
Prediction of CRT Response Using a Lead Placement Score Derived from 
4DCT  
 
Ashish Manohar, MS1; Gabrielle M. Colvert, PhD2; James Yang, BS2; Zhennong Chen, MS2; 
Maria J. Ledesma-Carbayo, PhD3,4; Mads Brix Kronborg, MD, PhD5; Anders Sommer, MD, PhD6; 
Bjarne L. Nørgaard, MD, PhD5; Jens Cosedis Nielsen, MD, PhD5,7; Elliot R. McVeigh, PhD2,8,9 

 

1 Department of Mechanical and Aerospace Engineering, University of California San Diego, La 
Jolla, California, USA 
2 Department of Bioengineering, University of California San Diego, La Jolla, California, USA 
3 Biomedical Image Technologies Laboratory, ETSI Telecomunicación, Universidad Politécnica 
de Madrid, Madrid, Spain 
4 Biomedical Research Networking Centre in Bioengineering, Biomaterials and Nanomedicine, 
Madrid, Spain 
5 Department of Cardiology, Aarhus University Hospital, Aarhus N, Denmark 
6 Department of Cardiology, Aalborg University Hospital, Aalborg, Denmark 
7 Department of Clinical Medicine, Aarhus University, Aarhus, Denmark 
8 Department of Radiology, University of California San Diego, La Jolla, California, USA 
9 Department of Medicine, Cardiovascular Division, University of California San Diego, La Jolla, 
California, USA 
 

Brief Title: 4DCT-Lead Placement Score Predicts CRT Response  
 
Total Word Count: 7327 
 
Corresponding Author: 
Elliot R. McVeigh 
9500 Gilman Dr 
Mail Code: 0412 
La Jolla, CA 92093 
(858) 822-0553 
emcveigh@ucsd.edu 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted March 24, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.23.22272846doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.23.22272846
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 2 

Abstract 

Background: Cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT) is an effective treatment for patients with 

heart failure; however, 30% of patients do not respond to the treatment. We sought to derive 

patient-specific left-ventricle (LV) maps of lead placement scores (LPS) that highlight target 

pacing lead sites for achieving a higher probability of CRT response. 

Methods: Eighty-two subjects recruited for the ImagingCRT trial were retrospectively analyzed. 

All 82 subjects had two contrast-enhanced full-cardiac cycle 4DCT scans: a baseline and a 6-

month follow-up scan. CRT response was defined as a reduction in CT-derived end-systolic 

volume ³15%. Eight LV features derived from the baseline scans were used to train a support 

vector machine (SVM) via a bagging approach. An LPS map over the LV was created for each 

subject as a linear combination of the SVM feature weights and the subject’s own feature vector. 

Performance for distinguishing responders was performed on the original 82 subjects. 

Results:  Fifty-two (63%) subjects were responders. Subjects with an LPS£Q1 (lower-quartile) had 

a posttest probability of responding of 14% (3/21), while subjects with an LPS³ Q3 (upper-quartile) 

had a posttest probability of responding of 90% (19/21). Subjects with Q1<LPS<Q3 had a posttest 

probability of responding that was essentially unchanged from the pretest probability (75% vs 

63%, p=0.2). An LPS threshold that maximized the geometric mean of true-negative and true-

positive rates identified 26/30 of the non-responders. The AUC of the ROC curve for identifying 

responders with an LPS threshold was 87%. 

Conclusions: An LPS map was defined using 4DCT-derived features of LV mechanics. The LPS 

correlated with CRT response, reclassifying 25% of the subjects into low-probability of response, 

25% into high-probability of response, and 50% unchanged. These encouraging results highlight 
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the potential utility of 4DCT in guiding patient selection for CRT. The present findings need 

verification in larger independent data sets and prospective trials. 

 

Keywords: cardiac CT, CRT response, mechanical activation, heart failure, dyssynchrony 

 

Clinical Perspective (250 words) 

Cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT) is a proven treatment for patients with heart failure and 

dyssynchrony; however, approximately 30% of patients do not respond to the treatment. 

Additionally, the relatively high non-responder rate poses difficulties for the optimal utilization of 

medical resources; thus, more accurate patient stratification for CRT remains an unmet need. 

