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Abstract 

BACKGROUND: Quantitative flow ratio (QFR) is a new method to 

estimate fractional flow reserve based on three-dimensional 

quantitative coronary angiography, from which angiography-derived 

microcirculatory resistance (AMR) without guidewires and 

adenosine is derived as an indicator of microvascular dysfunction. 

This study aimed to assess coronary microvascular dysfunction 

(CMD) in patients with ST-segment elevation myocardial infarction 

(STEMI) by AMR. 

METHODS: A retrospective collection of 506 STEMI patients who 

successfully underwent percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) 

from June 1, 2020, to September 28, 2021, was divided into the 
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CMD group and the non-CMD group based on the value of AMR, 

while we used propensity score matching (PSM) to adjust for 

baseline characteristics. The primary endpoint was the 1-year rate of 

major adverse cardiac events (MACE), a composite of death from 

any cause, myocardial infarction, readmission for heart failure, or 

ischemia-driven revascularization. 

RESULTS: The 1-year rate of MACE in CMD group was higher 

than that in the non-CMD group (post-match HR 1.954, 95% 

CI:1.025 to 3.726; 14.1% vs. 7.3%, P=0.042); Subgroup analysis 

showed that the readmission rate of heart failure (HF) was higher in 

the CMD group than in the non-CMD group (post-match HR 5.082, 

95% CI:1.471 to 17.554; 7.9% vs. 1.6%. P=0.010). The results of 

survival analysis suggested that AMR ≥250mmHg*s/m was an 

independent predictor of the primary endpoint in STEMI patients 

(post-match adjusted HR 2.265, 95% CI: 1.136 to 4.515, P = 0.020). 

CONCLUSION: As an indicator of microvascular dysfunction, 

AMR can be a viable alternative to invasive wire-based IMR in 

STEMI patients. 

Keywords: Angiography-derived microcirculatory resistance（AMR）， Coronary microvascular 

dysfunction(CMD）， ST-elevation myocardial infarction (STEMI), Major adverse cardiovascular 

events (MACE)， Quantitative flow ratio(QFR).  

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 14, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.11.23289795doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.11.23289795
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

1. Introduction 

Coronary microvascular dysfunction (CMD) plays an important 

role in myocardial ischemia in many cardiovascular diseases, and 

coronary artery disease (CAD) is a common cardiovascular 

condition in which CMD can contribute to its formation and 

progression [1,2]. Notably, post-reperfusion CMD is not uncommon in 

ST-segment elevation myocardial infarction (STEMI) patients, and 

the occurrence of microvascular obstruction (MVO) is also 

associated with poor clinical prognosis [3]. 

The index of microcirculatory resistance (IMR) is a quantitative 

and repeatable method for evaluating CMD based on intracoronary 

guidewire [4], but the clinical application of IMR is still limited by 

dilating drugs, pressure guidewires, long measurement times, and 

high costs. Functional assessment is becoming increasingly 

important in patients with coronary artery disease, and quantitative 

flow ratio (QFR) is an emerging angiography-based assessment 

method that facilitates the calculation of fractional flow reserve 

(FFR) values by three-dimensional (3D) coronary reconstruction and 

fluid dynamics [5]. The accuracy of QFR has been confirmed by 

many large RCT studies, including the FAVOR Pilot study, the 

FAVOR II study, and the FAVOR III study, which further validated 
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the diagnostic value of QFR and the accuracy of assessing coronary 

ischemia [5-10]. In addition, QFR eliminates the need for pressure 

guidewires and is a suitable option for assessing coronary ischemia 

[6]. And a guidewire-free and adenosine-free angiography-derived 

microcirculatory resistance（AMR）derived from QFR with flow 

velocity calculation has good diagnostic accuracy in the assessment 

of CMD, providing an effective clinical alternative to invasive 

pressure guidewire-based IMR [11]. 

Although QFR is an important tool for functional assessment in 

patients with CAD, the specific application and assessment value of 

AMR in STEMI patients still lacks support from relevant studies. 

Therefore, our study aimed to explore the value of AMR in assessing 

the incidence of major adverse cardiac events (MACE) by evaluating 

postoperative AMR and follow-up characteristics in STEMI patients. 

2. Materials and Methods 

2.1. Study Design 

This study was a single-center observational study, which 

included STEMI patients who successfully underwent percutaneous 

coronary intervention (PCI) at The Second Affiliated Hospital of 

Nanchang University from 2020.06.01 to 2021.09.28. All enrolled 

patients were evaluated noninvasively by AMR for the 

microcirculatory status of the culprit vessel, and postoperative AMR, 
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QFR, and 1-year follow-up data were collected. 

Patients were divided into the CMD group (AMR ≥ 250 

mmHg*s/m, n=215) and the non-CMD group (AMR < 250 

mmHg*s/m, n=291) based on a postoperative AMR value of 250 

mmHg*s/m (due to the lack of established AMR cut-off values for 

CMD, relevant data from recent studies were used [11]), with 191 

cases in both the CMD group and non-CMD group after matching. 

2.2. Patient population 

Adult patients with STEMI who underwent PCI within 12 

hours of symptom onset had ≥50% stenosis of the lesion diameter on 

initial angiography. In the case of STEMI undergoing primary PCI, a 

coronary physiological assessment of the culprit vessel was 

performed after thrombus aspiration and/or balloon dilatation flow 

restoration and/or completion of primary PCI.STEMI was defined as 

the occurrence of persistent chest pain for at least 30 minutes with 

ST-segment elevation >2 mm in at least two contiguous leads or a 

new left bundle branch block [12]. Identification of the culprit vessel 

was based on (1) angiographic presentation matching the presence of 

plaque instability or thrombus, and (2) electrocardiographic and 

echocardiographic findings. Two angiographic images with at least 

25° projection angle separation were measured and the data were 

transferred to the AngioPlus system (Pulse Medical Imaging 
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Technology, Shanghai, China) via the local site network for QFR, 

AMR calculation. Patients were further excluded if QFR and AMR 

could not be calculated: (1) poor quality of angiographic images; (2) 

presence of severe vascular curvature, and overlap [7] [13]. 

The retrospective study was approved by the Institutional 

Review Boards at The Second Affiliated Hospital of Nanchang 

University, Nanchang, China, which conforms to the declaration of 

Helsinki. The data are anonymous, and the requirement for informed 

consent was therefore waived. 

2.3 Data collection 

   The following parameters were retrospectively collected using 

medical records: age, gender, cigarette smoking, history of AMI or 

PCI, and clinical comorbidities including hypertension, diabetes, and 

hyperlipidemia. Serum biochemical markers such as glucose, 

low-density lipoprotein (LDL-c), B-type natriuretic peptide (BNP), 

C-reactive protein (CRP), creatinine, and troponin I were measured 

in the hospital clinical laboratory using routine automated 

techniques. 

