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What is new? 78 

 This is the largest multi-center prospective cohort study of SLE-PAH with the longest 79 

follow-up period describing changes in the characteristics, treatment regimen, and 80 

long-term survival of patients with SLE-PAH.  81 

 Our study showed that the 5-year survival rate of patients with SLE-PAH has 82 

increased remarkably from 77·5% to 88·1% during the last decade.  83 

 Our study demonstrated that reaching lupus low-disease-activity state is independently 84 

associated with reduced mortality. Significantly more patients reached low-risk profile 85 

of PAH during follow-up with initiation of intensive immunosuppressive therapy.  86 

 87 

What are the clinical implications? 88 

 Our study emphasised on the importance of achieving dual treatment goals for both 89 

SLE and PAH (dual treat-to-target strategy).  90 

 Earlier detection of PAH in patients with SLE, timely initiation of intensive 91 

immunosuppressive therapy, and upfront combination PAH-targeted therapy benefit 92 

patients in achieving PAH low-risk profile.  93 



Abstract 94 

Background: Prior studies indicated improved survival in systemic sclerosis-associated 95 

pulmonary arterial hypertension (PAH) patients, but trends in systemic lupus 96 

erythematosus-associated PAH (SLE-PAH) survival remained unclear. 97 

Methods: Analysing SLE-PAH patients from the nationwide CSTAR-PAH cohort, we 98 

divided them into two cohorts: A (2011-2016) and B (2016-2021), based on baseline right 99 

heart catheterization dates. We compared clinical characteristics, mortality, and treatment 100 

outcomes between these cohorts and with idiopathic PAH (IPAH) patients. 101 

Results: We enrolled 610 and 104 patients with SLE-PAH and IPAH, respectively. Patients 102 

with SLE-PAH were younger, had a higher proportion of low-risk patients, and had a 103 

significantly higher 10-year survival rate than those with IPAH (66·6% vs. 44·1%, p < 104 

0·001). Cohort B had a longer 6-min walk distance, lower mean pulmonary arterial 105 

pressure and pulmonary vascular resistance, a better-preserved cardiac index, and less right 106 

ventricular dilation than cohort A. More patients in cohort B received intensive 107 

immunosuppressant- and PAH-targeted therapies. The 5-year survival rate was 108 

significantly higher in cohort B (88·1% vs. 77·5%, p = 0·006). Reaching low-risk profile 109 

of PAH (hazard ratio [HR] 0·34, 95% confidence interval [CI] 0·15-0·79, p = 0·012) and 110 

reaching lupus low-disease-activity state (HR 0·33, 95% CI 0·14-0·82, p = 0·016) were 111 

independent predictors of survival. The rate of achieving low-risk profile for PAH was 112 

considerably higher in patients initially treated with intensive immunosuppressive and 113 

dual-PAH-targeted therapies. 114 



Conclusions: Over the last decade in China, the clinical characteristics of patients with 115 

SLE-PAH have evolved and survival has improved. Early PAH detection and dual 116 

treatment-to-target strategies for both PAH and SLE have contributed to this improvement 117 

in survival. 118 

 119 

Keywords: pulmonary arterial hypertension, systemic lupus erythematosus, long-term 120 

survival, lupus low-disease-activity state, dual treat-to-target strategy  121 



Introduction  122 

Pulmonary arterial hypertension (PAH) is a pathophysiological disorder characterised by 123 

progressive pressure elevation in the pulmonary circulation due to pulmonary vascular 124 

disease, eventually leading to right heart failure
1
. Connective tissue disease (CTD) is one 125 

of the major aetiologies of PAH, accounting for 13·1%–25·3% of cases of PAH
2-4

.
 

