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20  Abstract

21 Background: The adaptive cardiac resynchronization therapy (aCRT) algorithm enables
22 synchronized left ventricular pacing (sLVP) to produce fusion with intrinsic right ventricular
23 activation in normal atrioventricular (AV) conduction. Although sLVP presents benefits over
24 biventricular pacing (BVP), the adequate sLVP rate for better clinical outcomes remains

25  unclear. This study aimed to assess the association between sLVP rates and clinical outcomes.

26  Methods: Among our cohort of 271 consecutive patients who underwent CRT implantation
27 between April 2016 and August 2021, we evaluated 63 patients who underwent CRT without
28  considerably prolonged AV conduction and applied the aCRT algorithm (48 men, mean age: 64

29  + 14 years; median follow-up period: 316 days [interquartile range: 212—-809 days]).

30  Results: At the 6-month follow-up after CRT implantation, the frequency of CRT responders
31 was 71% (n=45). The sLVP rate was significantly higher in responders than in non-responders
32 (75 +30 vs. 47 =40 %, p = 0.003). Receiver operating characteristics (ROC) curve analysis
33  revealed that the optimal cut-off value during the sLVP rate was 59.4% for prediction of CRT
34  responders (area under the curve, 0.70; sensitivity, 80%; specificity, 61%; positive predictive
35  wvalue, 84%; and negative predictive value, 55%). Kaplan—Meier analysis demonstrated that the
36  higher SLVP group (sLVP >59.4%, n = 43) had better prognosis (cardiac death and heart failure
37  hospitalization) than the lower sLVP group (sLVP <59.4%, n = 20) (log-rank p<0.001), and
38  multivariate Cox hazard analysis revealed that a higher sLVP rate was associated with good

39  prognosis (p<0.001).

40  Conclusion: sLVP was associated with CRT response, and higher sLVP rate (=59.4%) is

41 important for good prognosis in patients with aCRT.
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43 KEYWORDS
44  Adaptive CRT, cardiac resynchronization therapy, left ventricular pacing, responder

45

46 CLINICAL PERSPECTIVE
47  WhatIs New?

48 * Synchronized left ventricular pacing(sLVP) >59.4% was a significant predictor of cardiac

49  resynchronization therapy(CRT) responders and better clinical outcomes, evidenced by the

50  results of the multivariate analysis.

51 * In this study, which included patients with moderately prolonged PR intervals, high sLVP

52  rates were associated with better clinical outcomes.

53  What Are the Clinical Implications?

54 * sLVP rate was associated with the improvement of cardiac function after CRT implantation.

55 = A higher sLVP rate was associated with a lower risk of cardiac death and heart failure

56  hospitalization.

57
58  LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

59  aCRT: Adaptive cardiac resynchronization therapy

60  AV: Atrioventricular

61  BVP: Biventricular pacing

62 ECG: Electrocardiogram

63  HF: Heart failure

64  ICM: Ischaemic cardiomyopathy
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65 LBBB: Left bundle branch block

66  LVEF: Left ventricular ejection fraction

67 LVESV: Left ventricular end-systolic volume

68 NYHA: New York Heart Association

69  ROC: Receiver operating characteristics

70 SPECT: Single-photon emission computed tomography

71 sLVP: Synchronized left ventricular pacing

72 VV: Interventricular
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73 1 INTRODUCTION

14 Cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT) improves cardiac function and clinical outcomes in
75 patients with symptomatic heart failure accompanied by decreased left ventricular ejection
16 fraction (LVEF), QRS prolongation, and left bundle branch block (LBBB) (1). However, up to
17 30% of patients do not see improvements in cardiac function and/or clinical prognosis after
18 CRT implantation (2). The Adaptive CRT algorithm (aCRT) is a novel pacing algorithm for
19 CRT that continuously optimises the atrioventricular (AV) and the interventricular (VV)
80 delays based on heart rate and intrinsic AV conduction (3). In cases whereby the AV interval is
81 shorter than 220 ms (during atrial sensing) or 270 ms (during atrial pacing), the aCRT
82 algorithm uses the RV intrinsic conduction, which can provide synchronized left ventricular
83 pacing (sLVP) to create fusion beat with the intrinsic conduction. In cases where the AV
84 interval is extremely prolonged, the aCRT pacing provides biventricular pacing (BVP)
85 without fusion with the intrinsic conduction. The sSLVP was reported to have benefits over

86 BVP regarding the risk of heart failure (HF), hospitalization, cardiac death, or atrial

87 fibrillation (4,5). However, the adequate sLVP rate for better clinical outcomes remains
88 unclear. This novel study aimed to assess the appropriate sSLVP rate for recovering cardiac
89 function in the mid-term, and to improve clinical outcomes in the long-term.

