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HWE B3 e iR T AL R T E B 4790 32 (Sacubitril/Valsartan, LCZ696 ) 5 & K &) 48 vt 5 £ LR 52 ( AMI)
ZRBRFRETBHFFNATEMGR 0, FFiE DBEKE 2019 F 12 A 1 8—2021 5 8 AL AL BRC hEmE
FRAT 2 B AR D Wk i8 I7 69 195 4] 2ot s UAR 5 8 5 3 6] AT AR S 2 A 25 5 S oF o vl 417 3928 (94 4] ) A= B K54 40
(10145) ), 3833 AR &y M3 4 I B, Y 25 sk Bl 2 4w 2 B 2, (LA A6 97 | A UG SIEAR 5 5 AR £ £4F R K A2 (LVDD) . &
) B E(IVS) £ FJE B (LVPW) | £ RAT R KB (LVEDV ) | £ 0% A EAR(LVESV ) 35 (SV) | £ F 4 53
(LVEF)|# %4k, SR LB, 7 S 4100 38 20 Fn F K E-H) 20 4 66 4, 697 1 A~ A J& H48 LVEDV[102.00(88.75,113.25 )mL
5.94.00(82.75,110.50 )mL, Z=-1.179, P=0.238].LVESV[39.50(31.75,52.00 )mL v5.37.00 (29.75,46.00 )mL., Z=—1.639, P=0.101]
Fa LVEF[(58.77+7.66)% vs.(60.50+6.77 )% ,1=—1.373,P=0.172| £} R eit &L, WA LVEF & F 4B, W EE
w4 3) 38, 20 [58.00(49.00, 62.25 )% vs5.59.00(53.75,64.25)% , Z=-3.460, P=0.001], & K &) 28[57.50(51.75,63.50) % vs.
60.00(56.00,66.00)%,2=-3.167,P=0.002] £ F A 4t FE XL, &EiL: LAV A wHyEfETREHET I NG, AAES
LVEF ¥ 80877 8T & 12185 MUt )s T £ iﬁﬁ‘]frﬁki% P B B AR T KA
KB B IAESEEM; B TEIRSIRIE ST ;1) o #Y3E F oR A
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Effect of sacubitril/valsartan versus ramipril on early myocardial remodeling in AMI patients undergoing

PCI:a propensity matching analysis in a single center

YE Wen—qun'?,GUO Mu?, LIANG Hai-qing?, WANG Zhao?, SONG Yu?

(1.Cardiovascular Clinical Institute , Tianjin Medical University, Tianjin 300457, China;?2.Cardiovascular Care Unit, TEDA International
Cardiovascular Hospital , Tianjin 300457, China )

Abstract Objective: To investigate the effect of sacubatril/valsartan(1.CZ696 ) versus ramipril on early left ventricular remodeling(LVR)
in patients with acute myocardial infarction(AMI) undergoing percutaneous coronary intervention(PCI) by propensity score matching
method (PSM ). Methods : A retrospective analysis was done on 195 patients with AMI underwent PCI in TEDA International
Cardiovascular Hospital from December 1,2019 to August 2021. According to the medication, there were 94 patients in LCZ696 group and
101 patients in ramipril group. PSM was performed to minimize the impact of selection bias for the medication and confounding factors.The
echocardiographic parameters|[left ventricular end—diastolic diameter(LLVDd), ventricular septal thickness(1VS),left ventricular posterior
wall(LVPW ), left ventricular end—diastolic volume(LVEDV ), left ventricular end —systolic volume (LVESV ), stroke volume(SV) and left
ventricular ejection fraction (LVEF ) ]were compared. Results: After matching, there were 66 patients in each group. After one month
of treatment, no significant difference in LVEDV[102.00(88.75,113.25)mL vs. 94.00(82.75,110.50 )mL, Z=-1.179, P=0.238], LVESV
[39.50(31.75,52.00 )mL vs. 37.00(29.75,46.00 )mL, Z=-1.639, P=0.101],and LVEF[(58.77+7.66 )% vs.(60.50+6.77 )% ,t=—1.373,
P=0.172] were found between two groups. After treatment, LVEF significantly increased in both groups. There was significant difference
between sacubatril/valsartan[58.00(49.00,62.25)% vs. 59.00(53.75,64.25)% , Z=-3.460,P=0.001] and ramipril[57.50(51.75,63.50)% vs.
60.00(56.00,66.00)% ,Z=-3.167, P=0.002]. Conclusion:In AMI patient undergoing PCI,one month after treatment with sacubitril/
valsartan and ramipril, LVEF were improvedin both group,but sacubitril/valsartan did not have a significant reverse early remodeling effect
compared with ramipril.

