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Abstract

Background: Limited data is available on the potential value of estimated cardiovascular event risk for prediction
of left ventricular (LV) remodeling and size of infarcted tissue after ST-elevation myocardial infarction (STEMI).

Methods: Therefore, we assessed in a consecutive series of patients with first STEMI, successful primary
percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI), and single-vessel disease the potential relationship between the
Framingham Risk Score and parameters of both LV remodeling and infarct tissue characteristics, as determined
with contrast-enhanced (CE) cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) 6 months after the index event. Parameters
of LV remodeling were end-diastolic and end-systolic volumes, ejection fraction, and wall motion score index; infarct
tissue characteristics comprised core, peri, and total infarct size, and transmural extent.

Results: A total of 25 patients (21 men, 56 + 10 years) were studied, and the mean Framingham Risk Score
was 14.1 £ 5.8%. There was a significant relation between Framingham Risk Score and multiple parameters of
LV remodeling: LV ejection fraction, end-diastolic volume, end-systolic volume, and wall motion score index after
6 months (r=-0.55-0.76; p=0.000 for all). Framingham Risk Score showed no relation with various infarct tissue
characteristics (ns). Male gender was the only component of the Framingham Risk Score that correlated individually
with a few parameters of LV remodeling: LV end-diastolic volume and end-systolic volume (p=0.000 for both).

Conclusion: In a series of consecutive patients with first STEMI, successful primary PCI, and single-vessel
coronary artery disease, we observed a significant relation between the Framingham Risk Score and several CMR-
based parameters of LV remodeling.

The results of our small hypothesis-generating study underline the supremacy of multifactorial risk scores as
tools for prediction of unfavorable cardiovascular outcome. Additionally, the data support the hypothesis that there
might be a future role for a novel and specific multifactorial risk score in predicting unfavorable LV remodeling, which
finally could trigger risk-adjusted preventive measures.

Keywords; Framingham Risk Score; Myocardial infarction; LV involved in the process of LV remodeling [2,11-16], and for that reason

remodeling; Infarct tissue characteristics; Cardiovascular magnetic
resonance imaging

Abbreviations: STEMIL: ST Segment Elevated Myocardial
Infarction; LV: Left Ventriclee CMR: Cardiovascular Magnetic
Resonance; CE: Contrast Enhancement; PCI: Percutaneous Coronary
Intervention; MI: Myocardial Infarction

Introduction

Major determinants of poor outcome following ST-elevation
myocardial infarction (STEMI) are, left ventricular (LV) remodeling,
as well as size, location, transmurality, and heterogeneity of the
infarcted tissue as assessed by (histo)pathologic analyses [1,2]. The best
strategy to limit LV remodeling and infarct size is a successful early
revascularization of the culprit artery [3]. In addition, chronic medical
therapy has been shown to reduce the extent of LV remodeling during
follow-up [4-6]. Both LV remodeling and infarct tissue characteristics
can be assessed with cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR)
imaging in combination with the contrast enhancement (CE) technique
[7-10]. There is no such thing as a “single cause” of LV remodeling,
which can even be observed following successful revascularization
procedures. In fact, there is growing evidence that multiple factors are

there is increasing interest in the impact of various cardiovascular
risk factors on LV remodeling [17,18] Identification of patients with a
particularly high risk of developing LV remodeling is warranted, as it
may represent a first step towards further targeted treatment of patients
at risk. It has recently been shown that the Framingham Risk Score, an
established cardiovascular event risk score for primary prevention [19],
predicts the likelihood of certain adaptive changes in LV structure and
function during lifetime within a general population [20]. Therefore,
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we hypothesized that the Framingham Risk Score may also be related
to LV remodeling and/or tissue characteristics following STEMI. We
used CE-CMR in a consecutive series of patients with first STEMI,
successful primary percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI), and
single-vessel disease to assess the potential relationship between the
Framingham Risk Score and parameters of LV remodeling and infarct
tissue characteristics at 6-month follow-up.

