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Abstract

Background

Prolonged cardiac monitoring (PCM) increases atrial fibrillation detection after stroke (AFDAS) but
access is limited. We aimed to assess the utility of midregional pro-atrial natriuretic peptide (MR-
proANP) and N-terminal pro-B-type natriuretic peptide (NT-proBNP) to identify people who are

unlikely to have AFDAS and improve healthcare resource allocation for PCM..

Methods

We analysed people from the BIOSIGNAL (Biomarker Signature of Stroke Aetiology) study with
ischaemic stroke, no known AF and >3 days cardiac monitoring. External validation was in the
PRECISE (Preventing Recurrent Cardioembolic Stroke: Right Approach, Right Patient) study of 28-

days cardiac monitoring after stroke.

The main outcome is no AFDAS. We assessed the discriminatory value of MR-proANP and NT-
proBNP combined with clinical variables to identify people with no AFDAS. We determined the net
reduction in people who would undergo PCM using the models with 15% AFDAS threshold

probability.

Results

We included 621 people from BIOSIGNAL. The clinical model included age, National Institutes of
Health Stroke Scale score, lipid-lowering therapy, creatinine and smoking status. The AUROC was

0.68 (95%CI 0.62-0.74) with clinical variables, which improved with logioMR-proANP (0.72,0.66-

0.78;p=0.001) or log:oNT-proBNP (0.71,0.65-0.77;p=0.009). Performance was similar for logioMR-

proANP versus logioNT-proBNP (p=0.28).

In 239 people from PRECISE, the AUROC for clinical variables was 0.68 (0.59-0.76), which
improved with logioNT-proBNP (0.73,0.65-0.82;p<0.001) or logioMR-proANP (0.79,0.72-

0.86;p<0.001). Performance was better with logi.oMR-proANP versus logioNT-proBNP (p=0.03).

The models could reduce the number who would undergo PCM by 30% (clinical+logioMR-proANP),

27% (clinical+log1oNT-proBNP) or 20% (clinical).
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Conclusions
MR-proANP and NT-proBNP help classify people who are unlikely to have AFDAS and could

reduce the number who need PCM by 30%.
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Introduction

Atrial fibrillation (AF) accounts for 25% of ischaemic strokes.! One third of strokes are recurrent and
anticoagulant drugs reduce the risk of recurrent strokes in people with AF.22 People are screened for
AF detection after stroke (AFDAS) or transient ischaemic attack (TI1A) with a cardiac monitor.
Typically, this has two stages: 1) an initial period of cardiac monitoring in all people after stroke; and
2) longer-term monitoring in people with unknown stroke aetiology. For the first stage, standard
practice is an electrocardiogram (ECG) and a 24-72 hour Holter monitor that detects AF in ~4% of

people.*®

Prolonged cardiac monitoring (PCM) identifies more cases of AFDAS.®° An external loop recorder
for 30 days detects AF in 16% of people with ischaemic stroke of unknown aetiology.® An
implantable loop recorder (ILR) for one year can identify AF in up to 24% of such people.’
National/international guidelines recommend PCM to search for AFDAS, especially in people with
ischaemic stroke or TIA of unknown aetiology.'! However, PCM is costly and is not widely
available.’? Further, while the yield of AFDAS is higher with PCM, most people tested do not have

AF.87

This could be addressed by better patient selection. A solution could be to identify people who are
unlikely to have AFDAS and who do not need PCM. Prognostic scores exist for AFDAS, although
these focus on people with embolic stroke of undetermined source (ESUS) who have undergone a
period of monitoring or identifying people who are most likely to have AFDAS.*Y An alternative
approach is to identify people who are unlikely to have AFDAS and “rule out” rather than “rule in”.*®
This would allow PCM to be focused on people who are more likely to have AFDAS and benefit from
anticoagulation to prevent second AF-related strokes, while minimising potentially unnecessary tests

for people who are unlikely to have AFDAS.

The natriuretic peptides midregional pro-atrial natriuretic peptide (MR-proANP) and N-terminal pro-

B-type natriuretic peptide (NT-proBNP) could help stratify probability of AFDAS. %2
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Study aim
We aimed to assess the utility of MR-proANP and NT-proBNP to identify people who are unlikely to

have AFDAS and improve healthcare resource allocation for PCM.

