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Introduction

Coronary TIMI flow gradewas previously demonstrated to be related to outcome after acute myocardial
infarction. However, the relationship between coronary flow grade and left ventricular global longitudinal
strainin patients with acute myocardial infarction (AMI) treated by primary percutaneous intervention
(PCI) were unclear.

Goal

In this study, we aimed to reveal the relationship between coronary TIMI flow grade and LV GLS in
patients with AMI.

Materials and Methods

We prospectively selected patients with AMI who treated by primary PCI. Based on whether TIMI 3
flow achieved at the end of the procedure patients were divided into two groups. Group | (TIMI 3 flow
was achieved, n=367), Group Il (TIMI 3 flow was not achieved, n=47). The LV GLS was assessed by
2dimensional speckle-tracking echocardiography (2D STE).

Results

A total of 413 patients (mean age 60113, 84% male) were included and TIMI 3 flow was achieved in
367 patients (88%). LV GLS was significantly impaired in patients who had TIMI 3 flow not achieved
compared with TIMI 3 flow achieved group (-13.1+4.8% vs. -15.3+3.8%, p<0.001). Multiple linear
regression analysis which included age, gender, clinical, biochemical and angiographic variables
showed that coronary TIMI flow grade of culprit artery was independently associated with LV GLS. There
was negative correlation between coronary TIMI flow grade and LV GLS (Pearson’s r=-0.183, p<0.001).
Simple linear regression analysis revealed that coronary TIMI flow grade is directly associated with LV
GLS (B=-1.61, p<0.001) and which indicated that every 1 scale increase of final coronary TIMI flow
grade resulted -1.61% increase of LV GLS.

Conclusion

Our study demonstrated the coronary TIMI flow grade of the culprit artery was independently associated
with LV GLSin patients with AMI treated by primary PCI.

Key words: AMI, LV function, primary PCI, global longitudinal strain, TIMI flow grade.
Pp.23-28, Tables 2, Figures 2, References 24




24

Opuwun

TuTam  cygacHbl  LYCHbl  ypcranbir  YH3nax
Thrombolysis in Myocardial Infarction (TIMI) epreH
X3parnargaar  HUATISP  XYN33H  36BLU6BPeraceH
aHrvnani Gereen 3ypxHui woumor wmnrgaac(3LULL)-
WAH ynMaac 6ynaH xannyynax 60noH TMTaM cyacaH
OOTYYPX SMUMTIaXMUIACAH eBYTeHyyaag TIMI 3
ypcran yycax Hb ©BYTeHWW TaBWuMaH camxpaxTtaun
Wyya xamaapantav 6angar.2-6

3yyH xoBanbliH (3X) cucTonbiH YWAn  axwunnaraa
Hb  3ULU-mAH papaax  eBYTEHMA  TaBMNaHr
TOOOPXOWNOX 4yxan y3yynanTt tom.7-10 ©mHex
cyaonaayabliH TorroocHoop 3X-blH YN axwunnaraa
OOMNOH WMIO33CUAH TanbamH xamxa3 Hb 3LILL-Tan
eBuTeHyyaan TCO3-ui fapaax 3ypxHWUA OyNHYUHIMIAH
uycaH XaHraMXuiH X3MX33TOM xamaapanTtam
BonoxbIr TOrToocoH 6angar.11, 12

Xoép X3MXKI3CT (2D) speckle-tracking
axokapauorpapu (STE)-AH WnHXUNrad He 3X-bIH
YWN axunnaraar yHanax LuH3 apradnan 6ereeq yr
aprauynanaap xmmnrgcaH 3X-biH epeHxun cTpenH(GLS)
Y3YYN3NT Hb 3YPXHWUA OYNMUUHIMAH YSH Xapumxaw
Gavgnbir wyyn untragar.13 Xsgui tuiam y 3LLL-
UH gapaax 3X-blH epPeHXMI CTPEeNH BOMOH TUTMUIAH
LYCHbl ypcran XOOpPOHAbIH Xamaapribir TOrTOOCOH
H6apumT HOoTONrOO XOMC BarHa. ©MHex cyanaayfblH
TOITOOCHOOP 3X-blH €pPeHXWU CTperH Hb TUTMUIH
ypcran ygaawpax Xam LUMHXTIW  eBYTeHYYASL
OyypcaH bangar raxaa.14, 15

