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Abstract

Objectives: The effectiveness and safety of STAR in patients with refractory
ventricular tachycardia (VT) to catheter ablation are limited to small series.
We performed a meta-analysis of observational studies to summarize
existing data about efficacy and toxicity following START for VT. Methods:
Eligible studies were identified on Medline, Embase, the Cochrane Library,
and the proceedings of annual meetings through March 2020. We followed
the PRISMA and MOOSE guidelines. An estimative of % VT burden reduction
at 6 months higher than 85% was considered effective. A rate of any grade
3 or higher toxicity lower than 10% and no grade 4 or 5 were considered
safe. Results: Four observational studies with a total of 39 patients treated
were included. The % of VT burden reduction at 6 months was 91% (CI95%
83 - 10%). The consumption of lower than 2 anti-arrhythmia drugs (AAD) at
6 months was 81%. The ejection fraction improved in 12.8%, unchanged
82%, and decreased by 5.2%. The overall survival (0OS) was 92% and 82 %
in 6 and 12 months. The cardiac death and disease-specific survival at 12
months were 12% and 88.5%. Late grade 3 toxicity 5% with no grade 4-5.
Conclusion: STAR produced satisfactory % of VT burden reduction, with a
significant reduction in the consumption of AAD at 6 months, and no severe
toxicity. These findings support the continued work to develop new trials and

to adopt STAR as a treatment option for medical practice.
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Introduction

Stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT) employs the system of 3-dimensional
localization of a target to deliver an extremely high dose of radiation to a
precise site even with the target in movement(1l). The high precision with
the system allows delivering a high dose to a specific target with no
significant damage to the healthy tissue surrounding the target(1).
Therefore, the SBRT has a high capability to be used for ablating tissue
noninvasively, and, recently, the SBRT has been assessed for the treatment

of malignant arrhythmias, mainly, for ventricular tachycardia (VT)(2,3).

VT is a potentially life-threatening arrhythmia due to a reentry circuit within
a ventricular substrate, which may conduct into ventricular fibrillation,
cardiac arrest, and death(4). Coronary artery disease or other non-ischemic
dilated cardiomyopathy (DCM) are the leading causes related to the

development of VT(4).

The treatment of VT involves antiarrhythmic drugs (AAD), and interventional
therapies. The ADD has limited efficacy and several side effects, which limits
its use (5). The catheter ablation with radiofrequency (RF) energy is the
most frequent intervention used int the clinical practice to the cessation of
the VT (6). It heats the tissue in direct contact or around to the tip of a
catheter electrode, provoking tissue necrosis, which may conduct to

disruption of the underlying arrhythmia substrate (4,5).
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The ablation success is multifactorial and depends on the procedure types
and if the underlying substrate is located deeply in the myocardium surface
(7). In recent years, due to inadequate ability to disrupt some of these deep
substrates has motivated the development of alternative ablative modalities

such as SBRT (8).

Stereotactic arrhythmia radioablation (STAR) is a novel noninvasive SBRT
application performed in an outpatient environment with no anesthesia
(2,3,9). STAR is precisely direct to the VT target identified by
electroanatomic mapping combined with several images and delivers high-
dose radiation (usually 25- 30 Gy) to the VT target tissue point causing local
tissue destruction resulting in ischemia (10,11). The initial results of some
case series demonstrate a powerful antiarrhythmic effect to control the VT
storm, allowing the reduction of antiarrhythmic drugs (9,12-16). However, a
small study recently published showed a disappointing outcome with STAR

after twelve months of follow-up for VT cessation (17).

Therefore, we desighed a meta-analysis of case series and prospective
studies available in the medical literature to appraise the efficacy and safety

of STAR for VT, to support the continued research in the field.
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Material and methods

We conducted this systematic review and meta-analysis according to the
Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-analysis
(PRISMA) statement and the Meta-analyses Of Observational Studies in
Epidemiology (MOOSE) guideline(18,19). Two reviewers performed the
research, selected the articles initially by title and abstract, and then read

the full articles.

