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Abstract: 

Objective: To investigate the differential effects of frailty on biventricular function in 

senile patients and analyse the prognosis of different combinations of clinical status. 

Methods and Results: Patients aged ≥80 years with at least one basic disease causing 

heart failure were included and divided into three groups according to frailty score. 

Basic data, ultrasound data, and follow-up data were collected and analyses of 

differences between groups and survival were performed. The proportion of patients 

with right heart failure in the frailty group was significantly higher than that in the 

others. A total of 33 (15.1%) patients died within a year, 162 (74%) were readmitted 

within 1 year, and 84 (38.4%) were admitted for heart failure within 1 year. The 

frailty group with right heart failure had the highest rate of all cause and heart 

failure-related readmission. Frailty significantly increased the risk of 1-year all-cause 

mortality, all-cause readmission, and heart failure-related readmission. Right heart 
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failure significantly increased the 1-year all-cause readmission and heart 

failure-related readmission rates. After adjusting for the interaction of factors, only 

frailty had a significant effect on the three prognostic events. 

Conclusions: Right heart failure is more likely to be associated with frailty in senile 

patients. One-year all-cause mortality, all-cause readmission, and heart failure-related 

readmission rates were significantly increased in frail patients with right heart failure. 

Frailty was a significant predictor of all-cause death, all-cause readmission, and heart 

failure-related readmission. 
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Introductions: 

 

Heart failure is the terminal form of various cardiovascular diseases. Owing to the 

progress of medical technology, mortality related to heart failure has decreased, while 

the morbidity has increased, which has brought enormous economic pressure on the 

healthcare sector worldwide.[1] Therefore, there is an urgent need to improve 



 4

treatment and management and reduce the hospitalization rate of patients with heart 

failure. 

 

As the most common geriatric syndrome, frailty has been garnering increasing 

attention in present geriatric society. Frailty has gradually been explored in the field 

of heart failure. Studies showed that frailty was six times more common in patients 

with heart failure [4] and was significantly associated with poor prognosis; admission 

and all-cause mortality rates for heart failure increased by 40% and 48%, respectively, 

when associated with frailty.[2] 

 

Therefore, the importance of identifying frailty was self-evident. Back in 2016 the 

European Heart Association recommended frailty screening for patients with heart 

failure.[5] However, the manifestations of frailty were not specific. Although the 

reliability of multiple scales has been hotly discussed, there is still no accepted 

protocol for research or clinical application.[3] 
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However, what aspect of frailty affects heart failure or heart function? These two 

syndromes may share common pathophysiological pathways, such as cellular 

senescence, oxidative stress, abnormal autophagy, and deoxyribonucleic acid 

damage[7]. It has been reported that heart failure with preserved ejection fraction has 

a higher incidence in patients with frailty than heart failure with reduced ejection 

fraction.[6] In terms of whether frailty predominantly affects left or right heart 

function, there remain no available studies. 

Although the current research on the treatment of heart failure is mature, most studies 

focus on left ventricular function, especially left ventricular systolic function.[8] For 

right ventricular dysfunction, both clinical manifestations and treatment plan differ 

from those of left ventricular dysfunction. Therefore, our study focused on the 

different effects of frailty on biventricular function and prognosis to provide a basis 

for future treatment of frailty in patients with heart failure. 

 

Methods: 
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Study Population 

 

From January 2020 to December 2020, 657 patients aged ≥80 years old were admitted 

to the Geriatric Department of Sichuan Provincial People’s Hospital. We included and 

excluded patients according to the following criteria. Inclusion criteria were patients 

with basic disease causing heart failure including hypertension, coronary heart disease, 

diabetes, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, various primary cardiomyopathies, 

and various secondary cardiomyopathies. Exclusion criteria were acute myocardial 

infarction, acute renal tubular nephritis and other acute kidney disease, severe acute 

infection, severe acute organ failure, malignant tumour, and failure to complete data 

collection. Informed written consent was provided by all study participants. All 

patients who gave their consent to participate were included in this study, following 

the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki and local regulations for the protection of 

medical data. The study protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of Sichuan 

