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Background: Cangrelor, an intravenous P2Y12-receptor inhibitor, is a reversible and 
short-acting antithrombotic medication non-inferior to irreversible Glycoprotein IIb-IIIa 
inhibitors (GPI) like eptifibatide. However, there is insufficient data to compare the 
medications in endovascular thrombectomy (EVT) cases requiring emergent platelet 
inhibition. This study reviews our experience with cangrelor in EVT and compares its 
safety and efficacy against GPIs. 

Methods: A large healthcare system retrospective review identified all patients who 
received cangrelor or eptifibatide intraoperatively during EVT from December 2018 to 
March 2023 for a cohort study. Clinical data was reviewed. Functional status was 
defined by the modified Rankin Scale (mRS) and National Institutes of Health Stroke 
Scale (NIHSS) at multiple time points. Binary variables were tested with Pearson χ2 
tests or Fisher’s exact tests. Continuous variables were tested with two-tailed t-tests or 
Wilcoxon tests. 

Results: Of 1,010 EVT patients, 36 cangrelor and 104 eptifibatide patients were 
selected. There were no significant differences in baseline functional status or 
presentations. Cangrelor was most frequently administered for stenting tandem 
occlusions (n=16, 44.4%) and successful reperfusion occurred in 93.3% of patients 
(n=30). On multivariate analysis, cangrelor usage was associated with decreased odds 
of hemorrhagic conversion (adjusted odds ratio (AOR) 0.76, p=0.004) and symptomatic 
hemorrhage (AOR 0.86, p=0.021). There were no significant differences in thrombotic 
re-occlusion. Cangrelor was associated with lower 24-hour NIHSS (7.0 vs. 12.0, 
p=0.013) and discharge NIHSS scores (3.0 vs 9.0, p=0.009). There were no significant 
differences in in-hospital mortality or length of stay. Cangrelor was associated with 
improved odds of favorable outcome, defined as mRS 0-2, at discharge (AOR 2.69, 
p=0.001) and on 90-day follow-up (AOR 2.23, p=0.031). 

Conclusion: Cangrelor was associated with a decreased risk of hemorrhagic 
conversion and may lead to favorable functional outcomes for patients during 
hospitalization when compared to GPIs. Future prospective studies are warranted to 
investigate its use in EVT. 

Keywords: Antiplatelet agents, Cangrelor, Eptifibatide, Stroke, Thrombectomy 
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Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms 

 

AOR = adjusted odds ratio 

ASPECTS = Alberta Stroke Program Early CT Score 

CAD = coronary artery disease 

CAST = Chinese Acute Stroke Trial 

CHF = congestive heart failure 

CI = confidence interval 

CT = computerized tomography 

ECASS = European Cooperative Acute Stroke Study 

EVT = endovascular thrombectomy 

GPI = glycoprotein IIb-IIIa protein inhibitor 

HT = hemorrhagic transformation 

ICAD = intracranial atherosclerotic disease 

ICU = intensive care unit 

IQR = interquartile range 

IRB = Institutional Review Board 

IV = intravenous 

MRI = magnetic resonance imaging 

mRS = modified Rankin Scale 

NIHSS = National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale 

OR = odds ratio 

PH = parenchymal hematoma 

PRU = platelet reactivity unit 

VIF = variance inflation factor 
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Introduction 