2.4 QFR and AMR Analysis 

The AMR and QFR calculations in this study were performed 

by the AngioPlus system (Pulse Medical Imaging Technology, 

Shanghai, China) according to standard operating procedures. 
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Anatomical information of the target vessel, including lumen 

diameter and lesion length, was provided by revascularization. An 

end-diastolic frame was selected for each projection and the images 

preferably had frames from the same cardiac cycle. The reference 

vessel was constructed by the system on a healthy segment, ideally 

located proximal and distal to the target lesion. AMR was calculated 

by the Angioplus System, as shown in Figure 2. 

2.5 Clinical Follow-up 

Relevant clinical data and 1-year major adverse cardiac events 

(MACE) were recorded for all enrolled individuals during their 

hospitalization. MACE were defined as a composite of death from 

any cause, any myocardial infarction (MI), readmission for heart 

failure, or any ischemia-driven revascularization. All patients were 

treated according to the clinical guidelines recommended at the time 

of discharge. The occurrence of MACE within one year was 

documented by telephone follow-up and review of medical records. 

Cardiac-related death was defined as death due to myocardial 

infarction, severe arrhythmia, refractory heart failure, or cardiogenic 

shock. Readmission for heart failure was defined as hospitalization 

due to new or worsening signs and symptoms of heart failure with 

concurrent noninvasive imaging findings or increased BNP 

concentrations and discharge with a diagnosis of congestive heart 
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failure. Spontaneous myocardial infarction was defined as elevated 

creatine kinase or troponin levels above the upper limit of normal 

with symptoms of ischemia or ECG findings suggestive of ischemia 

[14]. Ischemia-driven target revascularization was defined as 

revascularization with at least one of the following:(1) recurrence of 

angina pectoris; (2) positive noninvasive test; and (3) positive 

invasive physiological test. 

2.6 Statistical analysis 

Continuous variables were recorded as mean ± standard 

deviation (SD) or median (25th percentile, 75th percentile), and 

categorical variables were recorded as counts (percentages). 

Normality was tested appropriately with the Kolmogorov-Smirnov 

test or the Shapiro-Wilk test. Comparisons between categorical 

variables were assessed using Pearson Chi-squared test or Fisher's 

exact test (as appropriate). To reduce potential bias between groups, 

we conducted propensity-score matching (PSM) to balance 

baseline characteristics. For the PSM, the 1:1 nearest neighbor 

matching was used without replacement and a caliper of 0.02. The 

time-to-first event rates were estimated for each group using 

Kaplan-Meier methods and were compared by the log-rank test. 

Between-group differences were estimated by hazard ratios (HRs) 

with 95% CIs using a Cox proportional hazards model. Clinically 
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relevant covariates or univariate variables associated with outcome 

(P < 0.10) were entered into the multivariate Cox model. Included 

covariates included age, male, body mass index, hypertension, 

diabetes, hyperlipidemia, Previous stroke, HBA1C, BNP, albumin, 

peak troponin I, random blood glucose, LVEF, and AMR ≥250 

mmHg*s/m. p values < 0.05 were considered significant, and all 

comparisons were two-sided. All analyses were performed using 

SPSS 26.0 (IBM Inc., New York, NY, USA). 

3. RESULTS 

3.1 Baseline characteristics 

   As shown in Figure 1, this study included a total of 514 patients 

with AMI, 3 patients refused PCI procedures, and 5 patients had 

poor quality QFR images, resulting in the inclusion of 506 STEMI 

patients divided into the CMD group (AMR ≥250 mmHg*s/m, 

n=215) and the Non-CMD group (AMR <250 mmHg*s/m, n=291). 

The clinical, laboratory, and angiographic characteristics of each 

group are shown in Table 1. The mean age was 63 years, 416 males 

(82.2%), 90 females (17.8%), 137 (27.1%) had diabetes mellitus, 

265 (52.4%) had hypertension, and 138 (27.3%) had hyperlipidemia. 

There was no significant difference between the CMD group and the 

non-CMD group in the incidence of hypertension, diabetes mellitus, 

previous smoking, family history of coronary heart disease, previous 
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stroke, previous myocardial infarction, used antiplatelet drug, used 

statin, and LVEF (P > 0.05). Compared with non-CMD patients, 

CMD patients were significantly older [67.00 (56.00-74.00) vs. 

60.00 (51.75-72.00) years, P=0.000], less proportionally male [167 

(77.7%) vs. 249 (85.6%), P=0.022], had a lower body mass index 

[22.64 ( 20.28-23.66) vs. 22.64 (20.28-25.35) kg/m2, P=0.017], a 

lower proportion of hyperlipidemia [47 (21.9%) vs. 91 (31.3%), 

P=0.019], and less use of ACEI/ARB medications [120 (55.8%) vs. 

192 (66%), P= 0.020]. Among biochemical indicators, compared 

with non-CMD patients, CMD patients had lower serum albumin 

[37.99±3.97 vs. 39.01±3.90 g/L, P=0.004], higher neutrophils [8.09 

(5.79-10.46) vs. 7.16 (5.45-9.68)*10^9/L, P=0.034], and lower 

lymphocytes [1.41 (0.95-1.94) vs. 1.59 (1.04-2.37)*10^9/L, 

P=0.024], higher BNP [189.19 (78.09-485.36) vs. 142.55 (50-401.82) 

pg/ml, P=0.011], lower LDL-c [2.67 (2.14- 3.31) vs. 2.85 (2.36-3.44) 

mmol/L, P=0.022]; There was no significant difference in other 

indexes between the two groups (P > 0.05). 

   Using the propensity score matching method (PSM) with a 

caliper value of 0.02, a total of 191 pairs were successfully matched 

between the two groups. Covariates that were not balanced between 

the two groups were balanced after matching (P > 0.05, Table 1). 

3.2 Coronary angiography characteristics 
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   Compared with non-CMD patients, the proportion of 

postoperative TIMI blood flow grade 3 was lower in CMD patients 

[206 (95.8%) vs. 291 (100%), P=0.000; 184 (96.3%) vs. 375 

(98.2%), P=0.015]. In addition, pre-match and post-match radial 

artery routing, used bivalirudin, thrombus aspiration, multi-vessel 

disease, balloon pre-dilation, balloon post-dilation, Culprit vessel, 

number of stents, use of drug-eluting stents, drug-eluting balloons, 

and non-drug balloons were similarly distributed among groups (P > 

0.05, Table 2). 

3.3 AMR and QFR Analysis Results  

   All AMR and QFR analysis data are summarized in Table 3. 

