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Abstract

Objective: To explore the risk factors for major adverse cardiovascular events (MACE) in patients with
type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) in rural areas. Methods: A real-world observational study was con-
ducted, enrolling 488 rural T2DM patients. Baseline data were collected, and participants were fol-
lowed for 2 years. Multivariate Cox regression analysis was performed to identify risk factors for MACE.
Results: During the 2-year follow-up, 51.64% of patients developed MACE, with a recurrence rate of
73.56% in those with a baseline history of MACE and an incidence rate of 39.49% in those without prior
MACE. Multivariate analysis revealed that disease duration, glycated hemoglobin (HbA1c), low-den-
sitylipoprotein cholesterol (LDL-C) compliance rate, homocysteine (HCY), urinary microalbumin
(MAU), urinary albumin-to-creatinine ratio (UACR), and fasting insulin (FINS) were independent risk
factors for MACE. Novel hypoglycemic agents exhibited low utilization rates and were associated with
anincreased risk of MACE. Conclusion: Prolonged T2DM duration, poor glycemic control, and renal
impairment are critical risk factors for MACE. Primary hospitals should promote the use of hypoglyce-
mic agents with cardiovascular protective effects to mitigate MACE risk.
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2.2.1. HNFHBRIRE

OO NKFAELSE: (1) 74 2020 4626 [ h4 T2DM BIWIFRIE3]: (2) 4l >18 % (3) Wklse
SR 2 AEBE . FERREREAAE: (1) 1 BUREIRA, () ER < 18 % (3) MRELMILAT R, 4
SEEEPE COERT XGRS« 5 0 5 0 1055 3R 610 11 5 S e PR s (4) MBS 4 18
ek B S P AR 95 (5) A MBS RIS (6) WEARBUMILES: (7) BT IRRA R

2.2.2. WISTRER

() W B IR Im RS, B EFE: . M. PERRRTE . REFRE(BMID). TE L O
SR IR S o LA 9 07 RRRE PR SRR B o (2) SIS A At R, HAAR S 25 i 47 B (FPG) HbA L c.
MAERE . FFEThBE. HCY. #BE C )% A (hsCRP). MAU. UACB. %M C ik(C-P). FINS. HiTh; I
WY A JE(FIB) IMALEF(Scr) R RER(UA). (3) FENEZGIGIT 5 : RS ZESHR. XU, a-FEF
B 7] BREDR S L ERRIGE RS . B — B P F) P 0 2R -2 (SGLT-2) 00l 771 A1 fig &y HfiL b 3 AEJIR-1 (GLP-
D)ZAREENH. (4) LDL-C iAFRZ: ARHEHE 2 BUBEIRIG L5 A 42 HIAR bR, R & FH BRI FERE {0 1 O 1ML 55
PR &7, LDL-C <2.6 mmol/L, & JFFa kiR AL O LB PR 1 %, LDL-C < 1.8 mmol/L [4].

2.2.3. MEiGFNE R

3AN AN EFAT 1 RRIEREY, &6 MHMHMT LIRITiZKYs, N2 . RELAERN: 2EH
Il MACE #/f. MACE KI5 X 3 Mehta 25 AFI Tsai 2 AFIBEFT: (1) OIEMHIET:: (2) EBFEH L
WUREZE; (3) AEBBEHERIZE T (4) O TEME; (5) DEFHELOLEE; (6) &L NARDGIR Sk
FEER AR5 2 AERE VT 45 AR 2 1k BE VG .

2.24. Gt E

Bl R 8 + AR Z SR AL B (DY A7 [ R R R e 2R &, AR DAL 4 L) R R . 4R
FLE 53 R ¢ K%/ Mann-Whitney U K56 (& 22748 &) fil R R (0 288 &) . Bt Cox Bl XU B 0 18
% MACE fafG R %, @BATEET PH AZ55(P > 0.05 W21, HEE ST P < 0.1 AR Kk AR %
AT BN R KR, 55 DUXUS EE(HR) M2 95%CT 28, #E—B 43k MACE IRSESL WA, 705
AT B R (FEEANE) R R (FEL R TE) MACE (1) Cox [BIJAZ3#T. SR SPSS 22.0 Al STATA 584t it 4>
B, BAP<0.05 N EA G2, PHA P >0 .05 Rori SRR B 50 .

