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Abstract

Objective: To compare the clinical efficacy and safety differences between teneplase and alteplase
intravenous thrombolysis followed by an intensive atorvastatin regimen in combination with
teneplase and alteplase, respectively, for the treatment of acute ischemic stroke. Methods: Using
a parallel control design, 99 patients with AIS in the Department of Emergency Medicine of our
hospital, 49 in the teneplase group and 50 in the alteplase group, were treated with teneplase and
alteplase combined with intensive atorvastatin calcium, respectively. General clinical data, Na-
tional Institutes of Health Stroke Scale score, modified Rankin Scale score, post-thrombolytic
bleeding events, and blood lipids were compared between the two groups. Results: The teneplase
group had a greater reduction in post-treatment NIHSS score, 90 d mRS score, and a lower inci-
dence of oral mucosal bleeding compared with the alteplase group. Conclusion: Teneplase com-
bined with atorvastatin calcium is clinically more effective and safe compared with alteplase in
the treatment of patients with acute ischemic stroke.
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1. 518§

UM BRI 2 (Acute Ischemic Stroke, AIS) & RFEE 24 /NN DLF P S Jeb 14 DA i dfe 1L B 5 AT A2 ik
FEBE (1 RAAR AU R 5 R 2 T RS, 0% (T 2 ksl bk A ZE 512 [1] [2]. 2R EE RBUER.
BRI, I HAEFER AR R R 2 L FHEA3] [4]. #kiE A (Intravenous Thrombolysis, 1VT)
s& HATIRTT AIS S RS, SR RER VAT T DGR i sy, B 5 ot SR A 4 T R R ATUE
AR[5]. BT &5 H A H AT AE— B S URAHEE TR 97 AIS Vs R 250, Fol it A 2 VA B R 243 v 2t
Vi, (Rt A b AP o0, (R EA A R XU [6] [7] BT 5 g i) e B R T AR ) —— B
Wy, BRI AER AR FEME R0, AR KBS, PR mT ko S 40 2470 G 7 o
JikmE 4R I 25[8] . 2 WURIRIF LRI, KIRIG 4.5 /N N FF & B kst 2000 AIS B3, 0.25mg/kg &
Z W WG RITT BOF 22 A AN 5 TR B [9] . ISR S A BRI, SRA VT K25 iy vl LAR
R AT R R MRS, 0 9O B, R AThREW S, H2atiEm[10].

SR H A ARAT B A BRI 5T tH SR A 25 6 A Aty T 2R 2y AR, AR 9 0 RSB I T 23 1
TEARWEFH, FRATSCI T APt 99 B AIS HBF ARG, XF ot 7 5B FE Ay T 43 il e fil & 5
Bif . B A EERT AIS BB I AU e Ak, BURSGEWT .
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2. MERE5HE
2.1. IzxHR

DL 2022 4 10 H % 2024 4F 9 A& 22 WRHGA 1) 99 4] AIS B AR A R, BEBIFFE (hE
SRR AR T2 IR TR RS 2018) Hh AIS B2 ibRdE, B2k CT 8 MRIESE[11]. AHFFER AT X)
MR TE, FETBENIECTRIEILAIN 99 Hil 2, BEHL I 2 B AR A4 (n = 49) 50 & #F4 (n = 50). &
WIS B B N RIEBAS B A 2 B A (16 B4l 5. 2022-0418-01).

2.2. IAFIHERRIRE

NNPRETEIRIN T : 1) BEIITE AIS IRKZIbRIE; 2) JE 0w HERIEMWT: 3) T
16 % 85 % 2 [l, ImRGIRISERE; 4) Bom BT EASEIL 4.5 /N, i 2 FEKIE IR T IR R 25K 5)
BF S RS

HEERARAETEIR AN . 1) Skl CT 8 MRI AR A B4R VR RIS 2) 81739 18] 2k 17 809 61 Bk
AseBd; 3) I EG. I BEREIIRASE; 4) HAHMAERGERRNES; 5)3 MHN
A ERFAR LB E I SLH 5 6) XA 2 8 s 7) 7 RS2 i ke i6 T skt r & .

