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Patient characteristics
Early Remodeling(+) Early Remodeling(-) P Value
No of Patients 8 24 -
Age (Year old) 62.0+13.0 64.7x11.0 0.57
Gender Male (%) 88%(7/8) 79%(19/24) 0.60
Q Wave Infarciton (%) 75%(7/8) 58%(14/24) 0.40
LAD/non LAD (%) 38%(3/8) 46%(11/24) 0.68
Time to reperfusion (hr) 6.3x7.4 8.0+£7.9 0.58
Peak CK (AU/ml) 50702717 1830+1433 0.001
Peak CKMB (U/mD 4612206 1941161 0.003
LVEDYV Before PTCA/1Mo After PTCA 1.37+0.10 0.97+0.13 <0.0001
LVEF before PTCA (%) 33.0x13.2 49.8+13.2 0.004
LVEF 1Day After PTCA (%) 35.4x14.7 53.9+11.3 0.0008
LVEF 1Month After PTCA (%) 40.8+13.5 58.1x12.5 0.002
Risk Area (%LV) 69.3x13.7 44.1+22.1 0.005
Defect Size 1 day (%LV) 62.4x19.4 31.2220.0 0.0005
Defect Size 1 Month (%LV) 56.3x18.7 31.3+20.2 0.004
Data are presented as mean valuexS.D.
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Sensitivity, Speciﬁéity and Predictive At:-curacies in Predicting
Early Remodeling by Defect Size 1 Day After PTCA

Defect Size =55% (%LV) Defect Size < 55% (%LV)
Early Remodeling (+) 6 =
Early Remodeling (-) 2 22
Sensitivity 75% (6/8)
Specificity 92% (22/24)
Positive Predictive Value 75% (6/8)
| Negative Predictive Value 92% (22/24)
Predictive Accuracy 88% (28/32)
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Relationship between Defect Size 1 Day After
Reperfusion and Early Remodeling
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