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 3 

Plain Language Summary 4 

This study was undertaken in 87 patients diagnosed with pulmonary arterial hypertension (PAH). 5 

Treatments in PAH are based on a risk classification system with the aim of achieving a low-risk group.  6 

The usual in-hospital method uses the COMPERA 2.0 risk model which combines a field walk test, NT-7 

proBNP (blood test) and World Health Organisation Functional Classification (WHO FC) which 8 

categorises level of breathlessness during everyday activity. The evidence for this is linked to risk of death, 9 

classified into four groups: low, intermediate-low, intermediate-high, and high risk. The aim of this study 10 

was to see whether newer medical technologies could grade risk in a remote setting. 11 

 12 

The two technologies used in this study are safe and approved for use. The first is a pulmonary artery 13 

pressure monitor (CardioMEMS) that measures the pressure in the lungs. It is implanted during right heart 14 

catheterisation (RHC). Measurements can be taken at home and sent securely to a medical database for the 15 

healthcare team to view. Please see the plain graphical summary figure for more information on the 16 

CardioMEMS device. The second technology is an insertable cardiac monitor (ICM), which is implanted 17 

under the skin using local anaesthetic, and sends remote readings such as physical activity and heart rate. 18 

Both technologies were implanted into a subgroup of patients to investigate whether these technologies 19 

could help classify risk from home, and whether they could detect response to new treatments, or signs that 20 

a condition may be getting worse. 28 patients with both these devices took part in the study and a further 59 21 

had an ICM only. A remote risk score was calculated using 3 things: physical activity, heart rate reserve 22 

(HRR: difference between maximum heart rate for age and resting heart rate) from the ICM and total 23 

pulmonary resistance (TPR: a measure of the pressure and flow through the lungs) from the CardioMEMS. 24 

The results showed that these measures could classify risk as well as the in-hospital COMPERA 2.0 model. 25 

The remote risk score detected response to treatment as early as 6 days and clinical worsening as early as 26 

12 days before an event (e.g. hospitalisation) in the group observed.  27 
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Patient and Public Involvement and Engagement (PPIE) 1 

The study was developed following the 2017 Pulmonary Hypertension Association UK (PHA UK) survey 2 

in which 39% of patients reported difficulties attending hospital for appointments.1 A subsequent remote 3 

monitoring survey (2021) was positively received, with key themes highlighting benefits of ‘improving 4 

[disease] understanding’, ‘personalising treatment’,  and ‘reducing interruptions or unnecessary visits’.2 5 

Patients from the study and volunteers from PHA UK provided feedback on the results of the research.  6 

Amendments were made to the lay summary and a graphical summary was introduced following this 7 

feedback. There was universal agreement that participation in the study was beneficial to patients and future 8 

research. Participants involved in the study agreed the devices offer enhanced accessibility to non-invasive 9 

risk stratification and improvements in home-based care with minimal personal effort.  Furthermore, the 10 

minimally invasive devices offered empowerment, confidence, and reassurance, with “opportunity to play 11 

an active role in [their] health and personal wellbeing” and “greater confidence with day-to-day living”. No 12 

incentives were offered for the PPIE in this study.  13 
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Abstract 1 

Background: International guidelines recommend regular, hospital-based risk stratification to aid 2 

assessment and management of patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension. Technological advances 3 

enable daily, remote measurement of cardiopulmonary physiology and physical activity that have the 4 

potential to provide early evaluation of therapeutic efficacy and facilitate early intervention based on the 5 

physiological changes that precede clinical events. We sought to investigate the relationship between 6 

remote-monitored parameters and the COMPERA 2.0 4-strata risk score and evaluate physiological 7 

changes following therapeutic escalation and prior to clinical worsening events. 8 

 9 

Methods: Eighty-seven patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension were implanted with insertable 10 

cardiac monitors including a nested set of twenty-eight patients also implanted with a pulmonary artery 11 

pressure monitor. Hospital measured and remote monitored physiological parameters were evaluated by 4-12 

strata COMPERA 2.0 risk score. A time stratified bidirectional case-crossover study was undertaken to 13 

evaluate physiological changes at the time of therapy escalation and clinical worsening events in the nested 14 

group with insertable cardiac and pulmonary artery pressure monitors. A summary measure of remote 15 

physiological risk was calculated as the sum of the z-score of physical activity, heart rate reserve and total 16 

pulmonary resistance and applied to remote monitoring data. 17 

 18 

Results: Insertable cardiac monitor-measured physical activity, heart rate variability and heart rate reserve 19 

were decreased and night heart rate increased in patients with increasing COMPERA 2.0 score (p<0.0001). 20 