Despite significant efforts focused on using imaging to guide CRT, the results thus far have been 

ambiguous. Poor reproducibility of echocardiography coupled with the complexity of cardiac 

magnetic resonance have likely contributed to the poor overall adoption of these methods for pre-

CRT assessment. In this work, we describe a metric called the lead placement score (LPS) that 

combines multiple 4DCT-derived features of left-ventricular (LV) mechanics into a single number 

for each possible pacing lead location on the LV; the features included in the LPS map have 

previously been shown to correlate with CRT response. Using a machine learning classifier, a 

model was constructed with these features and then used to derive the LPS map for each individual 

subject. The LPS was found to correlate with the probability of a subject responding to CRT.  

4DCT is widely available and provides high-resolution images of the full cardiac cycle. 

Additionally, recent technological advancements have also dramatically reduced the radiation dose 

from 4DCT scans. The advantages of 4DCT coupled with the promising results reported in this 

study, highlight the potential utility of 4DCT in the planning of CRT. 
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Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms 

CRT = cardiac resynchronization therapy 

NYHA = New York Heart Association 

LVEF = left ventricular ejection fraction 

LV = left ventricle 

CMR = cardiac magnetic resonance 

RV = right ventricle 

MACE = major adverse cardiac events 

LPS = lead placement score 

LBBB = left bundle branch block 

LVOT = left ventricular outflow tract 

EDV = end diastolic volume 

ESV = end systolic volume 

CURE = circumferential uniformity ratio estimate 

SVD = singular value decomposition 

CURE-SVD = circumferential uniformity ratio estimate using singular value decomposition 

LVSI = left ventricular sphericity index 

RSCT = regional shortening 

PRSCT = peak regional shortening 

TPRSCT = time to peak regional shortening 

MSRSCT = maximum stretch of regional shortening 

TOS = time to onset of shortening 

SVM = support vector machine 

IQR = interquartile range 

ROC = receiver operating characteristic 

AUC = area under curve 

CI = confidence interval 
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1. Introduction 

Multiple trials have proven that cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT) can provide significant 

benefit for patients with intraventricular dyssynchrony and heart failure [1]. Current guidelines for 

CRT patient selection include New York Heart Association (NYHA) functional classes II-IV, 

echocardiography-derived left ventricular ejection fractions (LVEF) £ 35%, and QRS durations 

>120 ms [2]. Despite its proven benefit, approximately 30% of patients selected for CRT do not 

respond to the treatment [3]. This non-responder rate continues to pose considerable challenges 

for the optimal utilization of medical resources [4]; thus, necessitating accurate patient 

stratification. 

 

Significant effort has been focused on reducing the non-responder rate through the use of imaging, 

for the most part with echocardiography [5]. Two-dimensional radial strain from speckle-tracking 

echocardiography has been previously used to identify optimal left ventricle (LV) lead placement 

sites [6]. Additionally, a number of studies have explored the role of tissue doppler imaging in 

patient selection for CRT [7]. However, poor reproducibility of echocardiography measurements 

due to inter- and intra-observer variability coupled with inter-vendor differences have led to 

disappointing results and  hindered its routine clinical use [8]. 

 

Similarly, cardiac magnetic resonance (CMR) imaging has also been used to guide CRT [9]. Cine 

MRI [10], tagged MRI [11], and cine DENSE [12] have shown great promise in mapping regional 

strain and mechanical activation times of the LV myocardium. Also, late gadolinium enhancement 

imaging is effective at identifying regions of scar tissue that need to be avoided for lead placement 

[13]. However, 28% of patients in consideration for CRT already have existing right ventricular 
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(RV) pacing systems in place [2], making CMR not widely available to this cohort. Additionally, 

tagged MRI and cine DENSE images are not simple to acquire and analyze, requiring skilled 

technicians and image analysis personnel. No imaging modality is currently recommended for 

CRT planning and management. 

 

Recent studies have explored the use of 4DCT to guide CRT. Truong et al. used dual-source CT 

to derive LV dyssynchrony indices that predicted 2-year major adverse cardiac events (MACE). 

They also reported that leads placed on sites with maximal wall thickness correlated with less 

MACE [14]. Rinaldi and colleagues utilized 4DCT-derived assessment of LV dyssynchrony and 

myocardial scar to target LV lead placement. They showed that patients with leads implanted in 

segments targeted from CT had higher clinical response rates [15] and superior acute 

hemodynamic responses [16] than those with leads implanted in the non-target segments. Fyenbo 

et al. used CT to identify regions of myocardial scar and to compute scar burden. They found that 

high scar burden and proximity of scar to the LV pacing site were correlated with 

echocardiographic non-response [17]. 

