47.7 
ACE inhibitor + aldosterone antagonist diuretic + loop diuretic 25 38.5 
ACE inhibitor + aldosterone antagonist diuretic + loop diuretic + 
thiazide diuretic 

1 1.5 

Renal function 

Changes in renal function parameters 

Following combination therapy with an ACE inhibitor and a diuretic, serum creatinine levels increased 
in 43 patients (66.2%), while 22 patients (33.8%) showed a decrease. Blood urea levels increased in 49 patients 
(75.4%) and decreased in 16 patients (24.6%). For eGFR, 17 patients (26.2%) showed an increase, 43 patients 
(66.2%) showed a decrease, and 5 patients (7.7%) showed no change. 

The Shapiro–Wilk test indicated that the changes in serum creatinine, blood urea, and eGFR were not 
normally distributed (all p<0.001). Therefore, differences in renal function parameters before and after 
therapy were evaluated using the Wilcoxon signed-rank test. Serum creatinine levels showed a significant 
difference (p=0.002), blood urea (p<0.001), and eGFR (p=0.002). The findings are presented in Table 3. 
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Table 3. Changes in renal function parameters following combination therapy. 

Renal function 
parameter 

Pre-treatment, 
Median (IQR) 

Post-treatm
ent, 

Median 
(IQR) 

Increased, 
n (%) 

Decreased, 
n (%) 

Unchanged, 
n (%) 

p-value 

Serum 
creatinine 
(mg/dL) 

1.02 
(0.77–1.15) 

0.99 
(0.82–1.23) 

43 (66.2) 22 (33.8) 0 (0.0) 0.002 

Urea (mg/dL) 24.6 
(19.3–38.4) 

29.4 
(23.3–40.7) 

49 (75.4) 16 (24.6) 0 (0.0) <0.001 

eGFR 
(mL/min/1.73 
m²) 

76 (65–95) 75 (63–90) 17 (26.2) 43 (66.2) 5 (7.7) 0.002 

Note: Data are presented as median (interquartile range [IQR]) and number (percentage). Comparisons between 
pre-treatment and post-treatment values were performed using the Wilcoxon signed-rank test. A p-value <0.05 was 
considered statistically significant. 

Patient quality of life 

MLHFQ scores classified 60 patients (92%) as having moderate QoL, four (6%) as having good QoL, 
and one (2%) as having poor QoL. The distribution of patients’ quality-of-life categories is presented in Table 
4.   

Table 4. Distribution of patients’ quality of life based on MLHFQ scores. 

Quality-of-life category Frequency (n=65) Percentage (%) 
Good 4 6 
Moderate 60 92 
Poor 1 2 

Note: MLHFQ, Minnesota Living with Heart Failure Questionnaire. 

Association between changes in renal function and quality of life 

Spearman analysis revealed  no significant correlations between MLHFQ scores and changes in 
serum creatinine (r=−0.114; p=0.368), blood urea (r=0.147; p=0.243), or eGFR (r=0.084; p=0.505). All 
correlation coefficients indicated very weak associations between the variable. The results of the 
analysis are presented in Table 5. 

Table 5. Association between changes in renal function and quality of life. 

Variable Correlation coefficient (r) p-value Interpretation 
Change in serum creatinine and 
MLHFQ score 

−0.114 0.368 Not significant 

Change in blood urea and MLHFQ 
score 

0.147 0.243 Not significant 

Change in eGFR and MLHFQ score 0.084 0.505 Not significant 
Note: Data were analyzed using Spearman’s rank correlation. significant p<0.05. 

▪​ DISCUSSION 

The analysis revealed significant changes in renal function following combined ACE inhibitor and 
diuretic therapy, characterized by increased serum creatinine and blood urea levels and a reduced eGFR. 
However, these changes in renal function were not significantly associated with patients’ quality of life. 
These findings suggest that renal function and quality of life represent two distinct outcome dimensions. 
Renal function parameters objectively reflect physiological changes, whereas the MLHFQ assesses the 
impact of heart failure on patients’ quality of life, including the physical, emotional, and social aspects of 
their daily lives. 

