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Abstract 

Background: Systemic hemodynamics and specific ventilator settings have been shown to 

predict survival during venoarterial extracorporeal membrane oxygenation (VA ECMO). While 

these factors are intertwined with right ventricular (RV) function, the independent relationship 

between RV function and survival during VA ECMO is unknown. 

Objectives: To identify the relationship between RV function with mortality and duration of 

ECMO support. 

Methods: Cardiac ECMO runs in adults from the Extracorporeal Life Support Organization 

(ELSO) Registry between 2010 and 2022 were queried. RV function was quantified via 

pulmonary artery pulse pressure (PAPP) for pre-ECMO and on-ECMO periods. A multivariable 

model was adjusted for Society for Cardiovascular Angiography and Interventions (SCAI) stage, 

age, gender, and concurrent clinical data (i.e., pulmonary vasodilators and systemic pulse 

pressure). The primary outcome was in-hospital mortality. 

Results: A total of 4,442 ECMO runs met inclusion criteria and had documentation of 

hemodynamic and illness severity variables. The mortality rate was 55%; non-survivors were 

more likely to be older, have a worse SCAI stage, and have longer pre-ECMO endotracheal 

intubation times (P < 0.05 for all) than survivors. Improving PAPP from pre-ECMO to on-ECMO 

time (Δ PAPP) was associated with reduced mortality per 10 mm Hg increase (OR: 0.91 [95% 

CI: 0.86-0.96]; P=0.002). Increasing on-ECMO PAPP was associated with longer time on 

ECMO per 10 mm Hg (Beta: 15 [95% CI: 7.7-21]; P<0.001). 

Conclusions: Early improvements in RV function from pre-ECMO values were associated with 

mortality reduction during cardiac ECMO. Incorporation of Δ PAPP into risk prediction models 

should be considered. 
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Abbreviations 

ECMO = extracorporeal membrane oxygenation 

ELSO = Extracorporeal Life Support Organization 

ECPR = extracorporeal cardiopulmonary resuscitation 

LV = left ventricle 

PAPP = pulmonary artery pulse pressure 

SPAP = systolic pulmonary artery pressure 

DPAP = diastolic pulmonary artery pressure 

PA = pulmonary artery 

PVR = pulmonary vascular resistance 

CVP = central venous pressure 

RV = right ventricle 

RVD = right ventricular dysfunction 

VV = venovenous 

VA = venoarterial 

CPT = Current Procedural Terminology  

ICD-9/10 = International Classification of Diseases, Ninth Revision/Tenth Revision 

MAP = mean airway pressure 

ACHD = adult congenital heart disease 

MCS = mechanical circulatory support 

VAD = ventricular assist device 

SCAI = Society for Cardiovascular Angiography 

Keywords 

extracorporeal membrane oxygenation, extracorporeal life support, right ventricle, right 

ventricular dysfunction, right ventricular failure, right ventricle-pulmonary artery coupling 
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Introduction/Background 

 Limited data exist on right heart function during cardiac support extracorporeal 

membrane oxygenation (ECMO).(1) Various critical care cohorts demonstrate that patients with 

right ventricular dysfunction (RVD) often have worse survival than those with isolated left 

ventricular (LV) dysfunction.(2-16) No study has examined pre- and on-ECMO right ventricular 

function (RV) or pulmonary artery (PA) pressures in relation to ECMO survival and duration of 

support. Whether RV function and associated PA pressures in cardiac support ECMO affect 

clinically important outcomes is unknown.  

 Recently, systemic pulse pressure and systolic blood pressure (i.e., left heart) 

improvements have been shown to predict improved survival in cardiac support ECMO (mostly 

venoarterial [VA] configuration) and ECMO after cardiac arrest.(17,18) Similar to systemic pulse 

pressure, pulmonary artery pulse pressure (PAPP [i.e., difference between pulmonary systolic 

and diastolic pressures]) is a clinically-relevant metric reflecting RV contractility. Generally, 

increasing PAPP (without a change in central venous pressure [CVP]) indicates greater forward 

flow. In contrast, low PAPP and high CVP predict RVD and failure in critically ill and mechanical 

circulatory support populations.(19-22) A recent iteration utilized the PAPP indexed to systolic 

pulmonary artery pressure (SPAP) with higher values predicting more favorable outcomes in 

pulmonary arterial hypertension cohorts.(23) The role of PAPP or PAPP indices as indicators of 

RV function remain undefined in ECMO.  