90

91 2 METHODS

92 21 Study population

93  This retrospective single-centre study included all consecutive patients who underwent CRT
94  device implantation featuring the Adaptive CRT algorithm (Medtronic Inc., Minneapolis, MN,
95 USA) (aCRT) between April 1, 2016, and August 31, 2021. The aCRT pacing mode was
96 adapted just after the implantation. Patients who applied the pacing algorithm without adopting

97 sLVP mode were excluded from this analysis. In addition, patients with persistent atrial
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98 fibrillation, AV block, and extremely prolonged PR also were excluded from this analysis, due
99  to difficulty in using sSLVP.

100

101 This study was conducted in accordance with the principles outlined in the Declaration of
102 Helsinki and approved by the ethics committee of our institution (M26-150-10). This is a
103 retrospective study to analyze the anonymous data generated after patients have agreed to
104 treatment; we applied the opt-out method to obtain informed consent.

105

106 2.2 Study protocol

107  The patients enrolled in this study were classified into two groups (CRT responder or
108  non-responder) depending on the response to CRT pacing 6 months after CRT implantation.
109  Next, we determined the required sLVP rate to become a CRT responder using a receiver
110 operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis. Thereafter, we compared the association
111 between the sLVP rate and clinical prognosis.

112

13 23 Cardiac examinations and definition of responses before and after CRT
114 implantation

115 Cardiac systolic function was assessed using both echocardiography and single-photon
116 emission computed tomography (SPECT) before and 6 months after CRT device implantation.
117 Electrocardiogram (ECG)-gated myocardial perfusion SPECT imaging with technetium-99m
118 (*™Tc) sestamibi was performed to measure cardiac systolic function and dimensions. All
119 echocardiographic data were measured during three consecutive cardiac cycles. The left
120 ventricular end-systolic volume (LVESV) and LVEF were measured using Simpson’s biplane
121 method.

122 CRT responders were described as patients with an improved LVEF >10% and/or reduced
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123 LVESV >15% 6 months after CRT device implantation compared with baseline. Cardiac death
124 and/or hospitalization for HF were evaluated as clinical outcomes. Cardiac death was defined
125 as HF death, left ventricular assist device implantation, or death from ventricular arrhythmia.
126 HF hospitalization was defined as a sudden or gradual onset of symptoms of New York Heart
127 Association (NYHA) functional class III or IV HF, requiring unplanned hospitalization.

128

129 24 Statistical analyses

130  Data were analyzed using JMP software (version 11.2.01, SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA).
131 Continuous variables are presented as mean + standard deviation and were compared using
132 Student’s t-test. Categorical variables were compared using Fisher’s exact test. The cumulative
133 incidence and event-free curves were based on Kaplan—Meier analyses, stratified by study
134 group, and contrasted using the log-rank test. Hazard ratios and odds ratios are reported with
135 their 95% confidence intervals. To identify independent predictors of clinical response,
136 univariable analyses were first performed, and predictors with a significance level <5%, age,
137  and sex were included in the multivariable models. Multivariable analyses were performed
138  using a Cox regression model. P-values of <0.05 were considered reflective of statistically

139 significant differences.

140
141 3 RESULTS
142 3.1 Patient characteristics

143 Among our cohort of 271 consecutive patients who underwent CRT implantation between
144 April 2016 and August 2021, we evaluated 63 patients who underwent CRT without
145  considerably prolonged AV conduction on whom we applied the aCRT algorithm (48 men,
146 mean age: 64 + 14 years) (Figure 1). The baseline characteristics of the patients are shown in

147  Table 1. The number of patients with ischaemic cardiomyopathy (ICM) was 17 (27%), and
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148  mean LVEF was 23 + 7%. Mean PR and QRS time were 192 + 32 ms and 155 + 25 ms,
149 respectively, and the number of patients with LBBB was 31 (49%).