OHaxyy cypanraadg 6ug 3ULW-uiH ynmaac TCOO-
33p AMUNArACaH eBYTeHyyaan 3X-biH GLS y3yynant
GONOH TUTMWMIAH UYCHbl ypcranbir yHanax TIMI
Y3YY3NT XOOPOHAbIH XamaapsbIr TOrTOOX 30pwUiro
TaBbnaa.
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3opunro

OHOXYY cyganraaHf 3ypXHWN LOYMOT LUMIA33CUIAH
hapaax TUTMWAH UyCHbl ypcran 6onoH speckle
tracking apraunman awwurnaH X3MXC3H 3YPXHWUWA
3YYH XOBAMbIH arwunTbiH Y3YYnanT XOOPOHAbIH
XamaapribIr TOFTOOX 30pUIIro TaBunaa.

Marepwuan, apra 3ym

CypanraaHbl apragyir SMWYUNC-unH  AYC-uiiH
apaMunH 3eenenuiiH 2012 oHbl 4 Oyraap capblH
27-Hbl eOpUH Xypnaap xananuyymk 6atnyyncaH.
CypanraaHel aprasyir OMLUYWC-uitH €c 3yiiH canbap
XOpOOHbI 2012 OHbI 6 gyraap capbiH 12-Hbl 64pUIH
Xypriaap Xananuyysmk €c 3ynH 3eBLUeepen aBCaH.
CypanraaHg YncbH [lypaBayraap TeB OMHanar
(YI'TO)-T 2015 oHbl 8 pgyraap capaac 2016 oHbI 1
OYrasp capblH XOOPOHZ, 3YPXHUIA LOYMOr LUMIA33C
(BUL)-mnH yen TMTSM cyacaH AOTYYpX 3MUMMral
(TCOO) xuirgceH  eBYTEHYYAUWAr  XampyyrcaH.
“SYPXHUIA LLOYMOT LLUMTA33CUIAH YHAICHUIA YOpOAMXK-
2013”-uir meppex 3LLL oHowwir TycracaH.16,17
TUTaM cygacHel aHrMorpammblr aHxgard TCOO-
uwa yen aecaH. TCO3-un emHex 6onoH pgapaax
TUTMWUIH LyCHbl ypcraneir ctangapT TIMI aHrunansiH
aaryy YHAncoH.13ypxHui XaT aBuaH LUMHXWITS3
(8XALU)-r iE33 xMATRIX (Philips) annapataap
XWX TYUUSTracaH. 18 HapuiiBumnncaH Xamknntumr 2
TycOaa axurnard 30puMynanTbiH NporpaMM XaHramx
(QLAB 9, Pnhilips) awwurnaH Xuidk ryAUSTr3C3H.
3YYH XOBAMbIH CTPAAH (€) XIMXKUMTUAT 3YPXHUM
OpOMrooc XO&p, rypas, AepBeH XeHAMNH XapanTtaac
2 xamxaacT (2D)speckle tracking apreir awwurnan
xamxuns19(3ypar 1).