Methods

Study Design and Patient Population

We analysed people in the Biomarker Signature of Stroke Aetiology Study (BIOSIGNAL) study
(NCT02274727) who were not known to have AF and who had >3 days cardiac monitoring
(Supplemental Figure 1). The BIOSIGNAL study was a multi-centre, prospective cohort study that
evaluated blood biomarkers associated with underlying stroke aetiology in people after ischaemic
stroke.?° People with ischaemic stroke were recruited from nine European stroke centres between

October 2014 and October 2017.

Study Assessments and Intervention
Brain imaging, assessment of demographic variables and biochemical profile was performed on

admission.

Biomarker measurement

Blood samples were collected within 24 hours of symptom onset and separated by centrifugation at
3,000g and 4°C for 20 minutes. Plasma samples were aliquoted and frozen at -80°C. MR-proANP
concentrations (pmol/L) were measured using automated B.R.A.H.M.S MR-proANP immunoassay
technology on a KRYPTOR instrument (B.R.A.H.M.S GmbH).? Plasma was analysed for NT-

proBNP concentrations (ng/l) using a Cobas 8000 analyser (Roche Diagnostics, Basel, Switzerland).

Cardiac rhythm monitoring

Participants had an ECG and 24 hours cardiac monitoring on admission. People with no AFDAS in
the first 24 hours received further monitoring according to standard operating procedures of enrolling
centres, ideally for >48 hours.* In people who still did not have evidence of AFDAS, further

monitoring was recommended, preferably with a 7-day ECG monitor or implantable cardiac device.
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Follow-up was at 3 months and 12 months during an outpatient visit or telephone interview with a

stroke physician.

Outcome measures

The main outcome is no AFDAS. AF was defined as >30 seconds of AF/atrial flutter, based on
international guidelines that define clinical AF as an episode >30 seconds* and is recommended as an
indication for anticoagulation.?® Central adjudication of outcomes was conducted by certified vascular
neurologists and trained neurovascular fellows. In cases of disagreement, consensus was reached after

discussion. To minimize bias, all outcome evaluators were blinded to biomarker levels.

Statistical analyses

Demographics

Discrete variables are expressed as counts (%) and continuous variables as median (IQR). Baseline
demographics and risk factors were compared using t-tests or a non-parametric equivalent.

Logarithmic transformation (logio) was used to normalize skewed distributions.

Analyses

Univariable and multivariable logistic regression analyses were performed to evaluate associations
with demographic variables and no AFDAS. Area under receiver-operating-characteristic (AUROC)
curves were constructed incorporating clinical variables associated with AFDAS in univariable
analysis (age, NIHSS score, creatinine, smoking and lipid-lowering medication) and log:oMR-
proANP or logioNT-proBNP using the pROC package and 95% confidence intervals were derived
using bootstrap sampling.2* We compared AUROCs for models with clinical variables versus clinical
variables and logioMR-proANP or log:oNT-proBNP using the Likelihood-Ratio Test for nested
models. We compared AUROCSs for models with clinical variables and log:oMR-proANP versus
log:oNT-proBNP using De Long’s test and continuous Net Reclassification Index (NRI).% All

statistical analyses were performed using R version 4.3.
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Sensitivity Analyses

Sensitivity analyses were conducted in subgroups, including: people older than the median age;
female gender; NIHSS score > median; and cardiac disease, defined as prior myocardial infarction
(M1) or heart failure. Sensitivity analyses were also conducted in people from the BIOSIGNAL study

with i) any duration of cardiac monitoring; and ii) <3 days cardiac monitoring.

External Validation

External validation of the models with clinical variables £ logioMR-proANP or logi1oNT-proBNP was
performed in people recruited to the ongoing Preventing Recurrent Cardioembolic Stroke: Right
Approach, Right Patient (PRECISE) study.?® The PRECISE study is a prospective cohort study of 28
days cardiac monitoring in people with ischaemic stroke or TIA who are not known to have AF.
Participants are recruited from two Scottish stroke centres since 2021. Venous blood is collected
within 5 days of hospital admission and separated by centrifugation prior to storage at -80°C. MR-
proANP concentrations are measured using the B.R.A.H.M.S KRYPTOR instrument (B.R.A.H.M.S
GmbH) and NT-proBNP concentrations are measured using a Cobas e411 analyser (Roche

Diagnostics, Basel, Switzerland).