 

We hoped to improve on the insights from these previous studies by using additional features of 

LV mechanics that have previously been shown to correlate with CRT response[1] in a larger 

number of subjects. Thus, the purpose of this study was to use a combination of 4DCT-derived 

regional and global features of LV mechanics to define patient-specific maps of lead placement 

scores (LPS) that are correlated with CRT response. 
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2. Methods 

2.1 Subject Population and CT Imaging 

Subjects recruited for the ImagingCRT [18] randomized controlled trial were retrospectively used 

for this study. The trial enrolled a total of 182 subjects; however, only 147 subjects had contrast 

enhanced 4DCT scans both before and after CRT implantation. The complete study protocol for 

the trial is described in detail by Sommer et al. [18], [19]. Briefly, all 147 subjects were > 40 years, 

belonged to NYHA functional classes II-IV, had echocardiography derived LVEF £ 35%, and had 

QRS widths ³ 120 ms with a left bundle branch block (LBBB) or > 180 ms with an RV pacing 

configuration, respectively. The trial was conducted at the Department of Cardiology, Aarhus 

University Hospital, Skejby, Denmark and was approved by the Central Denmark regional 

committee on health research ethics as well as the Danish Data Protection Agency. All trial 

participants gave informed written consent, and the trial was registered on Clinicaltrials.gov 

(NCT01323686). 

 

The prescribed cardiac 4DCT imaging protocol has previously been described in detail [18]. Each 

subject had two contrast-enhanced full cardiac cycle and full LV volume retrospective ECG-gated 

4DCT scans: the first scan was on the day prior to CRT implantation and the second scan was 6-

months after implantation; we refer to these scans hereafter as the baseline and the follow-up scans, 

respectively. All scans were acquired using a dual-source CT scanner (Somatom Definition Flash, 

Siemens Healthcare, Erlangen, Germany) with a multi-slice z-axis detector of 38.4 mm, a gantry 

rotation time of 280 ms, pitch factors in the range of [0.17, 0.3], x-ray tube voltages of 80-120 

kVp, and adaptive tube currents with a reference of 370 mAs. In these retrospective scans, an ECG 

controlled tube current modulation was applied with reduction of the current to 20% and reference 
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mA applied only between 60-70% of the R-R interval. Images were reconstructed every 5% of the 

R-R interval, from 0% to 95%, using an iterative reconstruction algorithm (SAFIRE I26f-4, 

Siemens Healthcare, Erlangen, Germany). The reconstructed images had in-plane pixel spacings 

in the range of [0.6, 1] mm and slice thicknesses of 0.7 mm. 

 

Subjects were excluded from this study if either their baseline or follow-up scans had one or more 

of the following imaging artifacts, preventing precise measurements of LV mechanics: 

1. Severe helical step artifact 

2. Insufficient LV chamber-myocardium contrast for blood volume segmentation 

3. Severe metal artifacts from the pacemaker/defibrillator leads preventing segmentation of 

the LV blood volume 

 

2.2 Image Segmentation and Mesh Extraction 

The LV blood pool was segmented from the reconstructed CT images in a manner similar to that 

described by Colvert et al. [20] and Manohar et al. [21]. Briefly, the blood pool was segmented in 

ITK-SNAP v3.8.0 [22] software using the active contour region growing module. Two planes 

delineating the mitral valve and the left ventricular outflow tract (LVOT) were defined as 

previously described [20]. The process was repeated for all 20 time frames in each of the baseline 

and the follow-up 4DCT datasets of each subject. Additionally, the positions of the right and the 

left lead tips were marked in the end diastolic image of the follow-up scans; these positions were 

used to project the corresponding right and left pacing sites onto the LV endocardial model, 

respectively. Figure 1 illustrates the segmentation process. 
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Meshes defining the endocardium were extracted using the isosurface MATLAB routine 

(MathWorks Inc., Natick, MA; v9.8 – R2020a). Vertices and faces belonging to the defined mitral 

valve and LVOT planes were removed, leaving a 2D surface delineating only the LV endocardium. 

The meshes were extracted at an isotropic resolution of 2 mm in x, y, and z directions for 

calculating local LV function, which was consistent with previously published analyses [20], [21], 

[23]. 