The patient characteristics in this study showed that most participants were older than 60 years of age. 
This finding indicates that heart failure is more commonly observed among older adults, consistent with the 
progressively increase prevalence of this condition in this age group [17]. Age-related structural and 
functional cardiovascular changes, increased vascular stiffness, and a higher comorbidity burden may 
collectively increase the risk of heart failure and progressive renal impairment. Furthermore, the modest 
predominance of male participants may indicate that heart failure occurs more frequently in men, although 
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the observed sex differences could also reflect variations in age and the characteristics of the study 
population [18].  

Most patients in this study had low to moderate educational attainment. Educational level plays an 
important role in patients’ ability to understand information about their disease, medication use, symptom 
monitoring, and the importance of treatment adherence. Lower educational attainment is often associated 
with limited comprehension of medical instructions, which may ultimately influence treatment adherence 
and patients’ quality of life [19]. Furthermore, a relatively large proportion of patients in this study had a 
history of smoking. Smoking may impair vascular function, promote oxidative stress, while accelerating 
cardiovascular disease progression, and smokers face a greater risk of heart failure than nonsmokers [20]. 

The most commonly used treatment regimen was the combination of an ACE-inhibitor and an 
aldosterone antagonist diuretic. This prescribing pattern aims to suppress  Renin-Angiotensin-Aldosterone 
System (RAAS) activity while limiting sodium retention and excess fluid accumulation in patients with HF. 
ACE inhibitors reduce angiotensin II formation, thereby decreasing vasoconstriction and fluid retention, 
whereas aldosterone antagonists, such as spironolactone, reduce sodium and water retention. The 
combination of these two drug classes may produce synergistic effects by reducing congestion and 
decreasing cardiac workload [21]. In patients with HF and reduced ejection fraction, aldosterone antagonist 
therapy has demonstrated clinical benefits by reducing morbidity, mortality, and rehospitalization rates [22]. 
Nevertheless, concurrent administration of an ACE-i and an aldosterone antagonist necessitates routine 
monitoring of renal function and electrolyte levels because both agents influence the RAAS. 

The post-treatment rise in Scr and blood urea, together with the reduction in eGFR, may be attributed to 
the hemodynamic effects of ACE inhibitors on glomerular function. ACE inhibitors decrease angiotensin II 
production, which plays an important role in maintaining efferent arteriolar vasoconstriction. Reduced 
angiotensin II levels lead to efferent arteriolar vasodilation, decreased intraglomerular pressure, and a 
subsequent reduction in eGFR [23]. This decline in filtration capacity may result in increased serum 
creatinine and blood urea levels and reduced eGFR. Therefore, an increase in serum creatinine following 
ACE inhibitor therapy does not necessarily indicate structural kidney damage but may instead reflect a 
functional change caused by reduced intraglomerular pressure. 

Concomitant diuretic use may also contribute to changes in renal function. Diuretics promote sodium 
and fluid excretion to relieve congestion; however, excessive diuresis may reduce intravascular volume and 
renal perfusion. The combination of ACE–induced efferent arteriolar vasodilation and diuretic-induced 
reductions in circulating volume may increase the likelihood of decreased eGFR and elevated serum 
creatinine and blood urea levels. These results align with earlier studies showing that ACE inhibitor therapy 
in patients with heart failure may affect serum creatinine and urea levels, both of which are commonly used 
as indicators of renal function [24]. These findings further support the evidence that combination 
antihypertensive therapy may influence renal function through alterations in patients’ hemodynamic status 
[25]. Renal responses to therapy may vary among patients. The kidneys’ ability to maintain the glomerular 
filtration rate may be influenced by age, clinical condition, comorbidities, and hydration status [26]. In 
addition, changes in serum creatinine, blood urea, and eGFR may also be affected by baseline renal function, 
blood pressure, heart failure severity, medication dose and duration, and the intensity of diuresis. 

