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[ ABSTRACT] Aim To evaluate the association between left ventricular end-diastolic pressure (LVEDP) and con-
trast-induced nephropathy ( CIN) in patients undergoing percutaneous coronary intervention ( PCI). Methods Single
center clinical data of patients who underwent PCI were retrospectively analysed to explore the predictive value of LVEDP
for the occurrence of CIN. Results Among 1 301 patients who underwent PCI during the study period, 125 patients
(9.61% ) developed CIN. Risk factors for CIN included age, female, chronic kidney disease, history of diabetes melli-
tus, anemia, heart failure and emergencies in our study cohort. ~ Compared with non-CIN group, the average LVEDP was
higher in patients with CIN after PCI ( (18.4%8.7) mmHg vs (14.4+6.6) mmHg, P<0.001). Multiple regression a-
nalysis showed that LVEDP ( =20 mmHg) could independently predict the occurrence of CIN (OR 1.26, 95% CI 1.08 ~
1.47). The predictive value of LVEDP for CIN was enhanced in patients with low ejection fraction. ~ Contrast dosage in
high-risk patients determined by elevated LVEDP was comparable to that in patients not found. Conclusions LVEDP
is an independent predictor for CIN.  Patients with elevated LVEDP ( =20 mmHg) are at higher risk of CIN after PCI.

In CIN prevention, high-risk patients defined by elevated LVEDP need to be noticed by clinicians.
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2o TEIXSE AR AL 3 2 ) B4 A T RE S|
R M & R M S R ( contrast  induced
nephropathy , CIN) , % 1& & F 4 2k 'S #ith, H
HIC A CIN A f b PR R A4 . e i &k BB IR
i TR T v B AL P R
( chronic kidney disease, CKD) | /5 i& 5 7l & ( >200
mL) RIS RRT A BARBRAR CIN XUR: (1Y
A ROT A i S /D X L AR R (AR AN ]
WESRRTE 0 | A R TR 2 O E R A
fa g, 2O FEE KPR K (left ventricular end-
diastolic pressure, LVEDP) & 2 1 /0> lIE D) BE A9 ek
fibn , iR4E LVEDP iR 2E 47 K AL n] gl CIN 19
K, ABEIE B EHTT LVEDP 5 PCI B4 CIN %
A XU Z (RIS 2R, DA o8 5 R 3 B4 T S LB

1 #ERMTE

1.1 WEFITFARTSH

ZYUWHHFEE R 2ME, KE 2015 F1 A
F17F6 AL£EL T RMAFEHF VEF
HO R PCLH R, BRANA KB R EEEMNZ
THXIE PCI FARMAAZEMN, FABE 48 h WA,
PLR YR T A8 2 LVEDP 2 PCI # J& i 3% JILBF {2
(serum creatinine,SCr) # . #F % # || # % % 5k PCI
AEH RANE —KRF R, URIE A g — M,
1.2 EXMFARLE

A RMEERERE CINW A £, LK SCr
EEGEYFE 48 ~72 h 7175 0.5 mg/dL (44
wmol/L) , 2 th B & 8 An 25% Y EIR TR (% )
el RBE R ELE,
1.3 HiilE

MBEEEFRELEADHME RERLERE
BERERA RERY IRhELERWMFAEE,
SCr 70l H By ' /N 2R f & (estimated glomerular fil-
tration rate,eGFR) B XMl E A A H 24 h N, K
J Cockeroft-Gault /A & & & # B eGFRP! . A &
24 h M E — K SCr AK-F, H % D& & By SCr A F
FWr CIN R £, TAHEX PCLFAWN AL RIE
16 v A s ARGE AR, 295 4 T 324 mg [ & T AR A0
P2Y12 #14] # (300 ~600 mg 4 w4 % 180 mg # F
BEHOOmg LHAEE), FTAHLMEFALNIE
KGR, BIE b TG, & BT DNARSE
BEAABATE, BHFREIRMEFRHT,#
8 N e B = T O - AN 2
G4 Rt LVEDP 8yl & 4 R 347 B L, DASE 52 A
EHMEAE AN,