Key words acute myocardial infarction; ventricular remodeling; percutaneous coronary intervetion ; sacubatril/valsartan ; ramipril
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2P0 UESE (acute myocardial infarction, AMI)
SR WAL IE 202, H B AR AR 3
Ik s R B A S 450 B0 Bl 4 sl b Ak & I A4 TR B
I A8 P ZE e 2=, F T R 0l A S A2 R T
Tz TR, Bk i 200 WU AT 55 5 15 314G R0k
1HEBEE B N, O 1 5l B AR T
FhaFs O WUEFE 5 0 % B A 5 0 1 38 &
VIR SE, D2 A PE 222 & K/ JE S M RE ek
ARk AR O WU AL G AN B = B S e =
B R AN EAKEEAR (L, B R 2 E kAT
Pk FLOTIRE TR, O WSS O HA AL S
FH TN R A IE RS , BB T E R R &
o AR AMI 5 CGE s i A RO EEHA A
5 Tk 2 B A 0 S R R R R ROd R At
ST . YRR gl 45 VP H (sacubitril /valsartan ,
LCZ696 ) 22 i 17200 1 3 vy f 3, WU o I 2 25
(ESC ) H AR Ay 35 i 53 B A 00 ) % 3 (HErEF )
BT AL, s S 98 SE , LCZ696 Al s
W0 LA B0 T BRI EAC 38 0 8 E K, DA 2 400
TRPE I, — 2 R ATF75 o, 5 1A Bk
B2 o b A A0 R0 M 4 B R R A2 AR RS PR (ACEL
ARB) AL, AMI J5 B FH LCZ696 1T Bkt 42 % it
Ba 4 A 7 N DTN 1 = R Ll et |
PiaE N s e T N e i Y WS frl N7
SAVESHOCK HFFR 45 5% W, 57 K FIAH L,
LCZ696 ffiZe & S5 M 5Tt i, st JR A O W 4
ThE , (T 2H 8] 32 B RO 48 R G & A = A A
0, S —IREFSE & S ARB AR L, 78 AMI JCAEIR
LW AE DI REA 4 5 TP LCZ696 JH I A ik & 1Y
WA IAVEN, 25 1, HATOCT LCZ696 7E AMI £&
N I RIS I A 58400, AR F Y B AE i — 2P
PRIT AMI 28 52 el R Bk A AR (PCYRYT i34
LCZ696 J5 R34 = mAGTR bRk, BT T a1
I R 3R 4 o
1 W&5H%
1.1 ArRar % BB 2019 4212 H 1 H—
2021 4F 8 H Z&ik [ BRO L% BE Be i2 W AMIT R
Wk, 195 1 H 2 Bl o AT ARTE I ZG 15 0
5378 LCZ696 20 (94 f41] ) e AR (101 1)) .

PHNARE: ()P AMI IR RIZHE 758 2018 4E
55 4 IR ERO WUREZE 2 SC7 AR, B AMI 4547 -
PEA WS EE T 1(cTnl) 3 S5k CFID 1%, 2=/ 11k
# T99%S % 1B, A4 LU T 2tksfiietk . Q&
PEC VB IR IR -5 AR 5 0 H L 2 e i e S
MU s QT & 1R BRI Q s @B I AFIE O WLE R

ol ZE BE T BE ) S IR 2 s QR B ik
S NG A KA IR SR B Bkt ke . (2) AR
JEAT PCLIRYF (fU4E 402 PCLB ] PCD). (3)BRH
FUARTT AN LCZ696 . K FITGIT E . (4)A
B (ARG 1~3 d) &2 30 d J5 s 0 sl
fEbR e DN S Fe bR A6 2 B AT IR B
#(LVDd) [0 B@ JE E (1VS) 2 % Ji BE (LVPW) |
Fo B EF AR ATU(LVEDV) 220 3 U 46 R 45
FULVESY) A4 82 (SV) (2 % ST 1l 50 B (LVEF) .
(5) Il Rl e e LS R