Methods
Study population

Patients were included from March 2009 until December 2011.
Patients were selected from a larger database of patients (n=36) with a
MI in which remodeling after MI was investigated with a six-months
CMR follow up. Of these 36 patients, 26 had one-vessel disease; one
patient was excluded because of blurred CE-images. Patients met
the following inclusion criteria: (1) STEMI with successful early
revascularization within 12 hours after the start of symptoms and
TIMI 3 flow at the end of the procedure, defined as complete perfusion
(normal flow which fills the distal coronary bed completely), (2)
single-vessel disease at coronary angiogram (only patients with single-
vessel disease were assessed in order to investigate a homogeneous
patient population without potential confounding ischemia that
could otherwise have been caused by coronary lesions in non-culprit
vessels), (3) complete CE-CMR data available 6 months after STEMI.
After PCI, all patients were treated according to the present guidelines
with acetylsalicylic clopidogrel, betablocker, ACE-inhibitor, and statin
(unless contra-indicated). This study complied with the Declaration of
Helsinki for investigation in human beings and was approved by the
institutional ethics committee of Medisch Spectrum Twente and the
Dutch Central Committee on Research Involving Human Subjects. All
patients provided informed written consent for participation in this
study.

Forall patients, traditional cardiovascular risk factors and laboratory
results were recorded at the time of the index MI: sex, age, systolic and
diastolic blood pressure, (hypertension defined as systolic pressure
>140 mm Hg and/or diastolic pressur >90 mm Hg), total cholesterol
level, serum high density lipoproteins (HDL) cholesterol level, serum
low density lipoprotein cholesterol level, triglyceride level, current
smoking, family history for coronary artery disease (MI of first-degree
family member <60 years of age), diabetes mellitus (known diabetes
or repeated fasting glucose levels >120 mg/dl), hypercholesterolemia
(medication dependent, total serum cholesterol >200 mg/dl, or low
density lipoprotein cholesterol >160 mg/dl). Current cardiovascular
medication was also recorded.

The cardiovascular event risk was calculated using the Framingham
Risk Score. The Framingham score was calculated by use of an
algorithm previously described [19]. The score considers sex, age, total
cholesterol, HDL cholesterol, systolic blood pressure, and smoking. It
was used to predict the 10-yearrisk of cardiovascular events (fatal/non-
fatal MI or sudden death).

CMR examination was performed on a 1.5-T whole body scanner
(Achieva Scan, Philips Medical System, Best, The Netherlands) using
commercially available cardiac CMR software. For signal-reception
a five-element cardiac synergy coil was used. Electrocardiogram
triggering was performed with a vector-electrocardiogram set-up.
Subjects were examined in the supine position. Cine (morphologic)
images in the cardiac short-axis, four-chamber, three-chamber, and
two-chamber long axis, and LV outflow tract views were acquired by

using fast field echo cine images (slice thickness 8.0mm, repetition time
3.4ms; echo time 1.7ms; flip angle 60° matrix 256x256). Myocardial
scar was assessed on CE multislice short- axis, two-chamber long-
axis, and four-chamber views, obtained approximately 10 minutes
after intravenous bolus injection of 0.2 mmol gadolinium/kg-1 body
weight (Shering AG, Berlin, Germany). A three-dimensional Turbo
Field Echo-inversion recovery T1-weighted sequence was used with
the following parameters: repetition time 4.0 ms; echo time 1.3 ms; flip
angle 15°% inversion time individually optimized to null myocardial
signal (usually between 180-250 ms); matrix 157; and slice thickness
10 mm.

CMR data were analyzed on a workstation, using dedicated
software for cardiac analysis (Philips MR workspace, Release 2.5.3.0
2007-12-03; Philips, the Netherlands).

LV geometry and function: LV end-diastolic and end-systolic
volumes (mL), LV ejection fraction (%), and end-diastolic wall mass
(g) were calculated from contiguous short-axis loops by segmentation
of endocardial and epicardial borders on each frame. Papillary muscles
were regarded as part of the ventricular cavity. The LV wall regions
were further divided into 17 segments according to a standardized
myocardial segmentation model. Wall motion was assigned the
following scores: normal wall motion was 0, mild hypokinesia 1, severe
hypokinesia 2, akinesia 3, and dyskinesia 4. The wall motion score
index was calculated by dividing the sum of scores in each segment by
the total number of observed segments [9].