Figure 1. Example of left ventricular global longitudinal strain in patients with coronary TIMI 3 flow.
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3ull-unn yen TCOS-un papaax aHrmorpaduinH
OMYnarT TUTMUWH  UYCHbl YpCramnblH  CIPranTag
yHaacnaHTIMI 3 ypcranyyccsH, TIMI 3 ypcran
yycaaryin 6ynar 6onroH xyBaacaH. bynar xoopoHzabIH
anraar yn xamaapanTt TYYBpuWH t TecT GonoH Xu
KBagpaT TECTI3p LUMHXMWICAH. X3BUWAH TapxanTryn
(Kolmogorov-Smirnov LUMHXYyp33p TOOLCOH) TOOH
Y3YYNanTuir meguaH 60noH 4334, 4004 KBapTunaap
UNapxuimk Gynar xoopoHablH snraar Wilcoxon’s
rank-sumTecTadp LUMHXWUACAH. TUTMUAH  LYCHbI
ypcranbiH TIMI 3apar 6onoH 3X-bIH GLS X00poHAbIH
XamaaprbIr Har 6@ OfMoH XYYWH 3YNNWUNH LyraMmaH
pPEerpecuinH LUMHXUIT33radp LUMHXUITDK, XamaapsblH
Xyuumnr Pearson-uin  KOppensuuvinH LUNHXUArIaraap
YH3JICOH.

OuacT Hb HUAT TyyBpuiH 20%-mir caHamcaprym
fOavgnaap COHIOH aB4 XOMXWMTUAH  36pYYTIN
acaxunr Bland-Altman WMHXYYP3sap  LUMHXUIICIH.
Byx crtatnctuk aHanm3bir xo€p Tant OGananaap
XuicaH 6a P yTra <0.05 6aiix ToXuonanbir cTaTucTuk
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ay xonboraonTom rax TooucoH. CTaTUCTUK aHanm3bIr
SPSS nporpam (version 22.0, SPSS Inc., Chicago,
IL, USA) alumrnaH XmMmx ryiuaTracaH.

Yp AvH

CypanraaHg HuMT 413 eByTeH (gyHAax Hac 60+13,
apartan  xync 84%) xampargcaHaac TCO3-un
Tercreng TUTMWUIAH LYCHbI ypcran OypaH C3pracaH
6ytoy TIMI 3 ypcran HunT 367 eBuTteHA (88% )yyccaH.
TCO3-un Tercreng 4 es4teHg (1%) TIMI 0 ypcran, 6
eBuTeHa (1.4%) TIMI 1 ypcran, 36 eButeHa (8.7%)
TIMI 2 ypcran Tyc Tyc yyccaH 6ans. TIMI 3 ypcran
yycaaryn esuteHyyauir TIMI 3 ypcran yyccaH
©BUYTOHYYATAN xapblyyrnaxag eHgep Hactan (68411
6a 59+12, p<0.001), eMHe Hb TOITBOPTOMN X3NO3PUIAH
UaaXKHUA  BaxbliH eryynamxTan (11% 6a 2.5%,
p<0.01), amHanarT Ganx yewnH 3ypxHWiA aytargan
unyyTan yycax xangnaratam (40% vs. 20%, p<0.01)
favnaa. bynar Xx00poHAbBIN XapbLyyncaH cyypb
y3yynantuir XycHarT 1-4 xapyynas.