HERR AR : (1) BRAE T M IR 1LCZ696 1y
o (st OIREE . (3)ELZ TN LR
[ T-# (CK-MB).B BUFIEHRL (BNP). il =g
(TG) JHEEEL(TC) K% B A & - EE(LDL-C) |
T NG - [E B (HDL-C) JULEF (Cr) 485 1 58
o (ORZIRIITORHR 3
1.2 AR A ST A A s
() R R I DR Rt A48 — M1 0 (PR 1) AR 88 )
B IFAE Cran Il B DR B ) B AE SR B AE O JJLAE
Bed 5, BEAE PCLL IR 20 ik 2 8% B8 A% R (coronary
artery bypass graft, CABG ) F K 51 ], 5L 06 = K ¢
( AB%J5 cTnl W& .CK-MB & {f .BNP.Cr.TC.
TG .LDL-C .HDL-C), # 7 .0 8l & 35 k5 (LVDd
IVS .LVPW .LVEDV .LVESV .SV .LVEF) . .U> JUSE5E
PRRFIE : SR ST Bedf i L0 WA ZE (NSTE-
MI) 20k ST B 4h i A0 LR A6 (STEMI ) , AMI
D9 (killip 73080 ) 5 ki 52 B O : 202 PCL 8§
FEIR PCIRYY , PCL A AEAH O3 Bk (IRA ) 1l it /2
15 0 VR FE A R34 7R B8 LI 0 2% (TIMIO 2% ),
PCI J& IRA LIS 50K TIMI3 9%, 5 bk i 3 95 A2
T TR EARA I N ABE S H sk HE RS E
e ERCA I J) e LA o DA RR A T SR N 0 B
45 B DR AR A BERE RAYT 1A H 5 O
Bl K

WL BB P25 T TN M BesE R K
TEIRYT , LCZ696 1EH AT 3Lml_E A Vb
CLh ARV DI EN - (b v e 25 B W) 1R 25 1 -
H20170344, #LA% : 50 mg, [ 2545 : H20170342, 1
#%:100 mg), FFIK 12.5~200 mg, & H Bk, #2LH
25 1A, P71 39.20 mg, B H K.
1.3 MEISAR IRITRIEHZ | RO EETE
FrEy2E AL, 49 4% LVDd IVS.LVPW .LVEDV LVESV .
SV .LVEF,
1.4 ZeitFar® Sl KRR B b /D 2 B fay X
245893 e A9 52 T RSk T ISP A 5 A TR 2 TR 2R
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WSO A VD PR B AT VDR TR RS R X252 PCLIAYT 9 AMI (835 R0 % A A 5200 — T rpu O i ) MR DS R 20 Hr - 115

X532 LCZ696 FlE A F VA 97 1Y i 5 247 i [n]
PEArVEHC (PSM) , J A% PR 4L P 4L A8 35 p LA i 5k
£ SRR ARAE . B P43 R 28 Logistic ]
VAR AL 11, 434 1R A R A2 S g A LD AR AR, 3% 1
WO R 2 S A R AR R AR o AR REAE
O WUBE SE % 2 Killip 43 4% ,PCLIG YT IS AL, HEZL
LVDSV.LVEF & fifi ] 1:1 5648 VC D, Joi Bt
FHME B E N 0.02, & I Ut i 132 41,
LCZ696 ZH F1 8 KA F 45357 hy 66 il

BE R IBM SPSS 25.0 #A4E kAT, #6056
K- @=0.05, VA P<0.05 Fm B A G AR L. IES
A3 AR B S B SR ] wes e, AR TE S0 1 i 4L
At R PP S EUM (Pos, Prs) |87, 41 TB] FE AR HTT
TRSTAREAS ¢ KB EY Mann—W hitney U FRANKEL o 4328
A LA (% ) 67 , 2l 18] FL R FH x2 K2 35X Fisher
WRUIRERYL . 7 & IES 8 , FAGY 7RG
BORJHEEXT ¢ K5, AE I 2543 A B Rl 40367 v Je
R Wilcoxon £ 5 FAG 5
2 H#R
21 EEAEHALLEAEFELE WEMRE
Y4 AARIE 195 1] AMI 1T PCI AT &, LCZ696 41

R 1 LCZ696 AT R EFIALFRAIFEL T xs,n( % )]