Provincial People’s Hospital (ethical approval document No. 382, 2020). 
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Data Collection 

 

The basic information of the population included age; sex; basic disease data 

including medical history and frailty score at admission; blood test data including 

serum creatinine, estimated glomerular filtration rate, and B-type brain natriuretic 

peptide levels; and echocardiography data including left atrial diameter, left 

ventricular end diastolic diameter, left ventricular posterior wall thickness, 

interventricular septal thickness, right ventricular, right atrial diameter, pulmonary 

artery velocity, pulmonary valve pressure gradient, tricuspid regurgitation velocity, 

tricuspid regurgitation pressure gradient, aortic valve velocity, aortic valve pressure 

gradient, early diastolic mitral inflow peak velocity (E peak), late diastolic mitral 

inflow peak velocity (A peak), early diastolic Doppler spectrum of mitral valve (e 

peak), late diastolic Doppler spectrum of mitral valve (a peak), left ventricular 

ejection fraction, left ventricular fractional shortening, and tricuspid annular plane 

systolic excursion. Follow-up data included whether patients died within 1 year of 
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discharge, whether and how often they were readmitted to hospital, and whether they 

were readmitted to hospital because of heart failure. 

 

Basic data and disease data were based on admission records, and diagnosis of disease 

was based on the guideline diagnostic criteria of various disciplines. According to 

clinical work guidelines developed by the International Conference of Frailty and 

Sarcopenia Research, we used the FRAIL scale to assess frailty.[9] The blood test 

data were provided by the Clinical Laboratory of Sichuan Provincial People’s 

Hospital. Echocardiography data were measured and recorded by professional 

echocardiographic personnel in the Ultrasonography Department of Sichuan 

Provincial People’s Hospital, who were trained according to the American Society of 

Echocardiography guidelines.[10] Follow-up data were obtained in monthly 

outpatient visits and telephone interviews performed by trained staff. 

 

Statistical Analysis  
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IBM SPSS 25.0 was used for statistical analysis of the data. Data are expressed as the 

mean with standard deviation (mean±SD) for normally distributed variables, and as 

the median with interquartile range (median [Q25, Q75]) for non-normally distributed 

data. Categorical data are expressed as numbers and percentages. Group differences 

were evaluated using Student’s t-test or Kruskal–Wallis test for continuous variables 

and the chi-squared test or Fisher’s exact test for categorical variables. Event-free 

survival curves were constructed using the Kaplan–Meier survival method and were 

compared using log-rank statistics. The association of baseline frailty and other 

variables with the time to all-cause mortality, all-cause admission, and heart 

failure-related readmission are summarized with hazard ratios and their 95% 

confidence intervals obtained from Cox regression. In all statistical analyses, 

statistical tests were two-sided, and P<0.05 was considered significant. 

 

Results: 
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A total of 226 people aged ≥80 years were enrolled. Because seven patients were lost 

to follow-up, 219 people were included in the final analysis. Using the FRAIL scale 

score, the population was divided into three groups; those with a score of 0 were 

classified in the non-frailty group, those with a score of 1–2 in the pre-frailty group, 

and those with a score ≥3 in the frailty group. The baseline characteristics are shown 

in Table 1.  