1.4 Sitath

BEAPAMNEZTEHRAN x5, KA
Student ¢ 30 % & 41 8] ) S B L EHATHR, 2%
TEAIE /B E 4tk R, KA Fisher & #
e fn x* I FATH T B FE B2, KA Pearson
BBARETEZRANHE A, EEREL2TF,
WL CIN K EAKXRN T EWRN—ANZES m A
ty Logistic [E VTR A | DLIF A 2 4E 4 e 70 B F B9
EX, A H OR A 95%Cl, FiA %it aar B % A
B a4 (SPSS 22.0 J) .

2 % R

2.1 MRBMER

WF5T 3 6] A 52 B PCT 1 983 i, Ho b 3 ¥k PCI
1 662 i, 351 BIEHE PG G AN EARIE, 2 1 301
BIERFAE N G, FRAFER (64£12) % Lotk
32% , 33t 125 B (9. 61% ) k4 CIN, Hth 8 1]
(0.61% ) BB FE BEGIT (E 1) .

PCIZ% 1983f
BHXPCl 1662%i

HEBR R 51 3614
PCIR/Z48 hiFET-  5f
PCIRBIEER 594

LVEDP##EER K 23441
MmFEMEHRERE 5861
B 561

| mxzm 130160 |

N

| CIN 125%1 | |n0n-CIN 117615'J|

E1. EENERREE ZRFAMEHLRALE —KTA,

Figure 1. Flow chart of patient identification

2.2 RIFERZECIN BEHER

Y5E CIN 4 LA, CIN 4B H AF IR (67. 4
+11.4) $1(63.6£6.0) % ,P=0.001], L HEEZL
(44.0% £ 30.7% ,P=0.003) , BRI (52.8% Lt
37.7% ,P=0.001) 0> 1550 (15.2% £ 9.8% ,P=
0.006) ML % (19.2% H 11.0% ,P=0.01) )
AR REGR , HEUD K AETE B A7 e R 3 kR i 45 1
R T (69.6% L 82.2% ,P=0.003) , XML H
G R A B BAT G it 25 5 . CIN 417 ST
Bedf i B0 LB BE (ST segment elevation myocardial
infarction , STEMI) (21.6% [t 12. 7% ,P=0.006) .3F
ST Beftr = ALOUFESE (non-ST segment elevation my-
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ocardial infarction , non-STEMI) (48. 8% Lt 29.0% , P
<0.001) &4 F B LF4E CIN 41, b4k, CIN 41
BEARJG 72 h ML KPR (124.0+23.1) ¢/L
F(136.0+20.0) g/L,P=0.001 ], ifij i ifi If %& 4
(12. 0% It 4. 0% , P <0. 001 ) H1 7 % il f4 L il
(4.0% 1£,0.9% ,P=0.01) % &, CIN 4114 A
ZeU %8 F I 43 %0 (left ventricular ejection fraction,
LVEF) 1 %8 K [ (45.2% +14.1%) I (51.9% =+
11.2%),P<0.001 ], I HE 2 B E &4 CKD
[ %€ XK eGFR<60 mL/ (min « 1. 73 m?) ] (38. 4% It

18.2% ,P<0.001) , FI# & ) SCr 7K F[(1.16 +
0.70) mg/dL I (0.95+0.40) mg/dL,P=0.003 ],
&M CIN [ PCI B EAEBESET-%(8. 8% 1. 0. 8% ,P
<0.001) FIAERERE][ (6.7+7.2) K (2.6+3.3)
K, P<0.001 ] 0 & A CIN i (R 1),
PARE Logistic S8 T IESE T CIN'S & 501 4 e |6 [H
RO (75 %) otk OIRE R L O
P S R DR S CKD s AFT I s, IR TR R A
F AR STEMI 5% NSTEMI 3%

x 1. EXFERA(CIN) 5FREXF BRAEANAOZITFIERFFE LB

Table 1. Comparison of demographics and clinical characteristics between CIN group and non-CIN group