23. BT &

B 23 A T DA KR S 85 23 5 (0.25 mg/kgld, FRIRESZh, f ORI ANEEE 25 mo/d) e TRk A
TTRAIRTT NBE R H 80mg/d, 3Bk CR; R HAREA 40 mg/d, & H—IK); Bl & X BF2H T DL bk 5
i % X2 (0.9 ma/kg/d, 1 IRHER: 10%7) 5, R4y 90% 75 AL ER kAL 1 /N, BRI E N 90 mg/d)
A HE R 7 R BTHBARARTT s T7 o LR I A M AR AL B RIE YT T R, T, AOEE
L KBRS R bkt A E mEER. MR EEE. MRS SGE. MEE R R,
B AR SRS A B . YT AR, BT R IR RSO IR, R RRIRIT S 24h Y
PHEGUBZYER

2.4. MEIEIR

2.4.1. —RRIGKRZER
E2 A R4S e oG [N T 1= O3 T SWAN i SO 3 1 P2 e N D & T B K a1
R AL
2.4.2. ZEEMI4EHBRZEPRER(National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale, NIHSS)FE43[12]
PErTaHE 0~42 43, RVEh AIS BFEMA T Re SRR bR e TR, Bt SUNERS <4
gy, BT NP >21 3o BEFCBOE TSI TE] A3l A BRI NIHSS PF45: To: JEEIH(RIVEFERAT). Ta:
WESE 1/ To: 697 24 /DTG Ta: W67 7 RJG. Tae BN

2.4.3. B R Rankin B3 (modified Rankin Scale, mRS) [13]

PIHEE] 0~5 7, Horh 0 70 ANUARIES, TR AR 1 7 WA ERBUEIR, (H0 8 ek, ]
PASERCH HES: 2 4 R R, ANREMAT A TGS, A RESE R H W B A TE 3l 3 o N ek, H
AR N SR — 2 By, WTUATAE: 4 o NEERE, BEARMAATE, B ARTERH A
WEATRE: B AP NMREARE, BFENR. RAE, BORFREI ISR mRS PR SRR B U
o BB =/NBEVT AL IS 1A) RS mRS VP dE . To: FEZRIARIVEAERT) Ts: 7097 30d. Te: ¥AJT 90
d.
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244 HMEZHER

Fi BB Y T4 240 J5 4252 CT 5L MRI R A, #ERRIRBIANCSR M i, PARE M EEE 3t s
RS I 1
2.4.5. MBgiEtR

AIS I faFE bR G K PR 2356 B JH [ 5% (Total Cholesterol, TC). =t H i (Triacylglycerol, TG)FIK %5 i
fig & 1 iH [% % (Low-Density Lipoprotein Cholesterol, LDL-C); L& {414 fig 25 13 8 ke B iy 25 52 g 2 1 iE
[i& % (High-Density Lipoprotein Cholesterol, HDL-C). 435 To. Ts i HAML 10 5 45 T 5 45 4% o

25. G FEAE

AW TR SPSS 22.0 (IBM SPSS Statistics 22.0)iH /78 A 5 Gi 1T 70 br . ARAE A 8 2 S @ vy oy
FriESE: O ESRAF 2 Shapiro-Wilk #5GI0UE IEASEE, fFE IESOAAE AL £ FRifEZE(X £5)RIE,
ZHTE) 22 5 R I OLAE A t AR JE IR A0 B Wik A A A2 8 (DY 0 A2 1R1BE) [M(QL,Q3) AT ik,  IF4T
Mann-Whitney U #k ARG : @ 028 DUTEI(F L) [n (Qo)FEaR R, 4118 EE BN o is B A AL
% Pearson 2 fu4eak Fisher #iVIMEZRE: @ HIFEREEXHIESH Kruskal-Wallis H #3545, Fra St
W7 25 S UG B, 3 S KT @ = 0.05, 24 P < 0.05 AN ZE T R gt ¢ i 1k

3. &R
3.1 ARBE—MRIGRFERELE

Xof Lo AT PR AL R (R B 2R W), ZHIRITE B 3% 22 (P > 0.05), AR, W& 1. XP4 i it
1T M Z KR Logistic [A1)A70 4, KIUKHESLAT(OR = 1.10). 55 ER(OR =5.59). W HMH(OR = 0.07)F1
A (OR = 4.71)72 AIS B Filf5 WAL R 2R, A AR e B R 3 o b /R s tH UG AH OGP, &
2.

Table 1. Analysis of basic clinical data (X+s) [n (%)]

L IEREARERSH(XLs) [N (%)]

I R B2 Vs fi % W B2 (n = 50) B 3L (n = 49) ty? P

WS 65.72 +12.33 63.57 +13.34 0.832 0.407
5 39 (78.00) 31 (63.27)

P53 3.354 0.067
5’8 11 (22.00) 18 (36.73)

BMI/kg/m? 22.61 +3.40 23.00 + 3.45 —0.557 0.579
OTD/h 2.49+1.08 2.83+1.02 -1.594 0.114
L E 34 (48.00) 35 (71.43) -0.138 0.711
R SR I 14 (28.00) 13 (26.53) 0.027 0.870
RN 7 (14.00) 8 (16.33) -0.104 0.747