 Endovascular thrombectomy (EVT) is considered to be the standard of care for 
patients suffering acute ischemic stroke due to large vessel occlusion.1–3 Within the last 
decade, the indications for EVT have continued to expand. While the safety and efficacy 
of EVT are well established, certain conditions may necessitate immediate platelet 
inhibition, such as patients presenting with tandem occlusions, concomitant large vessel 
occlusion with extracranial stenosis or occlusion, or patients with acutely symptomatic 
intracranial atherosclerotic disease (ICAD).4 Tandem lesions constitute approximately 
10% of all ischemic stroke presentations and respond poorly to traditional intravenous 
thrombolysis.5 Furthermore, patients with ICAD present with increased risk for morbidity 
and mortality during stroke recovery.6–8 It is not feasible to rely on oral administration of 
antiplatelet agents, given the emergent nature of those procedures, the patient’s 
inability to swallow and the prolonged time to action of enterally administered agents. In 
such cases, intra-arterial administration of platelet GPIIb-GPIIIa receptor inhibitors (GPI) 
such as eptifibatide and tirofiban is frequently used to prevent re-occlusion by limiting 
fibrinogen binding.9 Though the administration of intraprocedural GPIs provide 
therapeutic benefit, a feared complication of utilizing GPIs is the substantially increased 
risk of hemorrhagic conversion due to their partial thrombolytic properties and long half-
life.10 The irreversible mechanism of action of GPIs further complicates their use, as it 
limits the effectiveness of platelet transfusions in case of occurrence of any hemorrhagic 
complications. The risk of symptomatic intracranial hemorrhage (ICH) in stroke patients 
undergoing interventions with the use of GPIs is reported to be as high as 18%, with a 
mortality rate of 44%.11 

Cangrelor, an intravenous P2Y12-receptor inhibitor, is a reversible and short-

acting antithrombotic medication approved by the United States Food and Drug 

Administration for the prevention of thrombotic complications in cardiological 

interventions.12–15 In the cardiac literature, pooled analyses have demonstrated that 

cangrelor is non-inferior to GPIs in composite mortality and stent thrombosis while 

demonstrating a lower risk of major or minor bleeding.10 Multiple preliminary studies 

have described the safety and efficacy of cangrelor in neurointervention for a variety of 

indications, but no study to date has compared its performance against the well-

established GPIs.16,17 Cangrelor may provide a safe and efficacious alternative to GPIs 

in the emergent stroke setting.18–21 This study reviews our institution’s experience with 

cangrelor in EVT and compares its safety and efficacy against GPIs. 

Methods 

Cohort Identification and Selection 

 A large healthcare system retrospective review of a prospectively maintained 

database identified all patients who received cangrelor or eptifibatide intraoperatively 

while undergoing EVT for management of acute stroke from December 2018 to March 

2023. This retrospective study was approved by the senior author’s Institutional Review 

Board (IRB) under STUDY# IRB-19-02829. Consent was waived for all patients. This 
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study follows the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology 

(STROBE) guidelines for retrospective cohort studies. 

Data Collection and Outcomes 

 Baseline clinical and demographic data was reviewed, including age, sex, prior 

antiplatelet/anticoagulant use, diabetes, history of a prior stroke, coronary artery 

disease (CAD), hypertension, hyperlipidemia, obesity, congestive heart failure (CHF), 

and smoking status. Clinical characteristics of the initial stroke presentation were 

reviewed, including administration of IV thrombolysis, stroke location, and whether a 

tandem occlusion was present. The proceduralist performing the EVT was recorded and 

broadly stratified into three categories based on number of years of experience as a 

fellowship-trained attending. When appropriate, an Alberta stroke program early CT 

score (ASPECTS) score was calculated using pre-procedure non-contrast CT 

(Computerized Tomography) imaging of the head.22 Stroke severity was assessed using 

the 42-point National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale (NIHSS) at initial presentation to 

the hospital, 24 hours after EVT, and on discharge. Functional status was assessed at 

pre-stroke baseline, at discharge, and on 90-day follow-up using the 6-point modified 

Rankin Scale (mRS). Procedural details including indication for antithrombotic use and 

choice of oral transition agent were recorded. Indications for the use of cangrelor or 

eptifibatide were broadly categorized into three groups: placement of an intracranial 

stent, placement of an extracranial stent, or use for distal recanalization. Hospital 

course including length of stay in the ICU, in-hospital mortality, total hospital stay, and 

discharge disposition were reviewed. 

Post-procedural outcomes were also assessed. The presence of hemorrhagic 

transformation was assessed by a board-certified neuroradiologist (MTC) blinded to the 

patient’s treatment and graded according to the European Cooperative Acute Stroke 

Study (ECASS) II categories.23,24 Hemorrhagic transformation was defined as a 

symptomatic hemorrhage if it was graded as a hemorrhage per ECASS criteria and was 

accompanied with a gain in NIHSS of at least 4 points.24,25 Vessel and stent patency 

were assessed for thrombotic complications post-procedure with one of four vascular 

imaging modalities obtained after EVT: CT angiography, MR angiography, carotid 

ultrasound, or subsequent cerebral angiogram. The median time to post-procedure 

vascular imaging, ICU length of stay, and total hospital length of stay with respective 

interquartile ranges were calculated to minimize skew. mRS scores at discharge and on 

90-day follow-up were dichotomized into favorable and unfavorable outcomes, defined 

by mRS 0-2 and mRS greater than 3 respectively. 