126 

Meanwhile, PAH is a severe and frequent complication of CTD and remains a leading 127 

cause of mortality in patients with CTD
5
.  128 

Over the last two decades, the development of PAH medications targeting the endothelin-1, 129 

nitric oxide, and prostaglandin I2 pathways and the constant refinement of treatment 130 

strategies have led to improvements in the clinical outcomes of patients with PAH
3, 4, 6

. A 131 

recent study performed at Johns Hopkins Pulmonary Hypertension Center reported that 132 

transplant-free survival markedly improved in patients with systemic sclerosis 133 

(SSc)-associated PAH (SSc-PAH)
 7
.  134 

Unlike in Western populations, systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE)-associated PAH 135 

(SLE-PAH) is the leading cause of CTD-associated PAH (CTD-PAH) in China, accounting 136 

for approximately 50% of the cases
8
. SLE-PAH shows very different outcomes from 137 

SSc-PAH and other types of pulmonary hypertension
9-11

, probably because of the 138 

remarkable inflammatory nature of SLE-PAH. However, whether the evolving diagnostic 139 

and treatment strategies benefit patients with SLE-PAH in a real-world setting remains 140 

unclear.  141 

Therefore, we conducted this multi-center prospective cohort study to explore changes in 142 



the clinical characteristics, initial treatment strategy, treatment goal achievement, and 143 

long-term survival of patients with SLE-PAH over the past decade. We also discuss 144 

possible reasons for the improvement in survival and describe the challenges that remain in 145 

the disease management of SLE-PAH. 146 

 147 

Methods 148 

Study design 149 

The Chinese SLE Treatment and Research Group (CSTAR) PAH cohort is a nationwide 150 

multi-center prospective cohort established in 2006, involving 21 qualified CTD-associated 151 

PAH referral centers (Supplement Table 1) in China
12, 13

. Ethical approval was granted by 152 

by the Institutional Review Board of Peking Union Medical College Hospital (PUMCH) 153 

(JS-2038). All patients in the cohort met the 1997 American College of Rheumatology 154 

classification
14

 or the 2012 Systemic Lupus International Collaborating Clinics 155 

classification
15

 for SLE. PAH was defined as a resting mean pulmonary arterial pressure 156 

(mPAP) of ≥25 mmHg, pulmonary arterial wedge pressure of ≤15 mmHg, and pulmonary 157 

vascular resistance (PVR) of >3 Wood units (WU) obtained by right heart catheterisation 158 

(RHC). Patients with SLE-PAH diagnosed between 1 June 2011, and 31 May 2021, were 159 

enrolled in the study. Patients with idiopathic PAH (IPAH) were consecutively recruited 160 

from Beijing Chaoyang Hospital as the control group during the same period to 161 

simultaneously describe the baseline characteristics and survival of patients with SLE-PAH. 162 

Patients who did not fulfil the hemodynamic definition of pre-capillary pulmonary 163 



hypertension and those associated with conditions such as human immunodeficiency virus 164 

infection, portal hypertension, congenital heart disease, heart failure with reduced ejection 165 

fraction, severe lung disease, or pulmonary embolism were excluded. Severe lung disease 166 

was defined as a total lung capacity <70% of the predicted value or signs of extensive 167 

pulmonary fibrosis on high-resolution chest computed tomography
16

. Eligible patients with 168 

SLE-PAH were divided into cohorts A and B according to the date of RHC diagnosis. 169 

Cohort A was recruited from 1 June 2011, to 31 May 2016, and cohort B underwent RHC 170 

from 1 June 2016, to 31 May 2021.  171 

Data collection  172 

Baseline was defined as the time of RHC diagnosis. The following baseline variables were 173 

selected: age; sex; disease duration from diagnosis of SLE; onset symptoms of PAH; 174 

laboratory results, including serum chemistry panel and N-terminal pro-brain natriuretic 175 

peptide (NT-proBNP) level; World Health Organization function class (WHO-FC); 176 

6-minute walk distance (6-MWD); hemodynamic parameters; transthoracic 177 

echocardiogram (TTE) findings; pulmonary function test (PFT); SLE Disease Activity 178 

Index 2000 (SLEDAI-2K)
 17

; and initial treatment regimens. Patients were also stratified 179 

according to their baseline characteristics using variables selected from the risk assessment 180 

strategy proposed in the 2022 ECS/ERS Guidelines
18

 (the parameters are shown in 181 

Supplement Table 2). The low-, intermediate-, and high-risk groups were assigned scores 182 

of 1, 2, and 3, respectively. The average score was then calculated for each patient and 183 

rounded to the nearest integer. The primary endpoint was the all-cause mortality rate. The 184 

secondary endpoint was reaching low-risk profile of PAH according to the four-stratum 185 



risk assessment model COMPERA 2.0
19

. Moreover, follow-up data were collected at each 186 

clinic visit to determine the achievement of lupus low-disease-activity state (LLDAS)
 20

