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Several widely used cardiac risk profile tools have been in use to better manage patients at risk for perioperative cardiovascular complications. To date, however, little is known about whether the efforts employed by way of these tools lead to a significant change in intraoperative management or definitive outcome differences. In this issue, Pappas et al pursued an estimation of the direct cost of preoperative cardiovascular risk stratification and attendant testing in a cohort of over 300,000 noncardiac surgical patients. This infographic summarizes their key findings which show the importance of careful assessment of functional status as well as the significant discordance between 2 of the most popular risk stratification tools: RCRI and MICA. The reader is encouraged to explore this article as well as its corresponding editorial for further depth of understanding.

ACC/AHA indicates American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association; MICA, Myocardial Infarction or Cardiac Arrest; RCRI, Revised Cardiac Risk Index.
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In this issue, investigators estimated the direct cost of preoperative cardiac testing per ACC/AHA
guidelines using RCRI vs. MICA risk prediction tools fo a multicenter prospective registry of over
300,000 surgical patients.!?
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Importantly, there was poor concordance between the two risk prediction tools.
Approximately 21.7% of patients would be identified as high risk by either RCRI or MICA, but only

6% of patients would be considered high risk by both tools.

Preoperative testing carries significant economic ramifications and to date, it is unclear whether
it produces a distinct benefit in patient outcome.