 It remains unknown if PAPP prognosticates survival, and if it should be a therapeutic 

target for patients during cardiac support ECMO. We hypothesized that early improvements in 

on-ECMO RV function, as quantified by increased PAPP and derived indices, would be 

associated with improved ECMO survival and with shorter ECMO run times. We queried the 

ELSO Registry, the largest global ECMO database, to investigate the role of RV function in 

cardiac support ECMO.  
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Methods 

 Our analysis is reported according to the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational 

Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) guidelines (Supplemental eTable 1).(24) 

Data Source 

 The ELSO Registry is a voluntary international registry with approximately 500 

contributing centers across 60 countries and containing >200,000 patients over >30 

years.(25,26) It is the largest international voluntary database of ECMO patients.(27) 

Standardized case report forms submitted by ELSO site data managers detail basic 

demographic data (age, weight, sex, race), pre- and on-ECMO ventilation data and circuit 

parameters as well as ICU location.(26) Real time data validation ensures data quality and 

accuracy of the Registry.(26,28) Data submission via ELSO site managers requires passage of 

the data entry exam with subsequent guidance via detailed instructions and standardized 

database definitions. Point-of-entry data assessment with error and validity checks along with 

full record validation at time of submission ensure completeness of mandatory fields. Internal 

validation has shown that only 1% of 190 reported fields were incorrect.(28,29) The Registry 

undergoes continuous multimodal auditing and has been previously validated.(28-30) 

Study Population 

 All adult (≥18 years) patients available from January 1, 2010 to May 1, 2022 who were 

supported with cardiac support ECMO were identified (Supplemental eFigure 1). Support type 

(i.e., cardiac, pulmonary, or extracorporeal cardiopulmonary resuscitation [ECPR]) does not 

necessarily correspond to the cannulation configuration (i.e., VV vs. VA); however, it describes 

the organ failure for which ECMO is initiated. Patients with pulmonary support-only types or 

ECPR and adult congenital heart disease (ACHD) patients were excluded. Cardiac support 

ECMO runs with missing or obviously inaccurate pulmonary artery (PA) pressures (e.g., where 

diastolic PA pressure is greater than systolic PA pressure) were excluded. ECMO runs with 

missing hemodynamic data, severity of illness data and demographics were also excluded.  
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 To further define our cohort of interest for subgroup analysis, we identified the presence 

or absence of concomitant mechanical circulatory support (MCS) devices as well as cardiac 

surgery procedures based upon Current Procedural Terminology (CPT) codes. As previously 

described,(31) postoperative cardiac surgery patients were identified using CPT codes for heart 

or pericardium (33016–33999) excluding runs solely associated with codes for ECMO 

cannulation or daily management (33946–33989). Additionally, ventricular assist devices 

(VADs) and LV unloading CPT codes were identified as described in Supplemental eTable 6. 

Timing associated with MCS devices (i.e., LV unloading or intra-aortic balloon pumps) in relation 

to use specifically during concomitant ECMO run (rather than simply associated pre-cannulation 

or post-decannulation) was determined as previously described.(18,31) This retrospective 

analysis of the ELSO Registry was reviewed and approved by Weill Cornell Institutional Review 

Board.  

Hemodynamic Variables 

 Data on systemic blood pressure (systolic blood pressure [SBP], diastolic blood pressure 

[DBP], and pulse pressure [PP]) and pulmonary artery pressures (systolic pulmonary artery 

pressure [SPAP], diastolic pulmonary artery pressure [DPAP], and pulmonary artery pulse 

pressure [PAPP]) were collected at baseline pre-ECMO and at 24 hours post-ECMO initiation. 

Right atrial pressure (RAP [i.e., central venous pressure, CVP]) is not routinely collected within 

the ELSO Registry and thus was unavailable in our analysis.  

Exposure 

 Pulmonary artery pulse pressure (PAPP) was calculated as the difference between the 

SPAP and DPAP. Exposure variables reflecting RV function included the following: initial PAPP 

which is the pre-ECMO baseline; 24-hour on-ECMO PAPP which is an assessment closest to 

24 hours after cannulation; and an interval change in PAPP ("Δ PAPP") which is the difference 

between 24-hour on-ECMO value and pre-ECMO baseline. Consistent with standardized data 

collection of the ELSO Registry, pre-ECMO baseline variables were limited to no more than 6 
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hours prior to ECMO start time. On-ECMO variables were collected closest to 24 hours but no 

less than 18 hours and no more than 30 hours after start time. Missingness and handling of 

invalid data is detailed in the Supplemental Methods and Supplemental eTable 2.  

Outcomes 

 The primary outcome was in-hospital mortality for the index hospitalization. This was 

reflected on the ELSO Registry data form by discharged alive status as either "yes/no" or 

"transferred on ECMO." Separately, the ECMO discontinuation reason is available on Registry 

forms with reasons including "poor prognosis followed by death" and "poor prognosis followed 

by unexpected survival"; however, this variable was not utilized in our binary primary outcome of 

survival or death.  