A systematic search was conducted by two of the investigators in PubMed,
the Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials, and Embase for studies
assessing the treatment outcomes of STAR for patients with VT from any

cause. The search terms are described in supplementary table-1.

Study selection

We included only published studies evaluating the treatment outcomes of
STAR with the SBRT technique for patients with VT. Case series (5 or more
patients), retrospective, or prospective studies reporting their outcome with

six months of follow up or longer were included.

Patients

We included studies of patients with VT from the ischemic, non-ischemic
cardiac disease who were submitted to STAR to the cessation of VT. Studies

including patients =18 years of age, with =3 episodes VT using =1 AAD and
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>1 catheter ablation or with contraindication to catheter ablation, were

included.

Intervention

We evaluated the efficacy and safety of STAR to the cessation of VT using
any radioablation dose. Any type of technique (intensity-modulated
radiotherapy or VMAT) or any type of RT machine (Cyberknife or LINAC) was
allowed. Any kind of cardiac imaging to identify regions of anatomical
scarring such as; single-photon emission CT (SPECT) or contrast-enhanced
cardiac MRI combined or not with electroanatomical mapping information to

build a VT target to radioablate were allowed.

Outcomes

Primary outcomes were % of reduction of VT burden at six months, % of
AAD < 2 at six months, and overall survival (OS) at 6 and 12 months.
Secondary outcomes were the number of implantable cardio-verter
defibrillator (ICD) shocks at 6 and 12 months, cardiac death, and disease
specific survival rate at 12 months. The number of VT episodes pre and
post-procedure was used to calculate the % reduction of VT. The calculation
was performed using the same period before and after the procedure from
data collected by ICD. The rate of patients consuming < 2 the AAD at 6
months was calculated by the proportion of patients taking none or one AAD

at 6 months. The cardiac ejection fraction (EF) was considered improved if
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after the procedure a sustained increased >5% from the baseline. The EF
was unchanged if after the procedure the EF continued in the baseline. The
EF was decreased when a sustained drop of 5% below the baseline was
detected. The toxicity analysis was performed considering grade 3 or higher
toxicity as a severe complication from STAR to cessation VT. Any toxicity
grade 3 or higher related or probable to the STAR was considered as an

event. Any reporting of ICD malfunction was also registered.

Clinical data

The data from the patient, treatment characteristics, and outcomes for all
studies included were retrieved. Two reviewers independently selected data
using a standardized method. The following information was collected:
author, year, study design, number of patients, STAR dose, RT machine
(LINAC vs. Cyberknife), % New York class III/IV, ejection fraction (EF) pre-
procedure, % of patients using > 1 AAD, any toxicity grade 3 or higher,

treatment time, PTV volume, follow-up time and clinical outcomes.

Data synthesis and analysis

The rates of events of each outcome were calculated using the proportion
rate (PR, i.e., %VT burden reduction) of patients who developed the
outcome of interest with the 95% confidence interval, and the 12 statistic
assessed statistical heterogeneity. An I2 value of lower than 25% was

interpreted as a low level of heterogeneity. We used the random-effect
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model due to a relevant variation in studies’ characteristics. The % of VT
burden reduction at 6 months of 70% was considered ineffective for the
STAR in this meta-analysis, whereas a % of VT burden reduction at 6
months of 85% or higher was considered satisfactory. We considered as safe
for the STAR if any toxicity grade 3 or higher was lower than < 10%, and no
grade 4 - 5. Based on a binomial distribution with a one-sided type I error of
0.05, type II error of 0.10 (power of at least 90%), a sample size higher
than 36 patients would be necessary pooling the studies to validate the
efficacy and safety of STAR. A p-value lower than 0.05 was considered
significant in all analyses. The meta-analysis was performed using the Open
Meta-Analyst free open software. The quality of case series was evaluated
by a tool developed by Murad et al. that consist of eight items that can be
categorized into four domains: selection (1 question: 1 point), ascertainment
(two questions: 2 points), causality (four questions: 4 points), and reporting

(1 question: 1 point)(20).