Compared with non-CMD patients, Post-PCI QFR was significantly 

higher in CMD patients [pre-match 0.97 (0.95-0.99) vs. 0.93 

(0.89-0.97), P=0.000; post-match 0.97 (0.95-0.99) vs. 0.92 

(0.87-0.96), P=0.000], Post-PCI AMR was significantly higher in 

CMD patients [pre-match 287.50 (269.00-315.50) vs. 212.00 

(190.00-235.00) mmHg*s/m, P=0.000; post-match 288.00 

(269.00-315.00) vs. 198.00 (183.00-222.00) mmHg*s/m, P=0.000], 

and Post-PCI flow velocity was significantly lower in CMD patients 

[pre-match 13.05 (11.10-14.60) vs. 19.8 (17.80-23.40) cm/s, 

P=0.000; post-match 13.10 (11.10- 14.60) vs. 21.4 (18.60-25.00) 

cm/s, P=0.000]. In contrast, there were no statistical differences 
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between groups in reference vessel diameter, minimum lumen 

diameter, stenosis diameter, lesion length, total stent length per 

vessel, in-stent reference vessel diameter, in-stent minimum lumen 

diameter, and in-stent stenosis diameter before and after matching 

(P > 0.05, Table 3). 

3.4 One-Year Follow-Up Characteristics  

The clinical characteristics of the two groups at 1 year of 

follow-up were shown in Table 4. At 1-year follow-up, the primary 

endpoint occurred in a total of 48 cases (9.5%), of which 30 and 18 

cases were from the CMD and Non-CMD groups (HR 2.326 [95% 

CI 1.297 to 4.172]; 14.0% vs. 6.2%, P=0.005); a total of 22 cases 

(4.3%) were readmitted for heart failure in the subgroup analysis, of 

which 16 and 6 cases were from the CMD and Non-CMD groups 

(HR 3.741 [95% CI 1.464 to 9.562]; 7.4% vs. 2.1%, P=0.006). 

Analyses were performed in the intention-to-treat population. 

Kaplan-Meier curves show the cumulative incidence of MACE, and 

HF readmission (Figure 3 and Figure 4); while a total of 24 cases 

(4.8%) had all-cause death, 2 cases (0.4%) had a myocardial 

infarction, and 0 cases (0%) had target vessel revascularization, and 

there was no statistical difference between the two groups (P> 0.05). 

A total of 11 (2.2%) cases of cardiac-related death and 13 (2.6%) 

cases of non-cardiac-related death occurred in the secondary 
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endpoint, and there was no statistical difference between the two 

groups for both cardiac-related and non-cardiac-related deaths (P > 

0.05). 

After PSM, at 1-year follow-up, the primary endpoint occurred in 

a total of 41 cases (10.7%), of which 27 and 14 were from the CMD 

and Non-CMD groups (HR 1.954 [95% CI 1.025 to 3.726]; 14.1% 

vs. 7.3%, P=0.042); a total of 18 cases (4.7%) were readmitted for 

heart failure in the subgroup analysis. Of these, 15 and 3 were from 

the CMD and Non-CMD groups (HR 5.082 [95% CI 1.471 to 

17.554]; 7.9% vs. 1.6%, P=0.010); while a total of 21 (5.5%) had 

all-cause death, 2 (0.4%) had myocardial infarction, and 0 (0%) had 

target vessel revascularization, and there was no statistical difference 

between the two groups (P > 0.05). A total of 8 (2.1%) cases of 

cardiac-related death and 13 (3.4%) cases of non-cardiac-related 

death occurred in the secondary endpoint, and there was no 

statistical difference between the two groups for both cardiac-related 

and non-cardiac-related deaths (P > 0.05). Contributing to the main 

composite outcome was the higher incidence of HF readmission by 

the CMD group compared to the non-CMD group. 

Univariate and multifactor predictors of the primary endpoint are 

listed in Table 5. The 14 independent variables of significance: 

post-PCI AMR ≥250 mmHg*s/m, age, sex, BMI, diabetes, 
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hypertension, hyperlipidemia, stroke, HBA1c, BNP, Albumin, Peak 

value of cTnI, random blood glucose, and LVEF were included in 

the multifactorial COX regression analysis using a univariate COX 

regression model. Post-PCI AMR ≥250 mmHg*s/m was obtained to 

be significantly associated with a higher risk of the primary endpoint 

and was its independent predictor (pre-matched adjusted HR 2.037, 

95% CI: 1.068 to 3.888, P = 0.031; post-matched adjusted HR 2.265, 

95% CI: 1.136 to 4.515, P = 0.020), as well as age, BNP and Peak 

value of cTnI (Table 5). 

4. Discussion 

In this study, we evaluated CMD in STEMI patients by AMR 

index, thus exploring the predictive value of AMR on the occurrence 

of adverse events in STEMI patients. The main findings of this study 

are as follows:1. Regarding clinical outcomes, we found a higher 

incidence of MACE in the CMD group, which was mainly due to a 

higher incidence of heart failure readmission.2. Multivariate COX 

regression analysis showed that AMR≥250mmHg*s/m, age, peak 

troponin I and BNP were independent risk factors for 1-year MACE 

occurrence. 

Current diagnostic methods for evaluating CMD include 

non-invasive tests such as positron emission tomography (PET), 

cardiac echocardiography, cardiac CT scan, and cardiac magnetic 
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resonance (CMR), as well as invasive tests such as coronary 

angiography, Doppler flow map, coronary flow reserve (CFR), and 

IMR. PET is now considered the gold standard reference for 

non-invasive evaluation of CMD, but its high cost, inability to 

measure repeatedly, and radiological damage have limited its use in 

clinical practice [15]
； The main limitation of CMR is the adverse 

reactions caused by gadolinium contrast agent in patients with renal 

insufficiency. Previously, invasive IMR has been studied more 

frequently, and research evidence suggests that IMR can accurately 

assess patients' CMD [16], and it is now mostly considered that 

coronary microcirculatory dysfunction is present at IMR ≥ 25 [17]. In 

previous work, Fearon et al. [18] reported that high IMR > 40 

measured at initial PCI in STEMI patients predicted long-term 

clinical outcomes, such as a death in HF and rehospitalization. IMR 

of the Culprit vessel measured immediately after successful initial 

PCI in STEMI patients can assess the prognosis of the patient. 

However, additional requirements for pressure-temperature 

transducer wires and insufflators limit their use in routine 

procedures. 