 Secondary outcome was duration of ECMO support calculated as the difference 

between the ECMO run's date/time on and off. 

Covariates 

 For the main model, ELSO Registry variables determined to influence both PAPP and 

survival were included for analysis: age, gender, SCAI (Society for Cardiovascular Angiography) 

stage,(32) systemic pulse pressure and inhaled pulmonary vasodilators. Additional analysis 

included the main model with additional covariates of blood gases and mean airway pressure 

(Supplemental eTable 3). Time-specific variables (i.e., systemic pulse pressure, blood gases, 

and airway pressures) were collected in a similar manner as described previously for pre- vs. 

on-ECMO values (e.g., pre-ECMO PAPP effect on survival was evaluated with systemic pulse 

pressure covariate collected also during pre-ECMO interval). A modified SCAI stage 

classification was calculated as previously described.(32,33) Inhaled pulmonary vasodilator use 

is documented when the patient is on the medication for at least 6 hours within the 24-hour 

period prior to ECMO. 

Missing Data 
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 Missing data is summarized in Supplemental eTable 2. ECMO run cases without 

complete documentation of PA pressures were excluded from analysis as detailed in 

Supplemental eFigure 1.  

Statistical Analysis 

 Baseline demographics, severity of illness, ECMO flow characteristics (4-hour and 24-

hour), ECMO run times, and pre-ECMO intubation times were compared amongst survivors and 

non-survivors using the Pearson chi-square test for categorical variables (reported as 

proportions) as well as normally distributed continuous variables. Non-normally distributed 

continuous variables were reported as median (IQR) and were analyzed using the Wilcoxon 

rank sum test. Interval changes in blood pressure parameters were reported as integers (24-

hour minus baseline) with respective negative or positive signs. For example, a systolic 

pressure of 70 mm Hg at 24 hours on ECMO from an initial pre-ECMO systolic blood pressure 

of 80 mm Hg was reported as a change of -10 mm Hg. Associations between baseline 

characteristics and the primary outcome variable were assessed using univariable logistic 

regression analyses. Multivariable logistic regression analysis including variables identified a 

priori to be related to right heart function and survival (age, race, SAVE score, ECMO flow at 24 

hours, and blood pressure parameters) was performed similar to previously described work.(17)  

All p-values were calculated with respect to a two-sided alpha level of 0.05 which was deemed 

statistically significant. Statistical analysis was performed using the R statistical software 

package version 3.2.2 (R foundation, Vienna, Austria). 

Data Sharing 

 To facilitate research reproducibility, replicability, accuracy and transparency, the 

associated analytic code is available on the Open Science Foundation (OSF) repository, [DOI 

10.17605/OSF.IO/82DKM] [https://osf.io/82dkm/]. The data that support the findings of this 

study are available from ELSO, upon request, to ELSO members; these data were used under 

license for the current study, and so are not publicly available. Data were de-identified in 
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accordance with Section 164.514 of the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act 

(HIPAA).  

Results 

Study Population 

 Of the 37,147 eligible adult ECMO runs where the patients received cardiac support 

ECMO between 2010 and 2020 in the ELSO Registry and met our inclusion criteria, 4,997 runs 

contained valid measures for initial PAPP and 24-hour PAPP (i.e., complete documentation, 

non-zero and non-negative integers). An additional 555, runs were excluded for missing data 

(237 missing hemodynamic data; 211 missing SCAI stage; 104 missing age, and 3 missing 

ECMO time) leaving 4,442 ECMO runs for final analysis (Table 1, Supplemental eFigure 1 

and eTable 2) in the main model. 

 The final study population had a median age of 59.1 years (IQR: 49-67 years) and 31% 

were female. The SCAI stages (as previously described(32)) distribution was as follows: stage 

B: 3.4%; stage C: 12%; stage D: 80%, and stage E: 4.2%. Time on mechanical ventilation prior 

to ECMO start time ranged from ≤ 10 hours (47% of our final cohort) to 11-29 hours (27%) and 

≥ 30 hours (27%). ECMO run median time was 136 hours (IQR: 79-222 hours) with 144 hours 

(IQR: 78-244 hours) in non-survivors and 124 hours (81-199 hours) in survivors. Mortality in our 

final analytic cohort was 55%. 

Pre-ECMO, On-ECMO and Interval Change in Hemodynamics 

 Table 2 shows the distribution of systemic and right heart hemodynamics separated into 

non-survivors and survivors for pre-ECMO, 24 hours on-ECMO, and interval change from pre- 

to on-ECMO values (Δ PAPP). The following trends in Table 2 were observed prior to analysis 

with our multivariate model in Table 3.  