94 5], 75 K FI4L 101 1], Hord B4 159(81.5% )
i, Zc Pk 36 (18.5% ) 151 ,STEMI: 139 (71.3% ) f4i] ,
NSTEMI:56(28.7% )51 ; Killip 1 % 144(73.8% )14,
Killip IT ~IV 4% 51(26.2% ) 51| ;195 {5 #1145 (74.4% )
BTt BUEE IR 12 h AT PCLIRYT , 50(24.6% ) il
T8 PCLIGYTY, 4T PCLIAYY AR B M4 58 4 4] %€
(TIMI I3 0 2%)114(58,5% )], AL M 45 AE 58 4
A1 ZE(TIMI I3 1~3 9%)81(41.5% )], AJ& TIMI IfiL
it 3 9% 165(99.0% )1, 4E TIMI IfiL i 3 9% 30(1.0%)
], 2 32 MG AE 173 (84.6% )15 , B 37 1fiL 4 5 725
32(15.4% )i,

NG N S5 e S e S T VN ESE S5
TR AT H, 1L.CZ696 41 REAE A O JILBE L £ 35 i 1
KM, 1LCZ696 4 Killip 1 ~IV 2 i 5  T-8
KA FIL L 1.CZ696 HATHM PCLIRT R EZ T
K2, B B2 S5 1] DR ) A8 P 5 FH 3 T 7 oK
FIZH , LCZ696 = BEFEIY it T AT A4, Y BA
Guiter i (¥ P<0.05) . &VLIC) , sHIUCHL 132
i, LCZ696 21 66 ], B A F 4 66 ], VL 5 PA
IR TR 22 I TSR L (3 P>0.05),
HAR PR, HEAVORILRCHT S W& 1.

Tab 1 Baseline characteristics of patients before and after matching[x+s,n( % )]

. i) 14 143 DE O R it M4 DR RC S
SRR LCZ696 41 T th’ P LCZ696 41 TR P
(n=195)
(n=94) (n=101) (n=66) (n=66)
A 60.7+10.9 60.9£10.2 60.6£11.6 0210  0.834  61.1x104 62.011.5 -0.246  0.623
P
5 159(81.5) 78 (83) 81(80.2) 0250  0.617 53(80.3) 55(83.3) 0.204  0.652
u 36(18.5) 16(17) 20(19.8) 13(18.7) 11(16.7)
[0S
= 129(66.2) 66(70.2) 63(62.4) 1335 0.248 46(68.7) 41(62.1) 0.843  0.359
i 66(33.8) 28(29.8) 38(37.6) 20(30.3) 25(37.9)
2= 55(28.2) 27(28.7) 28(27.7) 0.024  0.877 17(25.8) 17(25.8) 0.000  1.000
i 140(71.8) 67(71.3) 73(72.3) 49(74.2) 49(74.2)
WEAECo WU SE R
= 13(6.7) 10(89.4) 3(3) 4601  0.032 5(7.6) 3(4.5) 0.133 0715
i 182(93.3) 84(10.6) 98(97) 61(92.4) 63(95.5)
WETE PCI.CABG #5542
E 12(6.2) 7(7.4) 5(5) 0525  0.469 2(3) 3(4.5) 0.000  1.000
i 183(93.8) 87(92.6) 96(95) 64(97) 63(95.5)
STIMI
= 139(71.3) 70(74.5) 69(68.3) 0.900  0.343 52(78.8) 49(74.2) 0379 0.538
& 56(28.7) 24(25.5) 32(31.7) 14(21.2) 17(25.8)
Killip 43+%%
I % 144(73.8) 60(63.8) 84(83.2) 9.428  0.002 50(75.8) 50(75.8) 0.000  1.000
m~IVg 51(26.2) 34(36.2) 17(16.8) 16(24.2) 16(24.2)
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. i) P43 DR BT fisi 1) M 353 DE L fe
FLR TR PREx % LCZ696 4 F AL e P LCZ696 4l TR ERA P
(n=195) (n=94) (n=101) (n=66) (n=66)
2L PCl
= 145(74.4) 62(66) 83(82.2) 6.719  0.010 49(74.2) 48(72.7) 0.039  0.844
w 50(25.6) 32(34) 18(17.8) 17(25.8) 18(27.3)
S UINEEE IR
B 114(58.5) 54(57.4) 60(59.4) 0.077  0.781 37(56.1) 38(57.6) 0.031  0.861
i 81(41.5) 40(42.6) 41(40.6) 29(43.9) 28(42.4)
PCI ARJ7 TIMI3 %
= 193(99) 93(98.9) 100(99) 0.000  1.000 65(98.5) 66(100) 0.000  1.000
R 2(1) 1(1.1) 1(1) 1(1.5) 0(0)
SEEK LB A8 SR
ESa 165(84.6) 78(83) 87(86.1) 0373 0.541 12(18.2) 9(13.6) 0510 0475
Mz 30(15.4) 16(17) 14(13.9) 54(81.8) 57(86.4)
DAPT
= 194(99.5) 93(98.9) 101(100) 0.482 65(98.5) 66(100) 1.000
7 1€(0.5) 1(1.1) 0(0) 1(1.5) 0(0)
fiT25%)
e 195(100) 94(100) 101(100) - >0.05 66(100) 66(100) <0.1 1.000
o 0 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
B SZAABH i )
s 175(89.7) 82(87.2) 93(92.1) 1242 0.265 59(89.4) 61(92.4) 0367  0.545
5 20(10.3) 12(12.8) 8(7.9) 7(10.6) 5(7.6)
HI R
= 19(9.7) 15(16) 4(4) 7.968  0.005 8(12.1) 3(4,5) 2479 0.115
i 176(90.3) 79(84) 97(96) 58(87.9) 63(95.5)
B Ig
= 38(19.5) 26(27.7) 12(11.9) 7.725  0.005 14(21.2) 10(15.2) 0.815 0367
i 157(80.5) 68(72.3) 89(88.1) 52(78.8) 56(84.8)
= 22(11.3) 15(16) 7(6.9) 3.963  0.046 8(12.1) 7(10.6) 0.075  0.784
A 173(88.7) 79(84) 94(93.1) 58(87.9) 59(89.4)