With the increasing variety of functional evaluation, we are no 

longer limited to the use of assessment tools such as IMR calculated 

by pressure and temperature lines; Tebaldi M et al. [19] validated for 
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the first time the formula for calculating microvascular resistance 

based on cQFR data without the use of pressure guidewires and 

drug-induced congestion. In contrast, a study by Sheng X et al. [20] 

found that QFR calculation may be a useful tool for predicting CMD 

after STEMI; as studies have progressed, more and more studies 

have shown that it is feasible to assess coronary microcirculatory 

resistance in the absence of intracoronary pressure guidewires and 

congestive drugs [21]. Studies published during the same period have 

shown that the non-hyperaemic angiography-derived index of 

microcirculatory resistance (NH-IMRangio) is prognostically 

equivalent to invasively measured IMR and may be a viable 

alternative to IMR in patients with STEMI [22]. In recent studies, the 

AMR index obtained from a single angiographic view only is a 

feasible computational alternative to pressure-guided IMR with good 

diagnostic accuracy in the assessment of CMD [11]. In patients with 

AMI, current noninvasive examinations and invasive IMR to assess 

microcirculatory function are less than perfect, which also poses a 

challenge for early and accurate functional assessment in AMI 

patients. Undeniably, with the development of functional coronary 

angiography, we can find AMR to be a good solution to this problem. 

In STEMI patients, AMR offers a safe and effective, reproducible, 

and rapidly calculated alternative to guidewire-based IMR 
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measurements. 

The prognostic impact of the occurrence of CMD is important for 

STEMI patients, and previous studies have shown that STEMI 

patients with Angio-IMR > 40 U have a significantly higher risk of 

cardiac death or heart failure admission than controls [23], while in a 

study by Scarsini et al. [16] it was observed that STEMI patients 

admitted by invasive IMR > 40 U or CMD assessed by CMR 

showed adverse outcomes mainly caused by the development of 

heart failure; it is undeniable that PCI significantly reduces 

in-hospital mortality in STEMI patients, but the incidence of HF 

after STEMI is not uncommon in clinical practice, which may be 

that post-ischemic CMD plays an important role and is also 

consistent with the higher incidence of heart failure readmission in 

patients in the CMD group in this study results are consistent with 

this. 

CMD is an important pathological change in STEMI patients after 

reperfusion therapy and is often associated with poor prognosis [24]. 

Rapid and accurate assessment of CMD in the acute phase of STEMI 

appears to be important. In a recent study, Yongzhen Fan et al. [11] 

found that AMR, as a QFR-derived calculated index, had a good 

correlation (r = 0.83, p < 0.001) and diagnostic performance (AUC 

0.94; 95% CI: 0.91 to 0.97) with an optimal threshold value of 250 
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mmHg *s/m for AMR when IMR ≥ 25. In this study, a subgroup 

analysis was performed based on this cutoff value, and although 

there was statistical significance in age, sex ratio, and past medical 

history between the two groups for the baseline data, the difference 

between the two baseline data was improved by PSM and made the 

two groups more comparable, and 14 independent variables that 

were clinically relevant or significant were included in the 

multifactor COX regression analysis by univariate COX regression 

analysis, and the results Post-PCI AMR ≥250 mmHg*s/m after 

matching was found to be significantly associated with a higher risk 

of the primary endpoint and was an independent predictor of it. 

STEMI is a common acute and critical clinical condition caused 

by acute myocardial ischemia, prevalent in the elderly population, 

with rapid progression, and is one of the serious threats to the 

physical health of the elderly. In our study, baseline data showed that 

patients with CMD were significantly older compared to patients 

with the non-CMD [67.00 (56.00-74.00) vs. 60.00 (51.75-72.00) 

years, P=0.000]; after incorporating multifactorial COX regression 

analysis, it was concluded that age in STEMI patients was associated 

with a higher risk of the primary endpoint association (adjusted HR 

1.045, 95% CI: 1.015-1.076, P = 0.003). 

BNP is a counter-regulatory peptide hormone synthesized mainly 
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in the ventricular myocardium. As a highly sensitive and specific 

biomarker of the degree of myocardial infarction, in 

non-ST-segment elevation ACS patients, patients with high BNP at 

presentation are at higher risk of death and congestive heart failure 

[25]and is an independent predictor of very long-term all-cause 

mortality [26]. Elevated BNP concentrations at initial presentation in 

STEMI patients are associated with a higher risk of death in the 

short term [27] [28]. And in our study, we also came to the consistent 

conclusion that BNP was higher in CMD patients compared to the 

non-CMD patients [189.19 (78.09-485.36) vs. 142.55 (50-401.82) 

pg/ml, P=0.011], and after including a multifactorial COX 

regression analysis, it was concluded that high BNP at admission in 

STEMI patients was associated with a major higher risk at the 

endpoint (adjusted HR 1.000, 95% CI: 1.000-1.000, P = 0.019). 

In patients with NSTE-ACS treated with PCI, higher peak 

pre-procedure cTnI levels were independently associated with 

30-day mortality and composite MACE [29]. By 3-month follow-up, 

troponin I was associated with clinical outcomes and cardiac 

function in STEMI patients treated with initial PCI [30]. Whereas in 

our findings, neither troponin I nor peak troponin I were statistically 

different in CMD patients admitted to the hospital compared to the 

non-CMD patients (P > 0.05), after inclusion of multifactorial COX 
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regression analysis, it was concluded that peak troponin I in STEMI 

patients was associated with a higher risk of the primary endpoint 

(adjusted HR 1.022, 95% CI: 1.004 -1.041, P= 0.019). 

Diabetes mellitus is a metabolic disease with macrovascular and 

microvascular complications. Since endothelial dysfunction plays an 

important role in the cardiovascular complications of diabetes, an 

association between previous history of diabetes, hyperglycemia, 

and post-ischemic CMD seems reasonable. A prospective trial of 

non-diabetic patients presenting for the first time with STEMI 

confirmed that hyperglycemia on admission was significantly 

associated with MVO as defined by CMR [31]. In contrast, in our 

study, history of diabetes, glucose level at admission, and HbA1c 

were not statistically significant between the CMD and Non-CMD 

groups, nor was the inclusion of HbA1c in the multifactorial COX 

regression analysis between groups (adjusted HR 0.932, 95% CI: 

0.587 to 1.480, P= 0.766); this may be related to our lower 

prevalence of diabetes mellitus in the included population and the 

smaller sample size. 

Recent advances in functional coronary angiography have made it 

possible to estimate physiologic indicators based on coronary 

angiography alone, without the use of pressure-temperature sensor 

wires or congestive drugs. In the present study, we evaluated the 
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prediction of adverse events by AMR in patients with STEMI. In 

STEMI patients, early assessment of AMR is convenient and allows 

earlier administration of medications for microcirculatory disorders. 