Table 1 Baseline demographic and clinical characteristics  

 

Variables 

All 

subjects(n=219) 

Normal 

group(n=39) 

Pre-frailty 

group(n=75) 

Frailty group 

(n=105) 

P value 

Gender(male) 171(78.1%) 36(92.3%) 54(72.0%) 81(77.1%) P=0.043** 

Age y 88(84,91) 86(83,86) 88(85,90) 90(86,92) P<0.000** 

Heart rate(bpm) 76(68,85) 82(71,93) 77(69,84) 75(67,81) P=0.065 

SBP(mmHg) 131(118,148) 133(119,136) 136(122,159) 127(115,145) P=0.024** 

DBP(mmHg) 65(60,76) 73(61,77) 67(64,73) 62(60,73) P=0.005** 

Medical history 
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CAD 96(43.8%) 18(46.2%) 21(28%) 57(54.3%) P=0.002** 

Hypertension 162(74%) 27(69.2%) 54(72%) 81(77.1%) P=0.561 

DM  84(38.4%) 15(38.5%) 21(28%) 48(45.7%) P=0.055 

COPD 90(41.1%) 15(38.5%) 27(36%) 48(45.7%) P=0.398 

Cancer 39(17.8%) 3(7.7%) 15(20%) 21(20%) P=0.190 

Liver disease 33(15.1%) 3(7.7%) 9(12%) 21(20%) P=0.122 

Admitted a year 

ago 

156(71.2%) 21(53.8%) 45(60%) 90(85.7%) P<0.000** 

Blood examination indicators 

e-GFR ml/min 62.3(43.0,77.8) 69.8(65.4,79.6) 72.3(45.3,79.6) 46.5(34.8,71.5) P<0.000** 

BNP pg/ml 104.9(41.1,250.5) 26.2(13.3,36.1) 97.0(70.5,130.1) 203(112,557) P<0.000** 

Follow-up for a year 

Death 33(15.1%) 3(7.7%) 6(8%) 24(22.9%) P<0.000** 

Readmission 163(74%) 18(46.2%) 42(56%) 102(97.1%) P<0.000** 

Readmission 

due to heart failure 

84(38.4%) 3(7.7%) 15(20%) 66(62.9%) P<0.000** 
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Data was represented as mean±SD OR median ((Q25, Q75)). 

**: The difference was statistically significant. 

SBP: Systolic Blood Pressure, DBP: Diastolic Blood Pressure, CAD: Coronary Artery Disease,  DM: Diabetes 

Mellitus, COPD: Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease, e-GFR : Estimated-Glomerular filtration rate was 

estimated using the MDRD (Modification of Diet in Renal Disease) method, BNP: Brain Natriuretic Peptide. 

 

Echocardiographic Data Analysis 

 

There were significant differences in cardiac structure between all groups. Diameters 

in the frailty group were significantly larger than those in the other groups (left atrial 

diameter: 40 [39, 45], P<0.000; left ventricular end diastolic diameter: 46 [43, 50], 

P=0.001; right atrial diameter: 51.0 (45, 60), P=0.000; right ventricular diameter: 21 

[20, 23], P=0.000). The left ventricular posterior wall and interventricular septum 

were also thicker in the frailty group (intraventricular septal thickness: 10 [10, 11], 

P<0.000; left ventricular posterior wall thickness: 10 [9, 11], P=0.002). In terms of 

valve lesions, the frailty group had more valve damage than the normal group (3 [2 ,3], 
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P<0.000); The degree of valve damage in each group gradually increased with 

increasing FRAIL score (P<0.000). In terms of heart function, left ventricular ejection 

fraction in the frailty group was lower than that in the other groups (0.65 [0.62, 0.67], 

P=0.01). Tricuspid annular plane systolic excursion decreased gradually from 

non-frailty to frailty group (P<0.000; Table 2). The proportion of patients with right 

heart failure in the frailty group was significantly higher (16.3% vs. left heart failure 

7%, P=0.031) (See the attached Fig. A). 

