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ABSTRACT 136 

 137 

Recent advances in therapy and the promulgation of multidisciplinary pulmonary embolism 138 

teams (PERTs) show great promise to improve management and outcomes of acute pulmonary 139 

embolism (PE). However, the absence of   randomized evidence and lack of consensus leads to 140 

tremendous variations in treatment and compromises the wide implementation of new 141 

innovations. Moreover, the changing landscape of healthcare, where quality, cost, and 142 

accountability are increasingly relevant, dictates that a broad spectrum of outcomes of care must 143 

be routinely monitored to fully capture the impact of modern PE treatment. We set out to 144 

standardize data collection in PE patients undergoing evaluation and treatment, and thus 145 

establish the foundation for an expanding evidence base that will address gaps in evidence and 146 

inform future care for acute PE. To do so, over 100 international PE thought leaders convened in 147 

Washington, DC in April 2022 to form the Pulmonary Embolism Research Collaborative ( 148 

PERC™). Participants included physician experts, key members of the United States Food and 149 

Drug Administration (FDA), patient representatives, and industry leaders. Recognizing the 150 

multi-disciplinary nature of PE care, the Pulmonary Embolism Research Collaborative 151 

(PERC™) was created with representative experts from stakeholder medical subspecialties, 152 

including cardiology, pulmonology, vascular medicine, critical care, hematology, cardiac 153 

surgery, emergency medicine, hospital medicine, and pharmacology. A list of critical evidence 154 

gaps was composed with a matching comprehensive set of standardized data elements; these data 155 

points will provide a foundation for productive research, knowledge enhancement, and 156 

advancement of clinical care within the field of acute PE, and contribute to answering urgent 157 

unmet needs in PE management. Evidence produced through PERC™, as it is applied to data 158 

collection, promises to provide crucial knowledge that will ultimately produce a robust evidence 159 

base that will lead to standardization and harmonization of PE management and improved 160 

outcomes.   161 

 162 

CLINICAL PERSPECTIVE 163 

1) What is new?  164 

 Recent advances have increased options for treatment of acute pulmonary embolism, 165 

yet there remain wide variations in management due to the lack of a reliable evidence 166 

base upon which to base therapeutic decisions. 167 
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 The PERT Consortium
TM

  is a strong advocate of evidence based care for PE patients 168 

and therefore initiated the Pulmonary Embolism Research Collaborative (PERC
TM

) to 169 

establish a foundation for advancing high quality research and improving clinical 170 

care. 171 

 A novel comprehensive set of standardized data elements is proposed for collection in 172 

patients with acute pulmonary embolism, to provide a foundation for expanding the 173 

evidence base and enhancing care.  174 

2) What are the clinical implications?  175 

 Standardizing collection of data for acute pulmonary embolism will enable analyses 176 

that will inform optimal risk stratification, treatment, and follow-up of patients with 177 

pulmonary embolism, and provide evidence-based treatment algorithms that will 178 

improve outcomes. 179 

 Registries created using the proposed standardized elements will enable 180 

benchmarking and quality assurance for clinicians caring for pulmonary embolism 181 

patients. 182 

 Incorporation of comprehensive standardized data elements into FDA IDE trials will 183 

enable the Agency to better assess the safety and effectiveness of investigational 184 

devices. 185 

 186 

ABBREVIATIONS 187 

 188 

AI   Artificial Intelligence 189 

AC    Anticoagulation; Anticoagulant 190 

CBT   Catheter-based Thrombectomy 191 

CDL   Catheter-directed Thrombolysis 192 

CDER   Center for Drug Evaluation and Research 193 

CDRH   Center for Devices and Radiological Health 194 

CPET   Cardiopulmonary Exercise Testing 195 

CTEPD  Chronic Thromboembolic Pulmonary Disease (also referred to as CTED) 196 

CTEPH  Chronic Thromboembolic Pulmonary Hypertension 197 

ECMO  Extracorporeal Membrane Oxygenation 198 

EMR   Electronic Medical Record  199 

ESC   European Society of Cardiology 200 

FDA   Food and Drug Administration 201 

MCS   Mechanical Circulatory Support 202 

PE   Pulmonary Embolism 203 

PERC   Pulmonary Embolism Research Collaborative 204 
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PERT   Pulmonary Embolism Response Team 205 

PRO   Patient Reported Outcome  206 

VTE   Venous Thromboembolism 207 

  208 
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INTRODUCTION  209 

Acute pulmonary embolism (PE) is a major source of cardiovascular morbidity and 210 

mortality and a leading cause of preventable in-hospital death in  the US and around the world.
1-7

