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Abstract: Objective To identify potential risk factors for adult fulminant myocarditis (FM) and establish a early
risk assessment model based on significant factors. Methods Retrospective analysis of 268 patients with myocardi-
tis admitted to the first affiliated hospital of Fujian Medical University from 2013—2021 and the Fujian Medical Uni-
versity Union Hospital from 2017—2021. Risk factors for FM identified by multivariate logistic regression analysis
were used to create a Nomogram. Receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC)was used to evaluate the differentia—
tion of Nomogram, and decision curve analysis (DCA) was used to evaluate the clinical usefulness.  Results Of the
268 patients with myocarditis, 215 patients were diagnosed with non-fulminant myocarditis (NFM), and 53 with
FM. Stepwise regression analysis showed that age (OR=1. 869,95% CI 1. 119—3. 120, P=0. 017), conduction
block or bradycardia (OR=38, 700,95%CI 4. 191 —357. 343, P=0. 001), hydropericardium (trace; OR=29, 093,
95%CI 0. 393—2 155, 855,P=0, 125; small: OR=12. 449, 95%CI 1. 360—113. 976, P=0. 026; medium: OR=
34, 610, 95%CI 1. 185—1 010. 446, P=0. 040), N-terminal pro-B-type natriuretic peptide (NT-proBNP) (OR=
1. 013, 95%CI 1. 000—1. 025, P=0. 042), cardiac troponin I (¢TnD) (OR=1 170, 95%CI 1. 008 —1. 358, P=
0. 038), blood glucose (OR=1. 439, 95%CI 1. 179 — 1. 757, P<C0. 001), blood calcium (OR=0. 529, 95% CI
0. 421—0. 665, P=0. 017) and left ventricular ejection fraction (LVEF) (OR=0, 484, 95%CI 0. 264—0, 886, P=
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0. 019) were independent influencing factors for FM. The Nomogram model based on the eight influencing factors

had good prediction effect. The area under the

ROC curve (AUC) was 0. 95

(95% CI 0.94 — 0. 98).

Conclusion Age, conduction block or bradycardia, hydropericardium, NT-proBNP, ¢Tnl, blood glucose, blood cal-

cium, and LVEF were independent risk factors for FM, and the Nomogram model constructed on the basis of risk

