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[ ZE] HE Hita b m-FERBR(MPV)/fd 43t 3 (PC) WAL 5 4% 2 B B R S BRA-NE 57 (PCL) 9 &
SHBHF RGO R R, ik RASBBEAS AL LI 2008 -1 A—2016 512 A A#H B EMKXFH—H
BERSEHESH PCl REBHH— T, G AR PR AK AMEE ShTRBAELLREFT
#, EEMIFELE ARRT(ACM) S hERT(CM) HhEH E2RREShEES(MACE), F# /7850
T, AN 6 046 F] BRI EFE AR MPV/PC AL, #) A ROC # &34 & F MPV/PC 1489 &A% 16 R A &G
HATHWE, B S A E Cox ALK RR AN SZBFE ML, ER AXAHH>EA, 5 MPV/PC
IKAA 28486 MPV/PC BHA40 4 B 56 % (6.4% W 4.5% ,P=0.001) . BH 5= % (5. 6% ¥ 3. 4% ,P<0.001) .
MACE ¥4 4 4 % (15.8% W 11.5% ,P<0.001) 2% 7t %, 2 W% Cox W5 27,5 MPV/PC #K{i44a 3k,
MPV/PC 1840 4 B 56T R % 3 A 46. 6% (HR = 1. 466,95% CI:1. 159 ~ 1. 852, P=0. 001) , & JR M 58 T3 I 64. 7%
(HR=1.647,95%Cl:1.271 ~2.137,P<0.001) ,MACE & %A % 3% Jm 31. 8% (HR=1.318,95% CI.1. 138 ~ 1. 527, P<
0.001), £5it MPV/PCHAEAZH R E MM PCl RERRFEH R AR LRI SZALRL T RS RMELT

H kR &,
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The effect of the mean platelet volume/ platelet count ratio on the clinical outcome of

coronary heart disease after PCI
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[ ABSTRACT ] Aim To determine whether the mean platelet volume/platelet count ( MPV/PC) ratio on admission
has any predictive value for long-term prognosis in patients with coronary heart disease who underwent percutaneous
coronary intervention ( PCI). Methods A retrospective cohort study was conducted.  The clinical data of 6 046 pa-
tients after PCI who admitted to the First Affiliated Hospital of Xinjiang Medical University from January 2008 to December
2016 were collected.  Follow-up endpoints were; all cause mortality(ACM ), cardiac mortality (CM) , bleeding events
and major adverse cardiovascular events (MACE). Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis were used to
determine the optimal MPV/PC ratio for grouping. ~ Multi-factor Cox regression analysis was used to compare the correla-
tion between different groups and long-term prognosis. Results The high MPV/PC group had higher ACM (6.4% uvs
4.5% ), CM (5.6% vs 3.4% ), and MACE (15.8% wvs 11.5% ). Multivariate Cox regression analysis showed that com-
pared with the low MPV/PC ratio group, the risk of all-cause death in the high-value group was increased by 46. 6% (HR=
1.466, 95%CI: 1. 159 ~1.852, P=0.001), cardiac death increased by 64. 7% (HR=1.647, 95%CI. 1.271 ~2.137, P<
0.001) ; the incidence of MACE increased by 31.8% (HR=1.318, 95%CI. 1. 138 ~1.527, P<0.001). Conclusion

Higher MPV/PC ratio is associated with poor prognosis after PCI. It can be an independent risk factor for poor prognosis.
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BEE AL | RN R A 16 5 2 AT 45
PRI [/ vl FELOe 79 P9 R8O AN I 9™
KM FECE (coronary heart disease, CHD) & 8 4
T N AR R A P 2 — , FRATT R 5 AR A2 I
AR, LA T RRARSE T3 S T A R &
Ao BRI R 7E U 1Y e AR T s A
/NHRE S BB, 2 W0 5T 2R W I/ NG 6 5 5
VY| K 7 B RN 1= S SR WA\ i
SR FH (mean platelet volume , MPV ) J2 il 2 IfiL />
M KN i FHR A A 22—, I/ N ) R B BB 8 J2 e
M/INRIIRE, A BRGBR 1 /N i) A 38 B3 R (] i
M/ (PC) H BN 24T 48 B IR 3 ik A
A7 (percutaneous coronary intervention, PCI) f& A&
AR FFEZE TR T, ZEHAK S I &
B MPV/PC AR X 2 ST Bedf s .0 LR BE ( ST-
segment elevation myocardial infarction, STEMI) | 2L
4 ST Bt #h =1 B0 LA FE ( non-ST-segment elevation
myocardial infarction, NSTEMI) £ 17 PCI G377 11 il
Ja HA — 2 BTN, Azab 55" HE4T ) — 50 7]
IR IR R AR . BT, BT TR T
—SETIEL MPV/PC LS PCIARJE AN R4
BRSBTS, (AREA BN, ABE MPV/PC LL{E
5 PCI ARG KIS A5G R M AR, A i i
XF 6 046 Bl PCL ARG B8 #EAT-F- 2K ik 3 4F
(BEYT , LT MPV/PC (X 50095 PCT AR
Je B E RIS 1520