 

2.3 Global and Regional Features of LV Mechanics 

Eight global and regional features of LV mechanics were derived from the baseline 4DCT scans 

for each subject. The global LV features used were: 

1. End diastolic volume (EDV) 

2. End systolic volume (ESV) 

3. Circumferential uniformity ratio estimate using singular value decomposition (CURE-

SVD), 

4. LV sphericity index (LVSI) 

and the regional LV features used were: 

1. Peak regional shortening (PRSCT) 

2. Time to peak regional shortening (TPRSCT) 

3. Maximum pre-stretch of regional shortening (MSRSCT) 

4. Time to onset of shortening (TOS) 

The choice of these 8 features was driven by previous CRT studies using CMR and CT imaging 

[1], [10]. Detailed information on the computation of the above 8 features can be found in the 

Supplemental Material. Figure S1 describes the estimation of the 4 regional LV features. 
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2.4 Spatial Sampling of the LV Endocardium 

The LV endocardium for each subject was divided into 90 spatial segments: 18 circumferential 

segments (one every 20°) for each slice, and 5 slices defined from apex to base along the long axis 

of the LV [20]. This 90 segment model yields a higher spatial sampling than the traditional AHA 

17 segment model, permitting wall function analysis that captures the high resolution features of 

mechanical function that are obvious in the 4DCT data. The location of the right and the left lead 

tips were mapped onto the LV endocardial segments closest to the lead locations. 

 

2.5 Definition of CRT Response 

Subjects were considered responders if their CT-derived ESV decreased by ³ 15% 6-months post 

CRT implantation [8]. The ESV of the subjects were computed from the 4DCT exams as described 

in the Supplemental Material and the change in ESV 6-months post implantation was calculated 

between the baseline and the follow-up 4DCT scans. 

 

2.6 Lead Placement Score 

The LPS is a scalar parameter that is obtained by combining several features derived from the 

baseline 4DCT scan of a subject under consideration for CRT. Our goal was to derive an LPS that 

is correlated with CRT response. An individual LPS can be calculated for each of the 90 segments 

of the LV endocardium, yielding a high-resolution patient-specific LPS map that highlights 

possible target pacing lead sites for achieving a higher probability of CRT response. Since all 

subjects in this study had follow-up 4DCT scans, the locations of the right and the left lead tips 

were precisely known; thus, to match the response observed in these subjects, the LPS value in our 
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analysis was obtained from the right and left lead tip locations projected onto the baseline 4DCT 

scans. 

 

The LPS values were computed using a model obtained by training a support vector machine 

(SVM) [24]. The following features derived from the baseline scans of the subjects were used in 

model training: the global LV features of 1) EDV, 2) ESV, 3) CURE-SVD, and 4) LVSI, and the 

regional LV features of 5) PRSCT, 6) TPRSCT, 7) MSRSCT, and 8) TOS. For each of the regional 

LV features, the values at the two spatial segments in the baseline scans that corresponded to the 

right and the left lead tip locations in the follow-up scans were used to calculate a single LPS value 

for each subject. For example, TOS-right and TOS-left represented the TOS of the LV segments 

that spatially corresponded to the segments of the right and the left lead tips in the follow-up scans. 

Thus, a total of 12 features were used to train the SVM model (4 global + 4x2 regional). Detailed 

information on the SVM training and the LPS calculation can be found in the Supplemental 

Material. 

 

3. Results 

3.1 Study Population 

Out of the 147 subjects that had 4DCT scans acquired at both baseline and at 6-months follow-up, 

82 subjects had images that were of sufficient quality to be usable for this study. Scans of subjects 

were excluded because of either helical step artifacts (37 subjects, 25%), insufficient LV blood 

pool-myocardium contrast (19 subjects, 13%), or severe metallic lead artifacts (9 subjects, 6%). 

Figure 2 shows a flow diagram of the subject selection process used in this study. The mean 
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radiation dose across the 82 subjects was 4.4 ± 2.6 mSv (median: 4.1 mSv; IQR: 2 mSv). The 

baseline characteristics are provided in Table 1. 

 

The CT-derived and the echocardiography-derived LVEFs at baseline were statistically different 

(37 ± 9% vs 25 ± 6%, p < 0.001) and poorly correlated (r = 0.46, p < 0.001). 

 

3.2 Lead Placement Score and Response Prediction 

Out of the 82 subjects, 52 (63%) had an ESV decrease of ³ 15% at 6-months follow-up and were 

considered responders. The average weights of the 12 features that were used in training the SVM 

model are shown in Table 2. 