Infarct tissue characteristics: The infarcted myocardium was
defined as the zone of hyper-enhancement on the CE images, in
contrast with the dark-gray signal of the normal myocardium. We used
a semi-automatic thresholding technique, in which infarct size was
approximated by use of the full width at half maximum criteria [21].
After outlining the myocardial segment containing the region with high
signal intensity, the maximum signal intensity region was determined.
Scar was divided into an infarct core zone and a heterogeneous zone
(i.e. peri-infarct zone). Infarct core was then defined as myocardium
with a signal intensity > 50% of the maximal signal intensity. The
heterogeneous zone was defined as myocardium with a signal intensity
> 35% of the maximal signal intensity and < 50% of maximal signal
intensity [21]. Total scar was defined as the sum of infarct core plus
heterogeneous zone. By use of planimetry, the extent of CE was first
determined on contiguous short-axis images, then summed up to a
volume, and finally expressed as a percentage of the total myocardial
volume.

Scar tissue characteristics were further quantified according to
localization by use of a 17 segmental model. Each segment was scored
as follows: a scar score of 0 (0% of segmental myocardial volume is
scarred) was considered as normal, 1 as 1-25% scar, 2 as 25-50% scar,
3 as 50-75% scar, and 4 as 75-100% scar [22]. The transmural extent
of myocardial scar was defined as the number of segments with a
scar score 3 or 4. See also Figure 1, which represents one of the study
patients who fulfilled a complete CE-CMR examination.

Statistical analyses were performed with SPSS 15.0 (SPSS
INC., Chicago IL, USA). Dichotomous variables are presented as
frequencies and percentages. Quantitative data are presented as mean
+ SD. Correlations between the Framingham risk score (or individual
parameters of the risk score) and CE-CMR imaging parameters were
calculated using Spearman’s rho or Pearson correlations. A two-sided
p-value <0.05 was considered significant.

J Clin Exp Cardiolog
ISSN:2155-9880 JCEC, an open access journal

Volume 4 + Issue 4 + 1000241


http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2155-9880.1000241

Citation: Olimulder MAGM, Galjee MA, van Es J, Wagenaar LJ, Stoel MG, et al. (2013) Relationship between Framingham Risk Score and Left
Ventricular Remodeling after Successful Primary Percutaneous Coronary Intervention in Patients with First Myocardial Infarction and Single-
Vessel Disease. J Clin Exp Cardiolog 4: 241. doi:10.4172/2155-9880.1000241

Page 3 of 6

or-2010 11 4657

Figure 1: Univariate correlations between parameters of LV remodeling 6
months after STEMI versus the Framingham Risk Score.

Results

A total of 25 patients with single-vessel disease (age 56 * 10 years;
21 men) were examined in this study. All patients demonstrated
ST-elevation on the electrocardiogram; none of the patients had
electrocardiographic signs of LV hypertrophy. All patients had
undergone successful early revascularization by means of primary PCI
in 9 left anterior descending, 3 left circumflex, and 13 right coronary
arteries as the culprit vessel. Baseline patient characteristics are shown
in Table 1. Data on LV geometry and function after 6 months: LV
ejection fraction was 56 + 9%, wall motion score index was 0.34 + 0.26,
end-diastolic volume was 195 + 44mL, and end-systolic volume was 89
+ 39mL. The infarct tissue characteristics core, peri, total infarct size,
and transmural extent were 5.7 + 3.8%, 7.2 + 4.4%, 12.9 + 7.7%, and 2.1
+ 2.0, respectively.

The Framingham Risk Score was 14.1 + 5.8%. There was a
significant relation between the Framingham risk score versus left
ventricular ejection fraction (r=-0.76; p=0.000), end-diastolic volume,
(r=0.70; p=0.000), end-systolic volume (r=0.76; p=0.000), and WMSI
(r=0.54; p=0.000; Figure 2). Even after excluding a single outlier, there
were still significant relationships between the Framingham risk score
versus parameters of remodeling (r=0.55-0.66; p=0.000). No significant
correlations were observed between the Framingham risk score versus
various CE-CMR tissue characteristics. There were significant relations
between the Framingham risk score and various parameters of LV
remodeling (left ventricular ejection fraction, wall motion score index,
end-diastolic volume, and end-systolic volume). When assessing the
potential relation between individual risk factors as components of the
Framingham risk versus LV remodeling, only male gender was related
with a greater extent of LV remodeling (i.e. larger end-diastolic and
end-systolic volumes; p=0.000 for both, Table 2). In addition, current
smoking showed a significant relation with transmural extent of scar
(p=0.04, Table 2).

