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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the value of neutrophil-to-high-density lipoprotein ratio combined with
echocardiographic parameters in screening for left atrial appendage thrombosis in patients with
non-valvular atrial fibrillation. Methods: A total of 193 patients with NVAF were enrolled and divided
into a non-thrombus group (115 cases) and a thrombus group (78 cases) based on transesophageal
echocardiography results. Clinical data, serological markers, and echocardiographic parameters
were compared between the two groups. Multivariate logistic regression analysis was used to iden-
tify independent influencing factors, and receiver operating characteristic curve analysis was per-
formed to evaluate the screening efficacy of individual indicators and their combinations. Results:
Increased left atrial diameter, elevated CHA2DS2-VASc score, and a higher neutrophil-to-high-den-
sity lipoprotein cholesterol ratio were identified as independent risk factors, while left ventricular
ejection fraction and albumin were protective factors (all P < 0.05). The combination of neutrophil-
to-high-density lipoprotein cholesterol ratio with left ventricular ejection fraction and left atrial di-
ameter yielded an area under the curve of 0.926, which was superior to that of the CHA2DS2-VASc
score alone (AUC = 0.783). Conclusion: The combination of neutrophil-to-high-density lipoprotein
cholesterol ratio with echocardiographic parameters, including left ventricular ejection fraction
and left atrial diameter, demonstrates high value in screening for the risk of left atrial appendage
thrombosis in patients with non-valvular atrial fibrillation.
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1. 5|8

0 5 85 (Atrial Fibrillation, AF)/2 —F 2 RGU5, 5 MARTEZE . SRR /) 3205 56 7™ 51 IF ROEA %,
FEAE R EZ . KRB NIET R EE RN 1]. B EN D2 A, s 8 8o iR
B, FRIE B NEER 5 BUE RN 1.6%, FAEIE 96% 1) B AT 5 BI(NVAF) [2]. b EZ O
Ptk A T fE R R 3R, RIS AR R R AR RGN 5 A5 (3], R EEE I AE 2] 90% 7r 0 B iR
(LAATYE K, &5l &0yt i 25 H[4]. HAT CHA2DS:-VASc P75 22 I PRACA & F I FEHR I
O J7 B R A AR 28 AR VAL T, 2P bR AR PR, SIFRESERAAL, FRRA M K A0 s R
O HZ5 K K Dy RE 245 55 5 e Ae 28 RS A S R R 2 IR 24 AR 2 ARV 7 1) S8 5 /e 0 B IfL A
TERRZEB], HERETH A NVAF B3 2 O F A (LAAT) I BSOS , X6 8 Sl P i) s 5o P 190 SR o4 3 7
JERABEER X RAERNE MARTE VI, 2B RVEARICY) A 5E 91250 1 55 B FE 0 R
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FRePE R 4 P 5 v 5 R A 1A B[] % LU (neutrophil to high-density lipoprotein cholesterol ratio, NHR )& —Ff
B RREFRNR, AT — @ R bR 1 2 SRS AR A K, 5 2 Rl i BRI KA K
JEBIAAK[S5] [6]0 I BB T RN, oA 20 Bd i B T 48 ik A O R o L 4 i /B B (NE Ts) )32
Z 50 EEHNRESKRET]. FR, RBZEEE A H AR PR B 98 0 CAIE S 2 s B 5 20K )
RIZE, SORE -5 QU 25 HLI8 I B0 (e 21 4 A od Bg L R (2 ik 0o b5 A BEAG (8] [9]. 5 B8 — AOME TR brEl S 4l 4H A
FLAEAHEL, NHR & 7 RERUE SH08 . Prea AP au Eim s, nl 58 5 4 1 s i s BUE 5 I R g £
iE - AREHREPIREAS[10]. B 4878, NHR S51K/E 0 b5 B s 38 ORI sEAH 5[ 1], RHHAED
LI AR I RE T A RN E . O WL A S5 A O B AR T B 40 T S R A B . ISR Z TR AR
Hi[12], LAD Al LVEF /2 /2 CoH M RS PN A 22 . SR 10, NHR IS Gl 75 S0 /e O B AR 7 A
RN AR WARIE . Tk, AHTFUERTT NHR BRA O T A S 800 NVAF % LAAT F2 R PR
B, UMNIRIRBI G NVAF B35 LAAT 248 772