QFR and AMR may be more readily adopted into the workflow of 

angiography-based diagnostic and interventional procedures than 

invasive physiologic assessments, do not require the use of 

specialized guidewires, and can be easily repeated multiple times 

during the procedure. It may thus facilitate the routine use of 

physiological assessment in clinical practice.CMD is prevalent in 

patients with cardiovascular risk factors and is associated with an 

increased risk of adverse events and is an important cause of 

coronary artery disease (CAD) [2]. Some investigators have suggested 

that oxidative stress and inflammatory responses caused by 

excessive production and accumulation of cellular reactive oxygen 

species (ROS) are the key mechanisms driving the development of 

CMD [32]. In vitro and in vivo studies have shown that increased 

intracellular ROS concentrations promote the conversion of NO in 

peroxynitrite radicals, leading to impaired NO-mediated vasodilation 

and enhanced vasoconstrictor activity of ET-1 (vasoconstrictor 

agonist) through activation of the RhoA/Rho-kinase pathway [33] [34]. 

In patients with STEMI, there is no effective treatment to improve 

MVO [35]; no large-scale randomized clinical trials have been seen to 
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study specific treatment strategies for CMD, the pathophysiological 

mechanisms of CMD in different cardiovascular diseases have not 

been fully elucidated, and there is a lack of treatment options for 

CMD, which require further in-depth studies to achieve the goal of 

providing individualized treatment for patients [2]. Therefore, active 

control of risk factors including smoking cessation, rational control 

of blood pressure and diabetes, lipid management, and treatment of 

the primary disease are effective means to prevent the progression of 

microangiopathy and improve angina symptoms. In addition, early 

identification of high-risk patients is crucial as early development of 

individualized treatment strategies to improve long-term prognosis. 

The present study still has some limitations. First, this is a 

retrospective single-center observational study with a small sample 

size, and further prospective multicenter cohort studies are needed to 

validate the findings. Second, not all images are suitable for QFR 

and AMR analysis, which may lead to selection bias. Third, 

individual vessel AMR immediately after primary PCI may not fully 

explain the overall prognosis of patients, and the focus of this study 

was limited to the analysis of microcirculatory dysfunction in the 

vascular region of the culprit in STEMI patients. Therefore, studies 

such as comparative prognosis of UA, NSTEMI patients, and 

non-culprit vascular regions with potential microcirculatory 
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dysfunction may be the next research plan of our group. Fourth, the 

MACE in this study was a 1-year follow-up, which is a short period, 

and the follow-up will continue for a longer period. In addition, 

since most of the follow-ups were conducted by telephone and 

returned to the hospital, which was affected by economic conditions 

and epidemics, it is a pity that there is no data on coronary 

reexamination 1 year after myocardial infarction. 

5. Conclusion 

With the development of techniques and devices, AMR as a 

guidewire-free and adenosine-free index for the assessment of 

coronary microcirculatory impairment may become a viable 

alternative to invasive guidewire-based IMR in patients with 

STEMI. 
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Table 1: Baseline characteristics 

 

Before propensity score matching 
 

After propensity score matching 

 

All 

subjects  

(n = 506) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n = 215) 

AMR＜

250  

(n = 291) 

χ²/t/

Z 

P-va

lue 

 All 

subjects  

(n = 382) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n = 191) 

AMR＜

250  

(n = 191) 

χ²/t/

Z 

P- 

valu

e 

Age, y 63.00(53.00

-73.00) 

67.00(56.00

-74.00) 

60.00(51.75

-72.00） 

-3.827 0.000

* 

 65.00(55.00

-74.00) 

66.00(55.00

-73.00) 

63.00(54.00

-74.00) 

-0.515 0.606 

Male, % 416 (82.2) 167（77.7） 249（85.6） 5.267 0.022

* 

 308 (80.6) 153(80.1) 155(81.2) 0.067 0.796 

Body mass index, 

kg/m
2

 

22.64(20.28

-24.03) 

22.64(20.28

-23.66) 

22.64(20.28

-25.35) 

-2.391 0.017

* 

 22.64(20.28

-23.66) 

22.64(20.28

-23.66) 

22.64(20.28

-23.66) 

-0.138 0.890 

Cigarette 

smoking, % 

229 (45.3) 90(41.9) 139(47.8) 1.741 0.187  172 (45.0) 86(45.0) 86(45.0) 0.000 1.000 

Diabetes 

mellitus, % 

137 (27.1) 50(23.3) 87(29.9) 2.762 0.097  89 (23.3) 49(25.7) 40(20.9) 1.187 0.276 

Hypertension, % 265 (52.4) 109(50.7) 156(53.6) 0.420 0.517  197 (51.6) 100(52.4) 97(50.8) 0.094 0.759 

Hyperlipidemia, 

% 

138 (27.3) 47(21.9) 91(31.3) 5.521 0.019

* 

 93(24.3) 46(24.1) 47(24.6) 0.014 0.905 

Family history of 

CAD, % 

10(2.0) 4(1.9) 6(2.1)  1.0  10(2.6) 4(2.1) 6(3.1)  0.751 

Previous MI, % 10(2.0) 4(1.9) 6(2.1)  1.0  8(2.1) 3(1.6) 5(2.6)  0.724 

Previous 

CABG, % 

0(0) 0(0) 0(0)  -  0(0) 0(0) 0(0)  - 

Previous PCI, % 17(3.4) 4(1.9) 13(4.5)  0.136  12(3.1) 3(1.6) 9(4.7)  0.140 

Previous stroke, % 44(8.7) 20(9.3) 24(8.2) 0.173 0.677  36(9.4) 18(9.4) 18(9.4) 0.000 1.000 

Peripheral artery 

disease, % 

219(43.3) 93(43.3) 126(43.3) 0.000 0.992  166(43.5) 83(43.5) 83(43.5) 0.000 1.000 

Antiplatelet 

agent, % 

499(98.6) 214(99.5) 285(97.9)  0.247  377(98.7) 190(99.5) 187(97.9)  0.372 

Statin, % 496(98.0) 212(98.6) 284(97.6)  0.529  375(98.2) 188(98.4) 187(97.9)  1.000 

ACE-inhibitor/AR

B, % 

312(61.7) 120(55.8) 192(66.0) 5.405 0.020

* 

 234(61.3) 109(57.1) 125(65.4) 2.824 0.093 

LVEF (%) 
54.00(46.00

-59.00) 

54.00(46.00

-58.00) 

54.00(46.00

-59.00) 

-0.726 0.468  54.00(46.00

-58.00) 

54.00(47.00

-58.00) 

54.00(46.00

-58.00) 

-0.017 0.987 

Fibrinogen, g/L 

2.97(2.47-3

.76) 

2.99(2.49-3

.93) 