Table 2 Characteristics of echocardiography data 

Variables 

All 

subjects(n=219) 

Normal 

group(n=39) 

Pre-frailty 

group(n=75) 

Frailty group 

(n=105) 

P value 

LA(mm) 39(36,41) 36(35,38) 40(34,42) 40(39,45) P<0.000** 

LVD(mm) 45(41,48) 43(40,45) 47(42,49) 46(43,50) P=0.00** 

LVPW(mm) 9(8,10) 10(9,10) 9(9,10) 10(9,11) P=0.002** 

IVS(mm) 10(8,10) 10(8,10) 9(9,10) 10(10,11) P<0.000** 

RV(mm) 20(19,21) 20(19,21) 20(20.21) 21(20,23) P<0.000** 

RA(mm) 45.0(42.0,49.0) 45.0(43,48) 44.0(41,46) 51.0(45,60) P=0.000** 
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PV(m/s) 0.96(0.84,1.07) 1.01(0.83,1.15) 0.95(0.75,1.00) 0.90(0.80,1.00) P=0.024** 

PVG(mmHg) 3.69(2.82,4.58) 4.08(2.73,5.32) 3.61(2.56,4.00) 3.24(2.56,4.00) P=0.024** 

TR(m/s) 2.84(2.59,3.20) 2.50(2.27,2.60) 2.73(2.60,3.10) 3.00(2.60,3.40) P<0.000** 

TRG(mmHg) 32.26(26.83,40.96) 25.00(20.61,27.04) 29.81(27.04,38.44) 37.22(27.57,47.27) P<0.000** 

AV(m/s) 1.36(1.20,1.50) 1.30(1.20,1.50) 1.34(1.20,1.49) 1.40(1.30,1.70) P=0.041 

AVG(mmHg

) 

7.40(5,76,9.00) 6.76(5.76,9.00) 7.18(5.76,8.88) 7.84(6.76,11.56) P=0.041 

E peak(m/s) 0.70(0.60,0.89) 0.71(0.60,0.81) 0.70(0.60,0.81) 0.72(0.60,1.00) P=0.361 

A peak(m/s) 0.90(0.80,1.10) 1.14(0.90,1.20) 0.92(0.87,1.10) 0.90(0.66,1.00) P<0.000** 

E/A ratio 0.68(055,0.89) 0.65(0.53.0.78) 0.69(0.55,0.80) 0.73(055,1.41) P=0.263 

e peak(m/s) 0.07(0.05,0.09) 0.07(0.05,0.07) 0.07(0.05,0.10) 0.06(0.05,0.09) P=0.501 

a peak(m/s) 0.11(0.09,0.14) 0.13(0.12,0.15) 0.10(0.07,0.14) 0.09(0.08,0.12) P<0.000** 

E/e ratio 10.1(7.2,12.6) 10.7(10.0,11.8) 8.9(7.5,13.3) 11.3(8.6,16.0) P=0.025 

LVEF (%) 0.65(0.63,0.70) 0.68(0.65,0.73) 0.66(0.65,0.73) 0.65(0.62,0.67) P=0.01** 

FS (%) 0.36(0.35,0.42) 0.40(0.35,0.43) 0.37(0.35,0.43) 0.35(0.34,0.37) P<0.000** 

TAPSE(mm) 20(18,22) 22(20,27) 20(19,21) 19(17,20) P<0.000** 
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NO. of valve 

damage 

2(2,3) 1(1,3) 2(2,3) 3(2,3) P<0.000** 

Degree of 

valve damage 

1(1,2) 1(1,1) 1(1,1) 1(1,2) P<0.000** 

Data was represented as mean±SD OR median ((Q25, Q75)). 