Results

We identified in our searches 236 studies reporting the outcomes of STAR to
VT refractory after catheter ablation. After applying the inclusion criteria, we
selected 3 case series studies and 1 prospective cohort (phase 1/II study),
including 39 patients with VT refractory who were treated with STAR

reporting the outcomes with a median follow-up of 14 months (10 -28
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months)(17,21-23). Supplementary figure 1 describes the search strategy

and the reasons for the exclusion of some studies.

All studies were published from 2017 to 2020. The sample size ranged from
5 to 19, the median age was 66 (63 - 66) years, with a median of pre-
ejection fraction ranging from 23 to 26.5%, and with the majority of
included patients with ischemic cardiac disease 70%(40 -80%), table-1
summarized the clinical characteristics of patients of studies. Two studies
performed STAR with a Cyberknife and two with LINAC, employing the same
dose 25 Gy/1 fraction. Two studies combined electroanatomic mapping with
imaging (CT, MRI, and PET) and CT planning to draw the target, and the
other two used electroanatomical mapping with CT planning. All studies used
an ITV based on the motion of respiratory cycles from 4D CT or breath-
holding CT, table-2 provide technical aspects of studies. All studies used

similar workflows to perform the STAR as described in figure-1.

% VT burden reduction, % AAD and OS at 6 months

Four studies reported the primary endpoint as an outcome. Pooling the % VT
burden reduction resulted in a reduction of 91% (CI95% 83 - 100%) at 6
months, figure-2a, with no heterogeneity. The % consuming < 2 of AAD at 6
months pooling the three studies was 80% (CI95% 50-100), figure -2b. The
OS rate at 6 and 12 months was 92% (CI95% 83-100) and 82% (CI95%

65- 98) respectively, as demonstrated in figure 2c and 2d.
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ICD shock, Cardiac death, and cardiac specific survival

Three studies reported the ICD shock as an outcome. Pooling the absolute
number of ICD shock pre and post STAR at 6 months, a reduction of 90%
was verified (100 vs 10, p=0.001), figure 3a, and comparing ICD shock at
12 months after STAR the pooling data for the reduction was 28% (100 vs
72, p=0.03), figure-3b. The cardiac death rate and cardiac specific survival
at 12 months were 12.5% and 88.5% respectively, as demonstrated in

figure 4a.

Cardiac Ejection fraction after STAR

Four studies reported the ejection fraction before the treatment. Pooling the
data, 12.8%, 82%, and 5.2% had EF improved, EF unchanged and EF
decreased, respectively, as demonstrated in figure 4b. Two patients from
Gianni study were considered as EF decreased. Both patients’ failure from
the radioablation with posterior VT storm reducing the EF, i.e., the worst in

the EF was not directly related to the STAR(17).

Toxicity and ICD functioning

All studies reported the toxicity and ICD status post procedure. No acute
grade 3-5 toxicity was reported in all studies. Late grade 3-5 was reported in
two patients, both with grade 3 toxicity. One patient was considered grade 3
late toxicity due to worst of mitral regurgitation after 17months after

radiosurgery in the Neuwirth et al. study(23). Another patient had a
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pericardial effusion documented as possibly related grade 3 in the Robison et
al. study(21). No grade 4-5 toxicity related to the procedure was reported.
Pooling the data, the rate of grade 3 toxicity was 5%, as shown in figure 4c.

No reporting of ICD malfunctioning was reported after the STAR.

Quality of case series

Using the tool created by Murad et al.(20) and giving 1 point for each
question, all case series achieved 8 points, with an agreement of 100%

between the reviewers, being considered of high-quality reports.