2.94(2.46-3

.70) 

-0.804 0.422  2.97(2.49-3

.84) 

2.97(2.45-3

.84) 

3.03(2.53-3

.85) 

-0.460 0.646 

Albumin, g/L 

38.58±3.95 37.99±3.97 39.01±3.90 2.913 0.004

* 

 38.37±3.86 38.30±3.89 38.43±3.85 0.320 0.749 

NEUT*10^9/L 
7.50(5.57-1

0.07) 

8.09(5.79-1

0.46) 

7.16(5.45-9

.68) 

-2.118 0.034

* 

 7.59(5.71-1

0.17) 

8.11(5.76-1

0.53) 

7.16(5.65-9

.79) 

-1.426 0.154 

LYM*10^9/L 

1.47(1.00-2

.21) 

1.41(0.95-1

.94) 

1.59(1.04-2

.37) 

-2.250 0.024

* 

 1.45(0.98-2

.14) 

1.43(1.02-1

.97) 

1.47(0.97-2

.34) 

-0.424 0.671 

PLT*10^9/L 213.00(174. 211.00(171. 215.50(177. -1.150 0.250  213.00(175. 211.00(172. 214.00(178. -0.707 0.480 
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00-256.25) 75-254.75) 75-256.25) 00-256.00) 00-260.00) 00-254.00) 

WBC*10^9/L 

10.06

（8.13-12.3

6） 

10.38

（8.32-12.4

5） 

9.68

（8.09-12.1

1） 

-1.320 0.187  10.19

（8.03-12.4

4) 

10.44

（8.27-12.4

5) 

9.61

（7.87-12.1

6) 

-1.200 0.230 

Creatinine, 

µmol/L 

80.97(67.56

-96.98) 

83.22(65.98

-100.99) 

79.25(67.70

-94.09) 

-1.084 0.278  79.95(66.33

-96.73) 

81.90(65.60

-99.50) 

78.96(66.40

-94.08) 

-0.642 0.521 

HbA1c% 

5.90(5.50-6

.70) 

5.80(5.50-6

.50) 

5.90(5.60-6

.80) 

-1.650 0.099  5.90(5.50-6

.49) 

5.80(5.50-6

.60) 

5.90(5.50-6

.49) 

-0.143 0.886 

CRP mg/L 

29.40(3.88-

30.39) 

30.39(4.58-

30.39) 

24.36(3.71-

30.39) 

-1.392 0.164  29.05(3.72-

30.39) 

30.39(3.60-

30.39) 

27.03(3.77-

30.39) 

-0.507 0.612 

Troponin I, ng/ml 
7.63(0.89-3

8.68) 

9.87(0.98-4

8.20) 

6.38(0.83-3

4.06) 

-1.308 0.191  8.96(0.89-3

9.99) 

9.21(0.90-4

8.21) 

8.19(0.83-3

2.87) 

-0.591 0.554 

Peak troponin I, 

ng/ml 

50.00(17.49

-50.00) 

50.00(18.07

-50.00) 

50.00(16.94

-50.00) 

-0.100 0.920  50.00(18.57

-50.00) 

50.00(20.04

-50.00) 

50.00(18.24

-50.00) 

-0.196 0.844 

BNP, pg/ml 
166.04(59.5

7-475.48) 

189.19(78.0

9-485.36) 

142.55(50.0

0-401.82) 

-2.531 0.011

* 

 181.57(76.3

8-481.29) 

181.05(70.9

1-475.48) 

194.17(81.2

6-529.13) 

-0.586 0.558 

Total cholesterol, 

mmol/L 

4.55(3.83-5

.30) 

4.43(3.74-5

.24) 

4.63(3.90-5

.33) 

-1.757 0.079  4.47(3.76-5

.27) 

4.44(3.74-5

.30) 

4.52(3.78-5

.23) 

-0.292 0.770 

LDL-c, mmol/L 
2.78(2.25-3

.40) 

2.67(2.14-3

.31) 

2.85(2.36-3

.44) 

-2.297 0.022

* 

 2.69(2.15-3

.35) 

2.70(2.10-3

.40) 

2.69(2.20-3

.35) 

-0.355 0.723 

Glucose, mmol/L 

6.21(5.33-8

.05) 

6.11(5.27-7

.62) 

6.28(5.37-8

.16) 

-0.591 0.555  6.15(5.30-7

.92) 

6.18(5.33-8

.51) 

6.15(5.29-7

.65) 

-0.878 0.380 

Values are presented as the mean ± standard deviation, median (25th percentile, 75th percentile) or n (%). 

AMR, angio-derived microcirculatory resistance; CAD, coronary artery disease; CABG, coronary artery bypass graft; PCI, 

percutaneous coronary intervention; MI, myocardial infarction; ACE-inhibitor, angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitor; ARB, 

angiotensin II receptor blocker. LVEF, left ventricular ejection fraction; NEUT, Neutrophil count; LYM, Lymphocyte count; 

PLT, blood platelet count; WBC, white blood cell count; HbA1c, glycated hemoglobin A1c; CRP, C-reactive protein; BNP, brain 

natriuretic peptide; LDL-c =low density lipoprotein cholesterol; Glucose, First admission blood glucose. 
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Table 2: Coronary angiography characteristics 

 

Before propensity score matching 
 

After propensity score matching 

 

All 

subjects  

(n = 506) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n = 215) 

AMR＜

250  

(n = 291) 

χ² P-va

lue 

 All 

subjects  

(n = 382) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n = 191) 

AMR＜

250  

(n = 191) 

χ² P- 

valu

e 

Medications in 

operation 

Bivalirudin, % 

81(16.0) 37(17.2) 44(15.1) 0.401 0.526  64(16.8) 33(17.3) 31(16.2) 0.075 0.784 

thrombus 

aspiration, % 

102(20.2) 47(21.9) 55(18.9) 0.673 0.412  72(18.8) 42(22.0) 30(15.7) 2.465 0.116 

Radial artery 

approach, % 

495(97.8) 212(98.6) 283(97.3)  0.368  375(98.2) 190(99.5) 185(96.9)  0.122 

Multivessel 

disease, % 

213(42.1) 87(40.5) 126(43.3) 0.407 0.523  170(44.5) 78(40.8) 92(48.2) 2.077 0.149 