2. AREFZE
2.1. HFRMR

AHEFE IR E L 2019 4F 9 A 2 2025 4F 9 Atz T HIR X AN RERLE XIf12 NVAF 3
193 %, HR4EAG LA DM APA: TMeg015 FHMRLTS). ANIRE: (1) B2 5 s E T
4 (AHA/ACC/HRS 58 # S IR R 2 WibniE); (2) A AE Y EHELE S O BE(TTE) REBE
O R A (TEER A (3) AERCE e I AL S8 . (4) IMPRZERI 2R . HERRARAE: (1) O FHRAE
Wi ODHIEANEFREAR S (2) R (3) MHEERY: (4) EAMEIhRERE (5) BYEME . B SRk
PRSI R TCAE AR IR U PR A

22. ARFZE

2.2.1. —fgER

JHIE R B B P R GEE T A N B TSR AR TR, B HE: MRS SRR WO s R s IR
L MER . s, HiFHE CHARDS:-VASc P9, #EEF ZIRMAERICS, W PLE RE B Id sk NI
ER

2.2.2. REMEFEHEH

Fi AT g N J %133 TTE 1 TEE £ 25 . KM Philips EPIQ 7C ¥t £ Ml LM 224, L f0ia
FEAEH S5-1 REARSK (M 1~5 MHz), &85 X7-2t ) X8-2t & BEHHRKLINZ 2~7 MHz). H ik
17 TTE fadx, BFBUEMEML, T8 5% 70 = KA o0 J DU s O D) T & 7 )5 N AR(LAD). o=
SHIfL s #(LVEF) CRA Simpson XCFIHIE) 72 B EFIKARIANE KA SIRAERBINGE, SSHOELNE 3
WHCEYIE . SR)517 TEE M fx, Banl BE i qKED 6 /M, RS 7R3 R8s, &5 mm
EM, BETEHREAZTE PR, TRIBKEMYIT . 700 W ks V)T 55 2 A VIS M 2R 7208,
KA BLONESE A LA D E R, ESRE S NOSIA N =4z & EE. B 1 B8 BEFRE
JfsE R G REE, IR 07, 45°, 90°. 135 PUANY Il & A O B P T 98 FE, HY 4 AN DI THIIIMEL (P3N
SHTe FIBTARAE[13] [14]: © Z2 0B fAe, BIZECH AR LSeM R B &, CDFI RHAEAMTRES
B @ AOHMRTTIPRE, BAOCHNERDFFS=ZEFE A, CDFI mENEARE SR
WIRT, BRI 1 AR RITA 1 A ERGE A RN e, B HRE WA —, &g —E
Hf o B 8 4 R
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2.2.3. WL EIRIR

SREDCE VAR T 8975 55 11 10) 1) SE A6 S A 45 SR ONBE i 24 /NI AN Bk bR AR), I /N2, bk e
PPRLEXHE . BRI E . PRI . B EEA. C RNEA. REEREAMEER. &
HEARE O MER, JH5 NHR.

2.3. G EAE

AR SPSS 27.0 Giit 2 A3 T HE 4007 o iR ORI Shapiro-Wilk 46 PEAl IESME, & 1E
Ao LI + i E(x+9) R, HEHBCRHMAIFEAR i le, SN & JEIES /A0 GORHI LA
HRAEE (Y oA £ AT BR ) [M(QT, Q3)1% 7, AT LECR A Mann-Whitney U #FIELSS, Sit&N Z. THEHE
BFCABIEL(E 7 b)) [n(%))387R, ALRIECECR R TS, Guit & 2o SHTRE 7e O B A T B i) Ak S 5 0
K2, B R BA it L RO N 2 H 2 70 Logistic [FIHGZ D M ATV BT 4T, 9t
AR, BATIHE T 4 per ZLR(EPV), AW 7T MAEFEECN 78 B, HABAGN 6 NMHAE,
EPV 4 13, /& EPV > 10 MGtit 222k, ARSI il 4g . [EI), 2528 TAERHIE(ROC) 2k,
PAVEAS A2 B N AR (LAD) A2 0 5 5L 40 B(LVEF) « A Pbr 4 i 5 7 48 52 i 2K 1 L AL ONHR) X B A 1 /5 B
AR O H AR T BRI 07 7 A0 RE . N — D BT R A R T CHALDS,-VASce VE4 TR EE 1427, A&
W 9% (Predict ABEL 1% B JCIE IR B X (8], B 17 X 8] 75 % bootstrap) K H NRI F1 IDI ¥FAl B A AH X T2
AL T SO R, o NRI ST 2 X 1 5 AR SRR 1 14 Ll 2115, 1D &
PR ) ) Rk (A2 5 AR S A T M 38 22 I 2 5, 95% (5 X [A) B XUl PR JE I 2000 K%
IS4 bootstrap EHIFEIRAF . FTA ST BT RIS, LA P <0.05 NZEREASIEE L.