Participants receive 28 days cardiac monitoring with a Novacor R-test or ECG patch. The Novacor R-
test has been used for all participants included in the current analysis. The primary outcome is AF >30

seconds and all AF cases are verified by two Stroke Physicians and two Cardiologists.

Decision Curve Analysis

We performed a decision curve analysis combining data from the BIOSIGNAL and PRECISE
cohorts. We assessed the utility of the models to identify people who are unlikely to have AFDAS and
reduce the number of people who would undergo PCM.2"28 We determined the net reduction in
people who would undergo PCM with an AFDAS threshold probability of 15%, which was selected
based on AF detection rates in the EMBRACE study® and a meta-analysis of studies evaluating PCM

after ischaemic stroke or TIA.2
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Ethics and regulatory approval

The BIOSIGNAL study was approved by the local Ethics Committees of participating centres (main
centre: Cantonal Ethics Commission of Zurich, BASEC-Nr. PB_2016-00672) and conducted
according to the Declaration of Helsinki. All participants, or their welfare guardians, provided written
informed consent. The PRECISE study is approved by the West of Scotland Research Ethics

Committee 3 and all participants provide written, informed consent.

Results

Baseline characteristics

We included 621 people from the BIOSIGNAL study: 243 (39.1%) were female, the median (IQR)
age was 69 (57-78) years and 77 people (12%) were found to have AFDAS (Table 1). The median
(IQR) duration of ECG monitoring was 9 (7-11) days and median (IQR) NIHSS score was 4 (2-8).
MR-proANP concentrations were available for 603 participants (97.1%) and NT-proBNP levels were

available for 616 participants (99.2%).

People with no AFDAS were younger (median (IQR) age 68 (57-77) versus 75 (69-81) years,
p<0.001) and had lower MR-proANP (99.3 (68.9-157.6) versus 173.4 (109.9-232.9) pmol/L,
p<0.001), NT-proBNP (185.0 (75.5-464.0) versus 463.0 (190.0-1259.0) ng/l, p<0.001) and creatinine
(80 (68-95) versus 83 (77-95) umol/L, p=0.03) (Table 1). People with no AFDAS were more likely to
have a history of smoking (27.6% versus 16.9%, p=0.045) and were less likely to be prescribed lipid

lowering medication at baseline (26.1% versus 39.0%, p=0.02).

Univariable analysis

Variables associated with no AFDAS in univariable analysis were lower logi.oMR-proANP (OR
20.00, 95% CI 7.14-50.00, p<0.001), lower logioNT-proBNP (OR 2.78, 95% CI 1.89-4.17, p<0.001),
younger age (OR 1.05, 95% CI 1.03-1.08, p<0.001), lower NIHSS score (OR 1.04, 95% CI 1.00-1.09,
p=0.03), no lipid-lowering therapy (OR 1.82, 95% CI 1.10-2.94, p=0.02), lower creatinine (OR 1.01,

95% CI 1.00-1.02, p=0.02) and smoking history (OR 1.88, 95% CI 1.01-3.52, p=0.048) (Table 2).
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Multivariable analysis
In multivariable analysis with logioMR-proANP and clinical variables associated with no AFDAS in
univariable analysis, the only variable that remained associated with no AFDAS was lower log:oMR-

proANP (OR 8.33, 95% CI 2.50-25.00, p<0.01) (Table 3).

In multivariable analysis with 1og:oNT-proBNP and clinical variables associated with no AFDAS in
univariable analysis, the only variables that remained associated with no AFDAS were lower 1og:oNT-
proBNP (OR 1.85, 95% CI 1.15-2.94, p=0.01) and younger age (OR 1.03, 95% CI 1.01-1.06, p=0.01)

(Table 4).