One vessel 

disease, % 

169(33.4) 77(35.8) 92(31.6) 0.980 0.322  123(32.2) 69(36.1) 54(28.3) 2.698 0.100 

Two vessel 

disease, % 

150(29.6) 63(29.3) 87(29.9) 0.021 0.885  111(29.1) 54(28.3) 57(29.8) 0.114 0.735 

Three vessel 

disease, % 

179(35.4) 73(34) 106(36.4) 0.331 0.565  143(37.4) 68(35.6) 75(39.3) 0.548 0.459 

Left main 

disease, % 

8(1.6) 2(0.9) 6(2.1)  0.477  5(1.3) 0(0) 5(2.6)  0.061 

Culprit vessel, n 

Total (n = 

553) 

n=233 n=320    Total (n = 

415) 

n=205 n=210   

Left anterior 

descending 

artery, % 

289(52.3) 111 (47.6) 178 (55.6) 3.446 0.063  217 (52.3) 101 (49.3) 116 (55.2) 1.482 0.223 

Left circumflex 

artery, % 

88(15.9) 45 (19.3) 43 (13.4) 3.479 0.062  65(15.7) 39 (19.0) 26 (12.4) 3.466 0.063 

Right coronary 

artery, % 

172(31.1) 75 (32.2) 97 (30.3) 0.222 0.638  132(31.8) 65 (31.7) 67 (31.9) 0.002 0.966 

Left main 

disease, % 

4(0.8) 2(0.9) 2(0.7)  1.000  1(0.2) 0(0) 1(0.5)  1.000 

Balloon 

pre-dilation, % 

495(97.8) 208(96.7) 287(98.6)  0.217  372(97.4) 184 (96.3) 188 (98.4)  0.337 

Stents per vessel 1.55±0.80 1.58±0.75 1.53±0.83 -0.616 0.538  1.55±0.78 1.58±0.75 1.52±0.81 -1.099 0.272 

Balloon 

post-dilation, % 

341(67.4) 136(63.3) 205(70.4) 2.909 0.088  262(68.6) 125(65.4) 137(71.7) 1.750 0.186 

Drug-eluting 

stents placed, % 

498(98.4) 213(99.1) 285(97.9)  0.477  377(98.7) 189(99.0) 188(98.4)  1.000 

Drug-coated 

balloon 

angioplasty, % 

4(0.8) 0(0) 4(1.4)  0.140  3(0.8) 0(0) 3(1.6)  0.248 
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Non-drug-coated 

balloon 

angioplasty, % 

4(0.8) 2(0.9) 2(0.7)  1.000  3(0.8) 2(1.0) 1(0.5)  1.000 

post-PCI TIMI 

flow grade, %  

   0 

 

 

0(0) 

 

 

0(0) 

 

 

0(0) 

    

 

0(0) 

 

 

0(0) 

 

 

0(0) 

  

   1 1(0.2) 1(0.5) 0(0)  0.425  1(0.3) 1(0.5) 0(0)  1.000 

   2 8(1.6) 8(3.7) 0(0)  0.001
*

 

 6(1.6) 6(3.1) 0(0)  0.030
*

 

   3 497(98.2) 206(95.8) 291(100)  0.000
*

 

 375(98.2) 184(96.3) 191(100)  0.015
*

 

Values are presented as the mean ± standard deviation, median (25th percentile, 75th percentile) or n (%). 

AMR, angio-derived microcirculatory resistance; TIMI, thrombolysis in myocardial infarction. 
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Table 3: Procedural characteristics 

 

Before propensity score matching 
 

After propensity score matching 

 

All 

subjects  

(n = 506) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n = 215) 

AMR＜

250  

(n = 291) 

Z P-va

lue 

 All 

subjects  

(n = 382) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n = 191) 

AMR＜

250  

(n = 191) 

Z P- 

valu

e 

Reference vessel 

diameter, mm 

2.85(2.45-3

.16) 

2.85(2.49-3

.20) 

2.85(2.45-3

.16) 

-0.376 0.707  2.85(2.45-3

.15) 

2.85(2.50-3

.20) 

2.80(2.40-3

.15) 

-1.215 0.224 

Minimal lumen 

diameter, mm 

0.89(0.70-1

.00) 

0.80(0.70-1

.00) 

0.89(0.70-1

.00) 

-1.432 0.152  0.89(0.70-1

.00) 

0.80(0.70-1

.00) 

0.89(0.70-1

.00) 

-0.593 0.553 

Diameter 

stenosis, % 

68.00(61.00

-74.25) 

69.00(62.00

-74.00) 

68.00(61.00

-75.00) 

-0.880 0.379  69.00(61.00

-75.00) 

69.00(62.00

-75.00) 

68.00(61.00

-75.00) 

-0.598 0.550 

Lesion length, mm 

31.40(21.28

-40.43) 

32.80(21.70

-40.60) 

29.90(20.80

-39.00) 

-1.100 0.271  32.00(21.68

-40.80) 

32.80(21.70

-40.60) 

30.80(21.60

-41.40) 

-0.338 0.735 

Total stent length 

per vessel, mm 

33.25(27.98

-45.90) 

36.00(29.00

-45.33) 

33.00(25.78

-46.00) 

-1.537 0.124  35.00(28.00

-46.00) 

36.00(29.00

-44.00) 

33.00(26.00

-49.50) 

-0.940 0.347 

In-stent reference 

vessel diameter, 

mm 

3.20(2.85-3

.55) 

3.15(2.84-3

.50) 

3.20(2.89-3

.60) 

-1.546 0.122  3.15(2.85-3

.50) 

3.20(2.85-3

.50) 

3.15(2.85-3

.45) 

-0.225 0.822 

In-stent minimal 

lumen diameter, 

mm 

2.70(2.40-3

.00) 

2.70(2.40-3

.00) 

2.70(2.40-3

.10) 

  

-1.463 

 

0.144 

 2.70(2.30-3

.00) 

2.70(2.30-3

.00) 

2.70(2.30-3

.00) 

  

-0.220 

 

0.826 

In-stent diameter 

stenosis, % 

11.00(5.00-

18.00) 

11.00(5.00-

18.00) 

12.00(5.00-

19.25) 

-0.781 0.435  12.00(5.00-

18.00) 

11.00(5.00-

18.00) 

12.00(6.00-

19.00) 

-1.117 0.264 

Pre-PCI QFR 

0.38(0.19-0

.59) 

0.39(0.21-0

.62) 

0.35(0.18-0

.57) 

-1.489 0.137  0.38(0.18-0

.59) 

0.39(0.19-0

.62) 

0.34(0.17-0

.55) 

-1.497 0.134 

Post-PCI QFR 

0.95(0.91-0

.98) 

0.97(0.95-0

.99) 

0.93(0.89-0

.97) 

  

-8.532 

0.000

* 

 0.95(0.91-0

.98) 

0.97(0.95-0

.99) 

0.92(0.87-0

.96) 

  

-8.780 

0.000

* 

Post-PCI AMR, 

mmHg*s/m 

241.00(206.

00-280.00) 

287.50(269.