Table 1. Baseline characteristics

Variables All patients (n=413) :"m:;i'g"("n';zz) :(':Mh:;i'g"("mmn P value
Age (year) 60+13 68+11 59+12 <0.001
Male gender 347 (84%) 39 (83%) 308 (84%) 0.868
Diabetes 122 (29%) 14 (30%) 108 (29%) 0.959
Hypertension 238 (57%) 32 (68%) 206 (56%) 0.119
Stable angina 14 (3.4%) 5 (11%) 9(2.5%) <0.01
Previous CAD 250% 51 (12%) 5 (11%) 46 (12%) 0.710
Previous Ml 29 (7%) 1(2%) 28 (8%) 0.164
Previous HF 12 (3%) 0 (0%) 12 (3%) 0.208
In-hospital HF 93 (22%) 19 (40%) 74 (20%) <0.01
Troponin | level (mcg/L) 57 (12; 120) 70 (22; 229) 55 (11; 115) 0.085
LAD culprit vessel 231 (56%) 26 (55%) 205 (56%) 0.944
Total occlusion 278 (67%) 34 (74%) 244 (66%) 0.311
Multivessel disease 261 (63%) 32 (70%) 229 (62%) 0.342
EA ratio 0.8(0.7;1.2) 0.8 (0.6; 1.1) 0.8 (0.7;1.2) 0.169
DT (msec) 178 (149; 212) 156 (125; 221) 180 (152; 212) 0.032
LVEDV (ml) 86+28 81+28 86128 0.278
LVESV (ml) 42421 44423 42+21 0.546
LVEF (%) 52112 47114 53112 <0.01
EE’ ratio 12 (9; 15) 13 (10; 17) 12 (9; 15) 0.179
WMSI 1.3 (1;1.7) 1.7 (1.2; 2.1) 1.3(1;1.8) <0.01
GLS (%) -15.1+4.0 -13.1+4.8 -15.3£3.8 <0.001
PCI, percutaneous coronary intervention; CAD, ejection fraction; EE’, mitral inflow peak early velocity

coronary artery disease; MI, myocardial infarction;
HF, heart failure; LAD, left anterior descending artery;
EA, mitral inflow peak early velocity (E)/mitral inflow
peak late velocity (A); DT, deceleration time; LVEDV,
left ventricular end diastolic volume; LVESV, left
ventricular end systolic volume; LVEF, left ventricular

(E)/mitral annular peak early velocity (E'); WMSI, wall
motion score index; GLS, global longitudinal strain.

TIMI 3ypcran yycaaryn 6ynart 3X-bIH yin axunnaraar
3XUX (47£14% vs. 53+12%, p<0.01) 6onoH XX (1.7
vs. 1.3, p<0.01) 33par y3yynantasp Toouoxoa TIMI 3
ypcran yyccaH Gynartan xapbLyynaxag CTaTuCTuK
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ay xonborgonton 6yypcaH 6ame.Llaawmnban 3X-biH
epoHxmn cTpenHTIMI 3 yycaaryn Gynart ctatucTuk
ay xonborgonTon HamaracoH Gavinaa (-13.114.8%
vs. -15.3+3.8%, p<0.001) (XycHarT 1).

Har 6GOnoH OMOH Xy4nMH 3YWNUAH  LyramaH
PErpecCcuimH LUMHXUITSY XUAC3H YP AOYHr XYCHarT
2-1 xapyynaB. OmnOH XYyYMH 3YWANUAH LIyramaH
perpeccuiH  WnHXmMNrasrasp TCOO-un  papaax
TUTMUAH UycHbl ypcranbiH  TIMI  y3yynant  3X-
blH €pPeHXWn CTpelH y3yynantTai Owe paacaH
XamaapanTtan 6aviHa (B=-0.78, 95% CI-1.54 t0-0.02,
p<0.05).TYYHUN3H HIr XyYuH 3YWNUWH LUyramaH
perpeccuiH  WnHXMNraarasp TIMI y3yynant Har

MOHTOJIbIH AHATAAX YXAAH, 2016, 4 (178)

HAPka3p camxpaxag 3X-biH GLS y3yynant 1.61%-
nap camxpax xamaapantan 6anHa(B=-1.61, 95% CI
-2.45 t0 -0.77, p<0.001) (XycHarT 2).

TuUTMUIAH LycHbl ypcran caprantuind TIMI 33parnan
60noH 3X-blH E€PeHXMN CTPENH Y3YYNanT XO0POHA
XUACOH KOPPENAUUNH LUMHXWUAr33raap ceper, cyn
XyyTan xamaapantam 6awHa (r=-0.183, BCa 95%
Cl -0.289 to -0.066, p<0.001). 3XLUX 6yypcaH
OBUYTOHYYAMWr Tycag Hb aHMMImK KOPPEnsLMIAH
LWMHXMNraar gaeTaH xunxag TIMI 3aparnan 6a 3X-
blH EPEeHXMI CTPEVH Y3YYN3NT XO0POHA ceper, AyHA
39prMNMH XY4Tan xamaapan axwurnargcaH (r=-0.286,
BCa 95% Cl -0.412 to -0.124, p<0.001) (3ypar 2).