22 EERAIEEHEIFAF YLK EETERR
VCBC AT & LB 4 S B B 8T 24 72 L (P>0.05),
BAMTHMH(E2),

xr2 Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ}ﬁiﬂ?ﬁﬁ[M(st,Pm) , X5

23 EERAGANRESEARFEFIF HAHBEFIC
e B A B O BIE R 75 e AR 4h R R LCZ696 4
LVESV KT8 K F£H[44(32.00,62.25 )mL vs. 35.0

Tab 2 Biochemical parameters before and after matching[M (Pssy Prs) ,x5]

~ (N R e o s A T it i) M43 DR C S
EEtn It It P
LCZ696 2H(n=93)  THAMGFIL (n=101) LCZ696 4 (n=66)  FHKEFILH (n=66)

¢TNI(ng/mL) 25.03(5.31,27.86)  15.99(4.66,29.57)  —0.435 0.663 27.17(5.77,27.86) 20.18(6.25,41.21)  -0.204 0.839
CK-MB(ng/mL)  71.80(22.60,236.25) 78.80(18.20,144.70) -0.947 0.344 81.70(23.700,255.80) 83.60(22.90,146.00) -1.165 0.244
LnBNP 4.43+1.54 4.01+1.52 1.916 0.057 4.15+1.38 4.24+1.55 -0.356 0.722
TC(mmol/L) 4.50+1.02 451+1.00 -0.070 0.944 4.61£1.03 4.44+1.01 0.975 0.331
TG(mmol/L) 1.44(1.10,1.90) 1.47(0.95,2.02) -0.079 0.937 1.45(1.10,1.93) 1.29(0.90,1.92) 1.083 0.482
LDL~C(mmol/L) 2.79+0.88 2.9120.89 -0.968 0.334 2.850.90 2.83+0.92 0.121 0.904
HDL-C(mmonm/L)  0.99(0.88,1.19) 1.00(0.87,1.16) -0.108 0914 1.02(0.89,1.24) 1.01(0.85,1.20) -0.844 0.398
Cr( pmol/L) 68.00(58.00,81.25)  67.00(59.00,74.50) —0.682 0.495 67.50(53.50,80.00)  66.50(57.75,73.00)  0.329 0.778