Cangrelor Administration and Bridging 

 Intravenous cangrelor was administered intra-procedurally according to the 

manufacturer instructions.26 An initial bolus of 30 mcg/kg was administered, followed by 

a steady infusion rate of 4 mcg/kg/min. 
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Two medications were used as transition agents when bridging from IV 

cangrelor. Ticagrelor is started with a 180 mg oral loading dose 1-2 hours prior to 

discontinuing cangrelor, followed by a 90 mg dose every 12 hours. Clopidogrel was 

started with a 600 mg dose loading dose, given concomitant with discontinuation of 

cangrelor, followed by a 75 mg dose administered daily. For all patients, aspirin was 

administered post-procedurally with a rectal 600 mg loading dose, followed by 325 mg 

daily, for patients who are transitioned to clopidogrel, or 81 mg daily, for patients 

transitioned to ticagrelor. 

Statistical Analysis 

 All statistical analyses were performed in R version 4.2.3. Univariate analysis 

was initially conducted of the cohort. Categorical variables were tested with Pearson χ2 

tests or Fisher’s exact tests if any group had less than 5 data points. Continuous 

variables were tested with two-tailed t-tests or Wilcoxon rank-sum tests depending on 

the distribution of the data. Following univariate analysis of the cohort, the study 

outcomes were analyzed by multivariate regression after controlling for age, gender, 

comorbidities, antiplatelet/anticoagulant use, occlusion location, the presence of a 

tandem occlusion, the placement of any stent, IV thrombolysis administration, 

premorbid mRS, NIHSS scores at initial presentation, and ASPECTS scores. Adjusted 

odds ratios (AOR) or β-coefficients with 95% confidence intervals were generated for 

logistic and linear regressions, respectively. Variable collinearity was assessed by 

testing for variance inflation factors (VIF). 

The corresponding (AD) and senior author (HS) had full access to all data 

collected and analyzed in the study, and take responsibility for its analysis and integrity. 

Results 

Among 1,010 patients who underwent EVT during the timeframe of this study, 36 

patients who received cangrelor and 104 patients who received eptifibatide 

intraoperatively were identified and included.  

 

Patient Demographics and Medical History 

The mean age of the cangrelor- and eptifibatide-receiving groups was 65.0 and 

65.1 respectively (p=0.988). No statistically significant differences in medical histories 

were observed between groups, including prior antiplatelet use (27.8% vs 28.8%, 

p=0.904), prior anticoagulant use (2.8% vs 3.8%, p=0.768), and prior stroke (11.1% vs 

12.5%, p=1.000). Baseline functional status as defined by mRS was also not found to 

be significantly different between groups, with both groups having a median mRS of 0 

and interquartile range (IQR) of 0-1 (p=0.806). All patient demographic and medical 

history information is further outlined in Table 1.  

 

Initial Stroke Presentation and Antithrombotic Usage 
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Indication for administration of antithrombotic agent was significantly different 

between cangrelor and eptifibatide groups (p<0.001). Out of the 36 cases in which 

cangrelor was used, it was used for intracranial stents 13 times (36.1%), extracranial 

stents 21 times (58.3%), and as a recanalization aid two times (5.6%). Out of the 104 

cases in which eptifibatide was used, it was used for intracranial stents 36 times 

(34.6%), extracranial stents 22 times (22.1%), and as a recanalization aid 46 times 