 

 Figure 3 shows the relationship between the LPS and the relative change in ESV between the 

baseline and the follow-up scans. An LPS threshold of -0.2 maximized the geometric mean (g-

mean) value for response prediction; among the subjects above this threshold, the non-responder 

rate was 9% (4/(4+41)), down from the original non-responder rate of 37% (30/82), and the 

sensitivity and the specificity at this threshold were 79% and 87%, respectively. 

 

Figures 4A shows the histogram of the LPS values for all 82 subjects. The LPS of the true non-

responders are shown in red while those of the true responders are shown in blue. Figure 4B shows 

the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve of the prediction model. The area under the curve 

(AUC) was 87% (95% confidence interval: 77 – 94%). 
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There is a very practical way to stratify the subjects using the LPS. We can break the subjects into 

3 groups with respect to their posttest probabilities: lower probability of response, unchanged 

probability, and higher probability of response. Without considering the 4DCT data, the pretest 

probability of responding to CRT using the ³15% reduction in ESV definition was 52/82 (63%). 

For the same response definition, by incorporating the 4DCT data, subjects with an LPS in the 

lowest quartile (LPS £ Q1 = -1) had a posttest probability of responding of 14% (3/21). Similarly, 

subjects with an LPS in the highest quartile (LPS ³ Q3 = 1.3) had a posttest probability of 

responding of 90% (19/21), and for those subjects with an LPS within the interquartile range (IQR; 

Q1 < LPS < Q3), the posttest probability remained essentially unchanged from the pretest 

probability (75% vs 63%; p = 0.2). 

 

The above analysis was performed on subjects that had already undergone CRT; hence, the precise 

locations of the left and the right lead tips were known. For our analysis of predicting response in 

these subjects, we used features of LV mechanics that were estimated from the baseline 4DCT 

scans at the two endocardial segments corresponding to the pacing lead tip locations. However, in 

general, the analysis pipeline developed can be applied to generate high resolution LV maps of 

LPS, aiding in the selection of target lead placement sites for achieving a higher probability of 

response. Fixing the location of the right lead, LPS maps were generated for the LV free wall 

(anterior wall to inferior wall). 

 

Figure 5 shows four example subjects that highlight the significance of the LPS in identifying 

target lead placement sites: (a) a responder (%DESV = -43) with uniformly high LPS values across 

the entire LV free wall and the left lead placed in this region of high LPS, (b) a responder (%DESV 
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= -68) with a localized region of high LPS values on the basal inferolateral wall and the left lead 

placed in this region of high LPS, (c) a non-responder (%DESV = -13) with globally low LPS 

values and thus the left lead placed in a region of low LPS, and (d) a non-responder (%DESV = 

+14) with a localized region of high LPS values on the basal inferolateral wall, but the left lead 

not placed in this region of high LPS. For each subject, polar maps of the 4 regional features of 

LV mechanics (TOS, PRSCT, TPRSCT, and MSRSCT) that were used in the derivation of the LPS 

are shown. Additionally, the location of the right and the left lead tips are shown by the blue and 

red highlighted segments, respectively. Also shown are polar maps of the LPS as well as 3D 

renderings of the LV lateral wall with the LPS values mapped onto the endocardial surface. 

 

4. Discussion 

The primary objective of this study was to use known quantitative features of LV mechanics 

derived from baseline 4DCT scans as features in a lead placement score that correlated with CRT 

response. The main findings reported demonstrate the potential utility of 4DCT in guiding patient 

selection for CRT; in at least 42 of the 82 subjects used in the study, the LPS could have a 

significant impact on the decision to proceed with CRT.  The study also highlights the patient-

specific variation in the distribution of LPS values across the LV; some subjects had large areas 

with high LPS values, providing multiple LV lead placement target sites for achieving a higher 

probability of CRT response. Other subjects had small areas with high LPS values; knowing this 

information may be beneficial in designing CRT delivery that is most effective. Lastly, some 

subjects had uniformly low LPS values across the LV; CRT may not be the optimal treatment for 

these subjects, especially since CRT is not without risk. Thus, the patient-specific LPS maps could 

aid in the optimal planning and management of patients under consideration for CRT. 
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4DCT scans of 147 subjects recruited for the ImagingCRT trial were retrospectively analyzed in 

this study. While the temporal resolution of the CT images was high because of the “dual-source” 

technology of the particular CT scanner used to acquire the 4DCT images, due to the limited z-

axis coverage, imaging the entire superior-inferior extent of the heart was performed in helical 

mode. Unfortunately, 37 of the 147 subjects (25%) had severe step artifacts due to beat-to-beat 

irregularities, rendering the images not usable for dyssynchrony analysis. Despite the excellent 

temporal resolution of the dual-source scanner (66 ms per frame), wider detector scanners (256 or 

320 detector-rows) with full heart coverage from a single table position may be better suited for 

this application, especially with the recent innovations in motion estimation and motion 

compensation technology [25], [26]. 