AUROC analyses

The model for predicting no AFDAS with clinical variables demonstrated AUROC 0.68 (95% CI
0.62-0.74; Table 5). Performance improved when logioMR-proANP or logioNT-proBNP was added:
0.72 (95% CI 0.66-0.78) for log1oMR-proANP (p=0.001); and 0.71 (95% CI 0.65-0.77) for log1oNT-
proBNP (p=0.009). MR-proANP and NT-proBNP performed similarly in direct comparison of

models with logi.oMR-proANP versus logioNT-proBNP (p=0.28).

Among people without AFDAS, by measuring MR-proANP a net of 55% were correctly moved
towards lower probability of AFDAS, while 45% were falsely moved towards higher probability of
AFDAS. The corresponding NRI was 0.30 (95% CI1 0.07-0.54). Similar findings were observed for
measuring NT-proBNP: a net of 55% were correctly moved towards lower probability of AFDAS,
while 45% were falsely moved towards higher probability of AFDAS and the corresponding NRI was

0.39 (95% CI 0.15-0.62).

The Impact of Baseline Demographics and Cardiac Monitoring Duration on Prediction
Performance

There was no significant difference in model performance across age, gender, NIHSS score or prior
cardiac disease (Supplemental Table 1). AUROCs were numerically higher in people with no prior
cardiac disease for models with both natriuretic peptides. Performance of the model with clinical

variables was similar in people with any duration or <3 days cardiac monitoring. AUROCs were

10
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greater for the models with logi1oMR-proANP or logioNT-proBNP among people with any duration or

<3 days monitoring, compared to people with >3 days monitoring (Supplemental Table 2).

External validation

External validation was performed in 239 people recruited to the PRECISE study: 94 (39.3%) were
female, the median (IQR) age was 66 (59-75) years and the median (IQR) NIHSS score was 1 (0-3).
The median (IQR) duration of cardiac monitoring was 28 (14-30) days and 41 people (17.2%) had

AFDAS. MR-proANP and NT-proBNP concentrations were available for all 239 participants.

Compared to the BIOSIGNAL cohort, people in the PRECISE cohort were younger (median (IQR)
age 66 (59-75) versus 69 (58-78) years, p=0.04) and had lower MR-proANP (53.7 (34.6-82.9) versus
106.7 (71.8-174.1) pmol/L, p<0.001) and NT-proBNP (97.5 (42.7-206.8) versus 209.0 (81.0-530.5)

ng/L, p<0.001).

When applied to the PRECISE cohort, the AUROC was higher for the model with logioMR-proANP
and similar for models with clinical variables or log:oNT-proBNP (Table 5). The AUROC was 0.68
(95% CI 0.59-0.76) for clinical variables and improved with logioMR-proANP (0.79 (0.72-0.86),
p<0.001) or logioNT-proBNP (0.73 (0.65-0.82), p<0.001). In the PRECISE cohort, the model with

clinical variables and logioMR-proANP performed better than log:oNT-proBNP (p=0.03).

Among people without AFDAS, by measuring MR-proANP a net of 68% were correctly moved
towards lower probability of AFDAS, while 32% were falsely moved towards higher probability of
AFDAS. The corresponding NRI was 0.87 (95% CI1 0.57-1.16). Similar findings were observed for
NT-proBNP: a net of 67% were correctly moved towards lower probability of AFDAS, while 33%
were falsely moved towards higher probability of AFDAS and the corresponding NRI was 0.51 (95%

C10.19-0.84).

Clinical Utility to Reduce the Number of People who Need Prolonged Cardiac Monitoring
Applying an AFDAS threshold probability of 15%, the estimated net reduction in people who would
undergo PCM is 30% for the model with logi1oMR-proANP, 27% for the model with log:oNT-

proBNP, and 20% for the model with clinical variables alone (Figure 1, Supplemental Table 3).