(44.2%). No significant differences were observed between cangrelor- and eptifibatide-

receiving groups in initial stroke presentation. Median NIHSS at presentation was 12.5 

in the cangrelor group (IQR 9.5, 17.0) and 14.0 in the eptifibatide group (IQR 7.0, 19.0; 

p=0.768). In the cangrelor group, 91.7% of patients had anterior circulation occlusions 

and 44.4% had tandem occlusions, compared to 79.8% and 28.8% respectively in the 

eptifibatide group (p=0.170, 0.086). There was no difference in ASPECTS between 

groups, with initial median ASPECTS score being 9.0 with an IQR of 8.0-10.0 in both 

groups (p=0.647). There was also no significant difference in administration of IV 

thrombolysis prior to EVT, with 30.6% of patients in the cangrelor group receiving IV 

thrombolysis compared to 26.0% in the eptifibatide group (p=0.596). Proceduralist 

experience also did not affect the choice to utilize cangrelor or eptifibatide (p=0.442). 

The transition agent used after discontinuation of the antithrombotic agent differed 

significantly between groups (p<0.001). No transition agent was used after cangrelor 

only 11.1% of the time compared to 41.3% after eptifibatide. Ticagrelor, rather than 

clopidogrel, was more frequently used after cangrelor (47.2% vs 2.9%), while 

clopidogrel was more frequently used after eptifibatide (41.3% vs 11.1%). All collected 

data regarding initial stroke presentation and management is outlined in Table 2. 

 

Univariate Analysis of Outcomes 

The rate of overall hemorrhagic transformation after EVT was significantly lower 

in the cangrelor-receiving group compared to the eptifibatide-receiving group (19.4% vs 

42.3%, p=0.026). Two patients in the cangrelor group had a PH-2 transformation 

(5.6%), and 8 patients in the eptifibatide group had a PH-2 transformation (7.7%). The 

rates of symptomatic hemorrhagic were not significantly different between groups (8.3% 

vs 17.3%, p=0.280). Vascular imaging was not available for 6 cangrelor patients and 34 

eptifibatide patients to assess thrombotic re-occlusion. No significant difference 

between groups in rates of thrombotic re-occlusion after EVT (6.7% vs 20.0%, p=0.126). 

The cangrelor group was found to have lower median NIHSS at both 24 hours after EVT 

(7 vs 12, p=0.013) and at discharge (3 vs 9, p=0.004). No significant differences were 

observed between groups in in-hospital mortality 8.3% vs 13.5%, p=0.560), length of 

stay in the ICU (6.0 days vs 6.2 days, p=0.852), and total length of hospitalization (10.0 

days vs 11.0 days, p=.610). More patients in the cangrelor group were functionally 

independent, mRS 0-2, at both discharge (44.4% vs 25.0%, p=0.028) and at 90-day 

follow up (58.3% vs 30.2%, p=0.003). 10 patients in the eptifibatide group were lost to 
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follow-up and a 90-day mRS could not be obtained. There was no difference in in-

hospital mortality (8.3% vs 13.5%, p=0.560). All univariate analyses are outlined in 

Table 3.  

 

Multivariate Analysis of Outcomes 

On multivariate analysis, use of intraoperative cangrelor rather than 

intraoperative eptifibatide was now associated with lower odds of symptomatic 

hemorrhage after EVT (AOR 0.86, CI 0.75-0.97, p=0.021). Cangrelor use continued to 

be associated with lower odds of overall hemorrhagic transformation after EVT (AOR 

0.76, CI 0.63-0.91, p=0.004). Cangrelor use was not observed to significantly influence 

the odds of thrombotic reocclusion after EVT (AOR 1.13, CI 0.96-1.34, p=0.146). 

Cangrelor use was associated with lower NIHSS 24 hours after EVT (ꞵ 0.24, CI 0.13-

1.10, p=0.013) and at discharge (ꞵ 0.17, CI 0.10-0.67, p=0.009). Cangrelor use was not 

associated with in-hospital mortality (AOR 0.93, CI 0.82-1.05, p=0.229), length of stay in 

the ICU (ꞵ 0.05, CI -2.45-2.55, p=0.967), or total length of stay (ꞵ -0.90, CI -9.92-8.13, 

p=0.844). Cangrelor use was associated with improved odds of having functional status 

classified as mRS 0-2 at discharge (AOR 2.69, CI 1.48-4.87, p=0.001) and 90-days 

after discharge (2.23, CI 1.04-5.10, p=0.031). All multivariate analyses are outlined in 

Table 4. 