**: The difference was statistically significant. 

LA: left atrial diameter; LVD: left ventricular end diastolic diameter; LVPW: left ventricular posterior wall 

thickness; IVS: interventricular septal thickness; RV: right ventricular diameter; RA: right atrial diameter; PV: 

pulmonary artery velocity; PVG: pulmonary valve pressure gradient; TR: tricuspid regurgitation velocity; TRG: 

tricuspid regurgitation pressure gradient; AV: aortic valve velocity; AVG: aortic valve pressure gradient; E peak: 

Early diastolic mitral inflow peak velocity; A peak: late diastolic mitral inflow peak velocity; e peak: early 

diastolic Doppler spectrum of mitral valve; a peak: late diastolic Doppler spectrum of mitral valve; LVEF: left 

ventricular ejection fraction; FS: left ventricular fractional shortening; TAPSE: tricuspid annular plane systolic 

excursion. 
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Kaplan–Meier Analysis 

 

Among the 219 senile patients, 33 (15.1%) died, 162 (74%) were readmitted, and 84 

(38.4%) were admitted for heart failure within 1 year. To explore the differences in 

one-year mortality, all-cause readmission rate, and heart failure-related readmission 

rate under different clinical statuses, we divided the population into five groups for 

survival analysis according to whether there was frailty or heart failure: frailty with 

left heart failure, frailty with right heart failure, frailty without heart failure, heart 

failure without frailty, and other (See the attached Fig. B). Kaplan–Meier analysis was 

performed based on the above grouping, and the results are shown in Figure 1. 

Significant differences were observed in the influence of each group on three events. 

Frailty with right heart failure had a significantly greater effect on all three events 

than frailty with left heart failure. We also analysed the influence of frailty, left heart 

failure, and right heart failure on the three follow-up target events, and the results are 

shown in Figure 2. We found that frailty had significant effects on 1-year all-cause 

mortality, all-cause readmission rate, and heart failure-related readmission rate; the 
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risk of each event was significantly higher in the frailty group than in the other groups. 

The rate of the three events in patients with left heart failure showed a nonsignificant 

increase. Right heart failure was related to significantly increased 1-year all-cause 

admissions and heart failure-related admissions, but not 1-year all-cause mortality. 

 

Figure 2: Kaplan-Meier analysis based by frailty and heart failure combination  

A: All caused mortality；B: All caused readmission； C: HF caused readmission ；HF: heart failure 
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Figure 3: Kaplan-Meier analysis based by frailty, left heart failure and right heart 

failure.  

A: All caused mortality by frailty group. B: All caused readmission by frailty group.C: HF caused readmission 

by frailty group. D: All caused mortality by left heart failure group. E: All caused readmission by left heart 

failure group. F: HF caused readmission by left heart failure group. G: All caused mortality by right heart 

failure group. H: All caused readmission by right heart failure group. I: HF caused readmission by right heart 

failure group. HF: heart failure 

 

Cox Regression Analysis 

 

We performed a Cox equal-ratio risk model analysis for frailty, left heart failure, and 

right heart failure and calculated hazard ratio values after adjusting for the three 

factors. Three adjusted models were established, which were as follows: Model 1, 

adjusted for sex, age, systolic blood pressure, diastolic blood pressure, coronary heart 

disease, diabetes mellitus, hospital admittance in the previous year, and estimated 

glomerular filtration rate; Model 2, Model 1 + left atrial diameter, left ventricular end 
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diastolic diameter, left ventricular posterior wall thickness, intraventricular septal 

thickness, right ventricular diameter, right atrial diameter, number of damaged valves, 

and degree of valve damage; and Model 3, Model 2 + left ventricular ejection fraction, 

tricuspid annular plane systolic excursion, and brain natriuretic peptide level. The 

analysis results are listed in Table 3. The effects of frailty on 1-year mortality, 

readmission, and heart failure-related readmission were statistically significant in 

almost all adjusted models. This effect became more significant with an increase in 

adjusting variables. Left heart failure had an overall effect of increasing the risk of the 

three events; however, the results were inconsistent across the different adjusted 

models and not significant without adjustment or after final adjustment (Model 3). 