150

151 3.2 CRT responder and synchronized left ventricular pacing rate

152 At the 6-month follow-up after CRT implantation, the frequency of CRT responders was 71%
1563 (n = 45) (Table 1). Patients with LBBB were significantly more frequent than those without.
154 There was no significant difference in the QRS width and rate of ICM. The sLVP rate was
165 significantly higher in responders than in non-responders (75 £ 30 vs. 47 £ 40%, p = 0.003).
156  ROC curve analysis revealed that the optimal cut-off value during sLVP rate was 59.4% for the
157 prediction of CRT responders (area under the curve, 0.71; sensitivity, 80%; specificity, 61%;
158  positive predictive value, 84%; and negative predictive value, 55%) (Figure 2). Multivariate
159  analysis showed that SLVP >59.4% was an independent responder for CRT responder (odds
160  ratio: 4.52, 95% CI: 1.18-18.90, p = 0.027) (Table 2).

161

162 3.3 Clinical outcome of high sLVP rate

163 During a median follow-up of 346 days (IQR, 223—760 days), one patient had cardiac death
164  and 13 patients had HF hospitalizations. Five patients died during hospitalization because of
165  HF. Kaplan—Meier analysis demonstrated that the high sLVP group (sLVP >59.4%, n = 43) had
166  a better prognosis (cardiac death and HF hospitalization) than the low sLVP group (sLVP
167  <59.4%, n = 20) (log-rank p<0.001) (Figure 3), and multivariate Cox hazard analysis revealed
168  that higher sLVP rate was associated with good prognosis (hazard ratio: 0.10, 95% CI: 0.01-
169  0.40, p=10.027, p<0.001) (Table 3).

170

171
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172 4 DISCUSSION

173 Main findings

174 The main findings of this study are as follows: (1) CRT responders had higher sLVP rates than
175  CRT non-responders, (2) sLVP >59.4% was an excellent predictor of CRT response, and (3)
176 sLVP >59.4% led to fewer cardiac deaths and hospitalizations due to HF.

177

178  The mechanism of fusion beat of pacing and intrinsic conduction

179 Recent CRT devices have the function to automatically adjust the fusion beat of self AV
180  conduction and pacing. This regulatory function seems to lead to further narrowing of the QRS
181 width after the CRT implantation (6). Previous studies have reported that the narrowing of QRS
182 width after the CRT implantation can improve echocardiographic outcomes and long-term
183 mortality (7,8). In addition to the function of adjusting the fusion beat, other studies have
184  reported that sLVP could shorten QRS width compared with BVP (9,10). The sLPV may
185  contribute to improved responder rate and better clinical outcomes by achieving QRS
186  narrowing by creating the fusion beat with the intrinsic waveform and pacing.

187

188  The adequate frequency of synchronized left ventricular pacing

189  Adaptive CRT has an automatic adjustment algorithm for AV and interventricular delays based
190  on frequent AV conduction evaluations. Furthermore, sLVP is often used for normal AV
191 conduction (9). A previous study showed that sLVP provided better clinical outcomes than
192 conventional BVP (4); however, the frequency of sLVP that leads to a better prognosis is not
193 well known. Previous studies have defined the cut-off rate of SLVP to be 80% to predict clinical
194 and echocardiographic parameters (9). Another study reported that an sLVP rate >50% was
195  associated with better clinical outcomes compared with that of <50% (4). However, these rates

196  are not statistically determined values. In this study, SLVP >59.4% was a significant predictor
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197  of CRT responders and better clinical outcomes, evidenced by the results of the multivariate
198  analysis. Using this criterion, we may be able to predict clinical responses, such as cardiac
199  death and HF hospitalization.