 

Discussion 

 This study demonstrates the utility of cangrelor as an antiplatelet option during 

EVT, with comparable efficacy to GPIs and an attractive safety profile. After controlling 

for multiple baseline and procedural confounding variables, cangrelor use led to 

decreased rates of hemorrhagic transformation and symptomatic hemorrhage. 

Cangrelor use was associated with improved NIHSS and mRS scores at multiple time 

points during hospitalization and on long-term follow-up without any increased risk of 

thrombotic complications. Though further prospective studies are needed, these results 

suggest that cangrelor may be a safer option for rapid and reversible antiplatelet 

therapy in the emergent stroke setting. 

 Cangrelor offers many advantages as an antiplatelet medication. Its lack of 

thrombolytic properties, seen in GPIs, may reduce the risk of hemorrhagic 

complications, as demonstrated in this study. Given the rapid onset of cangrelor, its 

infusion can be precisely timed during the procedure to start prior to stent placement.27 

Additionally, its reversibility and rapid elimination time ameliorates the need for complex 

interventions or platelet transfusions in case of hemorrhagic complications, unlike 

GPIs.14,28 Cangrelor activity can be monitored using P2Y12 assays to assess platelet 

inhibition, unlike GPIs, which aids in safe transitions to oral therapy while maintaining 

therapeutic inhibition. 
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 Other case series have supported the safety and efficacy profile of cangrelor in 

neurointervention, citing a low rate of hemorrhagic complications with low thrombotic 

complications.18,20,27,29–31 This safety and efficacy profile extends beyond the stroke 

setting to other neurointerventional procedures, such as the placement of flow-diverting 

stents or for stent-assisted coiling of aneurysms.17,19,32,33 Some of the limitations of 

those studies include the heterogenous indications for cangrelor use, lack of clarity on 

status of device patency post-operatively, as well as insufficient reporting of dosing 

strategies. 

In our system, we use the standard dosing regimen of cangrelor administration 

with a 30 mcg/kg bolus, followed by an infusion of 4 mcg/kg/min. Other publications 

have reported on using reduced doses of cangrelor. For example, one case series of 12 

patients described the use of half-dose intraprocedural cangrelor in the emergent stroke 

setting with no resulting symptomatic hemorrhagic or thrombotic complications, even 

with accompanying intracranial stent placement.17 However, two other case series 

described reduced-dosing strategies, either by PRU-based (platelet reactivity unit) dose 

titration or low-dose boluses, with subsequent thrombotic complications in patients 

requiring re-thrombectomy.30,31 At our own institution, PRU levels were initially collected 

to monitor therapeutic inhibition. However, this collection was paused as we anecdotally 

found that the PRU levels did not impact our management decisions. This is a topic that 

merits further investigation in future studies. 

 The choice of transition agent plays a significant role in the outcomes of patients 

who received cangrelor. Cangrelor competes at the P2Y12 receptor with clopidogrel, 

which may prevent activation of clopidogrel metabolites and reduce the effectiveness of 

clopidogrel as an antiplatelet agent during cangrelor washout.36,37 For that reason, 

transitioning protocols do not allow for an overlap between cangrelor and clopidogrel, 

and requires loading of clopidogrel simultaneously with cangrelor infusion cessation. 

However, it is pertinent to note that the time to peak action for clopidogrel of 2-6 hours, 

while cangrelor has a rapid elimination time of nearly 30 minutes from infusion 

cessation. This will inevitably introduce a short period of partial platelet reactivation 

during transition from cangrelor to clopidogrel. Other antiplatelets that do not target the 

P2Y12 receptor, like prasugrel and ticagrelor, can be loaded 1 to 2 hours before the 

cessation of cangrelor infusion, eliminating the possibility of partial platelet reactivation. 

In our initial experience with cangrelor, clopidogrel was our default transition agent. One 

patient in the cangrelor group who had an intracranial stent placed and was transitioned 

to clopidogrel had a postoperative course complicated by in-stent thrombosis within 24 

hours post-procedure, which led to poor outcome with the patient’s eventual death. The 

transient period of partial platelet reactivity during the transition from cangrelor to 

clopidogrel likely increases the risk of intracranial stent occlusion, which carry a higher 

risk of thrombotic occlusion compared to extracranial stents.38 Subsequently, we 
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modified our institutional practice such that ticagrelor is now the transition agent of 

choice, after intracranial stenting. 