There was no significant effect of right heart failure on mortality regardless of 

adjustment status. However, in the unadjusted analysis, right heart failure was related 

to increased risk of 1-year readmission and heart failure-related readmission (2.05 

[1.29–3.27], P=0.002 and 2.94 [1.73–4.99], P<0.000, respectively); this significance 

disappeared after adjustment. 
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Table 3 Cox-regression analysis 

 Event 

Before adjusted Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 

HR(95%CI) P HR(95%CI) P HR(95%CI) P HR(95%CI) P 

Frailty 

Mortality 3.18(1.48-6.85) 0.003** 0.90(0.32-2.56) 0.842 51.88(6.46-417.01) 0.000** 190163.28(5.033-71848406061) 0.024** 

Readmission 7.33(5.07-10.61) 0.000** 6.72(4.31-10.46) 0.000** 11.26(6.47-19.60) 0.000** 11.01(6.23-19.46) 0.000** 

HF readmission 9.00(5.09-15.92) 0.000** 8.61(4.30-17.23) 0.000** 13.75(5.81-32.51) 0.000** 12.79(5.24-31.20) 0.000** 

Left HF 

Mortality 1.80(0.55-5.91) 0.331 16.85(2.51-113.34) 0.004** 1462.35(18.59-115065.61) 0.001** 0.000(0.000-22.39) 0.129 

Readmission 1.45(0.74-2.84) 0.284 1.84(0.72-4.70) 0.204 1.95(0.71-5.35) 0.195 0.78(0.18-3.27) 0.730 

HF readmission 1.65(0.72-3.79) 0.239 4.17(1.44-12.10) 0.009** 1.582(0.45-5.54) 0.473 1.17(0.16-8.41) 0.870 
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Right 

HF 

Mortality 0.80(0.25-2.63) 0.716 1.64(0.59-4.56) 0.342 0.68(0.14-3.21) 0.623 0.09(0.001-5.91) 0.256 

Readmission 2.05(1.29-3.27) 0.002** 1.31(0.77-2.20) 0.318 1.27(0.65-2.48) 0.488 0.57(0.22-1.48) 0.249 

HF readmission 2.94(1.73-4.99) 0.000** 2.42(1.33-4.40) 0.004** 1.987(0.91-4.32) 0.084 1.31(0.39-4.39) 0.657 

Data was represented as mean±SD OR median ((Q25, Q75)).  

**: The difference was statistically significant. 

Model 1: Adjusted for gender, age, SBP, DBP, CAD, DM, admitted a year ago, e-GFR; Model 2: Model 1 + LA, LVD, LVPW, IVS, RV, RA, NO. Of valve damage, degree of valve damage; 

Model 3: Model 2+ LVEF, TAPSE, BNP.  

HF: heart failure;  HR: hazard ratio; CI: confidence interval; CAD: Coronary Artery Disease, DM: Diabetes Mellitus, e-GFR: Estimated-Glomerular filtration rate was estimated using the 

MDRD (Modification of Diet in Renal Disease) method;  SBP: Systolic Blood Pressure DBP: Diastolic Blood Pressure. LA: left atrial diameter; LVD: left ventricular end diastolic 
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diameter; LVPW: left ventricular posterior wall thickness; IVS: interventricular septal thickness; RV: right ventricular diameter; RA: right atrial diameter;  LVEF: left ventricular ejection 

fraction; TAPSE: tricuspid annular plane systolic excursion. BNP: Brain Natriuretic Peptide; 
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Discussions 

 

This study was performed in elderly patients to examine the influence of frailty on 

biventricular function and explore the difference in prognosis of patients with 

different clinical statuses. Our main findings were as follows: frailty was more likely 

to be associated with right heart failure than left heart failure; the 1-year all-cause 

mortality, all-cause readmission, and heart failure-related readmission rates of frailty 

patients with right heart failure were significantly increased; and frailty was an 

important predictor of all-cause death, all-cause readmission, and heart failure-related 

readmission. 

