[image: ]
Graphic Abstract

image1.emf



Follow-up period CVD outcome
3P-MACE + HHF



Pr
ed



ic
t C



VD
 ri



sk
（



M
LC



VD
sc



or
e）



Baseline



Baseline
Clinical & 
laboratory 



factors related 
to CVD



Observation Window（1 year period）



1



0



0.5



Individualized MLCVD score trajectory within 1 year



Patients with type 2 diabetes and high CV risks



CV risk prediction Treatment efficacy surveillance 



Responder 
identification for 
SGLT2i



Suggested Algorithm for 
drug adjustment



3P-MACE: a composite of CV death, nonfatal myocardial infarction (MI), and nonfatal stroke
HHF: hospitalization for heart failure



V1



Dynamic changes of interim factors
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A. Holdout dataset (ACCORD, N=1847) B. Holdout dataset (CANVAS, N=776)



C.  CANVAS-R (N=5190) D.  CREDENCE (N=4059)
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A. Holdout dataset (ACCORD, N=1847) B. Holdout dataset (CANVAS, N=776)

C.  CANV AS-R (N=5190) D.  CREDENCE (N=4059)