, 187 

which was determined if (1) SLE-DAI-2K ≤4, with no activity in major organ systems; (2) 188 

no new lupus disease activity compared with the last assessment; (3) physician global 189 

assessment score ≤1; and (4) prednisolone (or equivalent) dose ≤7.5 mg daily with 190 

well-tolerated maintenance doses of immunosuppressants. 191 

Statistical analysis 192 

Mean and standard deviation were used to describe the parametric data. The independent 193 

t-test, analysis of variance (ANOVA), and Kruskal–Wallis H test were used to compare 194 

continuous variables. The chi-squared test or Fisher’s exact test was used to compare 195 

categorical variables. Statistical significance was set at p <0·05. Survival analysis was 196 

performed using the Kaplan–Meier method, and the log-rank test was used to compare 197 

survival rates. Univariate and multivariate Cox regression analyses were used to identify 198 

factors associated with all-cause mortality. Because reaching low-risk profile of PAH and 199 

reaching LLDAS of SLE were time-dependent covariates, we applied time-dependent Cox 200 

regression to avoid immortal time bias. Also, additional survival analyses using propensity 201 

score matching for age, sex, and cardiac index (CI) were performed, and the proportion of 202 

patients reaching a low-risk profile of PAH during follow-up was compared between 203 

matched samples with different treatment regimens. SPSS version 26 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, 204 

USA) was used for all statistical analyses. 205 

 206 



Results 207 

Baseline clinical characteristics of patients with SLE-PAH and IPAH 208 

In total, 610 eligible patients with SLE-PAH were included in this study. Among these, 314 209 

and 296 patients were included in cohorts A and B, respectively (Figure 1). In total, 104 210 

eligible patients with IPAH were recruited for this study. Eighteen patients with SLE-PAH 211 

(3·0%) were lost to follow-up and were excluded from the survival analysis. 212 

Comparisons of the demographic and clinical characteristics between the SLE-PAH and 213 

IPAH groups as well as between SLE-PAH cohorts A and B are shown in Table 1. 214 

Compared with patients with IPAH, patients with SLE-PAH were younger (35·2 ± 9·9 vs. 215 

41·8 ± 16·2 years, p < 0·001) and more predominantly female (98·5% vs. 69·2%, p < 216 

0·001). Pulmonary hypertension in patients with SLE-PAH was less severe than that in 217 

patients with IPAH, with fewer patients presenting with manifestations such as exertional 218 

dyspnoea and syncope, better exercise capacity, lower NT-proBNP level, less right 219 

ventricular dilation or reduced right ventricular function on echocardiography, and a better 220 

overall hemodynamic profile.  221 

The demographic characteristics and SLEDAI were similar between SLE-PAH cohorts A 222 

and B. Patients in cohort B showed better performance in terms of 6-MWD (418·1 ± 132·5 223 

vs. 388·9 ± 134·3 m, p = 0·041), a smaller mean right ventricular diameter (27·1 ± 7·1 vs. 224 

29·9 ± 7·4 mm, p = 0·011), and less pericardial effusion (35·9% vs. 49·6%, p = 0·002) on 225 

TTE as well as improved hemodynamics with a lower mPAP (44·3 ± 11·4 vs. 46·6 ± 11·8 226 

mmHg, p = 0·017), lower PVR (8·9 ± 4·9 vs. 10·8 ± 5·3 WU, p < 0·001), and preserved CI 227 



(3·0 ± 0·9 vs. 2·8 ± 0·9 L/min/m
2
, p = 0·001). More patients in cohort B presented with a 228 

low-risk profile than those in cohort A at baseline; however, the percentage of high-risk 229 

patients was similar between the two cohorts (Table 1 and Supplement Figure 1). 230 

 231 

Initial treatment regimen of patients with SLE-PAH 232 

As shown in Table 2, most patients with SLE-PAH were treated with glucocorticoids 233 

(99·0%) or immunosuppressants (93·6%). Compared to cohort A, more patients in cohort 234 

B were treated with intensive immunosuppressive therapy (IIT) (79·7% vs 67·0%, p < 235 

0·001), defined as one or more immunosuppressants, including cyclophosphamide (CYC), 236 

calcineurin inhibitors (CNIs), and mycophenolate mofetil (MMF). More patients in cohort 237 