11
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Discussion

Our findings, with external validation, demonstrate that MR-proANP and NT-proBNP can help
identify people who are unlikely to have AFDAS and reduce the number of people who would
undergo PCM by approximately 30%. Indeed, both natriuretic peptides improve performance
compared to clinical variables alone. Measuring MR-proANP or NT-proBNP to guide patient
selection could help focus PCM on people who are more likely to have AFDAS and benefit, while
minimising testing for people who are unlikely to have AFDAS. In healthcare systems where PCM
resources are limited, it is likely that such an approach would increase the proportion of people who

are found to have AFDAS and who would receive anticoagulation to prevent recurrent strokes.

Our analysis is unique as we 1) focus on identifying people who are unlikely to have AFDAS (“rule
out”); 2) evaluate the role of natriuretic peptide blood biomarkers; 3) include unselected people after
stroke; and 4) externally validate our findings. Previous scores to stratify probability of AFDAS focus
on people with ESUS who have already undergone a period of cardiac monitoring, identifying higher

risk people (“rule in””) and do not include blood biomarkers. 6182

Our findings support that MR-proANP and NT-proBNP have strong potential to identify people who
are unlikely to have AFDAS. Indeed, MR-proANP improved performance compared to clinical
variables, and the model with MR-proANP had numerically greater AUROC and odds ratio than
models with NT-proBNP or clinical variables alone. In multivariable analysis with MR-proANP,
lower MR-proANP was the only variable associated with no AFDAS. In contrast, younger age and

lower NT-proBNP were associated with no AFDAS in multivariable analysis with NT-proBNP.

The model with NT-proBNP was superior to clinical variables and NT-proBNP may also help identify
people who are unlikely to have AFDAS. Previous studies support that NT-proBNP may help stratify
probability of AFDAS. Indeed, sub-analysis of the Find-AFranoomisen Trial demonstrates that a BNP
threshold of 100 ng/L to select people for prolonged (3% 10-day) Holter ECG monitoring after stroke
can reduce the number needed to screen from 18 to 3.2 NT-proBNP analysis is inexpensive, routinely

used to screen for heart failure and may be more readily available in hospital laboratories or by using

12
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point-of-care tests than MR-proANP.* Overall, both MR-proANP and NT-proBNP can help classify
people who are unlikely to have AFDAS. The biomarker which performs best and would be most

readily implemented in healthcare systems should be further evaluated.

Data from the general population support our findings.®-*> NT-proBNP and MR-proANP are
independently associated with incident AF and improve performance of a model with clinical
variables.3! Analysis of data from the LOOP trial demonstrates that people with elevated NT-proBNP
benefit most from AF screening.® Indeed, using an ILR to screen for AF in people aged >70 years
prevented incident stroke or systemic embolism in people with NT-proBNP concentrations above the

median, but not among people with lower NT-proBNP levels.*?

AUROC:s for models with MR-proANP or NT-proBNP were numerically higher in people without
prior cardiac disease. This could be due to low prevalence of cardiac disease in the cohort. However,
natriuretic peptides are elevated in people with cardiac disease which could influence performance in
these subgroups. It is important to evaluate performance of MR-proANP and NT-proBNP in people

with cardiac disease in future studies.

We determined the net reduction in people who would undergo PCM using a risk stratified approach
to testing. The model with MR-proANP could reduce the number of people who would need PCM by
30%, compared to 27% for NT-proBNP and 20% for clinical variables alone. The estimates are based
on 15% AFDAS threshold probability for PCM, which was selected using rates of AFDAS in the
EMBRACE study and a meta-analysis of PCM after ischaemic stroke or TIA.58 Applying different
AFDAS threshold probabilities would alter the net reduction in people who need PCM. However,
models with MR-proANP or NT-proBNP would still reduce the number of people who need PCM by
between 21% to 36% with AFDAS threshold probabilities of 10% to 20%, which would improve

healthcare resource allocation for PCM.

Strengths and Limitations
A major strength is the prospective, multi-centre nature of the BIOSIGNAL study, which includes

people with a range of stroke subtypes rather than only including people with ESUS. This increases

13
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generalisability of our findings and is important given the STROKE-AF RCT demonstrates high rates
of AFDAS in people with stroke attributed to small or large-artery disease.® All patients had >3 days

monitoring and the median duration is 9 days, which is important for AFDAS case ascertainment.