Daily physical activity was related to incremental shuttle walk distance (p<0.0001) but not six-minute walk 21 

distance. Following therapeutic escalation mean pulmonary artery pressure and total pulmonary resistance 22 

were reduced and cardiac output, and physical activity increased at 7, 4, 22, and 42 days, respectively 23 

(p<0.05). Clinical worsening events were preceded by increased mean pulmonary artery pressure and total 24 

pulmonary resistance, reduced cardiac output and physical activity (p<0.05). Applying a remote 25 

physiological risk score to remote-monitored data demonstrated that following a clinically indicated 26 
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increase in therapy, a reduction in physiological risk was identifiable at day three, and preceding a clinical 1 

worsening event, an increase in adverse physiology was observable at day - 16. 2 

 3 

Conclusion: Approved devices accurately identify change in physiology in patients with pulmonary arterial 4 

hypertension following therapeutic intensification and before clinical worsening. A remote assessment of 5 

haemodynamic and cardiac monitoring may facilitate personalised, proactive medicine and innovative 6 

clinical study designs.  7 
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Condensed Abstract 1 

Technological advances provide the capacity to remotely measure cardiopulmonary physiology.  In 87 2 

patients with insertable cardiac monitors and a nested group 28 patients with pulmonary arterial 3 

hypertension implanted with pulmonary artery pressure monitors, significant improvements in 4 

cardiopulmonary function and physical activity were observed following therapeutic escalation and 5 

preceding clinical worsening events. The study highlights the potential of remote monitoring for 6 

personalised management, early therapeutic evaluation, and innovative clinical trial designs in patients with 7 

pulmonary hypertension. 8 

 9 

Twitter (X) post 10 

#PHPEEPS Remote monitoring shows improved cardiopulmonary function just 7 days after therapy 11 

adjustments, and adverse changes 12 days before a worsening event. The future of personalised care?   12 

 13 

Learning points 14 

Pulmonary artery pressure monitor and insertable cardiac monitors offer safe and reliable data capture of 15 

physiological risk markers that change in response to therapy and preceding clinical worsening events. 16 

 17 

Remote monitored measures of physiology differ between patients with low, int-low, int-high and high risk 18 

of one-year mortality stratified by COMPERA 2.0 4-strata risk model. 19 

 20 

Remote risk evaluation may facilitate personalised medicine and proactive management for early evaluation 21 

of therapeutic efficacy and detection of clinical worsening.  22 
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Introduction: 1 

Pulmonary arterial hypertension is a life-shortening condition driven by remodelling and constriction of 2 

pulmonary arterioles that leads to increased pulmonary vascular resistance and pulmonary artery pressure, 3 

and right heart failure.3 Licensed therapies target vasoconstriction and vasodilatation of the pulmonary 4 

vasculature4 and with treatment 5-year survival is ~70%.5–7 However, not all patients respond to therapy,8 5 

side effects are common.9,10  6 

 7 

European guidelines provide an expert-opinion-based risk-stratification score to aid treatment decisions 8 

based on hospital-based assessment of symptoms, exercise capacity, and right ventricular function.11 9 

Patients who improve to a low-risk profile at follow-up have increased survival compared to those who fail 10 

to demonstrate clinical improvement.12 Current clinical approaches aim to improve and maintain patients in 11 

the low-risk group13 and as such, there is significant interest in the identification of remote measures that 12 

may offer the potential for frequent, early evaluation of clinical efficacy following treatment change or 13 

identify the physiological changes that precede clinical deterioration. 14 

 15 

Technological advances have led to the development of minimally invasive devices that measure 16 

cardiopulmonary haemodynamics,14,15 cardiac physiology16 and physical activity,17 daily, from the patient’s 17 

home. In patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension, we undertook a preliminary study to evaluate the 18 

capacity of advanced haemodynamic and cardiac monitoring devices to detect changes in physiology 19 

following clinically indicated therapeutic escalation and prior to clinical worsening events. 20 
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Methods: 1 

Advanced haemodynamic and insertable cardiac monitoring 2 

Patients with a confirmed diagnosis of PAH, in WHO functional class (FC) III were enrolled in Feasibility 3 

of Novel Clinical Trial Infrastructure, Design and Technology for Early Phase Studies in Patients with 4 

Pulmonary Hypertension (FIT-PH, 19/YH/0354) and the UK National Cohort Study of Idiopathic and 5 

Heritable Pulmonary Arterial Hypertension (13/EE/0203). A pulmonary artery pressure monitor 6 

(CardioMems, Abbott) and insertable cardiac monitor (LinQ, Medtronic) were implanted using standard 7 

techniques and remote monitoring data collected via regulatory approved online portals.  8 