According to the MLHFQ, most patients were classified as having a moderate quality of life. This 
finding indicates that patients continued to experience limitations in daily activities and emotional 
well-being due to heart failure despite receiving treatment. Heart failure is a chronic, progressive disorder 
commonly characterized by dyspnea, fatigue, edema, sleep disturbances, and restricted physical activity. 
Ongoing symptoms and reduced capacity for physical activity are key contributors to diminished QoL in 
patients with HF [27]. Furthermore, the combined physical and emotional symptom burden is significantly 
associated with higher MLHFQ scores, reflecting poorer QoL among patients [28]. The high proportion of 
patients with moderate quality of life may be attributable to the chronic and progressive course of heart 
failure. Fatigue is commonly experienced by patients with this condition, dyspnea, reduced exercise 
tolerance, sleep disturbances, anxiety, and limitations in daily activities. These symptoms may persist despite 
pharmacological treatment, particularly because disease severity, comorbidities, functional capacity, and 
treatment adherence vary among patients. Heart failure management is intended to relieve symptoms, 
improve functional performance and QoL, and lower the risks of hospitalization and mortality [29], [30]. 
Nevertheless, in clinical practice, patients may continue to experience impaired quality of life despite 
receiving therapy in accordance with established heart failure management principles. 
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The results indicated no statistically significant association between changes in renal function 

parameters and QoL in patients with HTN and HF. Correlation analyses of changes in serum creatinine, 
blood urea, and eGFR yielded coefficients that were all classified as very weak, indicating no direct 
association with MLHFQ scores. These findings do not imply that renal function is clinically unimportant; 
rather, they indicate that laboratory indicators of renal function and patients’ perceived quality of life 
constitute separate dimensions of clinical outcomes. QoL in patients with HF encompasses multiple 
dimensions, as it is shaped by interactions among physical health, functional capacity, symptom burden, 
psychological well-being, and social support. In these patients, quality of life primarily reflects the extent to 
which symptoms, functional limitations, and emotional burden affect their ability to perform daily activities 
[30]. Symptom severity, functional class, activity capacity, and the frequency of hospitalization have also 
been recognized as key determinants of QoL [31]. Psychological factors, particularly anxiety and depression, 
may have a considerable impact on QoL, potentially exceeding the effects of certain clinical parameters [32]. 

Changes in serum creatinine, blood urea, or eGFR remain important for monitoring treatment safety 
and therapeutic response; however, these changes may not necessarily be perceived directly by patients as a 
decline in quality of life, particularly when they are not accompanied by worsening symptoms, increased 
congestion, reduced functional capacity, or hospitalization. In contrast, QoL is more substantially affected by 
underlying conditions that patients experience directly, such as dyspnea, fatigue, activity limitations, and 
their psychological and social well-being [30]. Thus, objective changes in renal function do not always 
correspond directly to patients’ subjective perceptions of their health status. QoL among patients with 
chronic HF is likely influenced by the interplay among disease severity, activity tolerance, comorbidities, 
treatment adherence, psychological well-being, and social support. Therefore, it may not be significantly 
associated with changes in any single laboratory parameter considered in isolation [33]. 

Combination therapy with an ACE inhibitor and a diuretic may produce different clinical responses 
simultaneously. Reduced fluid retention may alleviate dyspnea and edema and improve activity tolerance, 
thereby supporting improvements in patients’ quality of life. Conversely, therapy-induced hemodynamic 
changes may affect serum creatinine, blood urea, and eGFR levels. The concomitant use of ACE-i and 
diuretics has been associated with symptom relief, improved activity tolerance, and reduced hospitalization 
risk among patients with chronic HF [34]. This may explain why changes in renal function are not always 
accompanied by changes in quality of life in the same direction. Therefore, renal function monitoring and 
quality-of-life assessment should be regarded as distinct but complementary components of clinical 
evaluation. Measurements of serum creatinine, blood urea, and eGFR are necessary to assess treatment safety 
and detect physiological changes, whereas quality-of-life assessment is needed to evaluate the effects of the 
disease and its treatment on symptoms, daily activities, and patient well-being. An approach that integrates 
both types of outcomes may provide a more comprehensive understanding of treatment effectiveness and 
safety among patients with coexisting HT and HF. 