 The pre-ECMO baseline median SBP (85 mm Hg vs. 88 mm Hg) and DBP (52 mm Hg 

vs. 55 mm Hg) were significantly lower among non-survivors compared with survivors (P < 

0.001), whereas the PP was not (32 mm Hg vs. 30 mm Hg; P=0.10 [Table 2]). In contrast, pre-
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ECMO SPAP (40 mm Hg vs. 38 mm Hg), DPAP (24 mm Hg vs. 23 mm Hg), and PAPP (16 mm 

Hg vs. 15 mm Hg) were higher amongst non-survivors compared to survivors (P < 0.05 for all) 

prior to any analysis in our multivariate model.  

 Trends for 24 hours on-ECMO and interval change from pre- to on-ECMO time points 

are summarized with systemic pressures increasing with pulmonary artery pressures 

decreasing. At the time point of 24-hours on-ECMO (Table 2), all patients (whether non-survivor 

or survivor) had higher median SBP, DBP, and PP compared to all patients pre-ECMO baseline. 

With ECMO initiation, the right heart pressures (SPAP, DPAP, and PAPP) were correspondingly 

lower at 24-hours on ECMO compared to pre-ECMO baseline. 

 For interval change from pre- to on-ECMO, the systemic blood pressures trended 

upwards following ECMO; in contrast, the right heart pressures (SPAP, DPAP, and PAPP) 

generally trended downwards across non-survivors and survivors.  

Outcomes: Mortality & ECMO Run Time 

 Amongst the final cohort of 4,442 ECMO runs in our analysis, 55% of the cohort died 

during the index ECMO run. Mortality risk in the multivariate model is depicted as a function of 

PAPP at pre-ECMO, on-ECMO and Δ PAPP (difference between on-ECMO and pre-ECMO 

baseline) time points in Table 3 and Figure 1.  

 On-ECMO PAPP and Δ PAPP were associated with improved odds of survival after 

correcting for demographics, severity of illness, systemic pulse pressure and inhaled pulmonary 

vasodilators (Table 3). Specifically, increasing quartiles of on-ECMO PAPP were associated 

with reduced odds of mortality compared to the lowest quartile (OR: 0.77 [95% CI: 0.64-0.92]; 

P=0.005, OR: 0.75 [95% CI: 0.63-0.90]; P=0.002, and OR: 0.79 [95% CI: 0.66-0.95]; P=0.010, 

respectively). Additionally, every 10 mm Hg increase in the Δ PAPP was associated with an 

odds ratio for in-hospital mortality of 0.91 (95% CI: 0.86-0.96; P=0.002). Reduced odds of 

mortality were similarly seen with every 10 mm Hg increase in Δ PAPP (OR: 0.89 [95% CI: 0.83-

0.96]; P=0.002) in the supplemental model which augmented our main model via additional 

 . 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 August 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.08.23293859doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.08.23293859
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Pulmonary Artery Pressures in VA ECMO 

 11

adjustment for blood gas values and mean airway pressure (Supplemental eTable 3). In 

contrast, higher pre-ECMO PAPP was associated with greater mortality for every 10 mm Hg 

increase (OR: 1.08 [95% CI: 1.02-1.14]; P=0.006). This was observed in both the main model 

(Table 3) as well as the supplemental model (Supplemental eTable 3). 

 Higher pre-ECMO and on-ECMO PAPP were associated with longer ECMO run time 

while Δ PAPP was not significantly associated with ECMO time (Supplemental eTable 4). 

Additionally, the direction of this relationship of higher PAPP and longer ECMO time held in 

preliminary analysis after removing patients who died on ECMO prior to adjustment for 

covariates.  

Subgroup Analysis: Cardiac Surgical Procedures, Ventricular Assist Device and LV 

Unloading 

 When our main multivariate model was applied to the subgroup of post-operative cardiac 

surgery patients (n = 1,414), on-ECMO PAPP at 24 hours associated with reduced mortality 

(Supplemental eTable 5) when assessed in 10 mm Hg increments (OR: 0.81 [95% CI: 0.69-

0.93]; P=0.004). Cardiac surgery patients had lower mortality at 24 hours on-ECMO for the 3rd 

and 4th highest on-ECMO PAPP quartiles when compared to the lowest quartile (OR: 0.58 

[95% CI: 0.42-0.79]; P<0.001 and OR: 0.73 [95% CI: 0.54-0.99]; P=0.04, respectively). PAPP 

improvements ("Δ PAPP") per 10 mm Hg increments did not reach statistical significance (OR: 

0.98 [95% CI: 0.88-1.09]; P=0.75 and OR: 0.97 [95% CI: 0.86-1.09]; P=0.61, respectively). The 

subgroup analysis within VAD or LV unloading populations showed no correlation between right 

heart function and survival (Supplemental eTable 5).  
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Discussion 

 Our work shows that early on-ECMO surrogates of right heart function associate with 

improved survival in VA ECMO populations. After correcting for demographics; severity of 

illness; systemic pulse pressure; and inhaled pulmonary vasodilators, early pulmonary artery 

pressure metrics are independently associated with survival. On-ECMO PAPP (i.e., at 24-hours 

of ECMO time) and Δ PAPP (i.e., interval change on-ECMO from pre-ECMO value) were 

associated with statistically significant mortality reductions. In contrast, pre-ECMO PAPP was 

statistically associated with increased mortality. The risk of in-hospital mortality dropped 

incrementally with every 10 mm Hg increase in Δ PAPP once the patient was placed on ECMO. 