factors had a high predictive value for FM.
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1 FM NFM
[ 0] 9 [ 0] [ 0] %] [ 0] (mmHg)
NFM 215 139(64.7) 36.05+18. 55 31(14. 0 17¢7.9) 51(23.7) 46(21. 4) 119. 61418. 66
FM 53 29(54.7) 47,57415.17 7(13.2) 13(24.5) 17(32. 1) 14(26.4) 102.19419. 00
Xz/t/Z 1.794 —4.187 0.051 11. 816 1. 567 0.617 6. 066
P 0. 180 <20. 001 0. 821 0.001 0.211 0.432 <20. 001
(mmHg) ( /min) (kg/m?) (X10°/L) (g/L) (X10°/L) (X10°/L) (X10°/L)
NFM 71.22411.97 86.21+18.57 22.13+3.54 9.28+4.99 136.33+21.14 5.58(3.65,8.25) 1.5840. 68 0.5940. 36
FM 66.51+11.55 89. 08425, 38 22.9243.59 11.244+11. 01 135.02+£17.65 6.69(4.87,10.04) 1.2640.68 0.5740.47
XZ/t/Z 2.583 —0.932 —1.451 —1.933 0.417 —2.512 3.069 0. 340
P 0.010 0. 352 0. 148 0. 054 0.677 0.012 0.002 0.734
NT-proBNP ¢Tnl D- ) INR
(X10%/1L) (ng/L) (pg/1) (mg/L) (mmol/L) 2]
NFM 227.03+83.91 1 686.30(185. 60,4 081.00) 0.56(0.06,1.75) 0.42(0.22,0.83) 1.09+0. 31 2.85+2.12 5.60(5. 30,6.00)
FM 202.62+93.76 11 480. 45(5 057. 00,14 300.00) 4.10(1.60,10.00) 2. 26(0. 88,6.01) 1.20+0. 29 4,5443.52 5.65(5.40,7.15)
XZ/I/Z 1. 852 —9. 149 —6.980 —6.990 —2.343 —4.485 —1.870
P 0. 065 <20. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 0. 020 0.001 0.061
C LDL-C HDL-C
(mg/L) (ng/mlL) (pmol/L) (pmol/L) (mmol/L) (mmol/L) (mmol/L) (mmol/L)
NFM  15.15(5.06,46. 34) 0.07(0.05,0.22) 11.60(8. 33,15.97) 4. 10(2. 90,5.65) 3.61(3.09,4.26) 0.97(0.66,1.32) 2.36(1.83,2.97) 0.99(0.83,1.19)
FM 22.59(12.57,56. 98)0. 20€0. 07,0. 62) 12. 95(8. 97,19. 27) 5. 25(3.73,7.35) 3.58(3.01,4.09) 1.11€0.78,1.56) 2.53(1.99,2.89) 0.90(0. 64,1.05)
XZ,/I/Z —2.025 —2.925 —1.711 —2.398 —0.591 —1.844 —0.748 —2.863
P 0.043 0.003 0. 087 0.016 0. 554 0.065 0. 454 0. 004
ALT AST
(mmol/L) (g/L) (U/L) (U/L) (mmol/L) (pumol/L)
NFM 6.33+3.03 38.6945. 31 33.00(20.00,63.50) 43.00(25. 75,88. 00) 5.0643.42 79.63+79.05
FM 11. 60+5. 95 35.57+4.69 126.00(63. 00,332. 00) 208.00(109. 00,398. 00) 9.56+5.97 101. 82460. 63
XZ/I/Z —9.085 3.916 —8.025 —7.804 —7.251 —1.909
P <0. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 0. 057
CK CK-MB
(pmol/L) U/ (U/L u/L (mmol/L)
NFM  336.26+122. 84 219.50(97.50,585. 00) 22.80(14.00,48. 85) 367.00(239.00,631.00) 3.90(3. 65,4.23)
FM 419. 654+183. 92 798.00(319. 00,1 351.00) 75.80(38.00,122.00) 1 010.00(664. 00,1 517. 00) 4.19(3.87,4.59)
Xz/z‘,/Z —3.971 —5. 349 —5. 885 —8.084 —3.025
PP <0. 001 <C0. 001 <0. 001 <0. 001 0. 002
T3 T4
(mmol/L) (mmol/L) (mmol/L) (pmol/L) (pmol/L) (mU/L)
NFM 139. 05(136.70,141. 40) 102. 00(100. 00,104. 77) 2.24+0.15 4.86+2.84 16.05+7.13  1.62(0.85.2.63)
FM 134.40(130.00,137. 80) 98. 00(96.00,102. 90) 2.10+0.15 3.38+1.43 15.854+4.95 0.66(0. 34,1.23)
Xz /t/Z —6.124 —4.406 6. 086 3.677 0.193 —3.892
P <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 0. 847 <20. 001
/ ST-T QRS QTe Swvi Rys LA LVEDD
[ (%] [ O] (s) (s) (mV) (mV) (em) (cm)
NFM 31(14. D 96(44.7) 0.09(0.09,0.10) 0.43(0.41,0.45) 0.72(0.44,1.06) 1.21(0.89,1.60) 3.35(3.01,3.82) 4.69(4.46,5.02)
FM 32(60. 4) 19(36.5) 0.14(0.10,0.17) 0.45(0.43,0.50) 0.21(0.05,0.54) 0.48(0.18,0.66) 3.58(3.30,3.98) 4.88(4.53,5.12)
XZ/t,/Z 49. 945 1. 345 —6.319 —3.224 —5.536 —6.754 —1.883 —1.577
P <0. 001 0. 246 <20. 001 0. 001 <20. 001 <0. 001 0. 060 0.115
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1
LVESD IVST LVEF E/E [ ¢l
(em) (em) %0
NFM  3.05(2.80,3.35) 0.94(0.85.1.03) 61.4710.60  9.87+4.67 183(85. 1) 8(3.7) 2109.8) 3(14)