B were treated with PAH-targeted therapy (90·9% vs. 67·2%, p < 0·001) and dual 238 

PAH-targeted therapy (41·9% vs. 12·7%, p < 0·001). We then compared the initial 239 

treatment regimen between cohort A and cohort B in different risk groups, and showed the 240 

significant difference in low to intermediate group (Supplement Table 3). There was no 241 

significant difference in the high-risk group between cohort A and B. 242 

 243 

Prognosis of patients with SLE-PAH and patients with IPAH 244 

The average follow-up time of patients with SLE-PAH was 4·6 ± 3·0 years. A total of 110 245 

patients with SLE-PAH (18·0%) died during the follow-up. The 5- and 10-year survival 246 

rates of SLE-PAH were 81·2% and 66·6%, respectively, which were significantly higher 247 

than patient with IPAH (61·7% and 44·1%, respectively, p < 0·001, Figure 2A). Among 248 



patients with SLE-PAH, the overall survival rate was significantly higher in cohort B than 249 

in cohort A (p = 0·006, Figure 2B). The 1-, 3-, and 5-year survival rates were 93·2%, 250 

85·0%, and 77·5%, respectively, in cohort A and 96·2%, 91·4%, and 88·1%, respectively, 251 

in cohort B. When comparing survival between SLE-PAH cohorts A and B stratified into 252 

different risk groups, an improvement in survival was observed in the low- and 253 

intermediate-risk groups (5-year survival rate 81·7% vs. 89·5%, p = 0·023, Figure 2D) but 254 

not in the high-risk group (5-year survival rate 35·4% vs. 69·5%, p = 0·160, Figure 2E). 255 

During follow-up, 304 patients with SLE-PAH (66·1%) reached low-risk PAH profile and 256 

287 (82·0%) patients reached LLDAS. Compared with cohort A, more patients in cohort B 257 

reached low-risk profile of PAH (Figure 2C, p < 0·001). The median time of reaching 258 

LLDAS was significantly shorter in cohort B compared with cohort A (11·5 ± 1·0 vs. 29·7 259 

± 2·4, p < 0·001). 260 

 261 

Prognostic factors for patients with SLE-PAH 262 

Univariate analysis was used to identify prognostic factors for SLE-PAH. Baseline 263 

characteristics, including PAH as an onset symptom of SLE, WHO-FC III–IV, reduced 264 

6-MWD, elevated NT-proBNP concentration, elevated uric acid, elevated total bilirubin, 265 

increased PVR, reduced CI, large right ventricular diameter, presence of pericardial 266 

effusion, and diffusing capacity of the lung for carbon monoxide of <45% of the predicted 267 

value were prognostic factors associated with all-cause mortality (Supplement Table 4).  268 

As shown in Table 3, after adjusting for confounding factors, including age, sex, and CI, 269 



reaching a low-risk profile of PAH was independently associated with a reduced risk of 270 

death (hazard ratio [HR] 0·34, 95% confidence interval [CI] 0·15-0·79, p = 0·012). 271 

LLDAS, a widely accepted treatment goal for SLE, was also favourably associated with 272 

better survival (HR 0·33, 95% CI 0·14-0·82, p = 0·016) in muti-variant time-dependent 273 

Cox regression.  274 

To further explore the prognostic value of initial treatment regimens in patients with 275 

SLE-PAH, we compared the rate of reaching low-risk profile of PAH between propensity 276 

score-matched patients with SLE-PAH who were initially treated with and without IIT, as 277 

well as between patients who received mono PAH-targeted therapy versus dual 278 

PAH-targeted therapy. Notably, patients who were initially treated with IIT (Figure 3A, p < 279 

0·001) and dual PAH-targeted therapy (Figure 3B, p = 0·038) were more likely to reach 280 

low-risk profile of PAH during follow-up. 281 

 282 

Discussion  283 

In this multi-center prospective cohort study of patients with SLE-PAH, we compared 284 

changes in baseline characteristics, initial treatment regimens, and overall survival over the 285 

last decade. We also identified factors associated with prognosis. We found that more 286 

patients were diagnosed at an earlier stage of PAH and were treated with IIT and 287 

PAH-targeted therapies in the last five years. Survival rates for SLE-PAH have extensively 288 

improved over the past decade. Notably, achieving low-risk profile for PAH and LLDAS 289 

for SLE were identified as independent predictors of survival in patients with SLE-PAH. 290 