Discussion

In this relatively small but homogeneous series of consecutive
patients with first STEMI, successful primary PCI, and single-vessel

coronary artery disease, we observed a significant relation between the
Framingham Risk Score and several parameters of LV remodeling as
assessed with CE-CMR six months after the event. Of the individual
risk factors that form the Framingham Risk Score, only male gender
was individually related to some CE-CMR parameters that indicate
LV remodeling. This may be explained by the fact that the process
of LV remodeling is multifactorial, which is better reflected by a
comprehensive risk score than by a single, individual risk factor.
Nevertheless, the individual risk factor male gender has contributed
to the calculated risk score and to the significant relations observed
between the Framingham Risk Score and CE-CMR parameters of LV
remodeling following acute MI.

In the present study, many patients suffered from arterial
hypertension. Nevertheless, only a minority of them was on
antihypertensive drugs as many of these patients had been symptom-
free prior to the STEMI and their arterial hypertension had been
undetected. During follow-up, all patients were treated according to
current guidelines, which included the prescription of a beta-blocker
and an ACE inhibitor.

In our study, women had a more favorable course of LV remodeling
following STEMI, which could be related to gender differences in levels
of sex hormones [23]. Cavasin et al. have demonstrated that estrogen
and testosterone play different and opposing roles in the development of
heart failure and long-term LV remodeling following MI. In particular,
high testosterone levels enhance acute myocardial inflammation, and
adversely affect myocardial healing and early remodeling, which may
result in worsening LV function following MI [24,25]. In addition, we

All patients (n=25)

Male sex 21 (84%)
Age (years) 56 + 10
Hypertension 10 (40%)
- Systolic blood pressure (mmHg) 137 £23
- Diastolic blood pressure (mmHg) 78 £ 13
Diabetes 2 (8%)
Hypercholesterolemia (mmol/l) 4 (16%)
- Total cholesterol 56+0.9
- HDL cholesterol 14+13
- LDL cholesterol 3.6+1.0
- Triglycerides 20+15
Current smoking 10 (40%)
Positive family history of CAD 16 (64%)
Cardiovascular medication at admission

- Betablocker 1 (4%)
- Calcium antagonist 1 (4%)
- Ace-/Angiontension inhibitor 0 (0%)
- Statin 2 (8%)
- Diuretic 1 (4%)
Culprit lesion

- LAD 9 (36%)
- LCX 3 (12%)
- RCA 13 (52%)
Time to revascularization (hours) 37+15
CK max (U/l) 1026 (176-8074)
LV hypertrophy on ECG 0 (0%)
Infarct age (months) 5.6+0.6
Framingham Risk Score 14.1+£5.8

Table 1: Patient baseline characteristics. Continuous data are expressed as
mean * standard deviation or median with range if appropriate; and categorical
data as frequencies and percentage. HDL = high density lipoprotein, LDL=low
density lipoprotein, CAD = coronary artery disease, LAD = left anterior descending,
LCX = left circumflex, RCA = right coronary artery, CK = creatine kinase, LV = left
ventricle, ECG = electrocardiogram.
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Figure 2: Univariate correlations between infarct tissue characteristics 6 months after STEMI versus the Framingham Risk Score.

Framingham Risk Score LVEF% WMSI EDV,mL ESV,mL Infarct size Infarct size Infarct size Trans-mural

parameters core, % peri, % total, % extent

Male sex p=0.13 p=0.27 p=0.000 p=0.000 p=0.28 p=0.48 p=0.34 p=0.26

Age r=-0.25; p=0.23/r=0.10; p=0.63 | r=0.16; p=0.45 r=0.22; p=0.29 | r=-0.13; p=0.55 r=-0.11; r=-0.13; r=-0.19; p=0.36
p=0.60 p=0.55

Total cholesterol r=-0.29; p=0.16/r=0.17; p=0.41 r=0.14; p=0.50 | r=0.20; p=0.34 | r=-0.13; p=0.54 |r=0.16; p=0.45|r=0.16; p=0.45 r=0.26; p=0.20

HDL-cholesterol, mmol/l r=-0.07; p=0.73/r=0.18; p=0.38 r=-0.11; p=0.60 r=-0.04; p=0.84 | r=-0.10; p=0.96 r=-0.02; r=-0.02; r=-0.06; p=0.77
p=0.92 p=0.94