1 APFFE

1.1 #RH

ARG N A B A 7 #F % (CORFCHD-
PCI) , £ #t 15 B 3% I http : www. chictr. org. cn( Identi-
fier; ChiCTR-ORC-16010153) , & % 2008 4 1 A—
W65 12 ARV THRBERAFE —HWEERE
% PCI #9503 By — AR, w45 M SR
WEE BHRE A BE BFECHERFEE
U R R 8 R B R
AARABARAHBEAAFE-—HEERAEER
oA, N6 046 Bl 0E PCL R G B, LA
FRRRERRESERE T ERE =50% 1% K
RS LB eArE, ANEHHAH L QR A
EOMNBERSBLE, H AT BRI
ARG 0 B, Bl ke KM AL N AR D R,
Bk RS A Bk B N AR K D R
TR IR 3 4K 0 B R R | E E B I R E 3R, E B

PESEMER MR E & Bk IR, 0 5 RS L
B % W dn oy B A H IR A KSR E 24
1.2 KBENEURHARHH

M AR E R E R A T W, f /N 6 A
TEEE NG W RIT I NTF 46T 2
AT R, BURT A B i B 4 EDTA 4, % B 1R,
FELh RN, iAREHE LT A TR, AlA
ROC ty &t 77 % i@ i 44 3% 42 % & MPV/PC % € H
EANLE IR, AT E W — 27 REE A
REBURBENY LT I-FRENE LTS
Hlad &, MR FERLLAREL LT NAE N XEEM
BREHEEH N MPV/PC B & EIE KR AR
0.043 R4z F € &, ¥ &% 2 & MPV/PC R4
(MPV/PC 14<0.043,3 975 fi] ) #2 MPV/PC & & 4
(MPV/PC 14 =0. 043,2 071 i) ,

1.3 WMELSFHEA

R FTAI TP W F R R E B A B
HATM  EEEERELANMA 3AMA 6 A HEH
HATTD R ERE S, k&4 EHE Ik E &
MAEH EHHATRIERRAAHARE, B AL R
R EETAMEZHTKINEIFSF)N
P THE, R EEGMEHFNEL, AFELT A
H Bk R R R CRE ], LR T B DG 32 A
Ao, EERAERRT, REARBHFEELRQM
%% Z ¥ (major adverse cardiovascular event, MACE) | i
oo E 4, MACE E 2 L REMERT .
BREOCINERREMEFRMLZEHE,

1.4 SitZEH*

K SPSS 22.0 B AE X HAFESATAE, T E R
BA xes BRET, oMM HATESHRL, 6 E
AR YORI A R R A LA B, TH
EHRAERZTHBNH KT, A LERA X
I, % B &M K Cox i KUK B T 44, it
B E (HR) X H 95% 7 42 X 8 (95% CI) . VA
P<0.05 %k # A % 1H % & X, # A Kaplan-
Meier 77 3% 19 2 2 FR £ 77 ¢h %, 71 F log-rank t %L
AR I IEAT LI,

2 # R

2.1 FHBEERFFESHT

FELR TR LU R I, T 2 AE WA L DR | I
e JRER M BE . H ¥ =g (triglyceride, TG ) | &L iH
I (total cholesterol , TC) . /5 % B A5 25 F (high density
lipoprotein , HDL ) Ik % F£ 5 2 FH (low density lipo-
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protein, LDL ) | 72 /0> % B Ifil 73 %X ( left ventricular
ejection fraction, LVEF ) #4 i I 22 5 L& 1122 & X
MPV/PC i {HZHAF 08 /1N 5 1 7 b b B i % 2E