 9 

Devices and data handling 10 

Cardiac output was calculated using a proprietary algorithm (Abbott) based on the pulmonary artery 11 

pressure waveform, mean pulmonary artery pressure, heart rate, and a reference cardiac output measured at 12 

implant that has been tested against clinical right heart catheter data, demonstrating non-inferiority to 13 

clinically used cardiac output measurement,18,19 and utility in patients with pulmonary arterial 14 

hypertension.20 Physical activity was measured from the single axis accelerometer in the insertable cardiac 15 

monitor. A minute is considered active if a threshold is reached incorporating deflection number and 16 

magnitude, which has proven responsive in capturing activities of daily living that correlate with clinical 17 

events in patients with heart failure and/or atrial fibrillation.17,21–24 18 

 19 

Clinical management and events 20 

Assessment of baseline risk was made using the 4-strata COMPERA 2.0 criteria.11,12 A multi-professional 21 

team (pulmonologist, cardiologist, pharmacist, and specialist nurse) reviewed data, adjudicated events and 22 

directed treatment. Disease progression/worsening was defined as disease-related hospitalisation, escalation 23 

of disease-specific therapy, or the need for lung transplantation as judged by the physician,9,10,25 and as a 24 

decrease from baseline of at least 15% in the incremental shuttle walk test accompanied by a worsening in 25 

WHO-FC.9,10,25 26 

 27 
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Waveform evaluation 1 

Suspected artefactual readings were identified by a proprietary automatic algorithm or those two SD from 2 

the rolling mean pulmonary artery pressure. Manual review of the pressure waveform was undertaken by 3 

two qualified physicians to identify those resulting from non-rested physiological state, post walk-test, 4 

ventricular ectopic beats, transmission failure, incorrect frequency detection or damped waveforms 5 

(Supplemental Figure 1). 6 

 7 

Study Design 8 

A time-stratified bidirectional case–crossover approach was taken to provide remote monitoring data from 9 

the time of clinical events and individual patient matched control periods.26 Control data comprises 10 

randomly selected time periods of a matched duration not overlapping event periods (Supplemental Figure 11 

2). 12 

 13 

Remote risk score 14 

The remote risk score was calculated as ztotal pulmonary resistance -zheart rate reserve -zheart rate 15 

variability -zphysical activity and applied to remote monitoring data at the time of clinical. 16 

 17 

Statistical Analysis 18 

Data were tested for normality using the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test and statistical comparisons made using 19 

Students’ t-test and ANOVA as appropriate.  Statistical analysis was performed using IBM SPSS version 20 

27 and Prism 9 for macOS (version 9.3.0).  21 
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Results: 1 

Study population device implantation 2 

Between 26th of Jan 2020 and 25th of May 2022, 87 patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension were 3 

implanted with an insertable cardiac monitor, 28 of whom were implanted with a pulmonary artery pressure 4 

monitor (table 1). The mean age was 48.9 years +/-18.1, 21 patients (75%) were women and 25 (89%) were 5 

Caucasian. There were no device-related serious adverse events and two device-related adverse events (one 6 

minor haemoptysis and one insertable cardiac monitor wound dehiscence at day 3, supplemental table 1). 7 

Following implantation, data completeness was 100% for the insertable cardiac monitor and 91.7% for the 8 

pulmonary artery pressure monitor (supplemental figure 3).  9 

 10 

Relationship of baseline haemodynamic measures to 4-strata COMPERA 2.0 risk model 11 

At enrolment, WHO functional class and NT-proBNP were increased with COMPERA 2.0 risk 12 

classification group (figure 1A-B), however ECG measured heart rate differentiated only those in 13 

intermediate-low risk compared to those at high risk (figure 1C). Similarly, pulmonary artery pressure was 14 

increased in the high-risk group compared to low and int-low groups and total pulmonary resistance was 15 

increased in the high-risk group compared to low, int-low and int-high groups. Cardiac output did not differ 16 

between risk groups (figure 1D-F). 17 

 18 

Relationship of remote monitored cardiac and physical activity measures to 4-strata COMPERA 2.0 risk 19 

model 20 

Over the six months following implantation, remote-monitored cardiac measures accurately identified 21 

differences in physiology in patient groups stratified by 4-strata COMPERA 2.0 risk model. Night heart 22 

rate increased, and heart rate reserve (day heart rate – night heart rate) and heart rate variability reduced 23 

with each COMPERA 2.0 risk group (figure 2). A u-shaped relationship was observed between increasing 24 

risk and day heart rate (figure 2). Notably a negative bias was observed when comparing ECG-measured 25 

heart rate and night heart rate measured by insertable cardiac monitor (figure 2E). Remote monitored 26 

physical activity was reduced with increased COMPERA 2.0 risk (Figure 3A). A correlation between 27 
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physical activity and incremental shuttle walk distance was present, however, no relationship was identified 1 

with 6-minute walk distance (figure 3B-C).  2 

 3 

Physiological response to therapeutic escalation in patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension 4 