A subset of patients in both the eptifibatide and cangrelor groups did not receive 

any transition agent after administration of the medication. This was primarily in patients 

for whom no stent was placed and for whom the antiplatelet agent was used as an 

adjuvant for distal recanalization. Additionally, some patients were not continued on 

antiplatelet treatment because of the occurrence of hemorrhagic complications or a 

change in the overall goals of care of treatment. In part due to these considerations, 

significant univariate differences were noted in the choice of transition agent between 

the two groups. All our patients received aspirin, unless hemorrhagic conversion 

occurred. 

 The use of cangrelor does raise potential financial concerns. One 50mg vial of 

cangrelor costs approximately $774 at our institution.39 Eptifibatide is notably cheaper, 

as 75mg bolus vials cost $0.61 per vial when purchased in bulk and 20mg infusion vials 

cost $1.88. To minimize such costs, patients are often rapidly transitioned to an oral 

transition agent with use of a nasogastric tube if the patient continues to be intubated or 

is unable to swallow. The therapeutic benefits of early antiplatelet administration even 

by nasogastric tube are well documented in the literature through large randomized 

trials such as CAST, but minimizing the duration of cangrelor use also reduces overall 

cost of administration.40,41 Additionally, the cost savings from reduced use of ancillary 

services during hospitalization and improved functional outcomes in long-term follow-up 

have yet to be elucidated and may offset the cost of utilizing cangrelor.42 From a 

cardiological perspective, one 2022 study at a high-volume center demonstrated a 

12.8% reduction in cost as usage of cangrelor increased from 11% to 32%, primarily 

driven by reductions in complications.43 This cost analysis in the neurointerventional 

setting is currently under study at our institution. 

There are some limitations to the study. As this was a retrospective analysis, the 

patients were not randomized to receive cangrelor or eptifibatide and selection bias may 

be present. The number of patients who received cangrelor was relatively small 

compared to the number who received eptifibatide. We attempted to control for any 

biases or confounding variables with multivariate analyses. Some patients were lost to 

follow-up and could not be contacted in a timely fashion to obtain a 90-day mRS. Lastly, 

not all patients received 24-hour vascular imaging confirming vessel or stent patency 

during the same hospitalization as their EVT, and so our ability to make accurate 

conclusions about the rate of thrombotic complications was limited. 

 

Conclusion 

In patients receiving endovascular thrombectomy for management of acute 

ischemic stroke, cangrelor use was associated with a significantly reduced risk of 

hemorrhagic complications and symptomatic ICH without an increase in risk of 
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thrombotic complications. The use of cangrelor was associated with more favorable 

functional outcomes for patients during hospitalization, at discharge and at 90 days 

when compared to GPI use. Future randomized and prospective studies are warranted. 
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Table 1: Patient Demographics, Comorbidities, and Medical History 

 Cangrelor (n=36) Eptifibatide (n=104) p-value 

Age (Mean ± SD) 65.0 ± 15.0 65.1 ± 13.1 0.988 

Male sex 
24 

(66.7%) 
71 (68.2%) 1.000 

Premorbid mRS (IQR) 0 (0, 1) 0 (0, 1) 0.806 

Prior antiplatelet use 
10 

(27.8%) 
30 (28.8%) 0.904 

Prior anticoagulant use 1 (2.8%) 4 (3.8%) 0.768 

Diabetes 13 (36.1%) 41 (39.4%) 0.725 

Prior stroke 4 (11.1%) 13 (12.5%) 1.000 

CAD 7 (19.4%) 19 (18.3%) 0.876 

Hypertension 29 (80.6%) 70 (67.3%) 0.132 

Hyperlipidemia 15 (41.7%) 46 (44.2%) 0.789 

Obesity 14 (38.9%) 42 (40.4%) 0.875 
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CHF 6 (16.7%) 15 (14.4%) 0.745 

Smoking 18 (50%) 53 (51.0%) 0.921 

 