SR CIN #H(n=125) 4E CIN 4 (n=1176) Pl

() 67.4+11.4 63.6+11.6 0.001

LM% ) ] 55(44.0) 361(30.7) 0.003
BMI(kg/m?) 31.746.8 30.5+8.9 0.741
Pl =R [ B % ) ] 83(66.4) 880(75.4) 0.031

A AEFmREANF(% ) ] 27(21.6) 215(18.4) 0.387
e . AL B (% ) ] 15(12.0) 81(6.9) 0.047
MR (% ) ] 27(21.6) 275(23.4) 0.653
FIMELBI(% ) ] 105(84.0) 1007(85.6) 0.623
BRI F1(% ) ] 66(52.8) 443(37.7) 0.001
el I [ 5 (% ) ] 19(15.2) 93(7.9) 0. 006
JEI Rl sh ke [ 610 (% ) ] 19(15.2) 115(9.8) 0.082
i it A8 9 [ 41 (9% ) ] 24(19.2) 129(11) 0.010
W R I I [ 1% ) ] 8(6.4) 96(8.2) 0. 605
L HUEEFE (% ) ] 31(24.8) 317(27.0) 0. 605
SEAR B KFEHE [ (% ) ] 16(12.8) 199(16.9) 0.238
SR B KA ATRTF [ (% ) ] 40(32.0) 443(37.7) 0.250
SR BN KA ATRTT AR [ 1] (% ) ] 87(69.6) 959(82.2) 0.003
STEMI[ 5] (% ) ] 27(21.6) 149(12.7) 0. 006
non-STEMI[ 1] ( % ) ] 61(48.8) 341(29) 0. 000
AFREBLLBIR [ (% ) ] 26(20.8) 549(46.7) 0. 000
FROERLLSR [B(% ) ] 11(8.8) 137(11.6) 0.458
15 A HE (mL) 235.9+92.6 233.1+86. 1 0. 602
L] (min) 24.0+14.9 21.3+13.3 0.037
2% (mGy) 1926.9+1395.0 1678.7+1077.0 0.061
LVEF(% ) 45.2+14.1 51.9+11.2 0. 000
Hb(g/L) 124.0+23. 1 136.0+20.0 0. 000
SCr(mg/dL) 1.1620.70 0.95+0.40 0.003
eGFR=60 mL/(min - 1.73 m*) [ (% ) ] 77(61.6) 962(81.8) 0. 000
eGFR<60 mL/(min - 1.73 m*) [ #1(% ) ] 48(38.4) 214(18.2) 0.000
46 FE (mmHg) 125.7+27.8 128.1+23.5 0.367
LVEDP ( mmHg) 18.4+8.7 14.4+6.6 <0.001
LVEDP =20 mmHg[ (% ) ] 59(47.2) 244(20.7) <0.001
72 h P B (% ) ] 15(12.0) 47(4.0) 0.000
(% ) ] 5(4.0) 10(0.9) 0.010
FEAT (%) ] 8(6.4) 0 0.000
FEBERFAI(R) 6.7+7.2 2.6+3.3 0. 000
FEBEHREIZET [ (% ) ] 11(8.8) 9(0.8) 0. 000