75 B 3 (6.00) 7 (14.29) -1.070 0.301
WA 6 (12.00) 12 (24.49) -2.595 0.107
Pl 75 7 (14.00) 9 (18.37) -1.098 0.295
i ZEAR AR Im® 7.53 £13.19 6.42 £ 11.15 0.452 0.653
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ik
Vi 30 (60.00) 23 (46.94)
I St A0 73] 1.697 0.193
Hi 20 (40.00) 26 (53.06)
N Bk 34 (68.00) 40 (81.63)
AR LA 2.437 0.119
#ME - BBk 16 (32.00) 9(18.37)
BMI: AR EFEH; OTD: KIKEENFEI A,
Table 2. Single and multifactor Logistic regression analysis
= 2. BERERSEZE Logistic [E)353
- CSESENED R EZENENER 2
e p SE Z P OR (95% CI) Vi SE  Z P OR (95% ClI)
R 0.03 002 222 0026* 1.03(1.01~1.07) 0.01 0.02 047 0.640 1.01(0.97~1.05)
BMI -0.05 0.05 -1.03 0301 0.95(0.86~1.05) 0.01 0.06 0.16 0876 1.01(0.90~1.13)
OTD 010 0.8 057 0572 1.10(0.78~1.56) 0.10 0.0 051 0.612 1.10 (0.75~1.62)
IMESEAER 0.07  0.02 413 <0.001* 1.07(1.04~1.11) 0.09 0.02 440 <0.001* 1.10 (1.05~1.14)
PE5
%
% 028 041 068 0497 132(0.59~2.95) -0.40 048 -0.84 0.403 0.67 (0.26~1.71)
e I
T
H 0.07 039 019 0849 1.08(0.50~2.33) 0.10 046 0.22 0.826 1.11(0.45~2.74)
B PRI
7
H 028 042 066 0508 1.32(0.58~2.98) 0.38 045 0.84 0.399 1.46(0.60~3.55)
RNy
7
fa 055 050 1.08 0278 173(0.64~463) 034 056 0.61 0545 1.40(0.47~4.20)
B
¥
H 1.75 052 335 <0.001* 5.73(2.06~1595) 1.72 0.62 279 0.005* 5.59 (1.67~18.74)
WA
7
a -158 0.60 -2.62 0.009* 0.21(0.06~0.67) -2.71 0.92 -2.95 0.003* 0.07 (0.01~0.40)
B PG
T
H —-2.71 0.92 -295 0.003* 0.07(0.01~0.40) 1.55 0.78 1.99 0.046* 4.71(1.03~21.58)
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T A 0 1)

*

£ 010 037 027 079 1.10(0.53~2.28) 0.16 041 040 0.692 1.18(0.53~2.62)
kLA
HA B
ME - HEBk 045 0.66 -0.69 0493 0.64(0.18~2.31) -0.27 071 -0.37 0.709 0.77 (0.19~3.10)
MI: R EEH: OTD: R ENFE A, *P <0.05,

3.2. FABEATTRTE NIHSS IESELE:
Xt L 2H BR 3 ) NIHSS 174y, FEERI o fem, AR EEZRP > 0.05). 7E Tiv Ton T3 Fl T4 B
, VRO FE LR BT R % (P < 0.05), H. % 2B 4P 4> YK TP B i 20 (P < 0.05), W4 3.

Table 3. Comparison of NIHSS scores before and after treatment
= 3. JATTAIRR NIHSS 4 Eeik

2 o 5 3 Pl TR A
To 9.52 +4.89 9.29 +6.58
T 6.68 + 3.82" 5.00 +4.04™Y
T2 5.28 +3.51" 3.67+3.19"
Ts 4.06 +351™% 2.51+2.76™
Ta 3.78 £ 3932 2.04 £2.64™4Y

NIHSS: EEE PAT R TER, To: HLWIARAT): T WG 1h; T WG 24h; Ts: JEIT 7d; Ta:
HiBER; *: 5 Tolb P<0.05; #: 5 Titb P<0.05; A: 5Tl P<0.05; A: 5 T3tk P<0.05; V: H5EEigALs
iy #; Eig4HL EL P < 0.05.

3.3. AAREATEIR MRS L3

PRALEE VAR T MRS Vo e, HMARE BEZREP >0.05), HARLME, TsHl Teh 25
FHEH L, H 5P SRR, BT B EAE Tsy To BV MRS 433K < 0.05), W3 4.
R 2 K Z K2 Logistic BT TR, BiEZEATI(OR = 0.73)/2 % 23 M B2 & 25 75 L fE R R 2
CEUS AN B BRTE SRR 2 A i R BOR TIUG AE G, LR 5.