In patients implanted with both an insertable cardiac monitor and pulmonary artery pressure monitor 5 

survival was 96% at 6-months and 93% 12-months. Expected survival, estimated using individual patient 6 

data input into the French registry equation, was 89% and 83% at 6 and 12 months, respectively.27 From 7 

implantation to follow-up there was no change in estimated glomerular filtration rate (76.3 +/-13.5 8 

ml/min/1.73 m2 vrs 75.2 +/- 12.4 ml/min/1.73 m2; p = NS). At enrolment, 7 patients were within 6 weeks of 9 

treatment initiation and 21 patients were established on stable therapy. Three patients were receiving oral 10 

monotherapy with CCB, 14 patients were receiving dual oral therapy, 11 patients were receiving oral 11 

therapy plus inhaled or intravenous prostanoid or IP receptor agonist (table 2). 12 

 13 

To evaluate the changes in physiology following a clinically directed therapeutic escalation we examined 14 

remote monitoring data in the 30-days preceding, and 60 days following the addition or increase in disease 15 

specific therapy. Clinically indicated changes in therapy were: up titration of CCB (3), addition of PDE (3), 16 

addition of ERA (3), addition of IP receptor agonist (4) and initiation of parental prostanoid (5). Following 17 

clinician-directed initiation or increase in therapy ISWD (183m +/- 49 to 345m +/- 47, p<0.001), WHO 18 

functional class (p<0.001) and NT-proBNP (779 pg/ml +/-243 to 402 pg/ml +/-139, p<0.0001), were 19 

improved with a mean time to assessment of 4.4 months +/- 0.4 (Figure 4A-D).  During periods without a 20 

therapeutic escalation or clinical worsening event (assessed by the multi professional team) remote 21 

monitored physiological parameters were stable. Consistent with identified improvements in established 22 

measures, remote monitored mean pulmonary artery pressure (day 0-30: -6.3, -4.6 to -8.2 mmHg, 23 

p<0.0001; day 30-60: -8.1, -5.1 to -11.2 mmHg, p<0.0001), total pulmonary resistance (day 0-30: -2.5, -1.4 24 

to -3.6 WU, p<0.0001; day 30-60: -3.2, -1.8 to -4.6 WU, p<0.0001) and night heart rate (day 0-30: -7 bmp, 25 

-2 to -12 bpm, p<0.05; day 30-60: - 9 bpm, -1 to -17 p<0.05) were reduced and cardiac output (day 0-30: 26 

0.4, 0.2-0.6 L/min, p<0.01; day 30-60: 0.7, 0.3-1.1 L/min, p<0.001) and physical activity (day 0-30: 15.2, -27 
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10.3-40.7 min/day, p<NS; day 30-60: 31.0, 1.0-62.0 min/day, p<0.05) increased 60 days following 1 

treatment change (Figure 4E-J, p<0.05). Daily measures of these parameters taken from the patients home 2 

demonstrate that mean pulmonary artery pressure and total pulmonary resistance were reduced, and cardiac 3 

output and physical activity increased at days 4, 7, 22 and 42 respectively. 4 

 5 

Physiological response to clinical worsening in patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension 6 

To evaluate the changes related to disease worsening remote monitoring data was evaluated in the 30-days 7 

preceding and following clinical worsening events (defined in clinical management and events section of 8 

the methods). Following a clinical worsening event: ISWD (343m +/-71 to 241m +/-65, p<0.001), WHO 9 

functional class (p<0.001) and NT-proBNP (757 pg/ml +/- 319 to 2472 pg/ml +/- 1323, p<0.01) 10 

deteriorated (Figure 5A-D). Consistent with identified decline in established measures, remote monitored 11 

mean pulmonary artery pressure (3.7, 1.8-5.5 mmHg, p<0.001), total pulmonary resistance (-1.7, -0.8- - 2.7 12 

WU, p<0.01) and night heart rate (3.5, 0.3-6.6 bpm, p<0.05) were increased and cardiac output (-0.4, -0.2- -13 

0.7 L/min, p<0.01) and physical activity (-49.8, -46.9- - 65.0 min, p<0.001) decreased (Figure 5E-J). Daily 14 

measures of these parameters taken from the patients home demonstrate that mean pulmonary artery 15 

pressure and total pulmonary resistance as well as a reduction in cardiac output and physical activity at least 16 

ten days prior to a clinical worsening event. In 8 patients changes were apparent at least 15-days prior to a 17 

clinical worsening event. 18 

 19 

Remote physiological risk score: early evaluation of clinical efficacy and detection of worsening 20 