Systolic blood pressure, mmHg  r=-0.19; p=0.36 r=0.20; p=0.33 r=0.20; p=0.35 | r=0.20; p=0.35 r=-0.33; p=0.53 r=-0.22; r=-0.19; r=-0.13; p=0.55

Diabetes Mellitus p=0.73 p=0.59 p=0.91 p=0.99 p=0.41 p=0.30 p=0.36 p=0.96
p=0.37 p=0.36

Current smoking p=0.58 p=0.76 p=0.77 p=0.56 p=0.10 p=0.09 p=0.09 p=0.04

LV hypertrophy on ECG NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Table 2: Correlations between individual risk factors versus parameters of LV remodeling and infarct tissue characteristics. HDL=high density lipoprotein,
ECG=electrocardiogram, LVEF=left ventricular ejection fraction, WMSI=wall motion score index, EDV=end-diastolic volume, ESV=end-systolic volume., NA=not applicable.

cannot completely exclude that gender differences in normal LV end-
diastolic and end-systolic volumes (with generally higher LV volumes
in men, as was earlier reported by others) [18] may to some extent
have exaggerated the outcome of a favorable post-STEMI course of LV
dimensions in women.

Other studies also reported relations between cardiovascular

risk factors and LV remodeling [17,26-28]. Kenchaiah et al. found
hypertension to be associated with subsequent LV dilatation following
acute MI.(26) However, that study investigated only MI patients with
LV dysfunction (i.e. ejection fraction <40%), whereas in our study of
consecutive first MI patients with single-vessel disease the LV ejection
fraction was on average preserved, which may explain the difference
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in findings of both studies. In our study, no relation was found
between age and parameters of remodeling. This is in contrast with an
echocardiography-based study by Carabba et al., who found a relation
with age, as acute MI patient’s 270 years had a higher prevalence of LV
remodeling than younger patients [17].

In the absence of a validated risk score for secondary prevention,
established primary-event risk scores have already been used to assess
the relations between predicted cardiovascular risk and (1) the extent
of plaque progression as assessed with serial intravascular ultrasound
[29], and (2) the extent of coronary calcifications in patients with a
first MI [30]. Notably, in the latter study by Pohle et al., which also
investigated patients with a first MI, the estimated 10-year event
risk as calculated by the Framingham Risk Score (14.3 + 4.4%) was
similar to that of our study (14.1 £ 5.8% ((i.e. <10%; low risk, 10-20%;
intermediate, and >20%; high risk)) [30].

Our present study also assessed potential relationships between the
Framingham Risk Score and various infarct tissue characteristics as
determined by CE-CMR 6 months after a first STEMI, but we found no
such relation. Only smoking as an individual risk factor correlated with
a single infarct tissue parameter — the transmural extent of infarction.
Similar to our finding, Todt et al. also previously reported a relation
between smoking and infarct size [28].

Conflicting results were reported regarding the question of
whether individual risk factors other than smoking might affect the
size of infarct tissue characteristics. As in the present study, other
groups previously demonstrated the absence of a relation between
both total cholesterol and arterial hypertension versus infarct size
[26,27]. In our study population, there were only two diabetic patients,
which actually prevents meaningful analyses of this risk factor, but
Donnino et al. recently found no difference in the extent of mycardial
scar between diabetics and non-diabetic patients [31]. On the other
hand, Mather et al. recently observed with CE-CMR that MI patients
with hyperglycemia or diabetes mellitus had larger infarct sizes than
normoglycemic patients [18].

In clinical practice, the prediction of unfavorable LV remodeling
remains difficult, while there is much interest in this field [2,11-16,32].
The results of our small hypothesis-generating study underline the
supremacy of multifactorial risk scores as tools for the prediction of
unfavorable cardiovascular outcome. In addition, the data support
the hypothesis that there might be a future role for a novel and specific
multifactorial risk score in predicting unfavorable LV remodeling, which
finally could trigger risk-adjusted preventive measures. Nevertheless,
such risk sore could only be derived from data of prospective studies
with longer-term follow-up of a much larger patient population than
assessed in our present study.