AL MALEF MR R A & =K, ZR WA SRIT*E
M (P<0.05;% 1),

R1. RABEELARLILE

Table 1. Comparison of baseline information between the two groups

By MPV/PC fi{{HZ (n=3 975) MPV/PC B {E4H (n=2 071) v/ 8 P
i/ % 60.5+10. 8 57.7£10.6 9.649 <0.001
BH/HI(% )] 3 003(75.5) 1474(71.2) 19.241 <0.001
Wz KR s/ [ (% ) ] 1 603(40.3) 817(39.5) 0.968 0.325

RIS/ [ (% ) ] 1178(29.6) 589(28.4) 1.496 0.221
WEIRIR/ [ (% ) ] 996(25.1) 455(22.0) 8.881 0.012
FIE/ [ (%) ] 1 645(41.4) 911(44.0) 2.570 0.109
PRFZE R/ (mmol/L) 5.59+1.68 5.40+1.68 4.040 <0.001
M WLEF/ ( wmol/L) 76.60£20.71 74.62+19. 84 3.519 <0.001
SRR/ ( wmol/L) 323.07+90. 42 323.73+89.72 0.302 0.769
1145/ ( mmol/L) 6.63+3.62 6.52+3.02 0.832 0.406
TG/ ( mmol/L) 1.89+1.25 1.92+1.32 0.803 0.422
TC/ ( mmol/L) 3.97£1.12 3.95+1.08 0.822 0.411
HDL/ ( mmol/L) 1.02+0. 49 1.02+0. 47 0.236 0.813
LDL/ ( mmol/L) 2.4620.90 2.46+0.94 0.249 0. 804
LVEF/% 61.0+7.1 61.2%6.9 0.668 0.504
7T/ [ 10(% ) ] 2 186(55.2) 1070(51.2) 5.865 0.015
B SZARBH AL/ [ (% ) ] 1 593(40.2) 834(40.0) 0.035 0.852
BB/ L% ) ] 433(10.9) 258(12.4) 3.346 0.067
ACEI/ARB 26/ [ 11( % ) ] 891(22.5) 475(22.8) 0.25 0.617
SR Bh ik 22 S A/ [ 11 (% ) ] 2 455(62.0) 1308(62.7) 0.151 0. 698
2.2 WEARELSBEHEES SR 1)

Tz BRI TE] A 32 AN H A i 7 BE 73 A]
Itk A 2 B T (all cause mortality, ACM ) 309
i, Herbh MPV/PC AR{E4H 177 #1 (4.5% ) ,MPV/PC
FE 4 132 B (6.4% )5 it & A 0 VR PR BE T

R2 WHBRELSSHRERR
Table 2. The primary end points of the two groups

BB (% )

(cardiac death, CM) 251 4], H:" MPV/PC k{8 4H MPV/PC  MPV/PC

136 (3. 4% ) ,MPV/PC EfH41 115 1 (5.6% ) ;3 %W fiEfiien w4 i P

% MACE 785 19, H:h MPV/PC f (.40 458 {4 (n=3973) (n=2071)

(11.5% ) . MPV/PC 55 {41 327 B (15. 8% ) ; B 25 ACM 177(4.5) 132(6.4) 10.360 0.001

MPV/PC A FFES  ACM .CM . MACE % /= 5B . 14 Jilg A 55(1.4)  27(1.3) 0.065 0.799

A P<0.05) . FiLH i Z7eRE 7 A b i = SRl A 115(2.9)  60(2.9) 0.010 0.993

PR 22 R TR G278 3L (P=0. 99335 2) . MACE 458(11.5) 327(15.8) 21.948 <0.001

2.3 Kaplan-Meier £ 7E 447 CM 136(3.4) 115(5.6) 15.546 <0.001
Kaplan-Meier 51 K 2 £5 7743 #7455 .7 MPV/ FEONAESE  116(2.9) 78(3.7) 3.153 0.076