CN 43-1262/R  HE I kg2 2019 458 27 H56

10 #1 877

2.3 LVEDP FASW Ml CIN

59k CIN 4l 1%, CIN 403046 1 22 700 i
FME(P>0.05), CIN BEMFH LVEDP {H & &
FHE CIN #2% [ (18.4%8.7) mmHg [ (14.4£6.6)
mmHg, P<0.001 ], 7£# CIN i}, LVEDP 5 HAih
&4 16 B R & 1) ROC Hi £8 F 1ff 1 ( area under
curve, AUC) . %8, LVEDP (0.64 ), Ifl 4L & 1
(0.66) | Zc 0> % 5t 1fil 43 % (0.63) ¥4 T 4 i
(0.60) LU (0. 59) Fik 5 550 & (0. 51) (&l 2
M 2), LVEDP W LM E » 20 mmHg i, R
U 47.2% (95% C1:38.2 ~56.3) , f5 7 &N
79.3% (95% C1.75.8 ~81.5,P<0.001), LVEDP=
20 mmHg B & CIN By XU J& LVEDP <20 mmHg
BEM2.315(95%CI:1.8 ~2.8), £2WHHT
CIN [ AUC BIUZREE 5 5 B A HAth £ 5 PR 2= i) BE
RUR L, LIt tbE: , R i, #2232 PCL IR
F P LVEDP 5 ( =20 mmHg) & 4 CIN XU i
Hafn(OR:3.41,95% C1:2.34 ~4.99), 1EZ W&
Logistic [FIE4HTH, 300E N FVRRIE 3 200 | I RS
A Y& EF i Hb 45 & 5 LVEDP J& CIN
fh Sz T R - (OR ;1. 26 ,95% CI:1. 08 ~ 1. 47 ,P=

2. CIN B EEHMEN L&

0.003), LVEDP 1 5 mmHg, CIN % 4= (%) XU 13
.26 £%5(3£3).

Sensitivity

.-

o I | I I I
0 20 40 60 80 100
100-Specificity
E 2. LVEDP,LVEF, £i#¢ M4 % A8 (Hb), M & Al &
(SCr) 7k EFniE R # A= N CIN 9 ROC &k tbi
Figure 2. Comparison of ROC curves of LVEDP, LVEF,

age, hemoglobin ( Hb) , serum creatinine (SCr) levels and

contrast volum in predicting CIN

Table 2. Comparison of predictive values of risk factors of CIN

A ES AUC(95% CI) P BME U (95%CL) (%) FERBE(95%CI) (%) FIMEF{E (95% CI)
LVEDP 0.64(0.584 ~0.698) <0.001 20 mmHg 47.2(38.2~56.3)  79.3(76.8 ~81.5) 2.3(1.8 ~2.8)
LVEF 0.63(0.574 ~0.689) <0.001  40% 39.8(30.9~49.3)  84.9(82.6 ~87.0) 2.6(2.0~3.4)
SCr 0.59(0.538 ~0.648) 0.001 1.2 mg/dL 24.8(17.5~33.3)  86.2(84.1~88.1) 1.8(1.3~2.5)
Hb 0.66(0.605 ~0.712) <0.001 120 g/I.  47.1(37.8~56.4)  771.7(75.2~80.1) 2.1(1.7~2.6)
AR 0.60(0.544 ~0.674) <0.001 75 % 28.8(21.1~37.6)  82.6(80.3~84.7) 1.7(1.2 ~2.2)
WERHIE 0.51(0.482~0.537) 0.732 250 mL  37.19( 28.6 ~46.4) 67.04 (64.2~69.7) 1.13(0.9~1.4)

% 3. LVEDP #75 ( =20 mmHg) Xt CIN XU il &K &
It Logistic [ 35 #7

Table 3. Multivariate Logistic regression of the predictive
value of elevated LVEDP ( =20 mmHg) on the risk of CIN

PRI I OR(95% CI) PiE

HRALIE 1.45(1.28 ~1.64) <0.0001

N VERAE (AR, Flode, PE5)  1.45(1.28 ~1.64) <0.0001

N EVRHIE, ﬁﬁﬁﬂlﬁﬁg; 1.44(1.27 ~1.63) <0.0001

N ERE s & 9E* 1.40(1.23 ~1.60) <0.0001

Amﬁ?ﬁ,ﬁ%uﬁﬁg, &1 1.26(1.08 ~1.47)  0.003

5, S5 B, A&,

AL

a:%ﬁﬁ@?ﬂ%ﬁifﬁ JE B Bk | T O R R LA
P JJE [ eGFR<60 mL/ (min - 1.73 m?) ] ML ; b 560 fﬁ*