Given the distribution of on-ECMO PAPP across the dataset (i.e., the majority of patients 

decrease their PAPP from pre- to on-ECMO), these data may be more specifically interpreted 

as worsened mortality for those who fail to increase their on-ECMO PAPP. As most patients do 

not increase their PAPP once ECMO is initiated, our results can be interpreted as worse 

mortality for every 10 mmHg decrease in on-ECMO PAPP.  

 When analyzed by quartile, higher quartiles of both on-ECMO PAPP and Δ PAPP had 

lower odds of mortality when compared to the lowest quartile of each group, respectively. 

Further analysis showed that the incremental survival benefit for Δ PAPP was maintained with 

similar effect and with statistical significance after subsequent additional adjustment for blood 

gas variables and mean airway pressure in our supplemental model. To our knowledge, this 

analysis is the first to show a clinically relevant surrogate of RV function has an independent 

role in survival for cardiac support (mostly venoarterial configuration) ECMO.  

 These findings show statistical significance and present the potential clinical significance 

of the RV in cardiac critical care cohorts and ECMO populations which has been increasing 

investigated in recent years.(2,12) Current research shows that RV dysfunction (RVD) increases 

with shock severity and that RVD portends worse outcomes compared to LV dysfunction.(12) 

Additionally, the RV is affected directly by the LV and systemic hemodynamics as well as 

 . 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 August 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.08.23293859doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.08.23293859
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Pulmonary Artery Pressures in VA ECMO 

 13

mechanical ventilation.(34-36) Both systemic hemodynamics and modifiable ventilator settings 

have been shown to be associated with survival in VA ECMO.(17,37) Our study results are 

consistent with this prior work using early cardiopulmonary metrics in prognosticating ECMO 

survival and show the importance of PA pressures (surrogates of RV function) in predicting 

survival. Additionally, our results provide novel large dataset support for the biventricular and 

heart-lung interactions described in recent ECMO simulation studies, providing new insight into 

RV function's role in ECMO.(34) 

 In addition to investigating how on-ECMO RV function affected survival, we attempted to 

evaluate if preserved pre-ECMO RV function going into the ECMO run predicted better 

outcomes. Where survival improved with increased PAPP post-ECMO cannulation, the opposite 

effect was observed for pre-ECMO PAPP. Higher PAPP before cannulation showed statistically 

reduced odds of survival (i.e., higher mortality) in both the main model and in the supplemental 

model. While we did not have CVP to improve the accuracy of PAPP in reflecting forward flow of 

the right heart, it's possible that higher pulmonary vascular resistance (PVR) was the underlying 

driver of increased mortality. The baseline PAPP between groups showed a small difference (1 

mm Hg) and may not be clinically significant, but the retained relationship in multivariate 

analysis could be explained by the association of higher PVR with mortality, as can happen with 

pulmonary congestion from heart failure or from hypoxemia. Indeed, our data demonstrate lower 

systemic pressure among non survivors, as could be seen with worsened heart failure. Further, 

it has already been demonstrated among patients managed on VA ECMO that pre-ECMO PaO2 

is nearly 10 mm Hg worse among non-survivors.(37)  

 As data exist regarding the role of RV function in weaning from VA ECMO, we expected 

to find higher PAPP to associate with reduced time on ECMO; however, this was not seen in our 

analysis.(38-40) Higher pre-ECMO and on-ECMO PAPP showed statistically significant 

increases for ECMO time. This finding was counter to our initial hypothesis and could be a 

function of either institution-specific practices/protocolized nature of ECMO weaning or from the 
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biventricular interactions in ECMO. Specifically, high PAPP paradoxically has been shown to 

distend and impair left ventricle (LV) function in VA ECMO.(34) It is plausible that robust right 

heart pulse pressure both pre-ECMO and on-ECMO could overload or distend the LV leading to 

longer ECMO time, though our analysis was not designed to fully evaluate this.(34)  

 Given the physiologic interaction of PAPP and LV distension,(34) we investigated 

whether LV unloading or ventricular assist device affected our findings of right heart function 

and survival. Interestingly, despite the on-ECMO PAPP and PAPP improvement correlations 

with survival in the main model, the subgroup analysis within VAD or LV unloading populations 

showed no correlation between right heart function and survival.  