Patients treated with IIT and dual PAH-targeted therapy were more likely to achieve a low 291 

risk profile for PAH during follow-up. 292 

Previous studies have suggested that patients with SLE-PAH have much better short-term 293 

outcomes than those with IPAH or SSc-PAH. Chung et al.
9
 compared the clinical 294 

characteristics, hemodynamics, and 1-year survival of patients with SLE-PAH (n = 110) 295 

with those of patients with SSc-PAH (n = 399) and IPAH (n = 1196) in the Registry to 296 

Evaluate Early and Long-term Pulmonary Arterial Hypertension Disease Management 297 

(REVEAL registry). They showed that patients with SLE-PAH had better hemodynamics 298 

and 1-year survival (94% vs. 93%) than those with IPAH. In addition, patients with 299 

SLE-PAH had a significantly higher 1-year survival rate than those with SSc-PAH (94% vs. 300 

82%; p = 0·0009). Our results showed that the long-term survival of patients with 301 

SLE-PAH was significantly better than patients with IPAH (5-year survival 81·2% vs. 302 

61·7%, p < 0.001; 10-year survival 66·6% vs. 44·1%, p < 0.001). A Favourable trend in 303 

overall survival has also been observed in patients with SLE-PAH over the last decade, 304 

consistent with IPAH
4
 and SSc-PAH

7
. 305 

Consistent with previous studies that emphasised the importance of goal-oriented treatment 306 

of PAH
12, 21

, we proved that reaching a low-risk profile of PAH, which was recommended 307 

as a treatment goal during follow-up by the 2022 ECS/ERS Guidelines
18

. was a protective 308 

factor for survival in SLE-PAH. Moreover, SLE-PAH is more complicated than other 309 

forms of PAH in terms of the underlying autoimmunity and inflammation at its onset and 310 

progression. Therefore, achieving the treatment goals for SLE should be emphasised. 311 

LLDAS is an attainable treatment target for SLE, based on the principle of an “acceptable” 312 



level of disease activity in patients treated with low-dose glucocorticoids and stable 313 

immunosuppressive treatments. Achieving LLDAS was proven to be associated with a 314 

lower frequency of SLE flares in a previous large cohort study as well as a decreased 315 

probability of organ damage, better quality of life, and reduced mortality
22

.
 
For the first 316 

time, our study demonstrated that achieving LLDAS was markedly associated with 317 

reduced mortality risk in patients with SLE-PAH. A higher proportion of patients in cohort 318 

B achieved a low-risk profile of PAH and reached the LLDAS of SLE during follow-up, 319 

which partially explains the improvement in survival in the last decade. Therefore, a 320 

goal-oriented dual treat-to-target strategy is recommended for the management of 321 

SLE-PAH to achieve better long-term outcomes.  322 

Timely and effective application of PAH-targeted therapy and immunosuppressive therapy 323 

contribute to the achievement of treatment goals. Upfront dual PAH-targeted therapy was 324 

recommended for the initial treatment of PAH based on the improvements in patient 325 

outcomes observed in the AMBITION (A Study of First-Line Ambrisentan and Tadalafil 326 

Combination Therapy in Subjects with Pulmonary Arterial Hypertension) trial
23

. Upfront 327 

dual PAH-targeted therapy was favourably associated with a low-risk state of PAH in our 328 

study. Besides PAH-targeted medication, our study also showed that more patients were 329 

able to achieve the PAH treatment goal when treated with IIT as part of the baseline 330 

treatment. Previous studies have demonstrated the important role of autoimmune processes 331 

in PAH development, especially in the early phase before right heart reconstruction
6
. 332 

Several retrospective studies have examined the use of immunosuppressive agents in 333 

CTD-PAH, suggesting that immunosuppressants are associated with improvements in 334 



exercise capacity, hemodynamics, and long-term survival
6
. Responders to 335 

immunosuppressive therapy were mostly in the early stage of PAH
24

. Our results indicate 336 

that early initiation of IIT may reverse PAH progression and help achieve a low-risk state. 337 

Thus, IIT should be considered to have the same importance as PAH-targeted therapy in 338 

the management of patients with SLE-PAH. Apart from traditional immunosuppressive 339 

drugs, biological agents, including rituximab, belimumab, telitacicept, tocilizumab, and 340 

