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Abstract Objective: To explore the evaluation value of capillary leakage index(CLD) in the early diagnosis
and prognosis evaluation of sepsis complicated with acute respiratory distress syndrome(ARDS). Method: Sixty-
two cases of sepsis patients complicated with ARDS received treatment in our hospital from January 2015 to De-
cember 2017 was included, all the cases were divided into ARDS group(sz =34) and non ARDS group(n =28),
death group(n=29) and survival group(n =233) according to whether ARDS or not and mortality within 28 days.
The basic data of the two groups were compared, physiological and laboratory indicators were detected, and Lo-
gistic regression was used to analyze the risk factors of ARDS and its prognosis in patients with sepsis. Result:
Compared with non ARDS group, ARDS group had higher sepsis grading, blood lactic acid, CRP, APACHE Il
score, CLI, mortality within 28 days, lower level of ALB(P <C0.05). Compared with survival group, the age,
sepsis grading. blood lactic acid, CRP., APACHE [l score, CLI in death group were increased obviously. and
ALB was significantly decreased(P<C0. 05). Multiple Logistic regression analysis showed that the APACHE [|
score, grade of sepsis, CLI were independent risk factors for ARDS in patients with sepsis(P <C0. 05). Multiple
Logistic regression analysis showed that age, APACHE [ score, blood lactic acid and CLI were independent risk
factors for death within 28 days in sepsis patients complicated with ARDS(P <C0.05). Conclusion: CLI can be
used as an early diagnosis of ARDS caused by sepsis, and it can predict the prognosis of sepsis patients complicat-
ed with ARDS.
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Abstract Objective: To investigate the prognostic value of neutrophil percentage-albumin ratio(NPAR) in
patients with acute ST segment elevation myocardial infarction(STEMI). Method: The clinical data, laboratory
examination and prognosis of 476 STEMI patients admitted to the emergency department of West China Hospital
from July 2016 to November 2017 were analyzed retrospectively. According to the triad interval of NPAR at ad-
mission, STEMI patients were divided into group A(n=159), group B(n=159) and group C(n=158). The in-
dependent risk factors of all-cause death in STEMI patients were analyzed by multivariate Cox regression. Result:

Group C had higher in-hospital mortality (13.3% wvs. 3.8% vs. 1.3%, P <{0.01) and long-term mortality
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