 

▪​ CONCLUSION 

Among patients with coexisting hypertension and heart failure, ACE inhibitor–diuretic combination 
therapy was associated with changes in renal function, characterized by increased serum creatinine and 
blood urea levels and decreased eGFR. Most patients were classified as having a moderate quality of life, 
with no significant association observed between quality of life and changes in renal function parameters. 
These findings indicate that renal function changes were observed following therapy, but a direct association 
between renal function changes and quality of life could not be established. Renal function and quality of life 
represent distinct yet complementary clinical outcomes. Therefore, serum creatinine, blood urea, eGFR, and 
quality of life should be considered together when evaluating treatment safety and patient outcomes. 
Further prospective studies with larger cohorts and longer follow-up are needed to evaluate the influence of 
treatment duration, dosage, baseline renal function, heart failure severity, comorbid conditions, and 
psychosocial factors on these outcomes. 

▪​ LIMITATIONS 

This study has several limitations. First, renal function was assessed retrospectively by comparing the 
available pre-treatment and post-treatment measurements, whereas quality of life was assessed once during 
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the study period using the MLHFQ. The dates of the renal function measurements were not recorded; 
therefore, the exact interval between the pre-treatment and post-treatment measurements and between the 
post-treatment renal function assessment and the MLHFQ assessment could not be determined. 
Consequently, the correlation between changes in renal function and MLHFQ scores presented in Table 5 
should be interpreted cautiously, as the two assessments may not represent the same clinical time point. 
Second, the absence of a control group limits the ability to determine whether the observed changes in renal 
function were attributable solely to ACE inhibitor–diuretic therapy. Other factors, including the underlying 
heart failure condition and cardiorenal interactions, may also have contributed to the observed changes. In 
addition, treatment-related factors, including treatment duration, dose, and dose changes, were not available 
as analytical variables in the present study. Other clinical factors, such as hydration status and comorbid 
conditions, were also not analyzed because they were beyond the predefined scope of the study. Therefore, 
their potential influence on changes in renal function could not be separately assessed. Finally, the 
distribution of quality-of-life scores was highly concentrated in the moderate category, with 60 of 65 patients 
(92%) classified as having moderate quality of life. This limited variability in MLHFQ scores may have 
reduced the ability to detect an association between changes in renal function and quality of life. Further 
studies with a larger sample size, a control group, and broader assessment of treatment-related and clinical 
factors are needed to confirm and further explain these findings. 
 

Acknowledgements: - 

Funding: - 

Conflict of interest statement: The authors declare no conflicts of interest. 

REFERENCES   

[1]​ WHO. 2025. Available from: https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/hypertension. cited 2026 Jul 
10. 

[2]​ K. RI, Buku Pedoman Hipertensi di Fasilitas Kesehatan Tingkat Pertama. Jakarta: Kementerian Kesehatan Republik 
Indonesia, 2024. 

[3]​ M. Nurhidayah, A. J. Saleh, and D. W. Astuti, “Asupan Natrium dan Stres sebagai Faktor Risiko Hipertensi pada 
Pasien Rawat Jalan di Puskesmas Talang Jawa,” J. Kesehat. Cendikia Jenius, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 2–7, 2024. 

[4]​ X. Huang, L. Hu, Z. Long, X. Wang, J. Wu, and J. Cai, “Hypertensive Heart Disease: Mechanisms, Diagnosis and 
Treatment,” Rev. Cardiovasc. Med., vol. 25, no. 3, 2024, doi: 10.31083/j.rcm2503093. 