3. fIRGER
3.1. § MACE %$ & 57 MACE 558 EIGRELZL LR

AW TR B INTT EARAER B IL 488 N, Horh B9 1t 3% 271 N(55.53%); i &3 217 N(44.47%).
e HE MACE 7 SUR A8 N9 91 5 B 824 . b 174 (35.66%) %4 B35 BEHEH MACE 5 55 314 (64.34%)
% BE AR JC MACE i 52, BB SRR LA 1.

5JE MACE % 32 20 235 #H LG, MACE J 52 40 58 25 (1) T2DM F #2 5 K:(10.65 4F vs 8.70 4F, P <0.001),
BMI 5 (24.61 vs 25.17, P = 0.02). MACE 4 I /K¥ 5 &, ME#HI8E 2%, FPG (P <0.001). HbAlc
(P <0.001). LDL-C (P <0.001). TC (P =0.013)#1 HCY (P < 0.001)}J% T 7& MACE J% 241. LDL-C i5hr
ZIE MACE 4L FH N 16.67%, Tk MACE 48 A Fr 3 B2 & THI#, N 28.66% (P =0.003). MACE
H FINS /KF % i F39E MACE (P = 0.002), 1 C Bk/KFIEHE %R . MAU fl UACR 7 MACE 4 i
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Figure 1. Research process
1. FFRIE

Table 1. Comparison of baseline characteristics between patients with and without MACE history

%% 1. /% MACE &5 2 & BB &IFEXTEE

W L IR E};ﬁi BRI

, F L FPG  HDLC LDLC
ke MR (%) (%) (%) TG TC HbAlc
AR A = th (0, )
AR ER() ) BMI " BE%) (%) (mmolL) (mmolL) (%) (mf;ol/ (mf;ol/ (mg;ol/
I I TIH TIa T/
it 62.83 (3%3 é‘}‘?; 4447/ 85.04/14. 7480/  63.01/ 7029/ 8504/ 186(1.46, 4.89= (222 (f;i.g (g‘?ﬁ 333+
N = 488 800 (T Soser 5553 9% 2520 3689 2971 1496  2.23) s Goo oo iy 106
EMACE o) sop 870 2517 100 gs3sia. 7389/ 646535 7220/ 8631/ 187(142, 474 142 829 LOL 4o,
A, g3 (030, (2326, ooy 65 2.11 35 2771 1369 2.23) Lop  GAL (750, (081, s
N=314 ' 11.00)  26.74) : : ' ' : : ' 863  9.02)  LI15) '
MACEFS  (ygyy 1065 2460 ie0 giugis. 7644/ 603439 6667/ 8276/ 186(149, Si6x 1008 858 098 il
LA, 742 (760, (2298, oy 5 2356 66 3333 1724 221) Leo 79 072, 079, g,
N< 174 ' 13.08)  26.16) : ' ' ' : : ' 1176)  1003)  115) :
P o305 %% 000 0905 0797 054 0345 0195 0295 0928 0013 <0001 <0.001 0526  <0.001
GLP-1
% SGLT-2 :
.- ';P;zc = RB  nscRP  HCY  MAE  RE F4  rqyum, — MAU  UACR - CP (F lf‘us/ i
L P 0 (o) (mg/L) (umolL) (umolL) (umollL) (pmol/L) W mgl)  (mgy (gn) o A
(%) 0/1 mL) T/t :
TG
BiF, 7561243 341+ S 1212 g0 Sssaas 1570+ 26.60 B73 e 10 eom 866
R 5 N e oo, N0 RAE DS asasissy aas, oz, %PE ees DU 800N
: 479)  16.46) : : : 6830) 4621 O 8.75) : :
EMACE ) inge 330+ 362 1052 500, ssimy 1575+ 2171 3O g 098 g3 37
i, 6 SrEoam, g3 Ot MRS DB aggaresss 34l o8 %0 e, DY B0
N=314 : 465)  15.05) : : ‘ 6339) 3801 8.81) : :
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MACEF o131 3570 402 1486 50084 35764+ 15622 49.62 3474 gex T80 9903 9195
i, BRASTE @ss gueo, CUUSE BTOE 0L gsoasesan  asso (326, 0O2E (7es 02 9L
Neia & : 505 18.05) : : ' 71700 sis2y 965 :
P 0003 0059 0062 <0001 0422 0387 0539 0.457 <0001 <0001 0783 0002 <0.001 0011