3. 58
3.1. FABE—RIIRIELE:

AT I 193 i EIE AR 1: s B B 2, A A TR 4 78 1911(40.4%), Te Il AR T B2 115 4611(59.6%)
PR TR LR R 5R MR TE A L, AR T AL B e s AR PRI GEIBAEXHE . C RV ER
H. Z20HIF 42, NHR A CHADS,-VASc W73 35 52 F i, 1 H 8 H HDL-C /& LVEF $552 [# 11K,
ZRVE SR U(P <0.05), FALEER R TR sE . st s s, BEIRp s, A
MRS B NE . IR ZE0HE . R3S 2 I IE A i L /e 38 &7 5k OR A% S e S WA oR
WA &7 H 2 S TG 8 (P > 0.05) (I 1).

Table 1. Baseline characteristics

F 1 BELHEH

i H TR TE S ZH (n = 115) A% TE H4H (n = 78) (GVA PH
GRED) 67.16 £8.53 68.21 £7.99 —0.860 0.391
Eitis 70 (60.9) 38 (48.7) 2.785 0.095

A IR s 43 (37.4) 20 (25.6) 2.910 0.088
B sk 39(33.9) 19 (24.4) 2.018 0.155
EEREINES 47 (40.9) 27 (34.6) 0.769 0.381
ARE IR L 27 (23.5) 17 (21.8) 0.075 0.784
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HAAH 16 (13.9) 8 (10.3) 0.571 0.450
/MR (10%/1) 193.50 + 50.40 201.97 +62.35 -1.000 0.319
HEH(g/L) 41.96 + 3.40 4039 £4.12 2.781 0.006

% B WA (LAD, mm) 42.57+5.19 50.10 +5.45 -9.693 <0.001
LA f 26 0] B (10°/L) 1.81 (1.42,2.10) 1.60 (1.32,2.03) -1.863 0.620
FZ 4% (109/1) 0.44 (0.35,0.52) 0.44 (0.35, 0.55) -0.017 0.986
FH PR 4 i 265 X B (10%/1) 3.49 (2.81, 4.40) 4.54 (3.57,5.91) —4.857 <0.001
CRP (mg/L) 2.62(0.91, 5.30) 4.69 (2.17,7.70) -3.680 <0.001
K% 5 i &% A (mmol/L) 2.12 (1.55,2.62) 2.13 (1.53,2.59) -0.151 0.880
T 55 5 g R 1 (mmol/L) 1.38 (1.19, 1.65) 1.35(1.08, 1.50) -2.230 0.026
Te U =5 L5 #(LVEF, %) 61.00 (55.00, 66.00) 48.00 (39.00, 56.00) -7.35 <0.001
7r. ZEP RS mm 48.00 (45.00, 51.00) 49.00 (46.00, 54.00) -1.513 0.130
e BEWAARIZ mm 32.00 (30.00, 36.00) 34.00 (30.00, 40.00) -1.505 0.132
720 HIF 42 (mm) 19.00 (17.00, 21.00) 20.00 (17.25, 22.25) —2.423 0.015
NHR 2.50 (1.92, 3.45) 3.39 (2.58, 4.98) —4.836 <0.001
CHA.DS:-VASc 74> 3.00 (2.00, 4.00) 5.00 (4.00, 6.00) —6.804 <0.001

TE: CHA2DS2-VASc: ARSI V-0 b5 B M AR i 2 XU TE7r o 6 MSZAEA t K304 1HE; Z: Mann-Whitney U #5411
RIS, 2 RS R NHR: SVERA0 2 i 5 v o B g i FRE [ A

3.2. A% Logistic @394

BT R BT Logistic FAAMHT, LIS ENTS 2 OF MR R E, 45
%, BRI, NHR J15. CHADS:-VASc WA M. 45 G EIF ORIk, d PR pa 4t {1
85 %15 0 A AR e O TR T RIS 2+ T2 O3 I BT 5 12 AT T
MR HEAR S F (L 2).