Limitations

The study population is relatively small and the findings should
be considered as hypothesis generating. Nevertheless, the population
is very homogeneous as it consists only of patients with first STEMI,
single-vessel disease, and a complete CMR examination including the
assessment of CE. In the absence of a generally accepted, validated risk
score for secondary prevention, we used the Framingham-algorithm
that was initially developed for risk estimation in the context of
primary prevention [19] and predicts both fatal and non-fatal adverse
cardiovascular events, which we felt to be most appropriate for the
assessment of potential relations with LV remodeling. The high number
of the relationships examined may have increased the likelihood of

finding a statistically significant relation due to chance. On the other
hand, significant relationships were already found with a relatively
small-sized but homogeneous study population.

Conclusions

In a series of consecutive patients with first STEMI, successful
primary PCI, and single-vessel coronary artery disease, we observed
a significant relation between the Framingham Risk Score and several
parameters of LV remodeling, as assessed by CMR.

Disclosures

CvB is a consultant to and/or has received lecture fees or travel
expenses from Abbott Vascular, Boston Scientific, and Medtronic; he
has received travel expenses from Biotronik and a speaker’s honorarium
from MSD. There are not other potential conflicts of interest.

References

1. Burns RJ, Gibbons RJ, Yi Q, Roberts RS, Miller TD, et al. (2002) The
relationships of left ventricular ejection fraction, end-systolic volume index and
infarct size to six-month mortality after hospital discharge following myocardial
infarction treated by thrombolysis. J Am Coll Cardiol 39: 30-36.

2. Pfeffer MA, Pfeffer JM, Fishbein MC, Fletcher PJ, Spadaro J, et al. (1979)
Myocardial infarct size and ventricular function in rats. Circ Res 44: 503-512.

3. Kloner RA, Rezkalla SH (2004) Cardiac protection during acute myocardial
infarction: where do we stand in 2004? J Am Coll Cardiol 44: 276-286.

4. Lee SH, Yoon SB, Cho JR, Choi S, Jung JH, et al. (2008) The effects of
different beta-blockers on left-ventricular volume and function after primary
coronary stenting in acute myocardial infarction. Angiology 59: 676-681.

5. St John SM, Pfeffer MA, Plappert T, Rouleau JL, Moye LA, et al. (1994)
Quantitative two-dimensional echocardiographic measurements are major
predictors of adverse cardiovascular events after acute myocardial infarction.
The protective effects of captopril. Circulation 89: 68-75.

6. Doughty RN, Whalley GA, Walsh HA, Gamble GD, Lépez-Senddén J, et al.
(2004) Effects of carvedilol on left ventricular remodeling after acute myocardial
infarction: the CAPRICORN Echo Substudy. Circulation 109: 201-206.

7. Friedrich MG (2008) Tissue characterization of acute myocardial infarction and
myocarditis by cardiac magnetic resonance. JACC Cardiovasc Imaging 1: 652-
662.

8. Roes SD, Kelle S, Kaandorp TA, Kokocinski T, Poldermans D, et al. (2007)
Comparison of myocardial infarct size assessed with contrast-enhanced
magnetic resonance imaging and left ventricular function and volumes to
predict mortality in patients with healed myocardial infarction. Am J Cardiol
100: 930-936.

9. Olimulder MA, Galijee MA, Wagenaar LJ, van Es J, van der Palen J, et al.
(2012) Relationship between infarct tissue characteristics and left ventricular
remodeling in patients with versus without early revascularization for acute
myocardial infarction as assessed with contrast-enhanced cardiovascular
magnetic resonance imaging. Int Heart J 53: 263-269.

10. Olimulder MA, Galjee MA, van Es J, Wagenaar LJ, von Birgelen C (2011)
Contrast-enhancement cardiac magnetic resonance imaging beyond the scope
of viability. Neth Heart J 19: 236-245.

11. Bello D, Fieno DS, Kim RJ, Pereles FS, Passman R, et al. (2005) Infarct
morphology identifies patients with substrate for sustained ventricular
tachycardia. J Am Coll Cardiol 45: 1104-1108.

12. Chareonthaitawee P, Christian TF, Hirose K, Gibbons RJ, Rumberger JA
(1995) Relation of initial infarct size to extent of left ventricular remodeling in
the year after acute myocardial infarction. J Am Coll Cardiol 25: 567-573.