[5]​ M. Susanti, R. Y. Triyana, and Nurwiyeni, “Penyuluhan Dan Sosıalısası Hıpertensı Pada Lansıa Dı Aur Kunıng 
Bukıttınggı Sumatera Barat,” J. Abdimas Saintika, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 25–29, 2023, [Online]. Available: 
https://jurnal.syedzasaintika.ac.id 

[6]​ G. Gallo and C. Savoia, “Hypertension and Heart Failure: From Pathophysiology to Treatment,” Int. J. Mol. Sci., 
vol. 25, no. 12, 2024, doi: 10.3390/ijms25126661. 

[7]​ S. Anita and Indrawati, “Hubungan Kepatuhan Mınum Obat Hıpertensı Dengan Perubahan Tekanan Darah 
Pada Lansıa Dı Posyandu Lansıa,” J. Keperawatan, vol. 1, pp. 52–61, 2024. 

[8]​ B. Shahim, C. J. Kapelios, G. Savarese, and L. H. Lund, “Global Public Health Burden of Heart Failure: An 
Updated Review,” Card. Fail. Rev., vol. 9, no. Icd, 2023, doi: 10.15420/cfr.2023.05. 

[9]​ P. K. Whelton, R. M. Carey, G. Mancia, R. Kreutz, J. D. Bundy, and B. Williams, “Harmonization of the American 
College of Cardiology/American Heart Association and European Society of Cardiology/European Society of 
Hypertension Blood Pressure/Hypertension Guidelines: Comparisons, Reflections, and Recommendations,” 
Circulation, vol. 146, no. 11, pp. 868–877, 2022, doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.121.054602. 

[10]​ M. Jannah, B. Abdul, and M. Syahrul Ningrat, “Pembatasan Caıran Dan Pemberıan Dıuretık Untuk Mengurangı 
Edema Pada Pasıen Acute Decompensated Heart Faılure (ADHF),” Politek. Kesehat. Makassar, vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 
2087–2122, 2024. 

[11]​ Y. Pintaningrum, A. Utamayasa, M. A. Rahman, T. Ontoseno, and K. A. A. P. Pramana, “Peranan ACE-Inhibitor 
pada penyakit jantung bawaan,” Sasambo J. Pharm., vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 69–76, 2023, doi: 10.29303/sjp.v4i2.240. 

[12]​ C. Caiati, R. Arrigoni, A. Stanca, and M. E. Lepera, “Kidney Toxicity of Drugs for the Heart: An Updated 
Perspective,” Metabolites, vol. 15, no. 3, 2025, doi: 10.3390/metabo15030191. 

 
 

https://doi.org/10.35814/jifi.v24i2.2187   
Jurnal Ilmu Kefarmasian Indonesia 2026; 24(2): 384-392 

391 

https://doi.org/10.35814/jifi.v24i2.2187


GALLE
Y PROOF

 

Riyanti et al. 
Jurnal Ilmu Kefarmasian Indonesia 

 Research Article 

 
[13]​ WHO, Quality of Life, 03 ed. English: World Health Organization, 2022. doi: 10.4324/9781003217572-6. 

[14]​ A. M. Gallagher, R. Lucas, and M. R. Cowie, “Assessing health-related quality of life in heart failure patients 
attending an outpatient clinic: a pragmatic approach,” ESC Hear. Fail., vol. 6, pp. 3–9, 2019, doi: 
10.1002/ehf2.12363. 

[15]​ S. D. Solomon et al., “Angiotensin–Neprilysin Inhibition in Heart Failure with Preserved Ejection Fraction,” N. 
Engl. J. Med., vol. 381, no. 17, pp. 1609–1620, 2019, doi: 10.1056/nejmoa1908655. 

[16]​ Dinas Kesehatan Kota Tasikmala, Profil Kesehatan Kota Tasikmalaya 2023 Dinas Kesehatan Kota Tasikmalaya. 2023. 