 

Despite 30 years of clinical development, no single definition of CRT response has been 

universally accepted [4]; however, ³15% reduction in LV ESV is the most commonly used [2], 

[8] and can be measured with great precision using 4DCT. Previous studies using CT to guide 

CRT have used echocardiography derived LV ESV to determine response [16], [27]; however, the 

reproducibility of the echocardiography measures is low causing uncertainty in the results. The 

image-based response definition used in this study was derived from the LV blood volume 

segmentations of the baseline and the follow-up 4DCT images, which are highly reproducible [28] 

and are free from any assumptions about LV geometry or manual contouring.  For these reasons, 

we are confident in the precision of the 4DCT derived measurement of change in ESV as 

mechanical response. Additionally, the mean baseline CT-derived LVEF was higher than the 

echocardiography-derived LVEF due to the simple “blood pool voxel” counting used to compute 

LVEF from CT; this bias was expected. 
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To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study that combined multiple features derived from 

a baseline 4DCT scan into a single scalar value (the “lead placement score”) that is correlated with 

CRT response. In addition, this paper differs from previous work using 4DCT to guide CRT in 

that we computed traditional dyssynchrony parameters (CURE, TOS) that have previously 

demonstrated a correlation with CRT response. The 4DCT scans contain an abundance of 

information; using a limited number of features derived from the scans for training, an SVM model 

was able to stratify subjects into LV mechanics responders and non-responders with high accuracy. 

An SVM was chosen as the desired classifier because: 1) it is less susceptible to overfitting [29] 

and 2) it has no local minima because it is defined by a convex optimization problem. Due to the 

limited number of subjects in this study, coupled with the class imbalance between the responders 

and the non-responders, it was not feasible to have an independent testing dataset. Thus, we 

implemented a bagging (bootstrap aggregation)[30] approach to overcome this limitation; bagging 

is an established method that improves stability and helps with overfitting [31]. 

 

The LPS was defined using a model that comprised 8 global and regional features of LV 

mechanics. TOS-left (time to onset of shortening at the left lead location) was the most prominent 

feature of the model, with its feature weight nearly three times that of the second most prominent 

feature. EDV, ESV, and LVSI are features that describe the size and shape of the LV. While a 

reduction in ESV is itself used as an established definition of CRT response, previous studies have 

investigated the relationship between CRT response and EDV and LVSI [32], [33]. Dyssynchrony 

features such as CURE [34], TOS [12], and TPRSCT [35] have all been shown to correlate with 

CRT response; the results from this study are consistent with these previously published results. 

Peak shortening (PRSCT) and maximum pre-stretch (MSRSCT) are features that capture the 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted March 24, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.23.22272846doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.23.22272846
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 17 

function and viability of an LV myocardial region. Low values of PRSCT are useful in identifying 

regions of scar/ischemic tissue, much like late gadolinium enhancement and reduced wall 

thickening; pacing at these sites is to be avoided as they are correlated with CRT non-response [1]. 

To the best of our knowledge, the influence of maximum pre-stretch (MSRSCT) on CRT response 

has not been previously reported; the results reported in this study reveal it to be a relatively 

important feature of the model used to stratify subjects for CRT. A large pre-stretch at either the 

location of the right or left lead likely detects a region of poor myocardial health which confers 

the observed reduction in probability of response. 

 

The analysis pipeline adopted in this study was fully automated except for the selection of the 

mitral valve plane and the boundary plane between the LV chamber and the aortic outflow tract, 

which were performed manually using an algorithm derived from selected morphological features.  

The inter- and intra-user variability of this segmentation process has been previously shown to be 

very low, making RSCT a highly reproducible metric for estimating regional endocardial function 

[20]. Additionally, with the advancements made in the field of deep learning cardiac image 

segmentation [36], [37], the entire segmentation component of the analysis pipeline will likely be 

fully automated in the near future. 