”’@}ﬁ ST Bedfm BLOJUBISE (AE ST Bedh s BLO JILBISE AR FR7E 1Y
Lo FIARE B O B0 o

2.4 BA20 mmHg €24 LVEDP B BT {E

CIN #i LVEDP =20 mmHg Ji7 (5 £ W & 5
TIE CIN 41(47.2% 1 20. 7% ,P<0.001) , JT2¥%
PCI RJ5 %4 CIN B3 LVEDP =20 mmHg, 5%
" LVEDP =20 mmHg i) 855 [ 303 {4, *F-¥ LVEDP
(24.6+4.6) mmHg ] % LVEDP <20 mmHg # [ 998
5], -3 LVEDP (11. 8+4.3) mmHg ] CIN )& /£ %
B TF e (19.5% M 6.6% , P<0.001), H %t
(38.0% . 30.2% ,P=0.011) W5 IR (49.2% It
36.0% ,P<0.001) 0> 7] % (12.9% 11, 7.3% ,P=
0.004) RIMLTE [ (122.0+37.0) g/L b (131.0
+32.0) g/L,P<0.001] . SCr[ (1.04%0.50) mg/
dL [£(0.95+0. 38) mg/dL,P=0.006 | [ FH®K %,
4k, LVEDP Ft & B i (1) F i 8 78 STEMI %,
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NSTEMI & (£ 4)

% 4. LVEDP=20 mmHg 85 LVEDP<20 mmHg 4 £ :& & A OS5 50 I FR4SE b3

Table 4. Comparison of demographics, clinical characteristics of patients who undergwent PCI between LVEDP =20mmHg

and<20 mmHg groups

SR LVEDP =20 mmHg 4 (n=303) LVEDP<20 mmHg 2H (n=998) P
W (S) 65.0+12.6 63.7+11.3 0.107
L[ HI(%) ] 115(38.0) 301(30.2) 0.011
BERIE[ (% ) ] 149(49.2) 359(36.0) <0.001
FEML O T B [ (% ) ] 39(12.9) 73(7.3) 0. 004
i it e [ (% ) ] 47(15.5) 106(10.6) 0.025
LVEF(% ) 42.5+17.8 48.1x18.2 <0.001
Hb(g/L) 122.0+37.0 131.0+32.0 <0.001
SCr( mg/dL) 1.04+0.50 0.95+0. 38 0.006
eGFR<60 mL/(min + 1.73 m?) [#( % ) ] 84(27.7) 169(16.9) <0.001
STEMI[ #1( % ) ] 63(20.8) 113(11.3) <0.001
NSTEMI[ 41 ( % ) ] 119(39.3) 183(18.3) <0.001
ARERLLIRBI(%) ] 92(30.4) 482(48.3) <0.001
LVEDP ( mmHg) 24.6+4.6 11.8+4.3 <0.001
CIN[B1(% ) ] 59(19.5) 66(6.6) <0.001
72 h WHIIL (% ) ] 18(5.9) 44(4.4) 0.282
i (% ) ] 4(1.3) 11(1.1) 0.76
EAT (%) ] 7(2.3) 1(0.1) <0.001
fEBERTTE (R) 4.3+5.2 2.6+3.6 <0.001
fEBEWIEET [ B(% ) ] 13(4.3) 7(0.7) <0.001
it 5% 71 & (mL) 231.4+94.6 236.4+82.5 0.375