Discussion

Case series are studies with uncontrolled design and recognized risk of
bias(24,25). However, this kind of study has profoundly influenced the
medical literature to continue developing our knowledge(25). Meta-analysis
is a sort of study centered on a research problem that tries to identify,
assess, and synthesize all the research evidence available. However, a lot of
medical areas exhibit an absence of a high level of evidence, such as a
randomized controlled trial(26). Consequently, in clinical scenarios where a
new medical procedure is developed or situations involving rare disease,
case series are the only source of evidence to guide decisions and future
researches(27). Recently, the meta-analysis of case series has been
considered as a valuable tool to handle clinical problems like that(26). The

recent development of using SBRT to treat patients with VT refractory to
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catheter cardio ablation is at this point since the majority of initial evidence
comes from case reports or case series(9,12-17,21-23,28,29). Hence, we
designed a meta-analysis to assess the efficacy and safety of STAR,
including all the case series describing the efficacy and toxicity related to the

procedure.

The present study is the first meta-analysis to include case studies of STAR
for VT in patients refractory to catheter ablation. We excluded the case
reports of our analysis to reduce the risk of publication bias. In total, we
excluded 8 case reports published between 2015 -2020, including a total of
8 patients treated by STAR(9,12-16,28,29). The decision in limiting the
meta-analysis to the case series had a direct impact on the number of
studies collected. So, we decide to estimate a minimal sample size required
to give reliability to the outcomes using data from the literature as limits.
The % VT burden reduction at 6 months, combining the four studies was
91% (CI95% 83%-100%), which was superior to the 85% previously
specified. All studies used VT burden collected by ICD as a primary endpoint;
thus, we decide to utilize it as a primary endpoint to estimate the STAR
efficacy. Three studies adopted the reduction/discontinuation of AAD as a
criterion for effectiveness. Pooling the rate of consuming at 6 months, we
observed 85% of patients consuming < 2 the AAD after STAR. In the study
leading by Neuwirth et al., other endpoints related to time-event were also

assessed, such as time to shock, time to the antiarrhythmic storm, and time
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to anti-tachycardia pacing (23). All these endpoints were considered
significant and favorable for STAR, but, unfortunately, we cannot compare it
with other studies. The definition of success is fundamental to evaluate new
procedures. The VT burden reduction is an important endpoint, and
currently, can be considered as the marker of success, but their relationship
with time can also provide valuable information about the effect durability
from the procedure for in the future to be compared with other ablation
procedures (radiofrequency ablation, cryoablation). Although the inclusion
criteria have some variation among the studies (supplementary table-2), the
patients' characteristics were similar with reduced variability, which
translates to a similar OS rate at 6 months. Of note, Gianni et al. included
patients with reduced expected survival, and the OS at 12 months was
significantly distinct from the other studies. In the same study, the VT
burden reduction at 6 months was favorable; however, after 12 months, the
rate had a drop down to 40%, with two patients dying from cardiac failure,
being considered a disappointing outcome(17). The possible explanations for
this disappointing outcome pass through the inclusion of very high-risk
patients, technical difficulties to target delineation with suboptimal coverage,
and dislocation of ICD to guide the treatment. From our data, the rate of
cardiac death at 12 months from Gianni et al. study was 4 times higher than
others (figure- 3a). Our data agree with the experience of researches from

Emory University using STAR for critically ill cardiac patients(30). We
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excluded the Emory case series of our analysis because of the short follow-
up (<6 months). The study included 10 patients, all of them refractory to
catheter ablation (median 2 previous ablation), taking >=2 AAD, besides
that, 3 patients had left ventricular assist devices and 1 patient with intra-
aortic balloon pump. In their analysis, STAR reduced the total ICD shocks in
68% (2.9 shocks/month pretreatment and 0.9 shocks/month
posttreatment). These data were lower than of our pooling data (90% at 6
months) but are comparable to the Gianni study with 40% at 12 months and
call attention to a better selection of patients who benefit from STAR, and
the need of longer follow-up. All the studies used a similar workflow to
perform the procedure, as summarized in figure-1. The SBRT technique to
cardioablation must consider the respiratory motion, while precisely track

the VT target throughout both the cardiac/respiratory cycle.