3.3. ZEE Logistic EVISH

T NHR BL#% R 40 s st B i+ 453, LVEF e O S R @i HA RS, &
FLLR M 1) g R R T IR LA . 2 O EIGERIAE bR, KR P<0.05 HAWVEECE BN
&£+ NHR. CHA,DS»>-VASc #¥43. ZLHIFOZ. EOEFMaE. AEA)MANL K E Logistic [[] 74
R, SRS RN, SR ZWIKE F(VIF)¥I<10, FZEH>0.1, HR2AD &0 A7AE ™ 8 £ B kg
o AWM FAECN 78 #il, AR 6 NHAE, EPV N 13, /& EPV > 10 &5 2K,
PR L LRI 58 . 2 KK Logistic R M &5 R R: 725 WARHE K (OR = 1.307, 95% CI: 1.172~1.457,
P<0.001). CHA,DS,-VASc £/ 75(OR =2.743,95% CI: 1.724~4.365, P <0.001) & NHR F+ % (OR =2.005
95% CI: 1.230~3.269, P=0.005) /& NVAF E3# LAAT ¥R fE R R 2 5 1 22 0 == 5 1173 $L(OR = 0.875,
95% CI: 0.825~0.928, P < 0.001) 5% 45 47K *F-(OR = 0.818, 95% CI: 0.701~0.955, P = 0.01 1) 1| A d 57 A7 4 [A]
o fOHIT AR Z BRIE 20 M h B M2 S E (P = 0.580) (W% 3).

=
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Table 2. Univariate logistic regression analysis of factors influencing left atrial appendage thrombus formation

F 2. WA OEMEFREIEER Logistic EYASH

A B SE Wald »? OR 95% CI Py

531 -0.493 0.296 2.769 0.611 0.342~1.092 0.096

aa 0.015 0.018 0.741 1.015 0.981~1.052 0.389

A AR —0.549 0.323 2.890 0.577 0.307~1.088 0.089
BRI s —0.466 0.329 2.003 0.628 0.329~1.196 0.157

A fe LR 58 -0.267 0.304 0.767 0.766 0.422~1.391 0.381
R -0.096 0.352 0.075 0.908 0.456~1.809 0.784
HHps —0.347 0.460 0.567 0.707 0.287~1.743 0.452

2 HHF 1 4 (mm) 0.099 0.040 6.054 1.104 1.020~1.195 0.014
& H(g/L) -0.115 0.041 7.756 0.892 0.822~0.967 0.005
IG5 5 iR 25 mmolL 0.040 0.197 0.041 1.040 0.708~1.529 0.840
1% FE IR £ ) mmolL -0.560 0.365 2.355 0.571 0.279~1.168 0.125
Fe EHEAR IR mm 0.042 0.024 3.217 1.043 0.996~1.093 0.073
e B WA AR L mm 0.044 0.022 3.957 1.045 1.001~1.091 0.047
7 B W& (LAD, mm) 0.254 0.038 45.774 1.289 1.198~1.387 <0.001
Fe a0 ZE S IL5Y EU(LVEF, %) -0.124 0.019 40.654 0.884 0.851~0.918 <0.001
NHR 0.618 0.130 22.664 1.856 1.439~2.394 <0.001
CHA>DS>-VASc ##4) 0.864 0.146 35.199 2.372 1.783~3.156 <0.001
CRP (mg/l) 0.011 0.012 0.833 1.011 0.988~1.035 0.361