 Cardiac support ECMO has expanded in recent years. While survival prediction scores 

such as the SAVE score have been published, subsequent validation studies have found 

survival underestimation in some cohorts, which could lead to underuse of a potentially effective 

therapy.(41) Further, the SAVE score utilizes pre-ECMO variables to predict survival. Despite 

survival prediction via pre-ECMO variables, there remain questions about how to optimally 

prognosticate and manage on-ECMO hemodynamics.(42) Much of the published literature to 

date relates to left heart function, LV distension and systemic variables as cardinal 

considerations in VA ECMO.(17,42,43) There is little known about if and to what extent RV 

function plays a role in cardiac support ECMO. Our study is among the first to show how on-

ECMO surrogates of right heart function may affect survival. Similar to work by Rali et al., the 

use of early on-ECMO hemodynamics could be used clinically to appropriately allocate 

resources or target individualized therapy. Future studies should provide comprehensive 

assessment of RV function via advanced echocardiography and/or pressure-volume loops. This 

will identify the true link between RV function and PAPP, so the latter can be implemented as a 

valid surrogate with prognostic value in this cohort.  

Study Limitations 
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 While this analysis is among the first to evaluate right heart function in a large ECMO 

database, a large proportion of the initial cardiac support cohort did not contain pulmonary 

artery catheter data. From our initial raw data of 37,668 ECMO runs, PAPP for pre-ECMO and 

on-ECMO time periods was available in only 3% of cases. Previously reported analyses have 

focused on the left heart for analysis; similar to Rali et al., our analysis found early on-ECMO 

hemodynamics to statistically affect mortality.(17) Despite cohort limitations of the dataset, our 

study addresses an important gap in the literature.  

 Additionally, our choice for PAPP as exposure variable was based in the best-available 

data from ELSO Registry approximating the prognostic utility of the pulmonary artery pulsatility 

index (PAPi) seen in multiple populations.(44,45) However, we acknowledge that the PAPP is a 

surrogate measure of right heart function with less well-defined ability to predict mortality in 

other settings as more data are published on PAPi. Further, it is unknown whether PAPP is a 

sensitive/specific marker of RV function. However, we used these data as it was the closest 

related to RV function available from the Registry. Despite the unclear trend with mortality seen 

in the Blyth et al. analysis, the PAPP is the closest available variable in the Registry that 

approximates PAPi.(46) CVP as a variable is not collected in the ELSO Registry.  

 As the left and right heart interact, the lack of pulmonary capillary wedge pressure 

measurements in our dataset limits the ability to systematically assess the contribution of 

elevated left heart filling pressures on outcomes. Previous work has shown the relationship 

between higher PA pulse pressure (i.e. increasing right heart function or end-systolic elastance) 

and increasing LV end-diastolic pressures.(34) Approximately 88% of our cohort with available 

PA pulse pressure did not have concomitant PCWP metrics. Even more specifically, this 

analysis was unable to make the distinction between disease states with both elevated 

pulmonary capillary wedge pressure and diastolic pulmonary artery pressure versus disease 

states with uncoupling of the wedge and DPAP. Taken together, it is impossible to say what 

contribution left heart function or pre-existing pulmonary hypertension had on our findings. We 
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acknowledge that without CVP or PCWP, the conclusions are not optimally specific in 

determining causality specific to right heart function and mortality.  

 Further missingness was experienced in LV unloading devices subgroup via the 

documentation method for the device. CPT codes for various types of LV unloading devices 

were queried in a manner to be specific about their use prior to ECMO decannulation to avoid 

capturing LV unloading (i.e. percutaneous axial pump) devices post-ECMO. LV unloading 

devices certainly could have further influenced our findings as they influence left heart 

distension and subsequent right heart and lung parenchyma physiology. Our supplemental 

model incorporated blood gas data and mean airway pressure and still found similar on-ECMO 

right heart effects. 

 Finally, we also did not include adverse effects of ECMO (e.g., major bleeding, stroke, or 

circuit-related complications). As previously mentioned, our dataset was limited to the fraction of 

the entire cohort who had pulmonary artery catheter data. As this analysis is novel in its 

examination of right heart variables on ECMO, we chose to limit our work to outcomes of 

mortality and time on ECMO.  

 Despite the limitations, the central findings of our analysis hold in both the main model 

and our supplemental analysis. For the main model, 51% of our cohort was missing data for 

mean airway pressure, prompting our supplemental analysis. Our supplemental analysis was 

performed on the ~ 3,000 ECMO runs who had main analysis covariates as well as the blood 

gas and MAP covariates available. Our main model and supplemental model show similar 

incremental mortality reduction by PAPP improvements from pre- to on-ECMO status.  