200

201 The association between synchronized left ventricular pacing and PR interval

202 Aprevious study reported that LVP improved LV dp/dt max in patients with a PR interval <200
203  ms (11). Other studies have also reported the effect of sLVP in patients with a normal PR
204  interval (9,10); however, the significance of sLVP in patients with prolonged PR intervals is
205  unknown. In this study, which included patients with moderately prolonged PR intervals, high
206 sLVP rates were associated with better clinical outcomes. However, the patients with sLVP
207 <59.4% had longer PR intervals than the patients with SLVP >59.4%. The sLVP rate appeared
208  significantly affected by PR interval, especially in patients with prolonged PR intervals.
209  Prolonged PR intervals are considered a significant factor in preventing a high sLVP rate. A
210 previous report showed that RA septal pacing was associated with a shorter AV interval than
211 right appendage pacing (12). The case report demonstrated that the SLVP rate was increased by
212 RA septal pacing in patients with extremely prolonged PR intervals (424 ms). In this study,
213 most patients experienced right appendage pacing. We should consider that the RA pacing lead

214 is positioned at the RA septum in patients with a prolonged PR interval to increase the LPV

215 rate.
216
217 5§ STUDY LIMITATIONS

218 This study had some limitations. First, this was a retrospective single-centre study. The results
219 of'this study should be further confirmed by prospective and multi-centre studies in the future.
220  Second, the sample size was small, which reduces the statistical strength of our findings. In

221  order to resolve this point, it is necessary to collect cases in a multi-center study. Third, the
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222 current study compared the mixture of sSLVP and BVP. To clarify the effect of the sLVP, we
223 have to compare the pure sLVP and the pure BVP.

224

225 6 CONCLUSIONS

226  Our study shows that the SLVP rate is associated with the CRT responder rate. A higher sLVP
227  rate (>59.4 %) is associated with a lower risk of cardiac death and HF hospitalization.

228

229  Data Availability: The datasets generated and/or analyzed during the current study are
230  available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

231
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234
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288 TABLES
289

290  Table 1. Baseline characteristics between responders and non-responders

All patients (n =63) Responder (1 =45) Non-responder (n = P-Val

18) ue
Age, years 64+ 14 65+ 13 63+ 15 P =
0.586
Men 48 (76%) 34 (76%) 14 (78%) P >
0.999
Height,cm  166+9 166+9 166+9 P =
0.984
Body 61+13 63+12 57+ 14 P =
weight, kg 0.093
CRT-D/CRT 56/7 38/7 18/0 P =
-P 0.177
Secondary 10 (16%) 5(11%) 5(28%) P =
prevention 0.132
NYHA, 44(70%)/15(24%)/4(  32(71%)/11(24%)/12(  12(67%)/4(22%)/2(1 P =
[I/1/1v 6%) 4%) 1%) 0.617
ICM 17 (27%) 9 (20%) 8 (44%) P =
0.063
HT 23 (37%) 19 (42%) 4 (22%) P =
0.159

DM 18 (29%) 15 (33%) 3 (17%) P =


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.27.23286538

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.27.23286538; this version posted March 1, 2023. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

0.230
CKD 31 (49%) 21 (47%) 10 (56%) P =
0.585
LVEF, % 23+7 2247 24+ 8 P =
0.386
LVESV, mL 181 + 80 178 + 84 190 £ 70 P =
0.630
PR time, ms 192 + 32 188 £ 31 204 + 34 P =
0.084
QRS time, 155+25 159 +27 146 + 18 P =
ms 0.057
LBBB 31 (49%) 27 (60%) 4 (22%) P =
0.011
LV only 67 +35 75+ 30 47 £ 40 P =
pacing, % 0.003
Cre, mg/dL 1.2+0.6 1.2+0.7 1.2+04 P =
0.817
BNP, pg/mL 401 + 473 352 £474 525 +459 P =
0.1913

291  Data are presented as the mean =+ standard deviation or number (percentage).

292  Abbreviations: BNP, brain natriuretic peptide; CKD, chronic kidney disease; Cre, creatinine;
293  CRT-D, cardiac resynchronization therapy defibrillator; CRT-P, cardiac resynchronization
294  therapy pacemaker; DM, diabetes mellitus; HT, hypertension; ICM, ischaemic
295  cardiomyopathy; LBBB, left bundle branch block; LVEF, left ventricular ejection fraction;

296  LVESYV, left ventricular end-systolic volume; NICM, non-ischaemic cardiomyopathy; NYHA,
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297  New York Heart Association.
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299