The source of ventricular arrhythmia often occurs in areas of myocardial
scar(2,4). In general, during the invasive cardiac ablations, areas of the scar
can be recognized using electroanatomic mapping systems. In these
mappings, the scars are identified as low- voltage areas. In addition to
electroanatomic mapping, several imaging techniques have been used to
identify myocardial scars such as CT, echocardiography, nuclear perfusion
imaging, PET, or contrast-enhanced MRI(21,22). All information provided by
the electroanatomic mapping and images is useful for accurately drawing the

targets in CT planning for SBRT. These technical aspects were similar among
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the studies to perform the STAR, as described in table -2 and figure-1. At
this point, we cannot establish differences among the studies to recommend
the most accurate combination of mapping and imaging to draw the target.
However, further research in this field, combining the target location with
both cardiac and respiratory cycle, could provide additional information to
avoid under dose during the intrafraction period in such regions giving

additional margins to accommodate the PTV adequately.

The late side effects are concerned, mainly due to the high radiation dose
delivered and the high risk of other complications as the cardiac dysfunction
with valve stricture, pericardiac effusion, papillary muscle dysfunction or new
conduction abnormalities in such fragile population. Considering these risks,
we pre-specified a grade 3 acute/late toxicity lower than 10% and no grade
4 -5 for the STAR be considered safe. The outcomes for acute/late toxicity
with 5% of grade 3 and no grade 4-5 toxicity observed in the studies can be
considered safe. Another point of concern is the malfunction of ICD during or
after the STAR. We did not find any report on the STAR leading malfunction

of the ICD, which also confirm the safety of the procedure.

Further studies employing real-time target localization with magnetic
resonance imaging-guided is a promising technology with an enormous

capability to improve the therapeutic index for VT ablation(29).

Conclusion
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Our meta-analysis shows that STAR is effective and safe to treat selected
patients with VT refractory to catheter ablation and AAD. The level of
reduction of VT burden was superior to the prespecified level of 85%, with
no significant differences between Cyberknife and LINAC. The STAR also was
effective in reducing the consumption of AAD and the number of ICD shock.
Although the studies have had a similar criterion of inclusion, the selection of
patients is crucial to guarantee acceptable outcomes, once studies including
patients more fragile or critically ill, the rate of success dropdown. The
workflow employed to perform STAR among the studies was clear and
similar, demonstrating a high homogeneity considering STAR a procedure
with a short life. The main challenge of STAR is the accurate definition and
delineation of the target, and in this systematic review, we were incapable of
detecting differences between studies that combined several images with
electroanatomical mapping or only used electroanatomical mapping.
Nevertheless, given the complex motion of both cardiac and respiratory
cycle, the precise definition of the target is extremely critical that the
radiation oncologist and electrophysiologist use the maximum information
available to guarantee or improve the therapeutic success of the procedure.
Further researches are needed to understand the relationship between the
target, cardiac/respiratory movement, and margin to create the ITV to avoid
an under coverage the substrate. STAR with a dose 25 Gy/1fx was the

standard and resulted in a grade 3 acute / late toxicity low (5%) with no
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grade 4-5, which confirm its safety. It is crucial to highlight that no reporting
of ICD malfunctioning was registered using a machine with 6MV or 10 MV
during or after the procedure. Finally, the findings showed in this meta-
analysis provide a solid base for the continued conduction of prospective

studies employing STAR in this clinical scenario.

Figure and table legends”

Figure-1 Summarized description of the Workflow of patients to perform
STAR: 1-patients selection: inclusion of patients with VT refractory to
catheter ablation and wusing AAD; 2- electroanatomic mapping (3-
dimensional electroanatomical or electrocardiogram (ECG) imaging map); 4-
Anatomic scar imaging (MRI, CT, Nuclear imaging); 5- Creation of a CTV
identifying arrhythmogenic scar substrate using electroanatomical mapping
and anatomical scar imaging; 6- Study of the motion with 4D CT or with CT
breath-holding to create the ITV(LINAC); 7- Imaging fiducial marker for
respiratory tracking (existing ICD lead or insertion of a temporary) for
CyberKnife, and creation of an ITV with respiratory/cardiac motion; 8.
Development of a radiation treatment plan targeting scar 9. Positioning,
simulation with imaging, and aligning of the patient 10. Treatment with 25

Gy/1 fraction on the targeted area from a LINAC or Cyberknife.
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Figure-2 (a) % VT burden reduction at 6 months (b) consuming < 2 of AAD

at 6 months (c¢) OS at 6 months (d) OS at 12 months.