IR AT L 4% {E (10%/0) -0.401 0.238 2.829 0.670 0.420~1.069 0.093
BRI B A48 X6 EL(109/1) —0.054 0.658 0.007 0.947 0.261~3.441 0.934
R B 4 X (10°/1) 0.455 0.106 18.332 1.567 1.280~1.941 <0.001
/MR T4 (10%/L) 0.003 0.003 1.083 1.003 0.998~1.008 0.298

vE: B NEIERE; SE NERHEIRZ; Wald 2 NIL/RIERJ7{E; OR ALLELL; 95% CI A OR 1) 95%E (5 X [H]; NHR
SR H L 0 i 248 5 v R e R O I LR

Table 3. Multivariate logistic regression analysis of factors influencing LAAT formation

= 3. FMAOEMERREIZE R Logistic EYI5HT

B B SE Wald 2 OR 95% CI P1H
7 RAE 0.268 0.055 23.330 1.307 1.172~1.457 <0.001
CHA>DS>-VASc 4> 1.009 0.237 18.132 2.743 1.724~4.365 <0.001
JE OB I 143 H0 (%) -0.134 0.030 19.932 0.875 0.825~0.928 <0.001
HEHA(L) -0.200 0.079 6.437 0.818 0.701~0.955 0.011

72O HEAF A4 mm 0.037 0.067 0.306 1.038 0.911~1.182 0.580
NHR 0.696 0.249 7.778 2.005 1.230~3.269 0.005

1 BAEIERE: SE NFrEiRZE;: Wald 2 NTL/RIERTTE: OR JELMEEL: 95% CI 4 OR 1 95%E S X [8]; NHR
DRy r AL 200 it 4 (5 v I B A LA
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3.4. FUMERE) ROC HiZk s S3EELL R

TEVPAS NVAF S 72O B AR T R i A e 1, AR FCPPAl 1 =R iz Wik R, 45 R B
CHA,DS,-VASc $F73 1) AUC N 0.783 (95% CI: 0.718~0.847), REUE N 71.8%, FFFtEAN 70.4%; L=
S 7 (LVEF) A 70 0 s WAR(LAD) R R R BT AR, AUC #2722 0.904 (95% CI: 0.861~0.947), R
FEik 80.8%, RiStE N 87%; #E— 5 I\ Hh b 20 5 v 2 i A 1 [ 2 LU A (NHR) A Y B2 A i Y 2
Wrak A, AUC Hi& 0.926 (95% CI: 0.889~0.962), 45531k 84.6%, REUE N 88.7%. FrAMAIN P1H
$1<0.001, H&BENSGiT%5E X, #W LVEF. LAD 5 NHR I S1E A HARSS: 577 A Uk %
BIREI (AL 4, 1),

ROCHh%
1.0 - s
= —rLVEF
/ —LAD
0.8 /// —NHR
/ — CHA2DS2-VASCciE4y
/ — LVEF+LAD
— LVEF+LAD+NHR
0.6 77 —E5FK
it 1/
‘II]’-:] “‘/
& /
0.4 1
/
0.2
0.0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

145514
Figure 1. ROC curve analysis of various indicators for predicting LAAT in NVAF patients
B 1. TR NVAF BE K% LAAT B ROC HHZ[E

Table 4. The area under the curve of the ROC for predicting LAAT in NVAF patients
4. TN NVAF BELE LAAT #9 ROC izt TER

A HE AUC FrifE iR P A 95%Cl  REE%) FrmihE©) mEskE
CHA:DS:-VASc iF4>  0.783 0.033 <0.001  0.718~0.847  0.718 0.704 3.5
LAD 0.838 0.29 <0.001  0.780~0.896  0.808 0.783 46.5
NHR 0.705 0.038 <0.001  0.630~0.780  0.692 0.635 0.27
LVEF 0.187 0.030 <0.001  0.127~0.247  0.795 0.753 56.5
LVEF + LAD 0.904 0.022 <0.001  0.861~0.947  0.808 0.870 0.48
LVEF+LAD+NHR  0.926 0.019 <0.001  0.889~0.926  0.846 0.887 0.44