1 TNL: UES E 15 CK-MB : LB W) T/ ; BNP: B AUFI B4R ; TC
JEE R 2 - 5 Cores I LI

L TG HIM 1R ; LDL-C . iK% B A 8 1 - [ 1 s HDL-C.: (5%
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(30.50,45.50 )mL, Z=-2.940, P=0.003]; LCZ696 4
LVEF 1% F 75 >k % ) £1[53.0(45.50,61.75) vs. 59.00
(54.00,63.00)% , Z=-3.646 , P=0.000] % 54 41t
SRS AVCRLS A B S e br b2 5 04t
TR S BAFHPE(ER 3),

24 REEGETIAMNABCERERE K25

x3 Eﬁﬂﬁﬁ)ﬁ%%lﬁ\ﬂ&iﬁ%*‘a‘ﬁ[M( P251P7s)1ii's]

RIT 1 H IS, LCZ696 4 R KA A 21 0 JE i 7=
FE bR A 45 R s . LVDd (¢=0.406, P=0.685 ), IVS
(Z=-0.865,P=0.387),LVPW (Z=-0.535,P=0.593),
LVEDV (Z=-1.179,P=0.238) ,LEVSV (Z=-1.639,
P=0.101),SV (:=0.172,P=0.863 ), LVEF (1=—1.373,
P=0.172) kB gt L (FK 4).

Tab 3 Baseline cardiac ultrasonic parameter before and after matching[M (Pasy Prs) ,x55]

A T3 PE LR

I T T RC S

i LCZ696 #H(n=93) K2 (n=101) = LCZ696 4 (n=66) A (n=66) “ i
LVDd(mm) 48.00(45.75,51.00)  47.00(45.00,50.00)  —0.780 0.435 47.00(45.00,50.00)  47.00(45.00,50.00) -0.343 0.731
IVS(mm) 11.00(10.00,12.00)  10.00(10.00,11.00)  -1.483 0.138 10.50(10.00,12.00)  10.00(10.00,11.00) -1.402 0.161
LVPW (mm) 10.00(10.00,10.00)  10.00(10.00,10.00)  -0.655 0.512 10.00(10.00,10.00)  10.00(10.00,10.00)  -0.585 0.559
SV(mL) 51.77£11.40 54.10+11.86 -1.398 0.164 51.50+11.67 53.56+12.41 -0.983 0.328
LVEDV(mL)  92.50(82.75,110.00)  90.00(81.00,104.00) -1.948 0.051 91.00(78.75,105.50)  94.00(78.75,105.25) -0.098 0.922
LVESV(mL)  44.00(32.00,62.25)  35.00(30.50,45.50)  -2.940 0.003 37.00(31.00,50.25)  38.00(29.75,50.00) -0.471 0.637
LVEF(%) 53.00(45.00,61.75)  59.00(54.00,63.00)  -3.646 0.000 58.00(49.00,62.25)  57.50(51.75,63.50) -1.082 0.279

TE:LVDd: 2 &P 9KOR BAR IVS: F ] FAJEERE s LVPW : A2 % J5 BE s LVEDV : /6 U 3 ST KA A LVESV : 28 D S Ui AN A B SV - Bk

LVEF: 22 25 4 1 7344

F4 R EAHEOIEBEIEIRLRIM( Pxs, Prs) , Xis]
Tab 4 Echocardiographic changes between the two groups after
treatment[M( Py, Ps) , x+s]

- 65 a4 Y43 D i
LCZ696 41 AT Uz P
LVDd(mm) 48.39+4.14 48.11+4.00 0.406 0.685
1VS(mm) 10.00(10.00,11.50) 10.00(10.00,11.50) -0.865 0.387
LVPW(mm) 10.00(10.00,10.00) 10.00(10.00,10.00) -0.535 0.593
SV(mL) 59.27+11.04 58.92+12.17 0.172 0.863

LVEDV(mL) 102.00(88.75,113.25) 94.00(82.75,110.50) —1.179 0.238
LVESV(mL) 39.50(31.75,52.00) 37.00(29.75,46.00) -1.639 0.101
LVEF(%) 58.77+7.66 60.50+6.77  -1.373 0.172

HLVDd : ZE RGP IR BAR TVS PR LVPW : /2 5 BE,
LVEDV : 2.0y S 4P IR AR WA TR LVESV : 22O &S WU AW AT SV
FR S LVEF : 22 2 5 i 434k

£S5 WABTHEOEBEERLBIM( Py, Py ), x55]