External validation was performed in the PRECISE study, which has a median duration of 28 days
cardiac monitoring. PRECISE is a contemporaneous, prospective cohort study with robust AFDAS
case ascertainment, which is important for external validation. We evaluated and compared the utility
of MR-proANP and NT-proBNP alongside clinical variables to identify people who are unlikely to
have AFDAS, which we believe is a novel approach. Moreover, we determined the net benefit of
using the models to identify people who are unlikely to have AFDAS and guide cardiac monitoring

approaches.

Our work also has several limitations. While the sample size is reasonable, it may have been
insufficient to detect a statistically significant difference in performance of the model with MR-
proANP compared to NT-proBNP. While the median duration of monitoring in the BIOSIGNAL
cohort is 9 days, we cannot exclude some misclassification from missed cases of AFDAS. Finally, we
did not assess ECG, echocardiogram or cerebral imaging parameters as these were not routinely
available for the cohorts. We also wished to avoid developing approaches to guide cardiac monitoring
that involve additional tests such as echocardiograms which are not routinely performed for all people

after stroke.1934

Conclusions

MR-proANP and NT-proBNP can help classify people who are unlikely to have AFDAS. Measuring
MR-proANP or NT-proBNP could reduce the number of people who need PCM after stroke and

improve healthcare resource allocation.
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Figure Legends

Figure 1. Decision Curve Analysis for Net Reduction in the Number of People who Would Need Prolonged Cardiac Monitoring
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Tables

Table 1. Baseline Demographics

All BIOSIGNAL
BIOSIGNAL Cohort PRECISE Cohort s
oaraohic vVarable Total _ AFDAS No AFDAS e Total  AFDAS NoAFDAS __ e
grap n=621 n=77 n=544 P n=239 n=41 n=198 P P
Age (years), median 69 75 68 66 72 66
(IQR) (57-78)  (69-81) (57 -77) 0001 59-75)  (7-77)  (s8-75) 0% 0.04
243 3 210 9 13 81
[0)
Female Gender, n (%) (39.1%)  (42.9%) (38.6%) 0.47 (303%)  (3L7%)  (40.9%) 0.27 0.96
106.7 173.4 53.7 86.3
?nﬂgj}g;oggz)(pmoll L) (71.8- (109.9- - s N <0.001 (34.6 - 6L7- (5 09 5 <0001 <0.001
174.1) 232.9) 9157, 82.9) 123.6) 8-68.
209.0 463.0 975 207.7 83.7
r'}']Zé‘i’;r?E(‘l'\('gPR()”g/ L) (81.0- (190.0- (7515?2?4 0 <0.001 (42.1- (90.4 - (398-  <0.001 <0.001
530.5)  1259.0) -5-464. 206.8) 396.1) 171.5)
Creatinine (umol/L), 81 83 80 77 83 77
median (IQR) (68-95)  (77-95) (68-95) 0.03 (65-88)  (69-93) (65-87) 0.07 <0.01
Duration of Monitoring 9 9 9 28 14 28
(days), median (IQR) (7-12) (7-12) (7-13) 0.74 (14-30)  (7-28) (20-30) <0001 <0.001
. 4 5 4 1 1 1
NIHSS, median (IQR) o g 012 0 o 0.04 03 03 03 0.28 <0.001
Prior Ischaemic Stroke, n 89 12 77 0.74 41 6 35 064 0.30
(%) (143%)  (15.6%) (14.2%) : (17.2%)  (146%)  (17.7%) : :
. 45 4 41 23 3 20
Prior TIA, n (%) (7.2%) (5.2%) (7.5%) 0.46 (9.6%) (7.3%) (10.1%) 0.7 0.25
. 9 2 7 5 1 4
0,
Prior ICH, n (%) (1.4%) (2.6%) (1.3%) 0.31 (2.1%) (2.4%) (2%) ! 0.55
. 406 55 351 122 26 %
Hypertension, n (%) (65.4%)  (71.4%) (64.5%) 0.23 (G51%)  (634%)  (48.5%) 0.08 <0.001
— 450 60 390 77 15 62
Hyperlipidaemia, n (%) 755000 (77.9%) (71.7%) 0.25 (322%)  (36.6%)  (31.3%) 0.51 <0.001
Lipid Lowering 72 30 142 96 20 76
Treatment, n (%) Q77%)  (39.0%) (26.1%) 0.02 (402%)  (48.8%)  (38.4%) 0.22 <0.001
Smoking History, n (%) 160 13 147 0.045 146 22 124 0.28 <0.001
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- (263%)  (16.9%) (27.g%) (Gléé%) (531.;%) (627.2%)