Table 4. Comparison of mRS scores before and after treatment (X +s)
52 4. JRITHIE MRS P EEEN(X +5)

215 o 5 3 Pl e
To 3.30+1.30 2.76 +1.49
Ts 2.28 147 1.67 +1.48°2
Te 1.60 +1.58™ 0.96 + 1.41%2

mRS: MR Rankin #3&; To: FELIAGAIRET); Ts: ¥ITJ5 30d; Ts: JAUT/E 90d; *: 5 Tolk P<0.05; A: 573
bk P<0.05; #: 5 TstiP<0.05 A: B&REEGAH LS BRGAL P <0.05.
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Table 5. Univariate and multivariate logistic regression analyses in the Teneplase group.

5 BREMABREEZENSEE Logistic BN

e CSENEVED EASENENER i
wH p SE Z P OR (95% ClI) p SE Z P OR (95% ClI)
RS -0.06 0.03 -220 0.028* 0.94(0.89~0.99) -0.07 0.07 -0.98 0.327 0.93(0.80~1.08)
BMI 0.03 007 041 0.684 1.03(0.89~1.19) 019 015 1.24 0215 1.21(0.90~1.63)
oTD -0.07 029 -0.23 0817 093(0.53~1.65) —0.90 0.68 -1.32 0.187 0.41(0.11~1.55)
fifEsE/RR  -0.21 0.08 —2.67 0.008* 0.81(0.70~0.95) -0.32 0.11 —2.94 0.003* 0.73(0.59~0.90)
PE5
Tk
7k -0.74 061 -1.22 0222 048(0.14~157) 1.48 139 106 0.288 4.38(0.29~66.86)
o I
7
A 024 064 037 0711 1.27(0.36~4.48) 0.44 132 034 0.737 1.56(0.12~20.59)
B PR
7
5] 047 069 069 0491 1.61(042~6.21) 035 127 027 0.786 1.41(0.12~17.14)
ek LI
7
el 055 078 -0.71 0480 058(0.13~2.65) -1.96 1.67 -1.17 0.242 0.14 (0.01~3.75)
I
7
El -259 1.13 -2.29 0.022* 0.07 (0.01~0.69) -3.08 2.08 -1.48 0.138 0.05 (0.00~2.70)
WA
7
A 083 074 111 0.267 229(0.53~9.84) 3.11 3.31 0.94 0.347 22.36(0.03~0.33)
PG
7
A -029 075 -0.39 0700 0.75(0.17~3.24) -455 3.23 -1.41 0.159 0.01 (0.00~5.95)
Joa k0 7]
*
H 003 059 005 0962 1.03(0.33~3.25) —0.00 1.04 -0.00 0.998 1.00 (0.13~7.63)
I3 Je BB Aoz
A Bk
#e - BBk -048 1.45 —0.33 0741 0.62(0.04~10.55) —2.09 2.36 —0.89 0.376 0.12(0.00~12.60)

BMI: &I 64 OTD: AIWENFEHTE; *P <0.05.
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3.4. MRBEHIMAEE

P G 4 R, B4l 3Lt 2 11(4.08%), Fif & g4 L1t 3 11)(4.08%), #HiA) %
TG (2 =0.801, P = 0.371) . 41 I IR 5t SR gt 5 R B R, B 25 B2 it 2 41(4.08%),
Tk 25 fg2H A7t 10 51(20.00%), 4182 7 Ao W& Gi it 7 X (¢ = 7.476, P = 0.006).

3.5. A EREATAIRMASKFEESB

TEFELEH(To), WALEZE T AIS MARTEFR G 2R (TC. TG Ml LDL-C)34b T mK-FARAS, 1 & fr
M B B AR (HDL-C) /K Pk, HA4H A B & Z= 72 (P>0.05). 697 30 K5, TC. TG Al LDL-C /KT
YJ R, HDL-C EJF, SiEkenint b BAA gt m X (P < 0.05), W% 6.