3.2. MACE 4%

76 2 SEMIBE U], FRATI L2 488 I & HH LA 252 44 B (51.64%) K4 T MACE $1f. FEZ&fA
MACE %5 52/ 174 Z B35, 128 4(73.56%)4 )11 T MACE W& K, MAERZETC MACE Ji% 5211 314 4
B, 124 4(39.49%)H I T # % MACE, MACE 45 K %% & T3 MACE 43K LGP <

0.001), WK 2.
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Figure 2. MACE incidence analysis chart
2. MACE &R 5311

BEHAMACERSE

(n=174)
m3EMACER
mERMACER
B TMACEESE
(n=314)
m3IEMACERH
O#ARMACER

Bk, BATE—S 00 T RAEQS52 B) 5K KEQ36 4) MACE H44 B E AL IGR R, ZRE
e 5ARKRA MACE F:19 G HEL, & MACE $4: 1 854 T2DM Ji e B K, fop . I g4 s 58 22,
LDL-C iAFrZ EAK(P < 0.001)s MAU. UACR /KFH &, [Miif HYC Al hsCRP /KFH &, WL 2.

Table 2. Comparison of clinical baseline characteristics at admission between 252 Patients who experienced MACE and 236 patients

who did not during a 2-year follow-up period
2.2 FREVHHAM 252 BAER MACE B#E5 236 iR % MACE B#H ABEATIEREL4FHEXTEL

Y e = CMAEDE g e
MRS RS R et FEIRTA K
R ) = 9 s TG TC  pale FPG  HDLC LDL-C
A ER(Y)  WRFR(E)  BMI . (%) (mmol/  (mmol/L o (mmol/L  (mmol/  (mmol/
u/ % (%)
L) ) ) L) L)
Fiyas) Pya=) =y ey . R
o/ /i Tt T FA
Bik, oes3: 22 29T uium sso4 74800 6311/ 7029/ sso4  MB0 4goe T 83609944,
N=-488 800 (7.00, @316, 5553 406 2520 3689 2971 1496 (046 s (656, (755, (081, T,
: 11.90)  26.50) : : : : : 2.23) : 9.93) 925 115 :
2333 I PR = 2 3t
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sk
%, 6252+ (75‘22 éﬂi 4153 8856/ 7500/ 75.00/ 7034 8517/ (11‘;(; 451+ (2% (f;‘fé ((l)‘gg 279+
N=236 825 G0 dode) ST 1l44 2500 2500 2966 R L G S o
i, 6312+ (191‘45(? ég‘?g 4722 8175/ 7460/ 5198/ 7024/ 84.92/ (11‘22 524+ (32% (ig‘]‘ (g“;g 3.83+
N=252 777 330, egm 2781825 2540 4802 2976 isos R e (155 Ony o Uy 09s
P 0417 <0001 0363 0206 0035 0920 <0.00 0.8 0939 <0001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0014  <0.001
LDLC & GLP-1
- FT4 FINS  SGLT-2 .,
AR bR, n hsCRP HCY MmALEF  JRER TSH MAU C-P ol LR
i o TBED g molL) molL) (moll) PMY (IUmL)  (mg/L) UACR(mglg) oy (WU WA o
L) mL) T/f .
0/1 T
B sl hase 3ALE ;Z;; 182‘9102 5064+ 35544+ 1570 21;51 ?i‘gg 1573 (1029, 062+ 2‘23 7807/ 86.68/
N=4gg 0124 138 @82 @0 TG, Tags sa30 (8L (1490, 46.21) oas O Hi03 133
479 16.46) 3.53) 68.30) 8.75)
. 323 8.90 2.97 16.16 521
N ge 601773983 3;‘2; 256, (151, 511(‘)0;‘; 3‘;%;3; :;92%) (187, (1048, 1034 (7.61,12.62) 0(')519; (.67, 72278182/ 81‘;7255/
= : 389)  10.36) : : : 3.72) 20.89) : 6.13) ‘ :
i, 3394 44 1627 5008+ 36210+ 1638 20 67.42 45553036, 065+ SO gooa 88349/
No2sy 2008992 Traot (4% (1383, T Tpur s (% (775 57.55) 03 792 706 11s1
= ‘ 575 19.43) : : : 3.44) 84.37) ‘ : 10.53) : :
P <0.001 0752 <0.001  <0.001 0447  <0.001 <0.001 0088  <0.001 <0.001 <0.001  <0.001 0007  0.224