7: O LVEF NfRPIHZE, H AUC. 95% CI K& P 2T 54 LVEF HEHEAR; REUE. frRiETREEE
#(100-LVEF)[¥) ROC 73HT3k1H, AERMIME(56.5%) H R ¥ 5 AR B WTE (43.5%) & A0 “100- L HIMME” #4#H]
JR4 LVEF #{HiRk%. @ CHADS:-VASc F4r. LAD. NHR MIEARAIN AUC. REBUE. HrRtE i T FEah5E
T8, BEAANLAD + LVEF, LAD + LVEF + NHR) ) 55 £ 28 W 22 M2 R W () e AR W B . ©® LAD AL O AR
LVEF A= 520 %: NHR g b o 40 i 26 58 -5 v 9 5 i 28 1 IE [ 5 LU AE .
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3.5. AEIERE NRI 5 IDI EEBE R

5 Modell #tt, Model2 ) NRI A 0.517 (95% CI: 0.248~0.774, P < 0.001), IDI A 0.251 (95% CI:
0.158~0.344, P < 0.001), $27~ Model2 £ XU 5 73 S5 5E ) R AR H 1) e 70 77 T 32 2 Z A T Modell. #—
W 7R, Model3 AT Modell F et B84 2 2 (NRI = 0.836, 95% CI: 0.563~1.080; IDI = 0.318, 95%
CI: 0.227~0.409; 4 P<0.001). 5 Model2 #Et, Model3 175427 2 2 B (NRI = 0.726, 95% CI: 0.444~0.986,
P <0.001; IDI = 0.067, 95% CI: 0.032~0.107, P = 0.001). %¢ L, = FR R 00 1t R 2 302 2 o0 a3,
Model3 F I AL, HAE R 43 A I 8 /777 TH 45 2.2 8 T Modell Al Model2. W% 5.

Table 5. Comparison of NRI and IDI between different models
5. F[E4EALE] NRI 5 IDI LbEREER

' NRI IDI

SRR i Y : :
-8 95% CI P f-E 95% CI P
Modell Model2 0.517 0.248~0.774 <0.001 0.251 0.158~0.344 <0.001
Modell Model3 0.836 0.563~1.080 <0.001 0.318 0.227~0.409 <0.001
Model2 Model3 0.726 0.444~0.986 <0.001 0.067 0.032~0.107 0.001

VE: Modell HAF & AH CHADS-VASc ¥F4); Model2 HA5 & 4% LAD + LVEF; Model3 HZ8 &35 NHR + LVEF +
LAD. NRI N HE K055 IDI o N4E & HI R e 16%: CIL A EE X,

4. i1ig

NVAF s WD R R —, R E R RE — i, R EH K21
P T AL, BEARENESERMBIRE15]. Fitk, % NVAF &S, EO0EEHE. S5
THRR A EERT, A O B A X TR 1 IRPUEE 2 B A TR DL o i FE A R AR R
S TEE 5 LB E(TEE) R & 2 KL/ O B ke S bri[16], HEQE AL —FMPE@RANERIE, F4E
BAERES, BAEMCOHRRE BRI, HARATTREZBUATII[17], HAEDEERE T & . IR 5L 8k R
CHA2DS2-VASc PP/ AR NVAF B FARAAAE 2O B ke KUK, K FE CHA2DS2-VASc iP5 R4t
ANGE A TR M S 0 5 B ) £ I A AR [ 18] [19]0 WS HRAH S AW bs -4 R FL 0 25 ) s B A O B AR v
RS NHET 7 L

FHORHFFFE R B[20] [21], HE IR ST B WK i S RO R AE R OR S B BAE R . VR 2 50 55 WUB AH G 1)
PR, F B AT O AN AL T R K R IE SN . FE R AR, RAEAEVINR EMEAEN
G BRI ORER L, RETINAS K0 5 B AL ) 3E PR LZE[22]. NHR (RIS 84 7 Mok 4 i 5 v 5 B IR 2R
F, SIOREBE KiK. PrELRE IMAES R, AR “JORE - AR 28 BAE FE AR b 1) 2 44
T FEAE P AE[10]. NHR 55508 T VP e RSN A R BE (ORI (5], Ja w8 R A 0 s B 18 2 6 9 i
AR A RBE[15] [23] NHR SKRIE T I #0 A A0, ToReaish st i, WmIRE Rvkag, BoA B
R 770 AW FLRIAH TEE A1 TTE X NVAF S5 3 TR, RSO3 B 306G NHR XS il
NVAF B# KA LAAT MIGRINE, DUIRTER RS2 B LAAT 4245254k