 

Discussion of Basic Data 

 

Frailty and cardiac structure disorders 
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The effect of frailty on the structure of the heart has been relatively well studied both 

at the level of the heart and the myocardia. heart failure is accelerated with increasing 

frailty. A multi-omics study demonstrated that changes in atrial structure and function 

significantly correlated with frailty index, and the more obvious the frailty was, the 

greater the changes in atrial structure and function. This change conforms to the 

hypothesis that the extracellular matrix is regulated by matrix metalloproteinases and 

tissue inhibitors of metalloproteinases, which determine atrial fibrosis.[24] A 

Japanese study of elderly people reported that the left atrial diameter in patients with 

frailty increased significantly,[23] which was consistent with this mechanism from a 

macro perspective. An animal study found a positive correlation between heart weight 

and frailty after adjusting for age; at the same time, the researchers also found a 

positive correlation between ventricular myocyte width and frailty, an association that 

did not exist when analysed with respect to age.[25] Our study confirmed that the 

frailty group had larger heart chambers and thicker ventricular walls, consistent with 

previous studies. 
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Frailty is more likely to be associated with right heart failure 

 

Current research data on left and right ventricles suggested that left and right 

ventricular failure often occurred together;[11] however, even without considering 

frailty, left and right ventricular failure was relatively independent. Valentova et al. 

reported that cardiac cachexia was associated with right heart failure and elevated 

central venous pressure, but not with left ventricular structure or function.[12] In our 

study, frailty with right heart failure was more than twice as common as frailty with 

left heart failure, which is consistent with previous studies.[13] The reason for this 

phenomenon may be that the left and right ventricles originate from different 

progenitor cells.[14] Compared with the left ventricle, the right ventricle has a thinner 

wall and poorer resistance to deformation; therefore, it is more prone to deformation 

and systolic or diastolic dysfunction when subjected to volume overload.[15] Of 

course, further research is needed to explore deeper causes and make accurate 

comparisons. 
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Discussion of Follow-up Data 

 

The all-cause mortality rate in our population after 1 year of follow-up was 15.1%. In 

a study of cardiac resynchronization therapy patients with an average age of 79 years, 

the all-cause mortality rate of 151 patients was 10% after 9 months of follow-up;[26] 

thus, the observed all-cause mortality rate was close to expected considering the high 

average age of our study population (88 years). During the 1-year follow-up of our 

study, 74% (162) of patients were readmitted and 38.4% (84) were admitted for heart 

failure. A report published in 2020 based on United States Medicare Big Data noted 

an increase in 30-day and 90-day all-cause readmission rates for patients with heart 

failure from 2010 to 2017, with a 90-day all-cause readmission rate of 34.6% in 2017. 

The mean age of patients in that study was 71.5 years.[16] In the present study, the 

population of the Elderly Cadre Department has the characteristics of adequate 

economic capacity, sufficient family care, high average age, high incidence of clinical 

complications, and high follow-up compliance, which can explain the higher 

readmission rate and heart failure-related readmission rate in our population. 
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Frailty affects mortality, readmission, and heart failure-related readmission rates 

 

In the cardiovascular field, frailty increases the risk of death and readmission because 

of coronary heart disease,[17] cardiac interventional surgery,[18] and other diseases. 

A 2021 study confirmed frailty as an independent predictor of mortality and 

readmission in patients with heart failure with preserved ejection fraction.[30] In our 

study, frailty had a significant effect on 1-year mortality, readmission rates, and 

increased rates of readmission because of to heart failure in senile hospitalized 

patients, consistent with previous findings, regardless of adjusting for the effect of 

heart failure. 