To establish a summary measure, physiological parameters that change with initiation of disease-specific 21 

therapy and clinical worsening were combined to provide a remote physiological risk score. Following a 22 

clinically indicated increase in therapy, an improvement in physiology was identifiable at day three using a 23 

risk score of parameters from the insertable cardiac monitor and pulmonary artery pressure monitor 24 

compared with day 18 using parameters from the insertable cardiac monitor only.  Preceding a clinical 25 

worsening event, adverse physiology was identifiable at day – 16 using a risk score of parameters from the 26 
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insertable cardiac monitor and pulmonary artery pressure monitor compared with day -4 using parameters 1 

from the insertable cardiac monitor only (Figure 6). 2 

 3 

Physiological response to treatment initiation and transition in a patient with PAH 4 

As a demonstration of potential utility, we applied the remote risk score to a single patient’s data through 5 

the initiation of disease specific therapy and the transition from intravenous prostanoid to oral therapy. A 6 

female in her early 30’s was admitted to hospital following a 12-month period of increasing shortness of 7 

breath, reducing exercise tolerance and the recent development of pre-syncope. Following baseline 8 

catheterisation a diagnosis of pulmonary arterial hypertension is confirmed and devices implanted, and 9 

treatment initiated with sildenafil, ambrisentan and intravenous epoprostenol. TPR and physical activity 10 

improve over a one-year period with initiation and up-titration of therapy (Figure 7A). Following 14-11 

months on IV therapy a patient led-decision is made to wean (day 410) and withdraw (day 580) 12 

epoprostenol and initiate triple oral therapy with selexipag (day 585, Figure 7B). During the initial dose 13 

reduction from 16 ng/kg/min of epoprostenol there is no change in remote measured physiology. Following 14 

an inpatient admission with reduction to 9 ng/kg/min there is a dose-dependent worsening in remote 15 

measured physiology and remote risk score with down-titration of epoprostenol. With initiation of 16 

selexipag there is a dose-dependent improvement in remote measured physiology and remote risk score. 17 
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Discussion: 1 

Current guidelines for the diagnosis and management of patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension 2 

recommend hospital-based risk evaluation every 3-6 months to facilitate therapeutic optomisation.11 3 

Despite this, a low risk profile is not achieved in most patients.28,29 In studies investigating the efficacy of 4 

novel therapeutics hospital-based invasive and non-invasive testing are undertaken at baseline and after 3-6 5 

months of drug exposure. 11 As such, an early, remote means for the evaluation of therapeutic efficacy has 6 

the potential to facilitate therapeutic optimisation and personalised therapy and improve clinical study 7 

design. 8 

 9 

In patients with heart failure (not related to pulmonary arterial hypertension), implanted devices that 10 

provide daily, remote measures of cardiovascular physiology may be used for assessment of risk, 11 

therapeutic optimisation, and service prioritisation.14 To establish a means for remote, early, identification 12 

of clinical efficacy and/or clinical worsening, patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension were implanted 13 

with two devices to collect remote physiological data. Constant with studies of approved therapies and 14 

changes in routine clinical evaluations (ISWD, NT-proBNP, WHO functional class and right ventricular 15 

ejection fraction ), following a clinically-indicated increase in therapy, a reduction in mean pulmonary 16 

artery pressure and total pulmonary resistance was observed at day 7 and 14, followed by increases in 17 

cardiac output and physical activity at day 22, and 42. This sequence may reflect a reduction in resistance 18 

as a consequence of pulmonary arterial vasodilatation followed by an improvement in cardiac function, that 19 

in turn permits increased physical activity. Of particular interest, all parameters were altered in advance of 20 

the recommended 3-6 month follow-up time period used in clinical practise and in clinical studies.11 21 

Additionally, clinical worsening events were preceded by altered physiology by 16 days, potentially 22 

allowing for more timely intervention in deteriorating patients. 23 

 24 

Patients with pulmonary hypertension are managed in referral centres often requiring significant travel for 25 

evaluation and follow-up. Remote evaluation offers the opportunity to prioritise services, directing 26 

resources to patients requiring increased therapy. In patients with heart failure summary scores of 27 
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physiological parameters measured by implanted devices facilitate assessment of risk, therapeutic 1 

optimisation, and service prioritisation.14 To form a single summary measure of physiological indicators 2 

appropriate for the evaluation of patients with PH the z-score for total pulmonary resistance, heart rate 3 

reserve and physical activity were summed. Consistent with the performance of the individual components, 4 