25 BAMEBEHACIERFERIFENL SRITE
W LVEF B Ee T, 2R A5 XL,
HoH LCZ696 41[58.00 (49.00,62.25) % vs.59.00
(53.75, 64.25)% ,7Z=-3.460,P=0.001], {5 & 3 H]
2H[57.50(51.75,63.50)% vs. 60.00(56.00,66.00)% ,
Z=-3.167,P=0.001]. JAJ7 Hi 5 T K& |41 LVEDV
(Z=-1.647,P=0.099) .LVESV (Z=-0.774,P=0.439)
EZR TG FE L RIS H] 1LCZ696 4liRYT
HiJ& LVESV(Z=-1.663,P=0.096) 2% 5+ L5 i1 2
B [FIRF AL 23R YT J LCZ696 41 LVEDV 4 Hi
o, Z5 A %A E X[91.00(78.75,105.50 )mL
v5.102.00(88.75,113.25)mL, Z=-3.177,P=0.001], &L
5.

Tab5 Comparison of echocardiographic changes between the two groups before and after treatment[M( Py, P> ) , x+s]

B LCZ696 41 TR FILH
fabn - Z P - Z P
Lk 1A Lk 1A
LVEDV(mL)  91.00(78.75,105.50) 102.00(88.75,113.25) -3.177 0.001 94.00(78.75,105.25) 94.00(82.75,110.50) -1.647 0.099
LVESV(mL)  37.00(31.00,50.25)  39.50(31.75,52.00) -1.663 0.096 38.00(29.75,50.00)  37.00(29.75,46.00)  -0.774 0.439
LVEF(%) 58.00(49.00,62.25)  59.00(53.75,64.25) -3.460 0.001 57.50(51.75,63.50)  60.00(56.00,66.00)  -3.167 0.002

L LVEDV : 22 0BGk A AR LVESY . 2.0 B AR AR LVER : 22 5 1535

3 itig
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R 1 s Ui TR s o5l — SERi 9 k BEL, AF 5%
N 52 0 1 SR AE T ARS8 0, 7T R T PR S A e A
K B A FFRE RS w5 DA K 5 L0 o o vy i DR B4

A K, U T3 R E YRR SN AR A
DR ERFEFR YA RS R 2R,
2/3 W BE I ZRIIFRAE S UTAFR— T |
TR TR LA R R 2 PCLIGYT , [T
O JUREAE S e AR E AR B e, (LR I P O JU LA
AT ) S ) R I
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AMI J& 0> 77 3535 ] R B R WL B0 U B I
O 12 | DR e B0 URE BB S5 00 1 580, T
TR — Bt Iy A, AML A O D REA
A R I R TS B S AN P00 ) s vy g A 20,
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DIt AR EZ M, FEBH N EZY R EZESH
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A R ST TN PR 2, s R TR I R R
Z‘r_‘[17—18]O

LCZ696 2 F 47/ HE R i e JoA it 410 ol 4L %, L
AXEIIHIER, HABHE T B 0E 9 RAAS
ARG FEI L L LA AL AL TE R, ] At 9 ) A=
YITEE NPs BEMAE SEPLER 4 AL A O = HEEHLH]
PARADIGM-HF fF 57 2% 5 XiF 0> 7 3 ok 4 A L e
TR L, LCZ696 ity ) 3 vl [ 0 I A SE T
O R BE AU T B 209%™, H AT LCZ696
IRFSE 24 rh T D) e R FE AMI SR E Tl st
AR o PRHAS I 5K LCZ696 2H 1:1 VLR E K
T FILH G ERITRT AMI B35 RO = A2 O
WL U, f B2 300700 2 ) R G5 300 28 T A 76 2 LI
A2 F ARG, AT LU O I AZ R R U 8 7 45
S 22, AhiFoE 32 B ) LA B BRI O
JUE A P FR B AR AL PPA R A 2 A

SERTAF ST 2, L.CZ696 ] LA ik 3.0 JULAE BE £
F LVEFE A5 [Rl AR A5 AR LAY 25 2R, LCZ696
AT LVEF S 80HT 0 2 15 (P<0.05) , 42
7~ LCZ696 FHE K F By Al kst AMI 5 FLL0 =
AN (H LR L 22 7 T gt 22 L (P>0.05), 1]
AE-5 0 AXT GG IRFFAEA R A C , ARWF TN A XS
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X4, LCZ696 % T- HFrEF % LVEF A i 3% %
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