00-315.50) 

212.00(190.

00-235.00) 

-19.2 

41 

0.000

* 

 249.50(198.

00-288.00) 

288.00(269.

00-315.00) 

198.00(183.

00-222.00) 

-16.9 

05 

0.000

* 

Post-PCI Flow 

velocity, cm/s 

16.95(13.60

-20.80) 

13.05(11.10

-14.60) 

19.8(17.80-

23.40) 

-18.5 

56 

0.000

* 

 16.40(13.08

-21.40) 

13.10(11.10

-14.60) 

21.4(18.60-

25.00) 

-16.4 

13 

0.000

* 

Values are presented as the mean ± standard deviation, median (25th percentile, 75th percentile) or n (%). 

PCI, percutaneous coronary intervention; QFR, quantitative flow ratio; AMR, angio-derived microcirculatory resistance. 
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Table 4: 1-year clinical outcomes 

 

Before propensity score matching 
 

After propensity score matching 

 

All 

subjects(

n=506) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n=215) 

AMR＜

250  

(n=291) 

Hazard ratio 

(95% CI) 

 

P-val

ue 

 All 

subjects(

n=382) 

AMR≥ 

250  

(n=191) 

AMR＜

250  

(n=191) 

Hazard ratio 

(95% CI) 

 

P-val

ue 

Primary endpoint            

MACE, n (%) 
48(9.5) 30(14.0) 18(6.2) 2.326(1.297-4.

172) 

0.005
*

 

 41(10.7) 27(14.1) 14(7.3) 1.954(1.025-3.

726) 

0.042
*

 

  Death from any 

cause, n (%) 

24(4.7) 14(6.5) 10(3.4) 1.943(0.863-4.

374) 

0.109  21(5.5) 12(6.3) 9(4.7) 1.347(0.567-3.

196) 

0.500 

  Myocardial 

infarction, n (%) 

2(0.4) 0(0) 2(0.7) 0.021(0.000-2

273.362) 

0.512  2(0.5) 0(0) 2(1.0) 0.016(0.000-1

349.348) 

0.473 

  Ischemia-driven 

revascularization, 

n (%) 

0(0) 0(0) 0(0) - -  0(0) 0(0) 0(0) - - 

  Readmission for 

heart failure, n 

(%) 

22(4.3) 16(7.4) 6(2.1) 3.741(1.464-9.

562) 

0.006
*

 

 18(4.7) 15(7.9) 3(1.6) 5.082(1.471-1

7.554) 

0.010
*

 

Major secondary 

endpoint 

           

Cardiac-related 

death, n (%) 

11(2.2) 6(2.8) 5(1.7) 1.656(0.505-5.

426) 

0.405  8(2.1) 4(2.1) 4(2.1) 1.004(0.251-4.

013) 

0.996 

Non-Cardiac-rel

ated death, n (%) 

13(2.6) 8(3.7) 5(1.7) 2.236(0.731-6.

834) 

0.158  13(3.4) 8(4.2) 5(2.6) 1.622(0.531-4.

958) 

0.396 

Values are n (%). CI, confidence interval. MACE, Major adverse cardiovascular events. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 14, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.11.23289795doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.11.23289795
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table 5: Univariate and multivariate analysis results for predictors of 1-year MACE  

 

Before propensity score matching  After propensity score matching 

 

Univariable analysis  Multivariable analysis  Univariable analysis  Multivariable analysis 

 HR (95% 

CI) 

p-valu

e 

 HR (95% 

CI) 

p-value  HR (95% 

CI) 

p-valu

e 

 HR (95% 

CI) 

p-value 

AMR≥250 

2.326(1.297

-4.172) 

0.005
*

 

 2.037(1.068-3.

888) 

0.031
*

 

 1.954(1.025-3.

726) 

0.042
*

 

 2.265(1.136-4.

515) 

0.020
*

 

Age 

1.072(1.046

-1.099) 

0.000
*

 

 1.045(1.015-1.

076) 

0.003
*

 

 1.078(1.046-1.

111) 

0.000
*

 

 1.062(1.025-1.

101) 

0.001
*

 

Male 

1.596(0.830

-3.068) 

0.161     1.030(0.476-2.

230) 

0.940    

Body mass 

index  

0.884(0.801

-0.975) 

0.014
*

 

 1.002(0.901-1.

114) 

0.972  0.898(0.807-0.

999) 

0.048
*

 

 1.010(0.901-1.

131) 

0.868 

Diabetes 

mellitus 

0.308(0.122

-0.778) 

0.013
*

 

 1.119(0.298-4.

205) 

0.868  0.453(0.178-1.

154) 

0.097  1.786(0.453-7.

042) 

0.407 

Hypertension 1.431(0.802

-2.551) 

0.225     1.227(0.662-2.

274) 

0.515    

Hyperlipidem

ia 

0.420(0.188

-0.936) 

0.034  0.692(0.302-1.

586) 

0.384  0.600(0.266-1.

353) 

0.218    

Previous 

stroke 

3.248(1.656

-6.369) 

0.001
*

 

 1.703(0.774-3.

750) 

0.186  3.233(1.584-6.

597) 

0.001
*

 

 1.735(0.763-3.

948) 

0.189 

HBA1C 

0.679(0.498

-0.927) 

0.015
*

 

 0.936(0.590-1.

484) 

0.778  0.737(0.539-1.

008) 

0.056  0.928(0.586-1.

468) 

0.748 

BNP 

1.000(1.000

-1.001) 

0.000
*

 

 1.000(1.000-1.

000) 

0.014
*

 

 1.000(1.000-1.

001) 

0.000
*

 

 1.000(1.000-1.

000) 

0.207 

Albumin 

0.871(0.813

-0.933) 

0.000
*

 

 0.958(0.879-1.

043) 

0.322  0.872(0.807-0.

942) 

0.000
*

 

 0.954(0.871-1.

044) 

0.305 

Peak 

troponin I  

1.017(0.999

-1.034) 

0.065  1.023(1.004-1.

042) 

0.016
*

 

 1.016(0.997-1.

037) 

0.100  1.024(1.003-1.

046) 

0.024
*

 

Glucose 

0.828(0.716

-0.958) 

0.011
*

 

 0.856(0.704-1.

040) 

0.118  0.851(0.735-0.

986) 

0.031
*

 

 0.818(0.659-1.

016) 

0.069 

LVEF 

0.947(0.919

-0.975) 

0.000
*

 

 0.974(0.942-1.

006) 

0.113  0.946(0.916-0.

976) 

0.000
*

 

 0.974(0.940-1.

009) 

0.137 

Abbreviations: CI, confidence interval; HR, hazard ratio; other abbreviations as in Tables 1. 
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