; ?g/:)ly ristory of stroke (15?2%) (9.;%) (16?0%) 0.18 (35.6%) (29.33%) (362.2%) 0.36 <0.001
g(()g/f)))n ary Heart Disease, (14?%%) (151.5%) (147.2%) 0.81 (102.8%) (7.3%) (11.6%) 0.59 0.15
Myocardial Infarction, n 51 6 45 0.88 16 2 14 1 0.45
(%) (82%)  (1.8%) (8.3%) (6.7%) (4.3%) (7.;%)

Heart Failure, n (%) (3}1?%) (6.E5>%) (2.164:%) 0.07 (1;%) (0%) (1.5%) 1 0.13
Cardiac Disease, n (%) (10?%) (11?7%) (9?94('%) 0.64 (7.117%) (45%) (7%5%) 0.74 0.17
Diabetes Mellitus, n (%) (142.;3%) (131.8%) (147.2%) 0.72 (15?.)(15%) (14.66%) (153?2%) 0.93 0.79
COPD, n (%) (6.31%/0) (3.3%) (6.3;5%) 061 (7.?%) (9.:31%) (7.11% 052 046
E)?gég?:rr? I(%SCUW (9%1%) (7.3%) (105.5%) 0.52 (5.143%) (14.%%) (3.;%) 0.01 0.04
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Table 2

Variables Associated with No AF Detection in Univariable Analysis

Variable OR 95% CI P-value
Lower logioMR-proANP 20.00 7.14 —50.00 <0.001
Lower logioNT-proBNP 2.78 1.89 -4.17 <0.001
Younger Age 1.05 1.03-1.08 <0.001
Lower NIHSS score 1.04 1.00-1.09 0.03
No Lipid Lowering Therapy 1.82 1.10-2.94 0.02
Lower Serum Creatinine 1.01 1.00-1.02 0.02
Smoking History 1.88 1.01-3.52 0.048

Odds ratios for MR-proANP and NT-proBNP are per unit log biomarker
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Table 3. Variables Associated with No AFDAS in Multivariable Analysis with logi.oMR-proANP

Variable OR 95% CI P-value
Lower logioMR-proANP 8.33 2.50 - 25.00 <0.01
Younger Age 1.02 1.00-1.05 0.10
Lower NIHSS score 1.02 0.97 -1.06 0.48
No Lipid Lowering Therapy 0.99 0.57-1.72 0.97
Lower Serum Creatinine 1.00 1.00-1.01 0.45
Smoking History 1.18 0.60 - 2.30 0.63

Odds ratios for MR-proANP and NT-proBNP are per unit log biomarker
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Table 4. Variables Associated with No AFDAS in Multivariable Analysis with logioNT-proBNP

Variable OR 95% CI P-value
Lower logio0NT-proBNP 1.85 1.15-2.94 0.01
Younger Age 1.03 1.01-1.06 0.01
Lower NIHSS score 1.03 0.99 -1.08 0.16
No Lipid Lowering Therapy 1.10 0.65-1.89 0.72
Lower Serum Creatinine 1.00 1.00-1.01 0.37
Smoking History 1.31 0.68 — 2.53 0.43

Odds ratios for MR-proANP and NT-proBNP are per unit log biomarker
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Table 5. Performance of the Models with Clinical Variables £ MR-proANP or NT-proBNP in the BIOSIGNAL and PRECISE Cohorts

BIOSIGNAL Cohort

PRECISE Cohort

NRI (95% CI)