13. Christian TF, Behrenbeck T, Gersh BJ, Gibbons RJ (1991) Relation of left
ventricular volume and function over one year after acute myocardial infarction
to infarct size determined by technetium-99m sestamibi. Am J Cardiol 68: 21-
26.

14. Pfeffer MA, Braunwald E (1990) Ventricular remodeling after myocardial
infarction. Experimental observations and clinical implications. Circulation 81:
1161-1172.

J Clin Exp Cardiolog
ISSN:2155-9880 JCEC, an open access journal

Volume 4 « Issue 4 + 1000241


http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2155-9880.1000241
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11755283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11755283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11755283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11755283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/428047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/428047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15261919
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15261919
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18388053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18388053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18388053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8281697
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8281697
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8281697
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8281697
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14707020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14707020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14707020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19356496
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19356496
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19356496
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17826372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17826372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17826372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17826372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17826372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23038085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23038085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23038085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23038085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23038085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21541837
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21541837
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21541837
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15808771
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15808771
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15808771
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7860898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7860898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7860898
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1829319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1829319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1829319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1829319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2138525
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2138525
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2138525

Citation: Olimulder MAGM, Galjee MA, van Es J, Wagenaar LJ, Stoel MG, et al. (2013) Relationship between Framingham Risk Score and Left
Ventricular Remodeling after Successful Primary Percutaneous Coronary Intervention in Patients with First Myocardial Infarction and Single-
Vessel Disease. J Clin Exp Cardiolog 4: 241. doi:10.4172/2155-9880.1000241

Page 6 of 6

(e}

. Tarantini G, Napodano M, Gasparetto N, Favaretto E, Marra MP, et al. (2010)
Impact of multivessel coronary artery disease on early ischemic injury, late
clinical outcome, and remodeling in patients with acute myocardial infarction
treated by primary coronary angioplasty. Coron Artery Dis 21: 78-86.

16. Wu Y, Chan CW, Nicholls JM, Liao S, Tse HF, et al. (2009) MR study of the

2

2

22.

2

effect of infarct size and location on left ventricular functional and microstructural
alterations in porcine models. J Magn Reson Imaging 29: 305-312.

]

. Carrabba N, Parodi G, Valenti R, Migliorini A, Antoniucci D (2009) Comparison
of effects of primary coronary angioplasty on left ventricular remodeling and
heart failure in patients <70 versus > or =70 years with acute myocardial
infarction. Am J Cardiol 104: 926-931.

oo

. Mather AN, Crean A, Abidin N, Worthy G, Ball SG, et al. (2010) Relationship
of dysglycemia to acute myocardial infarct size and cardiovascular outcome as
determined by cardiovascular magnetic resonance. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson
12: 61.

9. Anderson KM, Wilson PW, Odell PM, Kannel WB (1991) An updated coronary
risk profile. A statement for health professionals. Circulation 83: 356-362.

0. Cheng S, Xanthakis V, Sullivan LM, Lieb W, Massaro J, et al. (2010) Correlates
of echocardiographic indices of cardiac remodeling over the adult life course:
longitudinal observations from the Framingham Heart Study. Circulation 122:
570-578.

=

.Roes SD, Borleffs CJ, van der Geest RJ, Westenberg JJ, Marsan NA, et
al. (2009) Infarct tissue heterogeneity assessed with contrast-enhanced
MRI predicts spontaneous ventricular arrhythmia in patients with ischemic
cardiomyopathy and implantable cardioverter-defibrillator. Circ Cardiovasc
Imaging 2: 183-190.

Schmidt A, Azevedo CF, Cheng A, Gupta SN, Bluemke DA, et al. (2007) Infarct
tissue heterogeneity by magnetic resonance imaging identifies enhanced
cardiac arrhythmia susceptibility in patients with left ventricular dysfunction.
Circulation 115: 2006-2014.

3. Piro M, Della Bona R, Abbate A, Biasucci LM, Crea F (2010) Sex-related
differences in myocardial remodeling. J Am Coll Cardiol 55: 1057-1065.

Citation: Olimulder MAGM, Galjee MA, van Es J, Wagenaar LJ, Stoel MG, et
al. (2013) Relationship between Framingham Risk Score and Left Ventricular
Remodeling after Successful Primary Percutaneous Coronary Intervention in
Patients with First Myocardial Infarction and Single-Vessel Disease. J Clin Exp
Cardiolog 4: 241. doi:10.4172/2155-9880.100024 1

24.