PC (AR AT U] TR (1) MPV/PC ﬁﬂ(ﬁjﬂ’](%% 45(0.9)  34(1.0) 0.226 0.635

(LT E AP ] (121.0£2.9) A H  Mpv/pC i PHIA

(HAF I EAEIS ] (124. 921, 6) D H o XTI ﬁiﬁ?\%i% 161(4.1) 100(4.8) 1.997 0.158

FET- (K 2) #1 MACE (& 3) ,MPV/PC J} & [Al #f
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Figure 1. The survival curve of ACM
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Figure 2. The survival curve of CM

2.4 WABEMSETE Cox AN

VEHRRAT WY Pk R PR B PR | R IR
PREFRMMMEFSFRRHN R G, ZHE Cox B4
Mrig R, 5 MPV/PC R EH 414 L, MPV/PC E{E4

100
90
80
70F
60

501
MPV/PCLL &
40 — =E4
R1EA
30 1 1 1

1
0 20 40 60 80

Number at risk e/ A
Group: & {EA
2071 291 151 50 0
Group:{R &4
3975

Survival probability/%

1 J
100 120

1411 760

2779 1413 467

B 3. MACE %77 HE
Figure 3. The survival curve of MACE
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AR BE T XRS5 /1 46. 6% (HR = 1. 466,95% CI.:
1.159 ~1.852,P=0.001; 2 3), L U5 P 58 7= 34 i
64.7% (HR = 1.647,95% CI:1.271 ~2.137, P<
0.001;3 4), MACE & E #&34 fin 31.8% (HR =
1.318,95%CI:1. 138 ~ 1. 527 ,P<0. 001 ; % 5) ,

3 i

AHFFE KB, MPV/PC LA Tt 35 48 fin s 3
KINBET-3, 0] VR0 PCT ARG AS K T A9 70
SEFERE R E A RFSE I, i /NG 7E B koo R i Ak
BB S8 A F 1 g A B e AR v 0y v 2 b L
B, BB /N, L P R A2 4
T A TGP B i, A B R ) Il AR o A2 B AIE
MAEH I P PR /M EA Tb/Ma 52
) 7K B, TR It S e ) s TR R A
TR, RHT MPV T+ 5 PCT ARG EEA RO

it

* 3. ACM B Cox B34

Table 3. Cox multivariate regression analysis of ACM

AR B SE Wald P i HR(95% CI)

AR 0.030 0. 006 24.377 0. 000 1.030(1.018 ~1.042)
PE5I -0.050 0.151 0.110 0.741 0.951(0.708 ~1.278)
M 4 -0.016 0.151 0.011 0.915 0.984(0.731 ~1.324)
el -0.048 0. 160 0.088 0. 766 0.954(0.697 ~1.305)
BE BRI 0.055 0.138 0.159 0.691 1.057(0.806 ~1.385)
5 1 0.175 0.122 2.069 0.150 1.191(0.939 ~1.512)
REA 0. 069 0.034 4.020 0.045 1.071(1.002 ~1.146)
LR 0.003 0.003 0.941 0.332 1.003(0.997 ~1.008)
MPV/PC [L{H 0.382 0.120 10.172 0.001 1.466(1.159 ~1.852)
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R 4. CM B Cox EIVFS

Table 4. Cox multivariate regression analysis of CM

Ak B SE Wald P1H HR(95% CI)

AR 0.022 0.007 11.337 0.001 1.023(1.009 ~1.036)
51 -0.058 0.168 0.119 0.731 0.944(0.680 ~1.311)
AR -0. 130 0.170 0.590 0.443 0.878(0.629 ~1.224)
el 0. 009 0.179 0.003 0.959 1.009(0.711 ~1.432)
W PRI 0.150 0.151 0.981 0.322 1.162(0.864 ~1.563)
LR 0.104 0.136 0.584 0. 445 1.110(0. 850 ~ 1.449)
JREA 0.091 0.037 5.957 0.015 1.096(1.018 ~1.179)
JULEF 0.003 0.003 1.450 0.229 1.003(0.998 ~1.009)
MPV/PC H.AH 0. 500 0.133 14.194 <0.001 1.647(1.271 ~2.137)

% 5. MACE 89 Cox ElA5#7
Table 5. Cox multivariate regression analysis of MACE

Ak B SE Wald P1A HR(95% CI)