Conclusion 

 Early improvements in PAPP from pre-ECMO values were associated with statistically 

significant mortality reduction during cardiac ECMO. Correspondingly and more specifically, 

failure to improve PAPP upon ECMO initiation is associated with worsened mortality. 
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Incorporation of Δ PAPP into risk prediction models for cardiac ECMO should be further 

investigated and considered. 
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Clinical Perspectives 
Clinical Implications: Surrogates of right heart function should be considered for 
incorporation into risk prediction models for cardiac support ECMO. 
 
Competency in Medical Knowledge: Although prognostication scores have incorporated 
systemic hemodynamics and ventilator settings for ECMO risk stratification, there are 
limited data on the role of the right heart for early post-cannulation prognostication. 
 
Translational Outlook: Despite its physiologic relevance, right heart variables have not 
been included in the analysis of cardiac support ECMO patients. Right heart function is 
increasingly identified in critically ill patients to be prognostically important, but further 
research is required to allow clinicians to better guide ECMO therapy.   
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Figures/Tables Legends 

Table 1. Baseline Characteristics Between Non-survivors and Survivors in the Main Model 

Table 2. Hemodynamic Measurements Between Non-survivors and Survivors Across Pre-

ECMO, On-ECMO, and Interval Change Timepoints 

Table 3. Hemodynamic Predictors of Mortality by PAPP (10 mm Hg Increments) and by PAPP 

Quartiles Across Timepoints 

Figure 1. Adjusted Probability of Mortality for Pre-ECMO, On-ECMO and PAPP Improvement 
(Pre- to On-ECMO) Quartiles 
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Table 1. Patient Characteristics 

Table 1. Comparison of Baseline Characteristics Between Survivors and Non-survivors 

Variable N Overall, N = 4,442
1
 Non-survivors, N = 2,459

1
 

Survivors, N = 
1,983

1
 P-value

2
 

Age, y 4,442 (100%) 59 (49, 67) 62 (53, 68) 56 (44, 64) <0.001 
Age group, y 4,442 (100%)     
18-38  562 (13%) 198 (8.1%) 364 (18%) <0.001 
39-52  881 (20%) 403 (16%) 478 (24%) <0.001 
53-62  1,291 (29%) 721 (29%) 570 (29%) 0.7 
≥63  1,708 (38%) 1,137 (46%) 571 (29%) <0.001 
Women, % 4,442 (100%) 1,379 (31%) 763 (31%) 616 (31%) >0.9 
Race 4,442 (100%)     
White  2,904 (65%) 1,655 (67%) 1,249 (63%) 0.003 
Black  541 (12%) 271 (11%) 270 (14%) 0.009 
Hispanic  301 (6.8%) 153 (6.2%) 148 (7.5%) 0.10 
Asian  207 (4.7%) 98 (4.0%) 109 (5.5%) 0.018 
Other  323 (7.3%) 179 (7.3%) 144 (7.3%) >0.9 
Unknown  166 (3.7%) 103 (4.2%) 63 (3.2%) 0.077 
Weight, kg 4,411 (99%)     
≤65  600 (14%) 303 (12%) 297 (15%) 0.010 
65-88  1,763 (40%) 958 (39%) 805 (41%) 0.3 
≥89  2,048 (46%) 1,182 (48%) 866 (44%) 0.004 
SCAI Stage 4,442 (100%)     
B  150 (3.4%) 74 (3.0%) 76 (3.8%) 0.13 
C  550 (12%) 268 (11%) 282 (14%) <0.001 
D  3,555 (80%) 1,995 (81%) 1,560 (79%) 0.041 
E  187 (4.2%) 122 (5.0%) 65 (3.3%) 0.005 
Pre-ECLS 
Intubation, h 3,911 (88%)     

≤10  1,820 (47%) 930 (43%) 890 (52%) <0.001 
11-29  1,054 (27%) 596 (27%) 458 (27%) 0.6 
≥30  1,037 (27%) 662 (30%) 375 (22%) <0.001 
ELCS 
Characteristics      

Run-time, h 4,442 (100%) 136 (79, 222) 144 (78, 244) 124 (81, 199) <0.001 
Flow at 4h 4,312 (97%) 4.08 (3.50, 4.60) 4.09 (3.50, 4.62) 4.06 (3.50, 4.60) 0.13 
Flow at 24h 4,276 (96%) 4.12 (3.57, 4.71) 4.19 (3.62, 4.77) 4.09 (3.50, 4.67) <0.001 

 