2.5 BEEENERFIAE
FeAsE e otk AR LVEF , CKD 25 % #IL 15 16 (X
Z5HER P % LVEDP =20 mmHg 113 577 /&
K, eGFR<60 mL/(min - 1.73 m?) [ 5 % 1% 5 7
FHE A BAET eGFR=60 mL/(min - 1.73 m®) #y £
#[(200.0+78.7) mL [ (243.9+85.7) mL, P<
0.001], =ik (=75 %) BEMNEZAHE WD
MTHERBE (<75 ) [(221.8£85.6) mL It
(237.2+86.6) mL,P=0.013] , 2% H 5 it & &
HoA SR i 5 8 A, Wik LVEF %nirmixﬂ@m
EAH WK D, HERRERNGEITEE L, M
B, 88 SR G 3R 1Y s G B, LVEDP J
fE}( =20 mmHg) , 5 LVEDP<20 mmHg A9 8 & M kb
s R g2 22 5[ (231.4£94.6) mL b
(236.4+82.5) mL,P=0.375], &K mEGEHEFMN
CIN KA & TRl (% 5) , ULITEIG RS
Eerf ,LVEDP b=k i A7 51 7 KA A BT A 1
B, IXFER ST CIN 1Y 1 28 5 30 T i3S ek b i

E!/JIJ)EHE‘O

®S5. TREGKEREENSHHAAEM CIN REXLE
Table 5. Contrast volumes and CIN incidence in patients

with or without risk factors

| L?(yiﬁ)ﬁi P CIN(%) PfH

AR 0.013 0.002
=75 % 221.8%85.6 14.9
<75 % 237.2+86.6 8.4

ezl 0.161 0.002
egie 225.3+81.8 13.2
B 239.6+87. 1 7.9

LVEF 0.214 <0.001
<40% 229.1+83.4 22.5
>40% 237.2485.7 7.2

eGFR [mL/(min + 1.73 m*) ] <0.001 <0.001
<60 200.0+78.7 18.7
=60 243.9+85.7 7.3

LVEDP 0.375 <0.001
=20 mmHg 231.4294.6 19.5
<20 mmHg 236.4+82.5 6.6
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3 3

DM PCI ARG &4 CIN BB FIETR |
FEAAEBERS ] 3 BT 2% R el b i s 7
TR KA B AT CIN 5 300 T
FeAr AR CIN AH 5 1 & B B 2R o] LAFS Bh Il R B A=
LR B it vk /> CIN #9 % A BATRY 58 & B
LVEDP 2 CIN ZA B st faks &=, 2A
G W CKD (X eGFR) (L MERR IS (=75 %)
(1435 52 70 S35 /0 B BH AR 11 PR 32 B b, 3 26 FR 3
T2 51 T B2 Az 19 JC 3 I SR BT A B0 1) 15 By
&t SR, R LVEDP Fh & i1 8 L s e A 1Y
T R IR RA W LVEDP TR/ —AN 8 Y
ST A FE R R IR 5 R A EEA

FRAT [ET i BA 51 23 A PCT AR5 R N H
HE G RIRYER I 9. 6% ) CIN KR 58
R BB A — B AP UESE T PCL R R &R
CIN e Al R &R, dsmil Lot MR 0 )
Wl A, CKD MR EE YA ZEE
(STEMI A1 NSTEMI) 7' | 3 H. & 4= CIN A9 H & 1 B
BRI A BEAET- 5 5, 2R E Logistic [H1H43
B R, bR % | CKD fik LVEF %% Il 4, LVEDP F+
{2 CIN (b i A, A8 LVEDP B9 i
HAE PCL 5 &4 CIN fTT ek @,