RS 0. 000 0.004 0.037 0. 847 0.999(0.992 ~1.007)
51 -0. 164 0.099 2.784 0.095 0.848(0.699 ~1.029)
AR -0. 105 0.094 1.259 0.262 0.900(0.749 ~1.082)
el -0. 080 0.098 0. 664 0.415 0.923(0.761 ~1.119)
Wi PRI 0.197 0.084 5.492 0.019 1.217(1.033 ~1.435)
T 0.301 0.076 15.704 0. 000 1.351(1.164 ~1.567)
PREA 0.065 0.023 8.316 0.004 1.067(1.021 ~1.116)
JULET -0. 002 0.002 0.810 0.368 0.998(0.994 ~1.002)
MPV/PC H.AH 0.276 0.075 13.532 0. 000 1.318(1.138 ~1.527)

PR A S THEWES W5 WoR, MPV/PC
JE R s T A PCI RS AERESE T B 7 G
RIZ I HXT STEMI £ 3% 8 0 1l iz 5 & PCT AR5
BEFET A AR P TINANE . —TZS A 4071 4t
KA OISR B B MPV & T3E O 45 31
HLOREEA DNUEZERBE T R . [FFEA DS
KILMPV/PC 5 2Pk AR 20 Tk 25 G 1E 28 35 1 RN
KIFET-HAE"" ) Guenancia 251" & BUAE S0k
DUESE 2 A B MPV/PC LG8 & & e N 25
KRB, Sy AN K B NS B IR B
ks AE ™ FE AR B T RE L IE A OG . Wang 261 & BlLLE
NSTEMI £ H 34k MPV 45 i 2 5 Ik s ik os A i
TEBEH AR GE

AW B~ MPV/PC = {H4 B #H5 MPV/PC
AL B A, K B RT3 O R ST
R MACE & AR B EHN, 4 MPV/PC =0. 043
i, MPV/PC & {H 41 B 3% 0 U5 1k 8 12 % 3% Jn
64. 7% , A= HFET R4 ZIE N 46. 6% , JLAEHLAE

ML A BE A B T B MPV/PC HAE TH i 50 L
BRI AR Z B BB, R0 M A B
MR RS TR A5 kA AR i, &
B/ IEFERE I, M-S 2l /A & AR ss i, i
7K T FE B 3 S 25 B BiE 2 I VA 2 R Ik Y
R R ) 0 /N, 38 e X RO IR AR
ML/ AT IS B A2 AT ADP e H 50 36 BR b 7S 27
EE/INGY I INORE B, 33 86 35 K A 1IN HL AT B 5
(R T, 5 L EE 4 0 18 S0 B 5L 3% P, L 2ok i
Frm W RN H R AR BE A2 Al ADP
I BT AN I FE IR G IR, T A A IR AN AR
WA R E A2 FTADP i HL# i = 5 ) /M
BEZAEEA Db/ a 548 H i (—FPiess

B EET S M INR-EF 4 8 1 - 1/ AR AR
FHIF U6 ML/ )N 3R B 0 TS Mo ML S 1) A 2R

MPV/PC HAR A8 A0 S LA 7 A B S B
SR AL /NI R ) L /I B R AR ) A A
BEOR T 1, FLAT S5 A a0 A TR JSCqBE 1, O HL n] L



488

ISSN 1007-3949 Chin J Arterioscler, Vol 29 ,No 6,2021

TR A i A IO A i L AR A5 ) R R A | RRE 1
FLC LG A5 , DA T 5 S5O0 20 0 T R T e =
TR K B 1 B A DL R0 i T BE A, X ]
ABHE/R MPV FHE 550 TR BN 2 8] v] BEA7AF — 2
AR, T i e fe i IR 38 o 4 5 3500 1 3
B,

AT A — LA JE Z AL B S E = X 1 /MR
TREARLIN A3 AT 3 BE AN, ASBIE 5T 2 B v | ] Jas P A
G, W0 A R AR O — 25 MBI ST UE S, WA 4
JE AT 22 s R E M R FE Rl AIF 5T R ik — A i) B
MPV/PC HAES PCI R BRETRHILR,

BAZ ,MPV/PC L AELAE il PR b 15 158 2 I 45 14
S8, 5 MPV/PC HAETTVER PCI ARJ5 KA B T
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