[17]​ G. Lippi and F. Sanchis-gomar, “Global epidemiology and future trends of heart failure,” AME Med. J., vol. 5, no. 
15, pp. 1–6, 2020, doi: 10.21037/amj.2020.03.03. 

[18]​ K. Kang, Q. Wang, Y. Li, C. Liu, H. Yu, and N. Li, “Global and Chinese perspectives on the growing burden of 
heart failure : trends , gender , and age-related differences ( 1990 – 2021 ) based on GBD 2021 data,” BMC 
Cardiovasc. Disord., vol. 25, no. 510, pp. 1–11, 2025. 

[19]​ L. L. Khuzaima and Sunardi, “Hubungan Tingkat Pendidikan terhadao Kepatuhan Minuman Obat 
Antihipertensi di Puskesmas Sewon II Periode Januari 2021,” AKFARINDO, vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 15–21, 2021. 

[20]​ P. M. C. Simanjuntak, V. F. F. Joseph, and V. G. X. Rooroh, “Hubungan Riwayat Merokok Aktif terhadap Fraksi 
Ejeksi Ventrikel Kiri pada Pasien Gagal Jantung,” e-Clinic, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 143–149, 2026. 

[21]​ I. T. Nursyifa and C. Tarigan, “ACE- inhibitor pada HFrEF dan HFpEF,” Indones. Nurs. J. Educ. Clin., vol. 4, no. 1, 
pp. 13–18, 2024. 

[22]​ D. H. P. Sihombing, N. C. I. Polii, and A. L. Panda, “Penggunaan Mineralocorticoid Receptor Antagonist pada 
Heart Failure Reduced Ejection Fraction,” e-CliniC, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 379–387, 2021. 

[23]​ KDIGO, “KDIGO 2024 Clınıcal Practıce Guıdelıne For The Evaluatıon And Management,” Off. J. Int. Soc. 
Nephrol., vol. 105, no. 4, 2024. 

[24]​ A. Pascayantri, E. Wahyudin, and H. Kasim, “Kajıan Penggunaan Captoprıl Dan Ramıprıl Terhadap Parameter 
Fungsı Gınjal Pada Pasıen CHF,” Maj. Farm. dan Farmakol., vol. 22, no. 3, pp. 73–75, 2018. 

[25]​ E. F. A. Lestari, Susilowati, and O. D. H, “Evaluasi efektivitas antihipertensi pada pasien hipertensi dengan gagal 
ginjal kronis di rawat inap rsud kota madiun,” Duta Pharma J., vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 25–31, 2021. 

[26]​ F. S. Irawan and M. Ludong, “Gambaran fungsi ginjal pada lansia Panti Wreda Salam Sejahtera berdasarkan 
estimated glomerular filtration rate ( eGFR ),” Tarumanagara Med. J., vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 244–251, 2020. 

[27]​ N. Pudiarifanti, Dewa Pramantara, and Z. Ikawati, “Faktor-Faktor Yang Mempengaruhı Kualıtas Hıdup Pasıen 
Gagal Jantung Kronık,” J. Manaj. dan Pelayanan Farm., vol. 5, no. 4, pp. 259–266, 2020. 

[28]​ Y. Made, P. A. L. Berek, M. F. W. . Fouk, C. Anugrahini, C. Saputra, and M. Alimansur, “Gambaran Karakterıstık 
Dan Kualıtas Hıdup Pasıen Gagal Jantung Kongestıf Dı RS X, Atambua,” J. Ilmu Kesehat., vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 
229–237, 2025. 

[29]​ T. A. McDonagh et al., “European Society of Cardiology (ESC) Guidlines for the Diagnosis and Treatment of 
Acute and Chronic Heart Failure,” Eur. Soc. Cardiol., vol. 42, pp. 3599–3726, 2021, doi: 
10.1093/eurheartj/ehab368. 

