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Patients with type 2 diabetes and high CV risks
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Individualized MLCVD score trajectory within 1 year

3P-MACE: a composite of CV death, nonfatal myocardial infarction (M), and nonfatal stroke

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

HHF: hospitalization for heart failure
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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)