3.3. %% MACE EHREKREZESHT

N7 RGN AE MACE HAF el 2, AT 17 2 B3 Cox [51 V52 4 A1 XU be AR A 36 (PH. A
500 25 R R S T AR AR UL, AR B I — 4, MACE XU i 1.15 f%(HR: 1.15,95%CI: 1.11~1.19);
HbAlc FFEIN— A7, MACE XN 1.08 f%(HR: 1.08, 95%CI: 1.03~1.14); LDL-C ik brZAEH 0 1%,
MACE KU P& 30% (HR: 0.7, 95%Cl: 0.46~1.08); HCY 4:48 fii— #.£7, MACE XU 38 0 1.06 f%(HR: 1.06,
95%CI: 1.03~1.10); & MAU &8 n—#fz, MACE KGN 1.02 f5(HR: 1.02, 95%CIL: 1.01~1.02); &
UACR S8 — A7, MACE XUS:3#440 1.01 ff%(HR: 1.01, 95%CI: 1.01~1.02); FINS &84 01— #.47, MACE
KU 1.03 £5(HR: 1.03, 95%CI: 1.01~1.05). i#t—* PH &40 %7K, F& HCY. MAU. UACR (P <0.05)
AN LB, RS HbAlc, LDL-C ikFRZ. FINS i 1 LB, BB MRERHMNE, WE 3.

Table 3. Multivariate Cox risk regression analysis of risk factors for MACE

3. ZEE Cox MIEEIYVASNHESE MACE HIfEIEE =

E L SES LA % PH o

- f SE Z P HR (95%C1) P HR (95%C1) P e
Wik 022 002 1400 <0.001 125(1.21~129) <0.001 1.15(1.11~1.19) 0.787  0.073
BMI 0.04 003 165 0099 1.05(0.99~1.10)

TC (mmol/L) 0.13 0.03 3.93 <0.001 1.14(1.07~1.21)
HbAlc (%) 0.29  0.02 13.01 <0.001 1.34(1.28~1.40) 0.003 1.08 (1.03~1.14)  0.112 2.523
FPG (mmol/L) 0.13 0.02 6.75 <0.001 1.14(1.10~1.18)
LDL-C (mmol/L) 0.62  0.06 10.63 <0.001 1.85(1.65~2.08)
LDL-C ikp5a 0213 1552
0 1.00 (Reference) 1.00 (Reference)
1 -1.37 021 -6.49 <0.001 0.25(0.17~0.38)  0.108  0.70 (0.46~1.08)
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gk
HCY (umol /L) 020 0.01 1646 <0.001 1.22(1.19~1.25) <0.001 1.06 (1.03~1.10) <0.001 13.994
MAU (mg/L) 0.04 0.00 17.84 <0.001 1.04(1.03~1.04) <0.001 1.02(1.01~1.02) 0.004 8.211
UACR (mg/g) 0.04 0.00 1795 <0.001 1.04(1.04~1.05) <0.001 1.01(1.01~1.02) 0.030
FINS (WIU/mL)  0.07 0.01 9.27 <0.001 1.08(1.06~1.09)  0.002 1.03 (1.01~1.05)  0.489 0.479

