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Prognostic value of cardiovascular magnetic resonance
imaging in patients with STEMI after primary
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Summary Nearly half of the patients with primary percutaneous coronary intervention (PCI) may have mi-
crocirculation dysfunction or obstruction, clinically known to as" low-reflow' or" no-reflow",all of which are asso-
ciated with poor clinical outcomes. In recent years, cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) has a unique advan-
tage in assessing the clinical treatment strategies for reducing infarct size and the prevention of adverse left ventric-
ular remodeling after MI. In this article we describes the current clinical applications and controversies of CMR im~
aging in patients undergoing STEMI reperfusion therapy,and discusses its future application prospects.
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