300

301

302

303

Table 2. Univariate and multivariate analyses for responder

Univariate analysis

Multivariate analysis

OR 95% CI1 P-value OR 95% CI1 P-value

Age, 1 year 0.98 0.94-1.02 0.580 0.98 0.93-1.03 0.647
increase

Men 0.88 0.21-3.09 0.850 0.65 0.12-2.92 0.589
ICM 0.31 0.09-1.02 0.054

HT 2.55 0.77-10.13  0.126

DM 2.50 0.68-11.99  0.170

CKD 0.70 0.22-2.09 0.523

LVEF, 1% 1.03 0.95-1.11 0.383

increase

LVESV, 1 mL 1.00 0.99-1.00 0.631

increase

PR, I ms 1.01 0.99-1.03 0.081

increase

QRS, I ms 0.97 0.95-1.00 0.051

increase

LBBB 5.25 1.59-20.91  0.005 2.81 0.68-12.76  0.149
sLVP>59.4% 6.28 1.95-21.91 0.001 4.52 1.18-18.90  0.027

Abbreviations: BNP, brain natriuretic peptide; CI, confidence interval, CKD, chronic kidney

disease; DM, diabetes mellitus; HT, hypertension; ICM, ischaemic cardiomyopathy; LBBB,

left bundle branch block; LVEF, left ventricular ejection fraction; LVESYV, left ventricular

end-systolic volume; OR, odds ratio; sLVP, synchronized left ventricular pacing.
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304 Table 3. Univariate and multivariate analyses for cardiac death and heart failure

305  hospitalization

Univariate analysis Multivariate analysis

HR 95% Cl1 P-value HR 95% CI P-value
Age, 1 year 0.99 0.96-1.04 0.972 0.95 0.90-1.00 0.061
increase
Men 0.68 0.22-2.53 0.541 0.63 0.15-2.88 0.541
ICM 2.51 0.82-7.32 0.102
HT 0.28 0.04-1.03 0.055
DM 1.00 0.27-3.04 0.999
CKD 3.72 1.23-13.72  0.019 14.51 2.79-108.45 <0.001
LVEF, 1% 0.97 0.89-1.04 0.521
increase

LVESV, 1 mL 1.00 0.99-1.00 0.994

increase

PR, 1 ms 1.01 0.99-1.03 0.060

increase

QRS, I ms 0.98 0.96-1.00 0.149

increase

LBBB 0.26 0.05-0.84 0.023 0.41 0.08-1.55 0.198
sLVP>59.4% 0.12 0.02-0.40 <0.001 0.10 0.01-0.40 <0.001

306  Abbreviations: CI, confidence interval; CKD, chronic kidney disease; DM, diabetes mellitus;
307 HR, hazard ratio; HT, hypertension; ICM, ischaemic cardiomyopathy; LBBB, left bundle
308  branch block; LVEF, left ventricular ejection fraction; LVESV, left ventricular end-systolic

309  volume; sLVP, synchronized left ventricular pacing.
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310 FIGURES
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311

312 Figure 1. Overview of the study population

313 Among our cohort of 271 consecutive patients who underwent CRT implantation between
314 April 2016 and August 2021, we evaluated 63 sLPV enabled CRT patients and applied the

315 aCRT algorithm.

316  Abbreviations: AF, atrial fibrillation; AV, atrioventricular; CRT, cardiac resynchronization

317  therapy; sLVP, synchronized left ventricular pacing.
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Figure 2. The association between CRT responder and synchronized left ventricular
pacing rate

Receiver operating characteristic curve analysis revealed that the optimal cut-off value during
sLVP rate was 59.4% for the prediction of CRT responders.

Abbreviations: CRT, cardiac resynchronization therapy; sLVP, synchronized left ventricular

pacing
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329  Figure 3 Kaplan—Meier analysis. The analysis demonstrates that the higher sLVP group
330  (sLVP>59.4%, n = 43) had better prognosis (with regard to cardiac death and heart failure
331 hospitalization) than the lower sLVP group (sLVP<59.4%, n = 20) (log-rank p<0.001).

332 Abbreviations: sLVP, synchronized left ventricular pacing.
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