Table 6. Comparison of blood lipid indices before and after treatment (X +s)
6. SATTRIE MASHEAREL B (X £5)

e 5 3 Al 2L B
To 4.67+1.14 432+0.85
TC
Ts 2.78 £ 0.64" 2.58 +0.33"
To 2.02+0.75 1.86 £ 0.74
TG
Ts 1.23 +0.40" 1.32+ 047"
To 2.56 £ 0.85 2.49 £ 0.66
L-DLC
Ts 1.77 £ 0.41" 1.65+0.36"
To 1.05+0.26 1.02 +£0.26
H-DLC
Ts 1.17 £0.23" 1.16 +0.28"

To: FELLWIERTD): Ts: 16T 30d: *: 5 Tobb P<0.05; #: B MEG 560 HEF4LLL P < 0.05,

4. g

2R R — Pl 2 o TR TP TS ) 2L 2 R AP VI MO ), 4 T 2 A T 5 i ) S
I AN SR R SRR B BT, BN 103 B0 e R A BRI, i 3] A HIAM
P S IEK 25 I 1, 8 107 BL RIS e B AR, A RA T 254075 Ak i g o
(R, b K T IR 1], 7E R ALK IR, BLT 296~299 £ S KA RR . LA B
AKEE R DY T B R SE AR, S (I T 240 A B LT VA B I - T e, 3 s T 3
ST YR A S A B R, A 25 Al UL A T U P A R R SR [14] [15] A
2023 J7H R KR 5 2 e P T 80 A R 0 ) 7 T 5 I — 0 95 2 B RN 3 S5 21 [16]

LEAT T — M ORI EL AT T, PALER 28 T G2 0 I PR AE 7 T 26 B0 1 B I OB o,
5 7 ROR 22 A e U O PT 5EE . NIHSS Y740 32 RO T4l AIS BE S DI AEBBER, St *ttt
WL 7 5 HOPUAS FBI [] S5(To Ton Tas Ta)F NIHSS 745, PS03 R B B 500 F 4%, Mk
TR WEA, BEURATS THEVE, W% 3 ERPUR, RIS BN 25 1 8 5 98 0 T4E
HAbyT BB FA 25 7E (R AIS B IR hAE K 7T, AT BRI T R AT AR . 2%
(51U 45 BB L B WO RE PS40 52 ALS BB T S fE R IR 2 . BB Rankin BE4E N
P AIS BEFIZIIRETUR A% 0 IRAT, PALEBEIAITE MRS WA R I B35 FR-%H P < 0.05),
R BT 5 e g, 5 245 MG AL AR Y075 30 R J% 90 R fX) mRS ¥4 FAIE T B 2 (P < 0.05), 4RIt AR
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FH 3 2535 g5 i A BT FE AR At VT 85 PR V6 T SRS T BETE AL AIS SR MR E Th eI S BT H 8 A= i 8 7 THT
JR I BN RIS . — T [ A BEN LA BRI 7 R, B A AR Y B 90 RN ThRE S AL+
(MRS £ 0 8¢ 1) J5 AN T 5 2 #§[17]. Zhang £ AFIF 58 K BN 0.25 mg/kg 715 5 45 2 B i kv
Ry, HIRTTRARBT B T Oy R, SRR —5[18]. Z K EIAS T KA (OR =
0.73)7& B 23l 4 AIS 8 UG ML fE G IR 3R

AR T BRI, B S A DY H IR A 24 (4.08%) B0 B i 41(6.00%) fIX, (H L[] 2 57+ TE 4t
TR E P >0.5). 21T, EREE A R I AT, B 5338 i 4 A 1 iR S H 1L e A= 22.(4.08%) 1 Bl 35 37
fiff4H.(20.00%) £ IR E M, HiaZ R B mESFE L (P<0.5). XX RIER, REWMES
BT 7 AN H I RS 7 T AR R I 35 22 e, (L 4 3 A el 280 AR S ek S L A 7 T T e o L
HImR 2z 4%, Parsons &5 N [FIHF 7045 -5 A T 4518 —E1[19] [20]. B 70 & & TR & i il v] S 808 2 1)
Y A FIEAE, AAEEOEN SRS ICH BIRAF OR[21], T8 23 o it A 218 R 4008 )
MR 2 ek [22] 0 AR FRAR AT o, P4 AR I iR HR AR 3 R I %5 (P < 0.05) . W AR B & 45
it B B A AR T A SRR BT R A A T AT SR AL A4 P R SOBE I S A, (R I & Th e S (L
AT e ik — 2B 7 [23]

5. &hig

B B Wk & R AR SR ARAR Y TT AIS B 5 I 5 MR 5 s AL BT FE AR AT T AR L, FEfR R 22
D REHE AR IEAK 90 R IR Z T i IS AF KA TT R8s, HANHE N e i 4 UG, 11 Johit i L of s
RS B/, AT T 00 % 2% Bl SR PR T 24 — 2 x4 i S LA 3

B
Jify EE R F RIS R A, AW TR IR R >, RN T, EE NG B Ay
AR, fRYEFE AL .

B oW
TR AN [F) 22 AR FEANR SO S AR IR h 45 (48 S AN S H
E&UH

LR R SRR T E S0 HE (KJ2021A0350)

SE
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