a risk score of physiological parameters measured by the insertable cardiac monitor detected change 18 5 

days following an increase in therapy and four days before a clinical worsening event. The risk score of 6 

physiological parameters measured by both the insertable cardiac monitor and pulmonary artery pressure 7 

monitor improved detection to three days after therapy increase and 18 days before a clinical worsening 8 

event. The capacity to rapidly evaluate the effect of treatment decisions offers to impact on early phase 9 

clinical trial designs and to change the current care paradigm. 10 

 11 

The specific parameters measured in the study require implantation of minimally invasive devices, 12 

however, a more limited data set may be monitored using wrist worn or non-invasive technology. Both 13 

approaches have benefits and limitations: the implantation of minimally invasive devices is associated with 14 

a limited risk30 and cost, however provides a secure reliable data collection and transfer system; wrist worn 15 

technology can provide an assessment of heart rate, heart rate variability, physical activity and derived 16 

measures, however, data collection is not secure and there are limitations with accurate heart rate/variability 17 

detection exacerbated by motion artifact, skin pigmentation and poor peripheral perfusion.31 The most 18 

appropriate technology for the monitoring of patients with PH remains to be determined, however, a 19 

hierarchy of non-invasive, minimally invasive, and invasive technology may be appropriate when also 20 

considering patient preference, technological availability and access, and disease severity.  21 

 22 

In clinical research, the increased frequency of haemodynamic and physical capacity evaluation may permit 23 

study designs that are currently limited by the requirement for invasive/hospital-based investigations and 24 

provide valuable insight into individualised patient response, dose-response and time-to-effect.32,33 This 25 

approach is being actively investigated in studies of approved34 and repurposed therapies.35 Currently 26 

approved therapies for the treatment of pulmonary arterial hypertension target vasodilatation and 27 
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vasoconstriction, however, novel therapies that target the vascular remodelling that drives disease are in 1 

development.36 It may therefore be possible to demonstrate differential mechanism of action between 2 

approved and novel therapies by selective withdrawal of both drug types in individual patients.  3 

 4 

The capacity to evaluate the efficacy of a therapy remotely, in a time frame shorter than the recommended 5 

3-6 months offers the opportunity for a personalised approach to therapy balancing therapeutic efficacy 6 

against other important factors such as side effects and quality-of-life and to structure clinical studies in a 7 

way that provide increased information on dose-response and/or compares therapies head-to-head. Such an 8 

approach would reliably, remotely evaluate how a patient feels, functions and survives in real time. 9 

Importantly patients found the approach described acceptable and felt that care and evaluation were 10 

improved through the use of remote monitoring (PPIE summary). 11 

 12 

Limitations 13 

Changes in remote monitored data were observed preceding and following clinically indicated increases in 14 

therapy and clinical worsening events. There was no placebo group and the central Sheffield research team 15 

were not blinded. Remote-monitored physiological data from implanted devices was used to provide 16 

matched control data in a time-stratified bidirectional case–crossover study providing a study approach that 17 

is statistically powerful and efficient in terms of the burden placed on patients. Access to hospital services 18 

for scheduled visits was limited due to public health measures put in place to limit the effect of COVID-19 19 

meaning that follow up intervals differed between patients and not all patients with therapeutic escalation 20 

clinical worsening events underwent imaging assessment of right ventricular function.  21 

 22 

Conclusions 23 

In patients implanted with an insertable cardiac and pulmonary artery pressure monitor change in 24 

physiology was observed following clinically indicated therapeutic escalation and prior to clinical 25 

worsening. Remote haemodynamic and cardiac monitoring may facilitate personalised, proactive medicine 26 

and innovative clinical study designs.  27 
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 2 

Plain Graphical Summary: CardioMEMS implantation covering frequently asked questions (FAQ). Created 3 

with BioRender.com  4 

 5 
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1 

Figure 1: Baseline in-hospital measures from patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension and an 2 

insertable cardiac monitor. In-hospital measures of WHO functional class (A), Ntpro-BNP (B) ECG hea3 

rate (C) pulmonary artery pressure (D) cardiac output (E) total pulmonary resistance (F) by 4-strata 4 

COMPERA 2.0 score (n=87, two-way ANOVA with Tuckey correction, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.005 

****p<0.0001). 6 
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 1 

2 
Figure 2: Remote-monitored cardiac measures in patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension and an 3 

insertable cardiac monitor. Daily remote measures of night heart rate (A), day heart rate (B), heart rate 4 

reserve (C) and heart rate variability (D) over the first 6 months following implantation of insertable card5 

monitors in patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension by 4-strata COMPERA 2.0 score (n=87, two-w6 