Figure-3 (a) Absolut number of shock event at 6 months after STAR. (b)

Absolut number of shock event at 12 months after STAR

Figure- 4 (a) % VT burden reduction at 6 months (b) consuming <2 of AAD

at 6 months (c) OS at 6 months (d) OS at 12 months.

Table-1 Characteristic of patients included in the studies.

Table-2 Technical aspects of radiotherapy used in the studies for STAR of VT.

Supplementary material
Figure-1 Flowchart of studies included.
Table-1 Search terms employed to find the studies.

Table- 2 Inclusion criteria of studies using STAR for VT.

References

1. Haridass A. Developments in Stereotactic Body Radiotherapy. Cancers
(Basel) [Internet]. 7 de dezembro de 2018 [citado 19 de abril de
2020];10(12). Disponivel em:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6316669/

2. Refaat MM, Zakka P, Youssef B, Zeidan YH, Geara F, Al-Ahmad A.
Noninvasive Cardioablation. Card Electrophysiol Clin. 2019;11(3):481-5.

3. Zei PC, Soltys S. Ablative Radiotherapy as a Noninvasive Alternative to
Catheter Ablation for Cardiac Arrhythmias. Curr Cardiol Rep [Internet].


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763; this version posted May 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

2017 [citado 19 de abril de 2020];19(9). Disponivel em:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5532420/

4. Guandalini GS, Liang J]J, Marchlinski FE. Ventricular Tachycardia
Ablation: Past, Present, and Future Perspectives. JACC Clin
Electrophysiol. dezembro de 2019;5(12):1363-83.

5. Cronin EM, Bogun FM, Maury P, Peichl P, Chen M, Namboodiri N, et al.
2019 HRS/EHRA/APHRS/LAHRS expert consensus statement on catheter
ablation of ventricular arrhythmias. Heart Rhythm. janeiro de
2020;17(1):e2-154.

6. Nguyen DT, Tzou WS, Brunnquell M, Zipse M, Schuller JL, Zheng L, et al.
Clinical and biophysical evaluation of variable bipolar configurations
during radiofrequency ablation for treatment of ventricular arrhythmias.
Heart Rhythm. 2016;13(11):2161-71.

7. Davies DW. Catheter ablation of ventricular tachycardia: are there
limits? Heart. 1° de dezembro de 2000;84(6):585-6.

8. Gianni C, Mohanty S, Trivedi C, Biase LD, Al-Ahmad A, Natale A, et al.
Alternative Approaches for Ablation of Resistant Ventricular Tachycardia.
Cardiac Electrophysiology Clinics. 1° de margo de 2017;9(1):93-8.

9. Loo BW, Soltys SG, Wang L, Lo A, Fahimian BP, Iagaru A, et al.
Stereotactic Ablative Radiotherapy for the Treatment of Refractory
Cardiac Ventricular Arrhythmia. Circ Arrhythm Electrophysiol. junho de
2015;8(3):748-50.

10. Wei C, Qian P, Tedrow UB, Mak R, Zei PC. Non-invasive Stereotactic
Radioablation: A New Option for the Treatment of Ventricular
Arrhythmias. Journal - Non-invasive Stereotactic Radioablation: A New
Option for the Treatment of Ventricular Arrhythmias [Internet]. 25 de
julho de 2019 [citado 22 de abril de 2020]; Disponivel em:
https://www.aerjournal.com/articles/Non-Invasive-Stereotactic-
Radioablation

11. Refaat MM, Ballout JA, Zakka P, Hotait M, Al Feghali KA, Gheida IA, et
al. Swine Atrioventricular Node Ablation Using Stereotactic
Radiosurgery: Methods and In Vivo Feasibility Investigation for
Catheter-Free Ablation of Cardiac Arrhythmias. J Am Heart Assoc. 27 de
outubro de 2017;6(11).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763; this version posted May 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

12. Scholz EP, Seidensaal K, Naumann P, André F, Katus HA, Debus J. Risen
from the dead: Cardiac stereotactic ablative radiotherapy as last rescue
in a patient with refractory ventricular fibrillation storm. HeartRhythm
Case Rep. 21 de margo de 2019;5(6):329-32.