NRI (95% CI)

p-value p-value p-value p-value
AUROC (Adding MR- AUROC (Adding MR-
Model (vs (MR-proANP vs (vs (MR-proANP vs
(95% CI) proANP or NT-  (95% CI) proANP or NT-
clinical) NT-proBNP) clinical) NT-proBNP)
proBNP) proBNP)
0.68 0.68
Clinical Alone
(0.62-0.74) (0.59-0.76)
Clinical and 0.72 0.30 0.79 0.87
0.001 <0.001
logi.0MR-proANP (0.66-0.78) (0.07-0.54) (0.72-0.86) (0.57-1.16)
0.28 0.03
Clinical and logioNT- 0.71 0.39 0.73 0.51
0.009 <0.001
proBNP (0.65-0.77) (0.15-0.62) (0.65-0.82) (0.19-0.84)
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Supplemental Table 1. Sensitivity Analyses Comparing Model Performance Across Subgroups

AUROC p-value AUROC p-value _ p-value
AUROY Clinical Variables  (Clinical Variables Clinical (Clinical (Clinical Variales
Subgroup N i + logioMR- + logioMR- Variables + Variables + LY
ariables vs Clinical
proANP proANP by 10g1o0NT-proBNP  logioNT-proBNP :
(95% CI) (95% CI) Subgroup) (95% CI) by Subgroup) Variables +
10g10NT-proBNP)
. 311 0.57 0.64 0.62
Age > Median (50.1)  (0.48-0.67) (0.56-0.72) (0.53-0.70) 0.25
0.40 0.27
Age < Median 310 0.67 0.72 0.69 0.27
(49.9)  (0.54-0.80) (0.60-0.84) (0.55-0.83)
Female 243 0.67 0.72 0.70 0.42
(39.1)  (0.58-0.76) (0.63-0.80) 0.86 (0.62-0.79) 100
Male 378 0.68 0.72 0.71 0.40
(60.9)  (0.60-0.77) (0.63-0.80) (0.63-0.80) '
NIHSS > 279 0.70 0.74 0.72 0.34
Median (45)  (0.62-0.79) (0.65-0.82) 0.68 (0.64-0.80) 050 '
NIHSS < 341 0.65 0.70 ' 0.70 ' 063
Median (55)  (0.56-0.74) (0.62-0.79) (0.61-0.78) '
. . 63 0.60 0.59 0.59
Cardiac Disease 1 5y (038082 (0.39-0.80) 018 (0.39-0.80) 024 0.89
No Cardiac 557 0.70 0.74 ' 0.72 ' 011
Disease (89.8)  (0.63-0.76) (0.68-0.81) (0.66-0.79) :

27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.28.23296282

Supplemental Table 2. Performance of the Models Across Durations of Cardiac Monitoring in the BIOSIGNAL Cohort

All Durations of Cardiac Monitoring

<3 Days of Cardiac Monitoring

AUROC AUROC
Model
(95% CI) (95% ClI)
0.71 0.70
Clinical Alone
(0.68-0.74) (0.66-0.74)
0.80 0.82
Clinical and log:.oMR-proANP
(0.77-0.82) (0.78-0.85)
0.78 0.80
Clinical and logioNT-proBNP
(0.76-0.81) (0.77-0.83)
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Supplemental Table 3. Decision Curve Analysis for Reduction in the Number of People who Need Prolonged Cardiac Monitoring

Net Reduction in Number of People who Need Prolonged Cardiac Monitoring (%)

AF Detection Threshold Clinical Variables + Clinical Variables +
Clinical Variables Alone
Probability logioMR-proANP l0g1o0NT-proBNP
0 0 0 0
0.025 2.7% 1.9% 1.7%
0.05 7.9% 2.1% 1.0%
0.075 13.7% 10.1% 6.5%
0.1 21.8% 20.7% 18.2%
0.125 25.7% 25.6% 20.6%
0.15 29.5% 26.7% 20.4%
0.175 32.1% 31.4% 25.7%
0.2 36.1% 34.3% 31.4%
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Supplemental Figure 1. Overview of selection of people from the BIOSIGNAL study cohort for analysis

Biomarker Signature of Stroke Aetiology

(BIOSIGNAL) Study Cohort
n=1759

Known AF
n=329

n=809 ]

‘ <3 days cardiac monitoring

People Included in Analysis
n=621
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