ANOVA with Tuckey correction, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, ****p<0.0001). Bias of baseline EC7 

and insertable cardiac monitor measured night heart rate (E).  8 
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1 

Figure 3: Remote-monitored physical activity in patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension and an 2 

insertable cardiac monitor. A: Physical activity over the first 6 months following implantation of insertab3 

cardiac monitors in patients with pulmonary arterial hypertension by 4-strata COMPERA 2.0 score (n=84 

two-way ANOVA with Tuckey correction, ****p<0.0001).  Relationship of physical activity to baseline5 

incremental shuttle walk distance (F, Pearson, r2=0.50, p<0.0001) and 6-minute walk distance (G, Pearso6 

r2=0.02, p=NS).  7 
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 1 

 2 

Figure 4: Established risk measures and remote-monitored physiology following clinically indicated 3 
treatment change. A. Incremental shuttle walk distance (ISWD), B. WHO functional class (WHO FC), C4 
NTProBNP and D. right ventricular ejection fraction from cardiac MRI (cMRI-RVEF). Mean +/-SEM, 5 
Wilcoxon, ***p<0.001, ****p<0.0001 A-C: n=18, D: n=9). E: mean pulmonary artery pressure, F: cardi6 
output, G: day heart rate, H: night heart rate; I total pulmonary resistance; J: physical activity. Data is 7 
presented with treatment change at day 0 with days –30 to day -1 as days preceding, and days +1 to day 8 
+60 as days following treatment change. Control group comprises matched 90-day periods on stable 9 
therapy (grey). Treatment change n=18, mean +/-SEM, *p<0.05, p<0.01, ***p<0.001, ****p<0.0001 on10 
way ANOVA with Dunnett’s correction. 11 
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 1 

Figure 5: Established risk measures and remote-monitored physiology at the time of a clinically worseni2 
event. A. Incremental shuttle walk distance (ISWD), B. WHO functional class (WHO FC), C. NTProBN3 
and D. right ventricular ejection fraction from cardiac MRI (cMRI-RVEF). Mean +/-SEM, Wilcoxon, 4 
**p<0.01, ***p<0.001 A-C: n=13, D: n=5). E: mean pulmonary artery pressure, F: cardiac output, G: da5 
heart rate, H: night heart rate; I total pulmonary resistance; J: physical activity. Data is presented with 6 
treatment change at day 0 with days –30 to day -1 as days preceding, and days +1 to day +30 as days 7 
following treatment change. Control group comprises matched 60-day periods without CWE (grey). CW8 
n=13, mean +/-SEM, *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001 paired Student’s t-test. 9 
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1 

Figure 6: Remote risk score at the time of clinically indicated therapeutic escalation and clinical worseni2 
events.  3 
Therapeutic escalation (A) and clinical worsening event (B) occur at day 0 with days –30 to day -1 as da4 
preceding, and days +1 to day +30 or +60 as days following. Control group comprises matched time 5 
periods with no TE or CWE (grey). TE n=18, CWE n=13, mean +/-SEM, two-way ANOVA with Dunne6 
correction, ^ indicates earlies point of statistical significance. 7 
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1 
Figure 7: remote monitored physiology in clinical practise. A female in her early 30’s is admitted to 2 
hospital following a 12-month period of increasing shortness of breath, reducing exercise tolerance and t3 
recent development of pre-syncope. A: Following a diagnosis of PAH sildenafil, ambrisentan and 4 
epoprostenol are started. TPR and physical activity improve gradually over a one-year period. B: A patie5 
led-decision is made to wean (day 410) and withdraw (day 580) epoprostenol and initiate selexipag (day6 
585). Dose-dependent changes are observed in remote measured physiology and risk with down-titration7 
epoprostinol and initiation of selexipag. (TPR – blue; night heart rate – black; day heart rate -green; 8 
physical activity – light blue; remote risk – bottom panel). 9 
 10 
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Table 1: Baseline demographics for patients with an implantable cardiac monitor  1 

   

 Insertable Cardiac Monitor 

(n=87) 

Insertable cardiac monitor 

and pulmonary artery 

pressure monitor (n=28) 

Age (years) 53 ± 15 48.9 ± 18.1 

Female (%) 66 (75.9) 21 (75) 

BMI  30 ± 7 28 ± 6 

Race (% of group) 

Caucasian 

Asian 

Black 

 

79 (90.8) 

4 (4.6) 

4 (4.6) 

 

25 (89) 

3 (11) 

- 

Mutation positive (n, %) 

BMPR2 

ALK1 

TBX4 

 

9 (10.3) 

4 (4.6) 

1 (1.1) 

 

2 (7) 

1 (4) 

1 (4) 