13. Jumeau R, Ozsahin M, Schwitter ], Vallet V, Duclos F, Zeverino M, et al.
Rescue procedure for an electrical storm using robotic non-invasive
cardiac radio-ablation. Radiother Oncol. 2018;128(2):189-91.

14. Krug D, Blanck O, Demming T, Dottermusch M, Koch K, Hirt M, et al.
Stereotactic body radiotherapy for ventricular tachycardia (cardiac
radiosurgery): First-in-patient treatment in Germany. Strahlenther
Onkol. janeiro de 2020;196(1):23-30.

15. Haskova J, Peichl P, Pirk J, Cvek J, Neuwirth R, Kautzner J]. Stereotactic
radiosurgery as a treatment for recurrent ventricular tachycardia
associated with cardiac fibroma. HeartRhythm Case Rep. 24 de outubro
de 2018;5(1):44-7.

16. Marti-Almor J, Jiménez-Lépez 1, Rodriguez de Dios N, Tizén H, Vallés E,
Algara M. Noninvasive ablation of ventricular tachycardia with
stereotactic radiotherapy in a patient with arrhythmogenic right
ventricular cardiomyopathy. Rev Esp Cardiol (Engl Ed). janeiro de
2020;73(1):97-9.

17. Gianni C, Rivera D, Burkhardt 1D, Pollard B, Gardner E, Maguire P, et al.
Stereotactic arrhythmia radioablation for refractory scar-related
ventricular tachycardia. Heart Rhythm [Internet]. 6 de marco de 2020
[citado 19 de abril de 2020]; Disponivel em:
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1547527120301909

18. Stroup DF, Berlin JA, Morton SC, Olkin I, Williamson GD, Rennie D, et al.
Meta-analysis of Observational Studies in Epidemiology: A Proposal for
Reporting. JAMA. 19 de abril de 2000;283(15):2008-12.

19. Moher D. Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses: The PRISMA Statement. Ann Intern Med. 18 de agosto de
2009;151(4):264.

20. Murad MH, Sultan S, Haffar S, Bazerbachi F. Methodological quality and
synthesis of case series and case reports. BM] Evid Based Med. abril de
2018;23(2):60-3.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763; this version posted May 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

21. Robinson CG, Samson PP, Moore KMS, Hugo GD, Knutson N, Mutic S, et
al. Phase I/II Trial of Electrophysiology-Guided Noninvasive Cardiac
Radioablation for Ventricular Tachycardia. Circulation. 15 de
2019;139(3):313-21.

22. Cuculich PS, Schill MR, Kashani R, Mutic S, Lang A, Cooper D, et al.
Noninvasive Cardiac Radiation for Ablation of Ventricular Tachycardia.
New England Journal of Medicine. 14 de dezembro de
2017;377(24):2325-36.

23. Neuwirth R, Cvek J, Knybel L, Jiravsky O, Molenda L, Kodaj M, et al.
Stereotactic radiosurgery for ablation of ventricular tachycardia.
Europace. 1° de julho de 2019;21(7):1088-95.

24. Grimes DA, Schulz KF. Descriptive studies: what they can and cannot
do. Lancet. 12 de janeiro de 2002;359(9301):145-9.

25. Abu-Zidan FM, Abbas AK, Hefny AF. Clinical “case series”: a concept
analysis. Afr Health Sci. dezembro de 2012;12(4):557-62.