Table 2. Univariate and multivariate linear regression of GLS

Univariate regression Multivariate regression

Variables B coefficient |95% Cl P value B - 95% CI P value
coefficient

Age (year) 0.04 0.01t0 0.07 <0.05 NS
Male gender 0.25 -0.81t0 1.31 0.645 NS
Diabetes 0.68 -0.17 to 1.54 0.119 NS
Hypertension 0.60 -0.19 to 1.39 0.138 NS
Stable angina -1.16 -3.33 t0 1.00 0.292 NS
Previous CAD 250% 0.86 -0.33 t0 2.05 0.158 NS
Previous MI 1.10 -0.43 t0 2.63 0.158 NS
Previous HF 1.72 -0.61 t0 4.05 0.147 NS
Troponin | level (mcg/L) 0.02 0.01t00.02 <0.001 0.01 0.01100.02 <0.001
LAD culprit vessel 2.00 1.23t02.76 <0.001 2.07 1.39t02.75 |<0.001
Total occlusion 1.68 0.86 to 2.50 <0.001 0.94 0.21t01.67 |<0.05
Multivessel disease 0.78 -0.03 to 1.59 0.058 NS
Coronary TIMI flow -1.61 -2.4510-0.77 <0.001 -0.78 -1.54 t0 -0.02 | <0.05

CAD, coronary artery disease; MI, myocardial infarction; HF, heart failure; LAD, left anterior descending artery;
TIMI, thrombolysis in myocardial infarction.
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Figure 2. Linear regression curve between left ventricular global longitudinal strain and coronary TIMI flow.
GLS, global longitudinal strain.
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Bland-Altman wwuHxunraarasp 3X-biH  GLS-uiH
Y3YYNANTUIAr X3MXKCIH axurnaryuiH gotooq 60noH
axurnary XOOpPOHAbIH  X3MXKWAT ~ CTaTUCTMK  au
xonborgonTon 3epyyryn 60noXbIr TOrTOOCOH. 3X-bIH
GLS y3yynanTuiAr XamXKC3H aurnaryumH goTtooq
XaMxuntuiH 3epyy -0.24 (95% CI -10.5 to 10.1,
p=0.685), axmrnary XoopoHObIH X3MXWUMTUIAH 3epyy
-0.93 (95% CI -10.6 to 8.7, p=0.125) 6annaa.
Xanuamx

OHaxyy cymanraaraap 6ug 3UWL-miH  yen
TCO3xuracaH  eBYTeHyyasa 3X-blH  epeHXui
CTPEenH y3yynant 60MOH TUTMUIH LyCHbI ypcCranbiH
TIMI33parnan xoopoHA LWyyA WyraMaH xamaapanTan
fonoxeir  Tortroonoo.  3X-blH  CUCTOMbIH  YIAN
axunnaraaHg Heneenex 3pcAsan Xy4mH 3ynnc 6onox
OMHex eBunenuiiH 6angan, TPONOHUH |-MIAH TYBLUWH,
OrOH CyAacHbl HapuncanTamn barix, WNra3ac YYCracaH
CyOacHbl HApPUWACMbIH  33PrMIAr  TOOLOX  Y3CIHWM
Japaaraap TUTMUIAH UYyCHbI ypcranbir yHanax TIMI
y3yynant 3X-biH GLS y3yynanTTay CTaTUCTUK ay
xonborgonTton 6ue pgaacaH xamaapanTtaw Gannaa.
TUTMUIAH LycHbI ypcranbiH TIMI 3aparnan 6omnoH 3X-
blH €PEHXMI CTPEINH Y3YYN3NT XOOPOHA LYY, Ceper,
CyNn Xy4Tal Xxamaapan axurnargcaH.