3.4. $i% MACE Bk E=

XtAE MACE A EETAT M T#H K MACE HEMER R, 4R ExR: HIEMHR: 1.18, 95%CI:
1.12~1.25). HCY (HR: 1.07, 95%CI: 1.02~1.12). MAU (HR: 1.03, 95%CI: 1.02~1.03). UACR (HR: 1.02,
95%CI: 1.01~1.03)F1 FINS (HR: 1.06, 95%CI: 1.03~1.10)2#7 & MACE M7 a2 . PH K5 25 F i
N, AR HCY F1 MAU ANl 2 B (P < 0.05), WL 4.

Table 4. Cox regression analysis of new risk factors for MACE in patients without a history of MACE
F 4. Cox EYA7# e MACE 7552 8% MACE ik BIfEfeE &

65 it HbAlc (%) HCY (umol/L)  MAU (mg/L)  UACR (mg/g)  FINS (ulU/mL)
B 0.17 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.02 0.06
S.E. 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.02
V4 5.77 1.20 2.84 6.77 4.81 3.71
P <0.001 0.230 0.005 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
(951;I/RCD 1.18 (1.12~1.25) 1.05 (0.97~1.15) 1.07 (1.02~1.12) 1.03 (1.02~1.03) 1.02 (1.01~1.03) 1.06 (1.03~1.10)
0
PH f % 0.428 0.219 0.001 0.030 0.407 0.854

3.5. 8% MACE E4REREE

X MACE HFEERA ST 72K MACE HMGERFEE, S4RER: WEHR: 1.13, 95%CL
1.08~1.19). HbAlc (HR: 1.17, 95%CI: 1.08~1.26)F1 MAU (HR: 1.01, 95%CI: 1.01~1.02)/& MACE & &k )i
SLAERIR R . PH R EGSE BN, 1ZEAIER HCY 1 MAU ANl 2 %P < 0.05), W7 5.

Table 5. Cox regression analysis of risk factors for MACE recurrence in patients with a history of MACE
% 5. Cox EVASHTER{E MACE #5528 % MACE EXHIBREE

B JitE HbAlc (%) HCY (umol/L)  MAU (mg/L) UACR (mg/g)  FINS (uIU/mL)
B 0.12 0.15 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.03
S.E. 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01
zZ 4.83 3.91 1.73 3.32 1.44 1.94
P <0.001 <0.001 0.084 <0.001 0.151 0.052
HR 113 1.17 (1.08~1.26) 1.04 (0.99~1.09) 1.01 (1.01~1.02) 1.01 (1.00~1.02) 1.03 (1.00~1.06)
(95%CI)  (1.08~1.19)
PH &5 0.423 0.216 0.001 0.029 0.405 0.860
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4. ¥Wig

AW TR FH LSt SO SRV 5T ik, DU T R A HL X 488 44 T2DM & AW &, &I 2 4F
BEVT I (1) W PRI B3 MACE XU 8T & P 2 R Z 3 8 m (L] 39.49%, 73.56%): (2) 34 A MACE
SRR ERARE K, MR, MfEdRHI 2, RAE. HbAlc Al MAU & i%28 35 5 K MACE {1k
NZ; (3) HLH T MACE Ji st 41, #ifE. HbAle. LDL-C iA4r% . HCY. JR MAU. JRK UACR Fl
FIN /21Z2K #8% 5 %x MACE FE/EMGR IR, (4) SGLT-2 #1715 GLP-1RA i F AW 4 i h ik
ik, JtH & MACE 4.

FIEE Cox MUK [A| AR T2DM B4 2 4E N MACE MRS R I T 00 o WF 70 R IUAS T A A
XAE B 8% MACE RIR R B, 218 47.68%~52.30%, Hirt 51.64%1) #3475 2 FERE T A & 4 MACE.
Cox ZHZEHIHisE MACE HIBhSr XS K%y T2DM JifE. HbAlc. TG. HCY. MAU. UACR BLK
FINS. iXSEF5H57E TNIE ] MACE KA R A R B EERNME . LI 5T TR 13 145 x
o PR T S B B A B IR A .