26. El Dib R, Nascimento Junior P, Kapoor A. An alternative approach to deal
with the absence of clinical trials: a proportional meta-analysis of case
series studies. Acta Cir Bras. dezembro de 2013;28(12):870-6.

27. Gagnier 1], Kienle G, Altman DG, Moher D, Sox H, Riley D, et al. The
CARE guidelines: consensus-based clinical case reporting guideline
development. Journal of Medical Case Reports. 10 de setembro de
2013;7(1):223.

28. Zeng L-]J, Huang L-H, Tan H, Zhang H-C, Mei ], Shi H-F, et al.
Stereotactic body radiation therapy for refractory ventricular tachycardia
secondary to cardiac lipoma: A case report. Pacing Clin Electrophysiol.
2019;42(9):1276-9.

29. Mayinger M, Kovacs B, Tanadini-Lang S, Ehrbar S, Wilke L, Chamberlain
M, et al. First magnetic resonance imaging-guided cardiac radioablation
of sustained ventricular tachycardia. Radiotherapy and Oncology
[Internet]. 14 de fevereiro de 2020 [citado 22 de abril de 2020];0(0).
Disponivel em: https://www.thegreenjournal.com/article/S0167-
8140(20)30020-7/abstract

30. Lloyd MS, Wight ], Schneider F, Hoskins M, Attia T, Escott C, et al.
Clinical experience of stereotactic body radiation for refractory


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763; this version posted May 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

ventricular tachycardia in advanced heart failure patients. Heart
Rhythm. 1° de margo de 2020;17(3):415-22.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Figure-1

Vetricular tachycardia

e
Ii Y En,
‘|!1_.-3. Ll
-

nf’

10~
- :l i* &4
-*.1* E{

If‘{i “‘1\

Cyberknife

—p

Antiarrythmia drugs Cardioablation

TN P @

Mapping VT target CT and/or MRI radiotherapy planning

v [ ©

- '



https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

(b) % patients using <2 AAD at 6 months

(3) % of VT burden reduction at 6 months

Studies Estimate (95%Cl)
Cuculich 2017 99 (97 - 100)
Neuwirth 2019 88 (79 - 96)
Robinson 2019 94 (89 —99)
Giani 2020 77 (63 - 91)

Studies Estimate (95%Cl)

Cuculich 2017 75 (50-100)
Robinson 2019 88 (73 -100)
Giani 2020 80 (50 - 100)

overall tTZ Cf% p 3001) 91 (83 100) Overall (12=0%, p=0.7) 85 (72-99)

6> 70 0.5

(c) OS at 6 months (d) OS at 12 months
Studies Estim 95%CI _
Cuculich 2017 75 (50 — 100) m Estim 22 /6C :
Neuwirth 2019 95 (83 - 100) Cuculich 2017 75 (40-100) — g .
BRSNS 90 (76 - 100) Neuwirth 2019 95 (83 -100) ——
Giani 2020 91 (70-91) Robinson 2019 73 (54 - 93) —_—
Overall (12=0%, p=0.7) 92 (83-100) Glani 2020 0(40-98) 1
- Overall (12=24%, p=0.1) 82 (65-98) e ——



https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Figure-3

(a)
120

100

dRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763; this version posted May 13, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint

me : : -0rg/L0. -00.09. ; thi ion p y 13,
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license

40

20

0

Cuculich Robinson

mpre -STAR Shock

15
[ .3

100

10

Giani Pooling
data

pos STAR Shock

120

100

80

60

40

20

(b)

100

65

15
= B
Cuculich Robinson Giani Pooling
data

mpre -STAR Shock pos STAR Shock

1


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Figure-4

(a) (b)
= disease specific survival cardiac death mEF improved ®=EFunchanged - EF decreased
1 1 12,5
I ' ' : I . I . 40 .
DATA DATA
(c) .
Late grade 3-5 ®mAny toxicity grade 3-5

o N

5 5
0 0

CUCULICH NEUWIRTH ROBINSON GIANI POOLING
DATA


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.09.20094763
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