 

Right heart failure affects mortality, readmission, and heart failure-related 

readmission rates 
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The influence of right heart failure on clinical prognosis has been studied. In 2007, 

tricuspid annular plane systolic excursion was reported to be associated with 

increased mortality in patients with heart failure.[19] In a study of decompensated 

heart failure, it was found that low tricuspid annular plane systolic excursion was 

associated with more mortality risk factors, which may have weakened the effect of 

tricuspid annular plane systolic excursion on mortality after weighted analysis.[20] As 

our study targeted elderly patients with heart failure with a large number of 

comorbidities, no significant effect was observed when exploring the influence of 

right heart failure on mortality, which may be due to the high incidence of frailty in 

our population. After the effects of frailty were combined, the impact of right heart 

failure on mortality was weakened. Frailty is an inevitable problem in the elderly, 

especially in the senile. Therefore, this result may somehow reflect the real-world 

situation; however, it still needs confirmation in a large sample study. Our data 

suggest that right heart failure increases the risk of readmission and heart 

failure-related readmission. It has been reported that non-cardiovascular factors 

account for a higher hospitalization rate in patients with heart failure with preserved 



 29

ejection fraction.[21] In addition, the symptoms and signs of patients with right heart 

failure, such as lower limb oedema, gastrointestinal congestion, and loss of appetite, 

are obvious and are easy for patients to notice, which is also an important reason for 

patients to be hospitalized. 

 

Left heart failure affects mortality, readmission, and heart failure-related readmission 

rates 

 

Left heart failure’s impact on mortality, readmission, and heart failure-related 

readmission rates is significant.[25] In 2017, Kubala et al. found that severe left 

ventricular systolic dysfunction increased the risk of death patients with heart 

failure.[26] In our data, there was no significant effect of left heart failure on 

mortality, readmission, or heart failure-related readmission rates. The reasons were 

hypothesized to be as follows: 1) our sample was small, and the sample of patients 

with left heart failure was even smaller; and 2) left heart failure was defined based on 

reduced left ventricular ejection fraction in our study. The reported incidence of this 
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type of heart failure in the elderly is not as high as that of heart failure with preserved 

ejection fraction, which may be due to the shorter overall survival of patients with left 

heart failure.[27] 

 

Combination analysis: frailty + left heart failure, frailty + right heart failure 

 

We found that the ability of frailty to influence all three prognostic events was 

preserved when combined with right heart failure, while this effect was obscured 

when frailty was combined with left heart failure. At present, there are few studies 

that compare left and right ventricular failure, and this comparison is especially rare 

in a frail population. We defined left heart failure as an ejection fraction below 50%, 

i.e., heart failure with reduced ejection fraction. Right heart failure, which is often 

closely related to reduced left ventricular diastolic function, has been shown to be an 

important component of heart failure with preserved ejection fraction.[28] It has been 

reported that the incidence of heart failure with preserved ejection fraction, especially 

in the elderly, is higher than that of other types of heart failure.[29] The average age 
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of our study population was 88 years old, which partly explains why we had fewer 

cases of frailty with left heart failure. Therefore, we conclude that frailty with right 

heart failure was a strong predictor of mortality, readmission, and heart failure-related 

readmission rates, but comparisons with frailty combined with left heart failure 

should be cautious. 

 

Limitations 

The present study had several limitations. First, the study population was small and 

from a single centre, which may affect the strength of our conclusions. Second, in our 

study population, there were only a few subjects in the frailty group with left heart 

failure, although this was somehow related to the characteristics of people with a high 

incidence of left heart failure. We need a larger sample size to expand the scope of the 

study in the future to reinforce our conclusions. In addition, we used only one frailty 

assessment protocol to determine frailty, which may result in a decrease in the 

comparability of our results with previously published literature using other or 

multiple scales. 
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Conclusions: 

We found that frailty was more likely to be associated with right heart failure than left 

heart failure; 1-year all-cause mortality, all-cause readmission, and heart 

failure-related readmission rates were significantly higher in patients with frailty and 

right heart failure; and frailty was a significant predictor of all-cause death, all-cause 

readmission, and heart failure-related readmission. These findings highlight the effect 

of frailty on right heart failure, the importance of frailty with right heart failure in 

clinical practice, and provide new perspectives for further optimization of clinical 

management of senile patients in the future. 
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