LVEDP 1250 FAF AR don] # B0 5 , HASH
BIEINTF AR ] K 2, fE L e A=
JBER P4 12 O 2 30 NG O, ) B2 I 22 0 = 1)
BT At LS 2200 2R 1k AR, B Z 1
s AR Z w2 B LVEDP FHa 0" 22
IR BRI L Bk Ak 38 AT 5] 2 = IR
PEREAS T 580 LVEDP FH& . LVEDP F & nl it S7 7
W STEMI''™ 5% NSTEMI'" £ 3% FL 3 A e WA 78 T 19
KU , LA S AR AR G SBT3 AR5 &
P 7E4T PCI AY R CIN M E Y LVEDP “FX{E
B & TE CIN 41, LVEDP =20 mmHg 1 & E R 5
T4E CIN 41, LVEDP =20 mmHg % % CIN ¢
JRUREE I i 386 v, 22 PR 28 LI 9 M IE S 3% S B 5
W& 2Pk MEPRSG FE I CKD |1 52 50 B 4 T 0 1
Sl v

FEFCMARAS T, 3 5 700 0 B I ) B kv i,
O A AVBE 3 o B 3 52 90 6 ' /NS b R A L ) B
HEE CIN & 26 et (LVEF) 50
PR (LVEDP) Z [ AR B A AR 25 2 4% . SR I
LVEF W8 # 255 WY 259097 1 1 3 LVEDP 5 |
TEA R G T, LVEDP Fh & CIN KUK 4 = Y

5 — R R AT RE S I PR s AR $H.0 LVEDP JH = Bk
A2 N 0 ) 36 v 1) XU T 48 Kk, AR S
BeA KAE A, SOR2 AT N — 2B B i1,

EATFRMEE SRS, FEARET CIN 5
LVEDP 7 PCI J & L b A5 o e
A6 PCLHT 4 h FURJG 24 h 7% 22 #0 ikie 1 4= B
IKHERACTE UG | T AT BB AR A2 T #E A PR 3R (3
JR 20 mg BHIKEEST) , AR IR 5 AR AR, (02
X R PR BURR ) R 3 3R A R R R 7 T
RES B IR & A TE IO IE 20 1l 52 2 50
JEAESLEE LVEDP W] R HAIK Sl I 7 19 F A, X nT Ak
SXHEIN CIN KU . BEAh, it 5% ol e i 0 g
Wil BEAT PCLARHEBRTESN, X B M A L
[ CIN fa i [ Z A s 19 LVEDP K7

FEat 2 1 JL 4 B B 2 RO RS 2% X
CIN 14 58 1y f& B 9 2, £ % | & #% . CKD AR
LVEF BB F 4T TR EEDS ) ®RATE B X
S 5 PR 28 LI R i FBE 1 3 5 7R IR, X
SR AR 5 A 3 el ek /D s B R0 FH = 0B CIN A 2L
tHita . SR, LVEDP F & fir 2 XY i fa i % T
VA A5 B AH I 1) 56 T K /b i 5% 7 & . LVEDP
=20 mmHg £ CIN BERH 19.5% , & T
J£ CKD A 18.7% [ eGFR ££ 30 ~60 mL/( min *
1.73 m*) Z[E]], LVEDP ZEBLAT CIN JRURS Al 455 1
AR L8 HE T CIN 7 A8 Tl A i O L
HEMIGRE L

Zi B r ik, LVEDP & CIN (%) 2k 37 75000 48 5
LVEDP =20 mmHg /£ # 17 PCI RJ5 &k CIN 1)
U5 . LVEDP FH8 ( =20 mmHg) () 3% 5 52
S 1 5 70 & LA D CIN R

AWFIE )R BRAE T 3 & — TR el | [ Jas e 1Y)
WF5E ARSI R R PO ARG B9 1 FTIf PR AR AE
T, FH T I AR 5 24 19 i e R 28 25 1 O, 58 52
PCI & A IC 5 LVEDP, il RE 2 [ it 5 | 2 i 4%
P fes s BeAb , FATBA 534 25 P48 FH Rk Ak i £l
A 2 58 DA B I R A B, X T 0 7 i
PR T 1 R R 5T A 10 SR i A T M 2 )
KR RF Al IR O, 3% 28 P 2 AT BE S 521 LVEDP
EA .
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