FM  3.63(3.40,4.18) 1.09(0.93.1.23) 42.60413.93  15.1546.17 22(41.5) 6(11.3) 20(37.7) 509.4)
LIz —5.990 —3.320 10. 862 —6. 888 46. 215
P <0.001 0. 001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
€==D) (Py,P5) . 1 mmHg=0. 133 kPa, FM :NFM
;NT-proBNP ;cTnl I;INR ; LDL-C ; HDL-C
JALT ;AST ;CK ;CK-MB :QTe QT
Svi Vi S iRy Vi R ;LA ;LVEDD ; LVESD ;
IVST ;LVEF E/E’ / .
2.2 logistic . logistic FM
. R / .LVEF, logistic , , .
NT-proBNP,cTnl.D- . . / . NT-proBNP, cTnl,
R . JALT,AST,CK-MB, R . LVEF FM (P<C
FM (P<C0.05), 2, 0. 05, 3,
2 FM logistic (n=268)
B SE Wald OR 95%CI P
(+10 0.330 0. 084 15. 383 1.391 1.179~1. 640 <0.001
1.331 0. 407 10. 687 3.785 1.704~8. 108 0. 001
(+10 mmHg) —0.571 0.106 28.971 0. 565 0. 459~0. 696 <0.001
/ 2.202 0.341 41. 605 9. 045 1.632~17. 66 <0.001
LVEF(+10%) —0.218 0. 057 14.570 0. 804 0. 719~0. 899 <0.001
38. 484 1.000
1.831 0.585 9.784 6.239 1.981~19. 647 0. 002
2.070 0.385 28.837 7.922 3.722~16. 862 <0.001
2.629 0. 764 11.832 13. 864 3.099~62. 016 0.001
NT-proBNP(+100 pg/mL) 0.020 0.003 36.621 1.020 1.013~1.026 <20. 001
¢Tnl(+1 pg/L) 0.196 0.037 27. 449 1.219 1.133~1.311 <0.001
D- (mg/L) 0.196 0. 049 16. 256 1.216 1.106~1.338 <0.001
(%) 0. 057 0.014 15.892 1.059 1.029~1. 089 <0.001
(mmol/L) 0.315 0.052 36. 497 1.370 1.237~1.517 <0.001
(g/L) —0.115 0.031 13.703 0. 900 0.850~0. 953 <0.001
(mmol/L) 0.218 0.042 26.215 1. 243 1. 144~1. 351 <0.001
ALT(+100 U/mL) 0.717 0.144 24.729 2.049 1.544~2.718 <0.001
AST(+100 U/mL) 0.388 0.098 15. 546 1. 474 1.215~1.787 <0.001
CK-MB(+10 U/mL) 0.088 0.021 16. 938 1.092 1.047~1.138 <0.001
(+0.1 mmol/L) —0.649 0.117 30. 683 0.529 0.421~0. 665 <0.001
* (+10 mmHg) —0.618 0.114 29. 629 0.539 0.431~0. 673 <0.001
/ 2.278 0.388 34.478 9. 762 1.563~20. 885 <0.001
LVEF(+10%) —0.248 0. 066 14. 366 0. 780 0. 686~0. 887 <0.001
35.471 1..000
2.497 0. 653 14. 600 12.143 3.374~43.708 0. 002
2.226 0. 440 25. 563 9. 267 3.909~21. 968 <0.001
2. 669 0.874 9.324 14. 430 2. 601~80. 048 0. 002
NT-proBNP(+100 ng/1) 0.022 0. 004 35. 592 1.022 1.014~1.029 <0.001
¢Tnl(+1 pg/L) 0.211 0.041 27.172 1.236 1.141~1.338 <0.001
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2
B SE Wald 5 OR 95%CI P
D- (mg/L) 0. 160 0.052 9.502 1.173 1.060~1. 299 0. 002
%) 0. 045 0.015 9.542 1.046 1.017~1.077 0. 002
(mmol/L) 0. 356 0. 065 30. 087 1.423 1.252~1. 616 <0.001
(g/L) —0.076 0.031 5.842 0.927 0.871~0. 986 0.016
(mmol/L) 0.203 0. 044 20. 986 1.225 1.123~1. 337 <<0. 001
ALT(+100 U/mL) 0.675 0.150 20.111 1.964 1.462~2. 638 <<0. 001
AST(+100 U/mL) 0. 354 0.101 12.434 1.425 1.170~1. 736 <<0. 001
CK-MB(+10 U/mL) 0. 090 0.021 17.674 1.094 1.049~1. 141 <C0.001
(+0. 1 mmol/L) —0.613 0.120 25. 936 0.542 0.428~0. 686 <<0. 001
D * . FM s LVEF s NT-proBNP
¢Tnl I;ALT ;AST ; CK-MB .
3 FM logistic (n=268)
B SE Wald 52 P OR 95%CI
(+10 ) 0.351 0.162 4.705 0. 030 1.421 1.034~1.952
/ 3.275 0. 706 21.522 <<0. 001 26. 445 6.628~105.505
16. 907 0. 001
3.113 1. 200 6.732 0. 009 22. 488 2.141~236. 276
2.761 0. 794 12. 085 0.001 15. 814 3.334~74. 981
3.898 1.194 10. 650 0.001 49. 280 4.743~511. 957
NT-proBNP(+100 ng/L) 0.008 0. 004 4.537 0.033 1.008 1.000~1. 015
¢Tnl(+1 pg/L) 0. 190 0.058 10. 541 0. 001 1.209 1.078~1. 355
(mmol/L) 0. 240 0.061 15. 376 <<0. 001 1.272 1.127~1. 434
(+0. 1 mmol/L) —0.587 0. 200 8. 584 0. 003 0.556 0.375~0. 823
LVEF —0. 246 0. 066 14. 366 0.013 0. 823 0.699~0. 947
:FM s NT-proBNP ;¢Tnl I;LVEF .
2.3 FM 8 , 2A, DCA ,
FM s 1, s
ROC , ROC (area , 2B,
under the curve, AUC) 0. 95(95%CI 0. 94~0. 96), s 4,