 

The role of imaging in guiding CRT has been uncertain. A potential reason for this is the high 

variability of measurements obtained from echocardiography [8]. Modern 4DCT imaging systems 

can acquire high resolution images of the entire heart across the full cardiac cycle very rapidly, 

and in the case of wide detector systems, within a single heartbeat. Therefore, these systems do 

not suffer from step artifacts; thus, enabling artifact-free imaging of patients with arrhythmias. 
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Another benefit of 4DCT is its ability to image patients with implanted metallic medical devices; 

nearly 28% of patients in consideration for CRT have existing RV pacing systems in place [2]. 

Additionally, using the dynamic mA feature of the scanner, the subjects used in this study had low 

CT-based radiation doses (median: 4.1 mSv; IQR: 2 mSv), which is comparable to the dose 

received from natural sources of radiation annually [38]. The dose from CT is continuously being 

reduced as CT technology advances; from the 2007 and the 2017 dose surveys, the dose from 

coronary CT angiography was reduced by 78% (885 mGy*cm vs 195 mGy*cm, p < 0.001) [39]. 

The limits of achievable dose reduction are further being pushed by technological advancements 

such as iterative reconstruction, photon-counting detectors, and the use of deep learning [40]. 

 

4.1 Limitations 

This study uses 4DCT scans of 82 subjects acquired at both baseline and at 6-months follow-up 

after CRT implantation. This is a unique dataset of 4DCT scans where a highly precise direct 

comparison of LV mechanical states can be made pre- and post-CRT. While the models derived 

in this study show great promise for using 4DCT in guiding patient selection for CRT, analysis of 

independent data and prospective trials will be required to ensure generalizability. CRT is now an 

accepted therapy for dyssynchronous heart failure; therefore, larger datasets are available for 

testing our existing model. 

 

All 4DCT images used in this study were acquired and reconstructed with the same CT imaging 

system (Somatom Definition Flash, Siemens Healthcare, Erlangen, Germany); this was 

tremendously advantageous in facilitating a direct comparison of LPS values derived from 4DCT 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted March 24, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.23.22272846doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.23.22272846
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 19 

scans of similar image characteristics. Future studies will need to explore the effect of vendor 

specific differences and total radiation dose on the computed LPS values.  

 

5. Conclusions 

A lead placement score map was developed using features of LV mechanics that were derived 

from 4DCT images acquired in 82 subjects prior to CRT implantation. The LPS value at the lead 

locations correlated with subject response to CRT; it effectively stratified 1/4 of the subjects into 

low probability (14%) of response and 1/4 into high probability (90%) of response, and the 

remaining 1/2 had a probability of response that was unchanged from the pretest probability (75% 

vs 63%, p = 0.2). Additionally, an LPS threshold that maximized the geometric mean of true 

negative and true positive rates categorized subjects as responders and non-responders with high 

sensitivity (79%) and specificity (87%), with an area under the ROC curve of 87% (95% CI: 77 - 

94%). These encouraging results highlight the potential utility of 4DCT in planning CRT. 
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Tables 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics of the 82 subjects 
N 82 
Female, n (%) 17 (21) 
Age, y 70.7 ± 9.1 
Body mass index, kg/m2 26.5 ± 4.2 

Medical history, n (%) 

Hypertension 20 (24) 
Diabetes mellitus 18 (22) 
Ischemic cardiomyopathy 42 (51) 
Myocardial infarction 28 (34) 
Coronary artery bypass graft 19 (23) 

NYHA class, n (%) 
II 41 (50) 
III 39 (48) 
IV 2 (2) 

Atrial fibrillation, n (%) Paroxysmal 12 (15) 
Permanent 9 (11) 

Medicine, n (%) 

β-blockers 75 (91) 
ACE inhibitor or angiotensin 
receptor blocker 78 (95) 

Loop diuretics 51 (62) 
Spironolactone 40 (49) 

6-minute walk test, m 393 ± 124 
QRS width, ms 170 ± 24 
Left bundle branch block, n (%) 77 (94) 
Chronic right ventricular pacing, 
n (%) 16 (20) 

Estimated glomerular filtration 
rate, mL/min per 1.73m2 66 ± 16 

CT EDV, mL 273 ± 93 
ESV, mL 178 ± 81 
EF, % 37 ± 9 

Echocardiography EDV, mL 257 ± 85 
ESV, mL 195 ± 71 
EF, % 25 ± 6 

NYHA: New York Heart Association; ACE: angiotensin-converting enzyme; EDV: end diastolic 
volume; ESV: end systolic volume; EF: ejection fraction. 
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Table 2. Feature weights of the SVM model with the responder criterion set at % DESV £ -
15%. 