JAK inhibitors, for which indications are increasing in patients with SLE with different 341 

organ involvement, may also have potential therapeutic benefits for SLE-PAH
6
. A 342 

randomised clinical trial of rituximab demonstrated that patients with SSc-PAH and 343 

elevated cytokine levels showed improvement in both the 6-MWD and PVR at 24 weeks
25, 

344 

26
. Therefore, we believe that it is especially worthwhile to explore the treatment effects in 345 

patients with SLE-PAH, considering that this condition has more prominent inflammation 346 

than SSc-PAH. 347 

Early detection is also essential to achieve treatment goals. In the present study, patients in 348 

cohort B had better clinical and hemodynamic states, indicating that more patients were 349 

diagnosed and treated at an early stage of PAH. Interestingly, a recent multi-center cohort 350 

study conducted in China that recruited patients from cardiovascular centers showed that 351 

the overall survival of patients with CTD-PAH was comparable to that of patients with 352 

IPAH. Although SSc-PAH accounted for a very small proportion (7·1%) of this cohort, the 353 

5-year survival rate was still much worse than that of patients in the present study 354 

(approximately 70% vs. 81·2%)
3
. This may be partly related to the fact that patients 355 

referred to cardiovascular centers primarily had symptomatic PAH. Since PAH develops 356 



occultly in patients with SLE in most cases, clinical factors and serological biomarkers are 357 

studied to identify SLE patients at risk and allow early detection of PAH. Previous studies 358 

have suggested that Raynaud’s phenomenon, serositis, hyperuricaemia, anti-RNP, 359 

anti-SSA/SSB, and antiphospholipid antibodies are risk factors for SLE-PAH
27-29

. Recently, 360 

a risk-stratification model incorporating routine clinical parameters to predict the risk of 361 

PAH in patients with SLE was developed
29

. Genetic studies have shown that 362 

HLA-DQA1*03:02 is a genetic risk of SLE-PAH
30

. Patients with the above risk factors or 363 

those deemed to be high risk by the algorithm were recommended annual TTE screening to 364 

detect signs of pulmonary hypertension. 365 

This study has some limitations. Firstly, the long-term survival of patients with high-risk 366 

group has a tendency of improvement, however, without statistical significance, which 367 

could be partly explain by the limited number of patients in this group. Future study is 368 

needed focusing the high-risk group of patients and studying the prognostic value of dual 369 

treat-to-target strategy. Secondly, for the nature of a real-world study, the prognostic value 370 

of treatment was evaluated by using risk-matching analysis. To further study the treatment 371 

strategy of SLE-PAH, randomized clinical trials are needed. Finally, as disease 372 

characteristics and prognosis of SLE-PAH may vary among different populations, we 373 

called for global cohort study of SLE-PAH to expand the research populations and further 374 

explore the possible racial difference of this disease.  375 

Taken together, this is the largest prognostic study of SLE-PAH, based on the CSTAR-PAH 376 

cohort. Our findings, for the first time, illustrated the progress made in the early detection 377 

and management of patients with SLE-PAH over the last decade, which led to significant 378 



improvements in survival. We emphasised that meeting the treatment goals of both SLE 379 

and PAH were independently associated with reduced mortality, which support the dual 380 

treat-to-target strategy in SLE-PAH. Iinitial use of IIT, together with PAH-targeted 381 

combination therapy contributed to the early achievement of PAH treatment goals, which 382 

are recommended to implement in the real clinical practice of SLE-PAH. 383 
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 507 

Figure 1. Study flow diagram. SLE, systematic lupus erythematosus; PH, pulmonary 508 

hypertension; CSTAR, Chinese SLE Treatment and Research Group; mPAP, mean 509 

pulmonary arterial pressure; PAWP, pulmonary arterial wedge pressure; PVR, pulmonary 510 

vascular resistance; WU, wood units; RHC, right heart catheterization; WSPH, World 511 