1Median (IQR); n (%) 
2Wilcoxon rank sum test; Pearson's Chi-squared test 
SCAI Stage = Society for Cardiovascular Angiography cardiogenic shock severity stage; ECLS = extracorporeal life support 
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Table 2. Hemodynamic Measurements: Non-survivors and Survivors 

Variable 
Overall, N = 

4,442
1
 

Non-survivors, N = 
2,459

1
 

Survivors, N = 
1,983

1
 P-value

2
 

Pre-ECMO 
baseline     

Initial SBP 86 (73, 101) 85 (71, 100) 88 (75, 103) <0.001 
Initial DBP 53 (44, 64) 52 (43, 62) 55 (46, 65) <0.001 
Initial PP 31 (20, 44) 30 (19, 44) 32 (20, 45) 0.10 
Initial SPAP 40 (31, 50) 40 (31, 51) 38 (30, 49) <0.001 
Initial DPAP 23 (18, 29) 24 (19, 30) 23 (17, 29) <0.001 
Initial PAPP 15 (10, 22) 16 (10, 23) 15 (10, 22) 0.043 
24h on-ECMO 
initiation     

SBP at 24h 95 (84, 108) 93 (81, 106) 98 (87, 110) <0.001 
DBP at 24h 64 (55, 71) 63 (54, 71) 64 (57, 72) <0.001 
PP at 24h 30 (17, 46) 29 (15, 46) 33 (20, 47) <0.001 
SPAP at 24h 28 (21, 36) 28 (22, 37) 28 (21, 35) 0.052 
DPAP at 24h 17 (13, 22) 18 (14, 23) 17 (13, 21) <0.001 
PAPP at 24h 10 (6, 15) 10 (6, 15) 10 (7, 15) <0.001 
Interval change 
from baseline3     

Δ SBP 8 (-8, 26) 7 (-9, 25) 10 (-7, 26) 0.028 
Δ DBP 9 (-2, 20) 9 (-1, 20) 8 (-3, 20) 0.081 
Δ PP 0 (-14, 13) -2 (-16, 12) 1 (-12, 15) <0.001 
Δ SPAP -11 (-20, -2) -11 (-21, -3) -10 (-19, -2) 0.004 
Δ DPAP -6 (-12, 0) -6 (-12, 0) -5 (-11, 0) 0.9 
Δ PAPP -5 (-11, 0) -5 (-12, 0) -4 (-10, 0) <0.001 

 

1Median (IQR); n (%) 
2Pearson's Chi-squared test; Wilcoxon rank sum test 
3 Δ = (24h on ECMO) - (pre ECMO baseline) 
SBP = systolic blood pressure; DBP = diastolic blood pressure; PP = systemic blood pressure; SPAP = systolic pulmonary artery 
pressure; DPAP = diastolic pulmonary artery pressure; PAPP = pulmonary artery pulse pressure 
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Table 3. Right Heart Predictors of Mortality  

 
Pre-ECMO PAPP On-ECMO PAPP at 24h Δ PAPP3 

OR
1
 95% CI P-value OR

1
 95% CI P-value OR

1
 95% CI P-value 

PAPP 1.08
2
 1.02, 1.14 0.006 0.98

2
 0.90, 1.06 0.54 0.91

2
 0.86, 0.96 0.002 

PAPP 
quartiles4          

1 — —  — —  — —  
2 0.97 0.81, 1.15 0.72 0.77 0.64, 0.92 0.005 0.87 0.73, 1.04 0.13 
3 1.02 0.85, 1.22 0.83 0.75 0.63, 0.90 0.002 0.72 0.60, 0.85 <0.001 
4 1.15 0.96, 1.37 0.14 0.79 0.66, 0.95 0.010 0.84 0.70, 0.99 0.044 

 

1Adjusted for age, sex, SCAI stage, systemic pulse pressure, and inhaled pulmonary vasodilators 
2Odds ratio per 10 mm Hg increase in PAPP 
3Δ PAPP = difference between on-ECMO and pre-ECMO PAPP 
4PAPP quartile (Q) ranges from [1, 10] for Q1, [10, 15] for Q2, [15, 22] for Q3, and [22, 129] for Q4; 24h PAPP ranges from [1, 6] for 
Q1, [6, 9] for Q2, [9, 14] for Q3, and [14, 110] for Q4.   
PAPP = pulmonary artery pulse pressure  
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Figure 1. Adjusted Probability of Mortality for Pre-ECMO PAPP (box 1), On-ECMO PAPP 
(box 2) and Δ PAPP (box 3) by quartiles 

 
Statistical significance of results denoted as: * for p <0.05; ** for p <0.01; *** for p <0.001. 
Initial PAPP = pre-ECMO; PAPP at 24h = on-ECMO; Δ PAPP = difference in on-ECMO and pre-ECMO values 
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