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Additional file 2: Fig. S2. Echocardiographic parameters regarding wall thickness and LV mass of
post-Ml hearts. IVS;d (a), IVS;s (b), LVPW;d (c), LVPW;s (d), and LV mass (e) were analyzed on
post-therapy 7d respectively (n = 7 - 10). **P < 0.01. IVS;d interventricular septum in diastole, IVS;s
interventricular septum in systole, LVPW;d left ventricular posterior wall in diastole, LVPW;s

left ventricular posterior wall in systole, LV mass left ventricular mass, ns not significant (TIF 208 kb).
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