2

[$2]

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

3

=

32.

Cavasin MA, Sankey SS, Yu AL, Menon S, Yang XP (2003) Estrogen and
testosterone have opposing effects on chronic cardiac remodeling and function
in mice with myocardial infarction. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol 284: H1560-
1569.

. Cavasin MA, Tao ZY, Yu AL, Yang XP (2006) Testosterone enhances early

cardiac remodeling after myocardial infarction, causing rupture and degrading
cardiac function. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol 290: H2043-2050.

Kenchaiah S, Pfeffer MA, St John Sutton M, Plappert T, Rouleau JL, et al.
(2004) Effect of antecedent systemic hypertension on subsequent left
ventricular dilation after acute myocardial infarction (from the Survival and
Ventricular Enlargement trial). Am J Cardiol 94: 1-8.

Becker RC, Corrao JM, Lew R, Bradley J, Queenan J (1992) Relationship
between serum total cholesterol, infarct size, and early clinical outcome
following acute myocardial infarction. Cardiology 80: 65-70.

Todt T, Maret E, Alfredsson J, Janzon M, Engvall J, et al. (2012) Relationship
between treatment delay and final infarct size in STEMI patients treated with
abciximab and primary PCI. BMC Cardiovasc Disord 12: 9.

von Birgelen C, Hartmann M, Mintz GS, van Houwelingen KG, Deppermann
N, et al. (2004) Relationship between cardiovascular risk as predicted by
established risk scores versus plaque progression as measured by serial
intravascular ultrasound in left main coronary arteries. Circulation 110: 1579-
1585.

Pohle K, Ropers D, Geitner P, Regenfus M, Daniel WG, et al. (2006) Analysis
of coronary calcifications versus Framingham and PROCAM risk assessment
in patients with a first myocardial infarction. Int J Cardiol 110: 231-236.

.Donnino R, Patel S, Nguyen AH, Sedlis SP, Babb JS, et al. (2011) Comparison

of quantity of left ventricular scarring and remodeling by magnetic resonance
imaging in patients with versus without diabetes mellitus and with coronary
artery disease. Am J Cardiol 107: 1575-1578.

Olimulder MA, Kraaier K, Galjee MA, Scholten MF, van Es J, et al. (2012) Infarct
tissue characteristics of patients with versus without early revascularization for
acute myocardial infarction: a contrast-enhancement cardiovascular magnetic
resonance imaging study. Heart Vessels 27: 250-257.

Submit your next manuscript and get advantages of OMICS
Group submissions

Unique features:

.

Special features:

?\,\blishin
u‘?e@ﬂ 50 world’s leading languages

User friendly /feasible website-tr tio
Audio Version of published pa@'

Digital articles to share and lo

250 Open Access Journals
20,000 editorial team

21 days rapid review process
Quality and quick editorial, revieviagnd publication progéssing

Indexing at PubMed (partial), Sc3p0s, DORY, EBSCO,REEX Copernicus and Google Scholar etc
Sharing Option: Social Networking Enabled

Authors, Reviewers and Editors rewarded with online Scientific Credits

Better discount for your subsequent articles

Submit your manuscript at: www.editorialmanager.com/clinicalgroup

J Clin Exp Cardiolog
ISSN:2155-9880 JCEC, an open access journal

Volume 4 « Issue 4 + 1000241


http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2155-9880.1000241
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20071979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20071979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20071979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20071979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19161181
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19161181
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19161181
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19766758
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19766758
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19766758
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19766758
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21044287
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21044287
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21044287
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21044287
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1984895
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1984895
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20660804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20660804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20660804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20660804
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19808591
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19808591
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19808591
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19808591
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19808591
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17389270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17389270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17389270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17389270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20223363
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20223363
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12560213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12560213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12560213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12560213
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16361364
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16361364
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16361364
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15219499
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15219499
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15219499
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15219499
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1555216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1555216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1555216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22361039
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22361039
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22361039
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15364814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15364814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15364814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15364814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15364814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16310268
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16310268
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16310268
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21439536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21439536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21439536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21439536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21598029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21598029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21598029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21598029
http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2155-9880.1000241

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Abbreviations
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study population 

	Results
	Discussion
	Limitations
	Conclusions
	Disclosures
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Table 1
	Table 2
	References