AR v U AT 51k LR B AR B AS . I B8 1 0 S B DA B AL LB S i B A B O, AR B
B PRI PO U A0 ) 3 (6] BEFTREH, (ONUEESEEE |, & IF T2DM B8 BA & R T %[ 7] .
DM [1J3RE 22 I 8]t 408 DA A A Ao 0L 0 R UL A RO 7= A ) R B R DR 2 — o ST FE BT TS 11 %1 S 2H Fr e
] LLE T, BEAE A MACE 3 52 1) 553 BE U7 B Y I & R FET K MACE 383513 T2DM i fE 35 B Ko
Cox [Fl VR 7L 45 itk — B E 5 T2DM R FE & MACE KA ST fElG R & . Bk, T2DM &3 1 i b
KA BRI

HbAlc 5EHRAL TR ZEYIM K, AW S : HbAle F 4 HLEIEI 1%, 760 KUK 0 1.5% [8],
5 Jiao Z5[9]5%F HbAlc FIEN T2DM. JeCod B 3 R Ar F2 BEA [ O ML/ TP 1100 T 000 R 2 0 PPk 7 Rk
AR P B AR B BRI AL — B B SR, BEAE MACE Jis 52 3% . MACE Bk 3% . MACE 2 & 1) HbAlc
Fo A 25 = T R L HE, 3278 HbA e 1E 9 e B s 3 AR i da b, L H B &S MACE AR
BINE I, %45 R Cox AR A 453 FIRESE .

PG B AEEBE B R HPT. MUAR T (% TG MUE. & TC IMAE. & LDL-C MfifE) & HCY IMLfE.
1 FINS IMLE 2568 Fi A Q18 57, X dedebn B A O 24 A T 10000 8 A RS0 00 & 2E[10] AR 7L i I Cox
P [ A R B, IR AR SRR T T2DM I (2 4E ) MACE HE4F & A Tabr. 2R &
i, BEfE MACE %% 52 &35 . MACE ¥i R IR K B 1 LDL-C {6J7 5 R K. FATHE LDL-C Bk
AREYE TR MACE & AE 88 HL S BRI I PR S o AR TS Cox KUK 9] I 43 A A H B BH 4 25 SR ] R 2 H
TR AR T U5 ] 18] 1) JRI PR o AR Ok 75 8 B DR A A B P B 5 o R SR B A

B D) BERRAS & T2DM LB RREZ —, UM Al 5] RS 5347, Il B DhReBeas ke . A
FH, MAU 1 UACR 5 W & DhRERarGOCHE, A A R B0 S 05 bR S8 11]. MAU 5305 ik A
JEEI S AR e, AT A A KL A FEAE[ 12]. UACR HAAIESE 500 455 KUK S VIR 55 13]. ASHIF 52 4L
M) LG DA S Cox RS [R1 0 A A3 B — B 25 R o FRATTET ORI MAU F1 UACR 7K~V 75 Al ) Bt T2DM
B MACE KA, & MACE EEEREE. 2485 LRIGIRIT 74 RS .

SGLT-2 il 7 il R PR MBE AT HbAle K, A TEhl R E G n[14]. FK, SO fgth R
AHRRSIER, e BEARME . sk O WUEBE A A 2 DA SO ) 3858 FENBE %[ 15]. 1 GLP-1 524k
By 7 E i AKX AN A S AR IR BRI, O B S TS AN S R 16]. & i e AT K, SGLT-2
FIHIFHA GLP-1 AR A H S5 MACE XU BRI IAESS, #2725 SGLT-2 #iilFIA GLP-1 SZ 443
HFEA LG R ER . X R IR Z RIT 5T T2DM 38 B2k £ 52 gt 78 i) 8 g .

zi ERTIR, AP T2DM 5 FE. HbAle. TG, HCY. MAU. UACR }% FINS %48 5211 ) MACE
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