3ULLU-Ta eBYTEHYYA34 LIMIOS3C YYCraC3H CyAchIr
TCO3-33p H33CHMI fapaax TUTMUIAH LYyCHbI ypcran
TIMI 3 33parT Xypd C3prax Hb ©BYTOHWI TaBWNaH
caiH OGanxtan xamaapantanm 0Oanpar2-6 Xagun
Tunm u 3ULL-uH ynmaac TCOD xuiix yeg TIMI 3
ypcran yycaxryi baiix Toxmongon axurnargaar 6a
YYHUWAT “TUTMWUIAH ypcran capraxryi 6anx” xam LnMHX
HapNaaar.20 TUTMWUIH LyCHBI ypcran BYpaH Capraxrym
6anx (TIMI 0-2 39par 6anx) ABANbIF UX3BYN3AH BUYMN
3PranTuiH cygacHbl AnceyHKUMap Tannbapnagar.21
TCO3-vn papaa TUTMUIAH UyCHbl ypcran OypsH
capraxryn 6amx (TIMI 0-2) Hb 3ypXHWUIA OYNMUUHTUIAH
arwMx YyWn axwnnaraaHbl angargang  Xyprogor.
3ypxHUIA BYNUMHIMIAH OOTHO Aaryy wuvpxar He 3LILL-
WAH yea UWEMWUAH eepunenTtes XamruiH epTeMxun
banpar.22 ©MHex cyanaadablH TOrmroocHoop 3X-blH
AOTHO fgaryy OynuMHIUAH LUMPXAryyaadp XUAraax
arlmnx, CyHax YsH XapumxawH Y3yynant TUToMm
cygacHol 6uumn  SpranTuH - AucdyHKUM  BOnoH
TUTMWUIAH LYCHbI ypcran yaaalimpcaH eBYTeHyYAS4
cTtatucTuk a4 xonborgonTtom OyypcaH Gangar
raxa?a.23, 24 3ULU-viH yen TMTaM cyacaHz YYCCaH
Hapwican, 6GernepnuiiH  ynMaac  3nMKapauiH
TOM CydacHbl LYyCHbl ypcran anjargaxaac ragHa
Ouuun  spranTMMH  AUcYHKUM  yycaar. Ynmaap
Ouunn 3pranTuiiH  AMCYHKUM Hb KapAuoMUOLUT
3CUMH 3Hepry, GOAMCBIH CONMUMLOOHBLI angjargang
XYPracHaap arlumx Yyagsapsbir oyypyynaar 6arHa.

BugHuin cyganraanel yp gyH 3LLL-Tai eB4TOHYYA34
TUTMUHLYCHblypcran6a3X-bIH -~ arwunT, CyHanTbIr
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wyya untrax GLS y3yynanT XoOpoHAbIH xamaapribir
TorroocHoopoo TCA3-33p TUTMUIMHLYCHbIypCransIr
OYPIHCIPrasXMNHIMHIN3YNHAYX0oN00ranbIrHamMargy
yikerybariHa.

AyrHanT

3ULLU-Ta eBUTOHYYASO LUMIA33C YYCrAC3H TUTOM
cygacHbl UycHbl ypcranbir TCO3-33p COpraacHumn
Aapaax TUTMUWH UyCHbl ypcran Hb 3X-bIH arlmnnTbiH
YN axwunnaraatan Oue fgaacad, ceper, LyramaH
xaMaapantan 6anHa. Llaawug 3X-biH epeHxui
yayynantuiar 3ULW-nitH yeq TCOO-un gapaa 3X-biH
arwmMnTbIH VAN axunnaraar xaHax y3yynant 60mroH
awwmrnax 6onoMxTon M.
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