
 

 
Figure 1:  RDW comparison between the studied participants. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2: cTNT comparison between the studied participants. 

 

 

  



 
Figure 3: NT- proBNP comparison between the studied participants. 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 4: Comparison between cases at the time of admission and discharge in RDW. 
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Figure 5: Comparison between cases at the time of admission and discharge in cTNT. 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 6: Comparison between cases at admission and discharge in NT- proBNP 
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Figure 7: Correlation between RDW with cTnT at discharge of AMI cases. 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 8: correlation between RDW with NT-proBNP at discharge of AMI cases. 
 

  



 

 
Figure 9: Correlation between cTnT with NT-proBNP at admission of AMI cases. 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 10: Correlation between cTnT with NT-proBNP at discharge of AMI cases. 

 
 