AW FREE R R, HEE. LAD, R4, % & A LVEF, 20 HIF 2, NHR.
CHA;DS,-VASc P72 538 Gt e o B R =5 Z K % Logistic [BIJARIERE 53 #7, LAD. CHA2DS,-
VASc ¥4 % NHR £ 2 R & 08 P R0 /E (OR = 1.307; OR = 2.743; OR = 2.005) %5 H. K & /) #7(OR =
1.289; OR = 2.372; OR = 1.856)f AT, REALEHBRILME R IR, OIEE-MEER . IR G IE
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Jo “CHRNE - AR RATEEE A RN T LAAT FERRIIKSIER A5 K. BEEDFFC[24] 251K 8L,
LAD 5.0 35 B sh A2 O B AR T B DIRE G, AT 90 45 B 5 BEAE I 78— 85 O 5 Bah f 3 20 0o g iR, ik
B o R T BN A S, AT REAL S 20 b5 B R S EOL 5 YR e ThRE T B, 38 B IILVRAE O 5 IR [
B, O s BB O K ARG Z), B0 PRI, ™ R 25 P R 4 I AR R T, AT
PGB IALE], (2R ARTE R [26] [27]. T CHA2DS:-VASc ¥4 Kl R At B V2 361E[28]. LVEF
HSHREAENRFEER, 1EH RS B0 h 53 U (B R OR=0.884, OR=0.892; £ X% OR
=0.875, OR=0.818), S2aRTHIBT T IEA—S[12][29][30]. A OHIFLARLEZ R E b 3364 O A
Fe ST SRR R A K P = 0.014; ZHZ P = 0.580). XIRAIAERARA, OB MR T XS 3 £
M T IR R ) R R TS S RRIRES, MR —F AR K/ ST ERF LR, A0 H L AR
DAY IS I 0 P DA S XS AR DL AMME B A A5 LU D A2 B R A FR bR, S — P R 4200 & DA 4T
S R G A 0 SO R ¥i 1 B 2 S5 44 [30]-[32] o

AWFFBAT ROC HHZL /TR, #—f CHA,DS,-VASc F4rHiZk RIA(AUC = 0.783), 4F7JE
70.4%, REU¥ 71.8%.LVEF BtA& LAD fUM TG & NVAF £ LAAT & 28 NI AL(AUC = 0.904),
R 87%, R AHE 80.8%, 15t A A 700 TR 75 48 b 6 & 07 25 77 SR A AE S RE I T B — CHALDS,-VASc
P> . LVEF. LAD Bt NHR E A ALA S T B2 Wi 3RE . 15841 AUC =14 0.926, REE 84.6%,
F5 5 88.7%. NRI A1 IDI FIRE—25 0 M thilE sk, 2 B 7 MA R 2 KRR 5 B ) B R E I T16 45
CHA:DS:-VASc V455 25 FRTIR, ARBFFEUESE T —ANEA O IEEE M O ThRE I SOE - REFR SV,
XoF AR M o L AR O L AR T AT P S R A B . NHR $2 4 7 M FAAG R R RE R . 1%
BT A B A PR SRR 7 J2- 5 (AL 1 RE B, (IS0 PR A (LA 5 S P I

AW FIRAFAEE TR 55—, AW R AT NHR X —B 5 K AE - Qe R, A2 E g
LA, ARA A W LE AIEATAEFE AR NLR. MHR 25)3E4T 410 FLEL, AR 98 R TT e 2 F b5 S 0t 3k
Lo, DAE—PE0E NHR R 55 =, MOpsduoRIBPER L, ArldE A aa s me. H=, &
AN O HIF ARNENTES S, MR LA DHER . HES 8 oA S 5 HL v /)
(bR, FEIEF vl Bk #dE b TEE BURbAN A, AR AN 45 A X S HORAT 256 i .

B B
K FREACTEZE A 2 i ARAELF S SC-07/02KT2024114Y).
EemB
O3 S PR e B G A 2k 46 T H (2023GLLH0010) s P 58 o B2 B K % B AR B KIS T H ik 4
(YKD2023LH064).
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