 

Table 2: Initial Stroke Presentation and Management 

 Cangrelor (n=36) Eptifibatide (n=104) p-value 

NIHSS at presentation 

(Median (IQR)) 
12.5 (9.5, 17.0) 14.0 (7.0, 19.0) 0.768 

Baseline ASPECTS 

(Median (IQR)) 
9.0 (8.0, 10.0) 9.0 (8.0, 10.0) 0.647 

IV thrombolysis used 11 (30.6%) 27 (26.0%) 0.596 

Anterior circulation 

occlusion 
33 (91.7%) 83 (79.8%) 0.170 

Tandem occlusion 16 (44.4%) 30 (28.8%) 0.086 

Proceduralist experience   0.442 

Less than 5 years 1 (2.8%) 1 (1.0%)  

5 to 15 years 26 (72.2%) 67 (64.4%)  

Greater than 15 

years 
9 (25.0%) 36 (34.6%)  

Indication for 

administration 
    <0.001 

Intracranial stent 13 (36.1%) 36 (34.6%)  

Extracranial stent 21 (58.3%) 22 (21.1%)  

Recanalization aid 2 (5.6%) 46 (44.2%)  

Transition agents used     <0.001 

Ticagrelor 17 (47.2%) 3 (2.9%)  

Clopidogrel 15 (41.7%) 58 (55.8%)  

No transition agent 4 (11.1%) 43 (41.3%)  
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Table 3: Univariate Analysis of Outcomes 

  Cangrelor (n=36) Eptifibatide (n=104) p-value 

All hemorrhagic 

transformation 
7 (19.4%) 44 (42.3%) 0.024 

HI-1 3 (42.9%) 22 (50.0%)   

HI-2 1 (14.3%) 4 (9.1%)   

PH-1 1 (14.3%) 10 (22.7%)   

PH-2 2 (28.6%) 8 (18.2%)   

Symptomatic hemorrhage 3 (8.3%) 18 (17.3%) 0.280 

Thrombotic re-occlusion 2/30 (6.7%) 12/60 (20%) 0.126 

Median time to 

vascular imaging 

(hours) 

24 30.25 0.928 

24-hour NIHSS 7.0 (3.8, 15.0) 12.0 (6.0, 19.0) 0.013 

Discharge NIHSS 3.0 (1.8, 10.0) 9.0 (4.0, 18.0) 0.004 

ICU Length of Stay (days) 

(Median (IQR)) 
3.0 (2.0, 6.7) 3.25 (2.0, 8.0) 0.852 

Total Length of Stay (days) 

(Median (IQR)) 
10.0 (6.0, 15.0) 11.0 (6.0, 18.0) 0.610 

Discharge Disposition   0.505 

Home 13 (36.1%) 24 (23.1%)  

Acute Rehab 14 (38.9%) 45 (43.3%)  

Subacute Rehab 6 (16.7%) 21 (20.2%)  

Deceased 3 (8.3%) 14 (13.5%)  

In-hospital mortality 3 (8.3%) 14 (13.5%) 0.560 

mRS 0-2 at discharge 16 (44.4%) 26 (25.0%) 0.028 

mRS 0-2 at 90-day follow-up 21 (58.3%) 29/96 (30.2%) 0.003 

 

 

Table 4: Multivariate Analyses of Outcomes 
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  AOR or β-value (CI) p-value 

All hemorrhagic 

transformation 
0.76 (0.63, 0.91) 0.004 

Symptomatic ICH 0.86 (0.75, 0.97) 0.021 

Thrombotic re-occlusion 1.13 (0.96, 1.34) 0.146 

24-hour NIHSS 0.24 (0.13, 1.10) 0.013 

Discharge NIHSS 0.17 (0.10, 0.67) 0.009 

ICU Length of Stay 0.05 (-2.45, 2.55) 0.967 

Total Length of Stay -0.90 (-9.92, 8.13) 0.844 

In-hospital mortality 0.93 (0.82, 1.05) 0.229 

mRS 0-2 at discharge 2.69 (1.48, 4.87) 0.001 

mRS 0-2 at 90-day follow-up 2.23 (1.04, 5.10)  0.031 
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