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11 39,29 17 60,71
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Summary. The aim of the study was to decision prognostic implications of
baseline cardiac structural, functional changes and lipid profile on progression of
severe heart failure at the late postinfarction period. The end-systolic volume was
an independent predictor of the development of severe heart failure at the increase
of which the risk multiplied on 4%. At the increase of index on 1 ml during 2 years
the risk of the development of complication was multiplied on 9%.

Key words: late postinfarction period, left ventricular postinfarction
aneurism, progression of severe heart failure, predictors, remote prognosis,
treatment.