:FM

; LVEF
1

FM

; NT-proBNP
(n=268)
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A ROC ;B DCA, 5 +cTnl. NT-proBNP,
/ .LVEF; N / NT-proBNP, ¢Tnl, .LVEF; ROC
(AUC=0. 936) . (AUC=0. 737) , (AUC=0. 954) . FM ;¢ Tnl
I; NT-proBNP ;s LVEF ;s ROC ;s DCA N
2 FM ROC DCA(n=268)
4 3 (n=268)
AIC pic MR HL s NRI(95 % CI) IDIC95 % CI) AUC(95%CD PR
250.904 276.041 0.523 0.737 (0.678~0.812)
145.420 176.680 <C0.001* 0. 802 0.679 (0.512~0.845) 0.461 (0.370~0.552) 0.936 (0.908~0.974) 4.738/<C0.001*
108.998 152,090 <C0.001* 0.915  0.193 (0.073~0.313) 0.100 (0.048~0.152) 0.954 (0.942~0.976) 0.818/0. 413>
. . . . . ; +cTnl, \NT-proBNP, / .LVEF;
. / \ NT-proBNP,cTnl, . \LVEF, cTnl 1; NT-proBNP
;s LVEF s AIC s BIC ;LR test s HL test Hosmer-Lemeshow
s s NRI s 1IDI ;s AUC o
;b ., AIC.BIC , , .
3 , LVEF FM
fo-10] | _ Lurz OO ,
FM (cardiovascular
, . magnetic resonance, CMR)
0 , logistic
5l FM s . Liu
; , . - . LVEF FM
b b b b b 1 N
b o o b
. NT-proBNP c¢Tnl
268 , s
8 FM , [13-14] s
o b ’
B (sl - Kaya [
20 , ,
[7-8] FM
s s o FM
b o b
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