Years since diagnosis 8.1 ± 5.3 7.2 ± 4.6 

Heart rate (bpm) 75 ± 12 76 ± 11 

Resting SpO2 (%)  96 ± 3 95 ± 4 

WHO Functional class 

I 

II 

III 

IV 

 

5 (5.7) 

28 (32.2) 

39 (44.8) 

15 (17.2) 

 

0 
 
0 
 
22 (79) 
 
6 (21) 

NT-pro BNP (g/dl) 1064 ± 2474 1410 ± 3537 

Positive vasodilator response to nitric oxide 15 (17.2) 10 (36) 
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testing at diagnosis 

Right Heart Catheter 

Mean RA (mmHg) 

Systolic PAP (mmHg) 

Diastolic PAP (mmHg) 

PCWP (mmHg) 

Mean PAP (mmHg) 

CO (L/min) 

PVR (Dynes.sec.cm) 

CI (L/min/m2) 

SVO2 (%) 

TPR (Dynes.sec.cm) 

 

9.3 ± 5.2 

81.8 ± 23.2 

32.4 ± 11.0 

10.2 ± 3.1 

50.4 ± 14.7 

4.3 ± 1.6 

11.3 ± 7.1 

2.3 ± 0.8 

65.8 ± 14.6 

11.7 ± 7.8 

 

9.4 ± 4.8 

78.6 ± 25 

33.1 ± 11.2 

10.4 ± 4.5 

50.8 ± 11.2 

4.6 ± 1.6 

10.2 ± 6.1 

2.5 ± 0.7 

63 ± 20.7 

12.9 ± 7.0 

Pulmonary Function test 

FEV1/ FVC ratio 

 

0.70 ± 0.10  

 

75 ± 7 

 1 

6MWD six-minute walk distance BMI body mass index BP blood pressure CI cardiac index CO cardiac 2 

output FEV1 Forced Expiratory Volume in 1 second FVC Functional Vital Capacity ISWD incremental 3 

shuttle walk distance NT-pro BNP N-terminal pro-brain natriuretic peptide NO nitric oxide PAH 4 

pulmonary arterial hypertension PAP pulmonary artery pressure PCWP pulmonary capillary wedge 5 

pressure PVR pulmonary vascular resistance RA right atrium SVO2 venous oxygen saturations TPR 6 

transpulmonary resistance WHO world health organisation 7 

 8 

  9 
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Table 2: Baseline therapy – FIT-PH 1 

Baseline Therapy (n=28) N (%) or mean ± SD 
Single oral (CCB) 
Dual oral 
Oral plus prostanoid or IPA 

3 (11) 
14 (50) 
11 (39) 

Loop diuretic 16 (57) 
MRA 7 (25) 
CCB - calcium channel blocker, MRA - mineralocorticoid receptor antagonist, IPA – oral IP agonist2 
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Supplemental data  

 

Supplemental Table 1: Serious adverse events and adverse events reported in the FIT-PH 

study. 

 

Adverse Events Number of 

occurrences 

Action taken / further information 

Serious Adverse Events 0 NA 

Bleeding 1 Minor haemoptysis, resolved with no 

intervention 

Device erosion 1 Explanted, allowed to heal and new 

device implanted 

Infection 0 NA 

Vascular injury 0 NA 

Pulmonary Embolism   0 NA 

Drug interaction 1 Selexipag and clopidogrel. 

Clopidogrel replaced with prasugrel. 
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Supplemental Figure 1: Examples of non-clinically significant ‘suspect’ pulmonary artery 

pressure waveforms measured from a CardioMEMS device resulting from: A: Non-rested 

physiological state; B: rested physiological state in the same patient; C: a pause followed by a 

compensatory bradycardia; D: Frequent ventricular ectopy; E: Non physiological waveform; 

F: Incorrect waveform frequency detected; G: Waveform damping; H: Non transmission of 

waveforms. 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted January 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.27.23289153doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.27.23289153


 

 

36

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted January 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.27.23289153doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.27.23289153


 

 

37

 

Supplemental Figure 2: Representative sampling of remote monitoring data for event and 

control periods in time-stratified bidirectional case–crossover study.  Period of remote 

monitoring is indicated by green. Timepoints of clinician-directed therapeutic escalation or 

clinical worsening events are indicated by white X with the time 30-days preceding and 30-

days (CWE) or 60-days (TE) following the event indicated in blue. Control time periods are 

indicated in grey. 
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Supplemental Figure 3: Reading adherence in patients with insertable cardiac and pulmonary 

artery pressure monitors. Percentage of weekly readings completed by individual patients 

over the first three months following implantation for insertable cardiac monitor (orange) and 

pulmonary artery pressure monitor (blue). 
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