[30]​ PERKI, Pedomam Tatalaksana penyakit gagal jantung. Indonesia: Perhimpunan Dokter spesialis Kardiovaskular 
(PERKI), 2023. [Online]. Available: http://www.nber.org/papers/w16019 

[31]​ H. Nursita and A. Pratiwi, “Peningkatan Kualitas Hidup pada Pasien Gagal Jantung: A Narrative Review 
Article,” J. Ber. Ilmu Keperawatan, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 10–21, 2020, doi: 10.23917/bik.v13i1.11916. 

[32]​ B. Żółkowska et al., “Clinical and Psychological Factors Associated with Frailty in Patients with Heart Failure,” J. 
Clin. Med., vol. 13, no. 7345, pp. 1–13, 2024, doi: 10.3390/jcm13237345. 

[33]​ D. A. Pratama, S. A. Nasution, M. Muhadi, A. Mansjoer, and I. Alwi, “Jurnal Penyakit Dalam Indonesia 
Faktor-Faktor yang Memengaruhi Kualitas Hidup Pasien Gagal Jantung Kronik Fraksi Ejeksi Terjaga ( HFpEF ) 
Rawat Jalan di RSUPN Dr. Cipto Mangunkusumo,” J. Penyakit Dalam Indones., vol. 11, no. 1, 2024, doi: 
10.7454/jpdi.v11i1.1553. 

[34]​ L. Wu, M. Rodriguez, K. El Hachem, and C. Krittanawong, “Diuretic Treatment in Heart Failure : A Practical 
Guide for Clinicians,” J. Clin. Med., vol. 13, pp. 1–30, 2024, doi: https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm13154470. 

 

 
 

https://doi.org/10.35814/jifi.v24i2.2187   
Jurnal Ilmu Kefarmasian Indonesia 2026; 24(2): 384-392 

392 

https://doi.org/10.35814/jifi.v24i2.2187

	Patient characteristics 
	Characteristics 
	Category 
	Frequency (n=65) 
	Percentage (%) 
	Sex 
	Male 
	35 
	53.8 
	 
	Female 
	30 
	46.2 
	Age group 
	18–40 years 
	3 
	4.6 
	 
	41–60 years 
	30 
	46.2 
	 
	>60 years 
	32 
	49.2 
	Occupation 
	Retired 
	1 
	1.5 
	 
	Civil servant/military/police 
	3 
	4.6 
	 
	Entrepreneur 
	2 
	3.1 
	 
	Trader 
	27 
	41.5 
	 
	Private employee 
	6 
	9.2 
	 
	Laborer 
	2 
	3.1 
	 
	Housewife 
	21 
	32.3 
	 
	Unemployed 
	3 
	4.6 
	Education 
	Elementary school 
	26 
	40.0 
	 
	Junior high school 
	17 
	26.2 
	 
	Senior/vocational high school 
	18 
	27.7 
	 
	Bachelor’s degree 
	4 
	6.2 
	Smoking history 
	Yes 
	33 
	50.8 
	 
	No 
	32 
	49.2 
	Combination therapy utilization profile 

	Therapy regimen 
	Frequency (n=65) 
	Percentage (%) 
	ACE inhibitor + thiazide diuretic 
	1 
	1.5 
	ACE inhibitor + loop diuretic 
	7 
	10.8 
	ACE inhibitor + aldosterone antagonist diuretic 
	31 
	47.7 
	ACE inhibitor + aldosterone antagonist diuretic + loop diuretic 
	25 
	38.5 
	ACE inhibitor + aldosterone antagonist diuretic + loop diuretic + thiazide diuretic 
	1 
	1.5 
	Renal function 
	Changes in renal function parameters 
	Patient quality of life 

	Quality-of-life category 
	Frequency (n=65) 
	Percentage (%) 
	Good 
	4 
	6 
	Moderate 
	60 
	92 
	Poor 
	1 
	2 
	Association between changes in renal function and quality of life 