Symposium on Pulmonary Hypertension; PAH, pulmonary arterial hypertension. 512 



513 

  514 

Figure 2. Kaplan–Meier survival analysis. (A) Comparison of 10-year survival between 515 

patients with SLE-PAH and patients with IPAH. (B) Comparison of 5-year survival 516 

between cohorts A and B. Comparison of 5-year survival between patients with SLE-PAH 517 

in (C) Comparison of rate of achieving low-risk profile of PAH during follow-up between 518 



cohorts A and B. (D) Comparison of 5-year survival between cohort A and B in low and 519 

intermediate-risk groups and (E) in high-risk group. SLE, systemic lupus erythematosus; 520 

PAH, pulmonary arterial hypertension; IPAH, idiopathic pulmonary arterial hypertension·  521 



522 
  523 

Figure 3. Comparison of rate of achieving low-risk profile of PAH during follow-up 524 

between propensity score-matched groups. (A) Comparison with and without IIT and (B) 525 

with mono- versus dual PAH-targeted therapy. PAH, pulmonary arterial hypertension; IIT, 526 

intensive immunosuppressive therapy.527 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of patients with SLE-PAH and patients with IPAH 

 

SLE-PAH vs. IPAH  Cohort A vs. Cohort B 

SLE-PAH 

(n=610) 

IPAH 

(n=104) 
p-value  

cohort A 

(n=314) 

cohort B 

(n=296) 
p-value 

Age at enrolment (years) 35·2±9·9 41·8±16·2 <0·001  34·8±9·9 35·5±10·0 0·431 

Female 601 (98·5%) 72 (69·2%) <0·001  312 (99·4%) 289 (97·6%) 0·098 

Duration since onset of SLE (years) 4·4±5·5 NA NA  4·3±5·5 4·5±5·5 0·790 

Symptoms        

    Exertional dyspnoea 497 (81·5%) 82 (97·6%) <0·001  263 (83·8%) 234 (79·1%)  0·145 

    Syncope 57 (9·3%) 19 (18·4%) 0·007  25 (8·0%) 32 (10·8%) 0·266 

Functional state        

    WHO FC III-IV 254 (47·1%) 37 (35·9%) 0·040  133 (48·7%) 121 (45·5%) 0·490 

    6-MWD (m) 400·5±134·2 350·5±131·2 0·002  388·9±134·3 418·1±132·5 0·041 

Laboratory findings        
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    NT-proBNP (ng/L) 

1923·2±3059·7 2715·3±2839·2 0·027 

 

1862·8±2640·6 1974·3±3378

·8 

0·711 

    Uric acid (µmol/L) 376·4±143·6 442·7±151·7 <0·001  366·5±127·7 388·7±160·5 0·108 

    Total Bilirubin (µmol/L) 13·4±16·1 19·8±12·5 <0·001  12·7±8·9 14·2±21·3 0·290 

Hemodynamic        

    mPAP (mmHg) 45·5±11·7 56·3±16·9 <0·001  46·6±11·8 44·3±11·4 0·017 

    PAWP (mmHg) 8·4±3·5 9·2±3·4 0·037  7·8±3·6 9·0±3·4 <0·001 

    PVR (WU) 9·8±5·2 15·0±9·3 <0·001  10·8±5·3 8·9±4·9 <0·001 

    RAP (mmHg) 6·5±4·1 8·3±6·4 0·055  6·3±4·2 6·7±3·9 0·306 

    CI (L/min·m
2
) 2·9±0·9 2·2±0·8 <0·001  2·8±0·9 3·0±0·9 0·001 

Echocardiography        

    RV diameter (mm) 29·1±7·4 33·3±6·6 0·078  29·9±7·4 27·7±7·1 0·011 

    TRV (m/s) 4·1±0·7 4·4±0·6 <0·001  4·1±0·6 4·0±0·7 0·013 

    Estimated PASP (mmHg) 75·6±21·0 90·2±21·7 <0·001  77·8±20·6 73·0±21·2 0·008 
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    Pericardial effusion 229 (43·1%) 29 (36·3%) 0·275  139 (49·6%) 90 (35·9%) 0·002 