Feature name Feature weight for % DESV £ -15% 

1. EDV 0.15 

2. ESV -0.47 

3. CURE-SVD -0.33 

4. LVSI 0.22 

5. PRSCT-right 0.45 

6. PRSCT-left -0.41 

7. TPRSCT-right 0.66 

8. TPRSCT-left -0.30 

9. MSRSCT-right -0.57 

10. MSRSCT-left -0.57 

11. TOS-right -0.02 

12. TOS-left 1.73 

EDV: end diastolic volume; ESV: end systolic volume; CURE-SVD: circumferential uniformity 
ratio estimate using singular value decomposition; LVSI: left ventricular sphericity index; TOS: 
time to onset of shortening; PRSCT: peak regional shortening; TPRSCT: time to peak regional 
shortening; MSRSCT: maximum pre-stretch of regional shortening. 
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Figures 

 

 
Fig. 1. LV blood-volume segmentation. (A) Axial contrast-enhanced cardiac CT image. (B) LV 
blood-volume segmentation overlaid in red. (C) 3D rendering of the LV blood-volume 
segmentation with the locations of the right (cyan) and the left (magenta) lead tips. The anterior 
wall is in view with the septum on the left and the lateral wall on the right. LV: left ventricle. 
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Fig. 2. Flow diagram of the subject selection process. 
 
  

Enrolled in ImagingCRT (n = 182)

Excluded (n = 65)
• Helical step artifacts (n = 37)
• Insufficient LV-myocardium contrast (n = 19)
• Severe metallic lead artifacts (n = 9)

Usable subjects (n = 82)

No 4DCT scans either at baseline or at 6-months 
follow-up (n = 35)

Subjects with 4DCT scans (n = 147)
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Fig. 3. Relationship between change in ESV at 6-months follow-up and lead placement score 
(LPS). Distribution of LPS values for the lead locations in each subject as a function of the relative 
change in ESV between baseline and follow-up scans. The vertical dashed line corresponds to the 
LPS threshold (-0.2) that maximized the g-mean value for response prediction. The horizontal 
dashed line corresponds to the response definition of a relative reduction in ESV of 15%. ‘+’ 
represents a true responder and ‘o’ represents a true non-responder. LPS: lead placement score; 
ESV: end systolic volume. 
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Fig. 4. (A)Histogram of LPS for all 82 subjects. The non-responders are shown in red, and the 
responders are shown in blue. (B) ROC curve of the trained SVM model to predict responders as 
a function of changing LPS threshold. LPS: lead placement scores; ROC: receiver operating 
characteristic; AUC: area under curve; SVM: support vector machine. 
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(a) responder: high LPS over entire LV lateral wall

(b) responder: pacing lead in high LPS region

(c) non-responder: low LPS over entire LV

(d) non-responder: pacing lead not in high LPS region

Fig. 5. Lead placement score 
(LPS) maps of CRT responders 
and non-responders. (a-d) Four 
example subjects with the 
following information shown for 
each subject 
Lead tip locations: blue = right 
lead, red = left lead 
TOS: time to onset of shortening, 
in ms; PRSCT: peak regional 
shortening; TPRSCT: time to peak 
regional shortening, in ms; 
MSRSCT: maximum pre-stretch 
of regional shortening; LPS map: 
lead placement score map as a 
polar map; 3D LPS map: 3D 
rendering of the LV lateral wall 
with LPS values mapped onto the 
endocardial surface. 
 
(a) a responder (%DESV = -43) 
with uniformly high LPS values 
across the entire LV free wall and 
the left lead placed in this region 
of high LPS 
 
(b) a responder (%DESV = -68) 
with a localized region of high 
LPS values on the basal 
inferolateral wall and the left lead 
placed in this region of high LPS 
 
(c) a non-responder (%DESV = -
13) with globally low LPS values 
and thus the left lead placed in a 
region of low LPS 
 
(d) a non-responder (%DESV = 
+14) with a localized region of 
high LPS values on the basal 
inferolateral wall, but the left lead 
not placed in this region of high 
LPS 
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