Pulmonary function test        

FVC, (% predicted) 83·3±14·6 95·1±16·0 <0·001  80·7±13·3 90·9±15·4 <0·001 

    TLC, (% predicted) 89·1±11·9 96·2±12·3 <0·001  88·5±11·0 90·6±14·2 0·292 

    DLCO, (% predicted) 60·4±15·4 63·2±24·3 0·297  61·0±15·7 59·1±14·6 0·453 

SLEDAI (points) 5·9±5·8 NA NA  6·0±5·5 5·8±6·2 0·557 

Risk stratification        

Low risk 262 (43·4%) 14 (13·6%) <0·001  120 (38·8%) 142 (48·3%) 0·021 

Intermediated risk 293 (48·6%) 72 (69·9%) <0·001  163 (52·8%) 130 (44·2%) 0·042 

High risk 48 (8·0%) 17 (16·5%) 0·008  26 (8·4%) 22 (7·5%) 0·764 

* SLE, systemic lupus erythematosus; PAH, pulmonary arterial hypertension; IPAH, idiopathic pulmonary arterial hypertension; BMI, body mass 528 

index; WHO, World Health Organization; FC, function class; 6-MWD, 6-minute walk distance; NT-proBNP, N-terminal prohormone brain 529 

natriuretic peptide; mPAP, mean pulmonary arterial pressure; PAWP, pulmonary arterial wedge pressure; PVR, pulmonary vascular resistance; RAP, 530 

right atrial pressure; CI, cardiac index; RV, right ventricle; TRV, tricuspid regurgitant velocity; PASP, pulmonary arterial systolic pressure; FVC, 531 
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forced vital capacity; TLC, total lung capacity; DLCO, diffusing capacity for carbon monoxide; SLEDAI, SLE Disease Activity Index; NA, not 532 

available.  533 
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Table 2. Initial treatment regimen for patients with SLE-PAH 

 

SLE-PAH 

(n=610) 

cohort A 

(n=314) 

cohort B 

(n=296) 

p-value 

Glucocorticoid 595 (99·0%) 308 (99·7%) 287 (98·3%) 0·113 

    * High dose 192 (31·9%) 103 (33·3%) 89 (30·5%) 0·484 

    Low to medium dose 403 (67·1%) 205 (66·3%) 198 (67·8%) 0·729 

Immunosuppressants 569 (93·6%) 286 (91·7%) 283 (95·6%) 0·067 

    † Intensive immunosuppressive therapy 445 (73·2%) 209 (67·0%) 236 (79·7%) <0·001 

PAH-targeted medication 480 (78·7%) 211 (67·2%) 269 (90·9%) <0·001 

    Dual combination therapy 164 (26·9%) 40 (12·7%) 124 (41·9%) <0·001 

    Triple combination therapy 12 (2·0%) 3 (1·0%) 9 (3·0%) 0·081 

    ERA 309 (50·7%) 115 (36·6%) 194 (65·5%) <0·001 

    PDE5i/ sGC 327 (53·6%) 127 (40·4%) 200 (67·6%) <0·001 
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    PCA 29 (4·8%) 12 (3·8%) 17 (5·7%) 0·342 

* High dose glucocorticoid was defined as prednisone (or equivalent) dose ≥1 mg/kg/d. 534 

†Intensive immunosuppressive therapy was defined as one or more immunosuppressants, including cyclophosphamide, calcineurin 535 

inhibitors, and mycophenolate mofetil. 536 

‡ SLE, systemic lupus erythematosus; PAH, pulmonary arterial hypertension; ERA, endothelin receptor antagonist; PDE5i, 537 

phosphodiesterase-5 inhibitor; sGCS, soluble guanylate cyclase stimulator; PCA, prostacyclin analogue.  538 
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Table 3. Predictors of all-cause mortality in patients with SLE-PAH 539 

 Univariable analysis  Multivariable analysis 

 HR (95%CI) p-value  HR (95%CI) p-value 

*Reaching low-risk profile of PAH 0·22 (0·13-0·37) <0·001  0·34 (0·15-0·79) 0·012 

*Reaching LLDAS of SLE 0·22 (0·10-0·47) <0·001  0·33 (0·14-0·82) 0·016 

Age at enrolment (per year) 1·02 (1·00-1·04) 0·060  1·04 (0·99-1·08) 0·084 

Female 0·54 (0·13-2·18) 0·383  0·11 (0·01-0·91) 0·040 

CI < 2·0 L/min·m
2
 3·74 (2·44-5·73) <0·001  2·08 (0·96-4·54) 0·064 

* Time-dependent covariates 540 

† SLE, systemic lupus erythematosus; PAH, pulmonary arterial hypertension; LLDAS, low lupus disease activity state; 541 

CI, cardiac index 542 