 211 

Despite its high prevalence, clinical impact, and considerable public health implications, there 212 

remains a lack of consensus regarding what constitutes the optimal strategy for management of 213 

acute PE. The significant variability in the application of newer treatment modalities highlights 214 

the lack of consensus and need for standardization. Unlike myocardial infarction (MI) and 215 

stroke, for which robust evidence has led to consistent and standardized treatment, the absence of 216 

level I evidence regarding the management of PE has resulted in large variations in care. Further 217 

exacerbating this variability is the fact that PE is managed by several different specialties, each 218 

of which brings its own perspective and bias. 219 

 The most important reason for variability in treatment lies in the evidence gap that exists 220 

regarding optimal risk stratification and related risk-based management strategies, 221 

standardization of indication and application of interventional advanced PE treatment, and 222 

widely-accepted measures regarding outcomes of care for PE. Recent advances in treatment and 223 

availability of novel catheter directed techniques underscores the need for standardization of data 224 

collection in routine care, which is essential to understand their impact.  225 

A core set of outcome measures for venous thromboembolism (VTE) was recently 226 

proposed by the International Consortium for Health Outcomes Measurement (ICHOM); 227 

however this set does not include relevant data elements regarding risk stratification and details 228 

of management decisions and is therefore insufficient to guide the much needed process of 229 

harmonization and standardization of PE management.
8, 9

 The Pulmonary Embolism Research 230 

Collaborative (PERC™) was  conceived as a forum  to develop a pragmatic core set of data 231 

elements, with common standards and definitions, that will serve as the foundation for data 232 

collection regarding  the evaluation, treatment, outcomes, and follow up. The evidence generated 233 

by collecting such standardized data will enable analyses that will enhance clinical care, establish 234 

quality metrics, and promote research endeavors.  235 

 236 

METHODOLOGY 237 

PERC
TM

 composition 238 
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An international group of multidisciplinary experts in PE convened to work in 239 

collaboration with the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA), patient 240 

representatives, healthcare organizations, and industry leaders, to explore gaps in recognition, 241 

diagnosis, treatment, and follow up of patients with acute PE. (Figure 1) PERC™ healthcare 242 

contributors represented the multidisciplinary character of PE care and included international 243 

representative experts from stakeholder medical subspecialties and scientific societies, including 244 

cardiology, pulmonology, vascular medicine, critical care, hematology, cardiac surgery, 245 

emergency medicine, hospital medicine, and pharmacology. Physician thought leaders were 246 

invited to participate based on their past contribution to PERT efforts as well as their 247 

involvement in contemporary trials for PE.  Individuals invited to participate in PERC each 248 

obtained institutional approval to participate.  FDA representatives received endorsement to 249 

participate on behalf of the Agency. 250 

 251 

PERC
TM

 objectives 252 

The three objectives of PERC were: 1) to identify the current major evidence gaps that 253 

must be closed in order to better inform care providers and reduce variations in PE care; 2) to 254 

identify what data capture will be necessary to close those gaps; and 3) to develop consensus 255 

regarding a set of core set of data elements to be captured in routine care in all patients treated 256 

for PE. Ultimately, this initiative was to generate a comprehensive compendium of data elements 257 

pertaining to how patients are risk-stratified and treated, and to capture outcomes. Notably, 258 

PERC™ was not intended to establish recommended algorithms or guidelines for care. 259 

Ultimately, analyses derived from databases utilizing these standardized elements proposed by 260 

PERC™  will: a) establish the relative value and utility of current risk stratification tools; b) 261 

illuminate additional factors that may influence care and outcome, perhaps leading to creation of 262 

new tools for prognostication; c) enable more standardized and balanced assessment of outcomes 263 

using different therapeutic approaches;  d) provide meaningful evidence to inform future 264 

guidelines and care algorithms. 265 

 266 

PERC
TM

 methodology and procedures 267 

Five working groups (Figure 2), based on timing relative to patient presentation and 268 

intervention, were formulated before the meeting and leaders representing different disciplines 269 

 . 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 February 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303227doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303227
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


   
 

   
 

were selected for each. Groups were charged with developing consensus around a set of data 270 

elements for capture pertaining to important knowledge gaps. In order to maximize productivity 271 

at the on-site PERC™ meeting, groups were asked to prepare their respective work product in 272 

advance. Accordingly, in the weeks leading up to the PERC™ meeting day, group leaders 273 

convened a series of workgroup virtual meetings. During the meeting, these proposed gaps in 274 

evidence and relevant data elements were discussed and finalized. 275 

 276 

Establishment of list of data elements 277 

Data elements throughout the entire “PE journey”, from presentation through discharge, 278 

and into follow up were considered in order to assess the various management strategies, 279 

decisions, and care rendered for acute PE, and the impact of these on outcomes. The timeline 280 

was divided into 5 distinct serial “events” representing milestones in the journey (Figure 2). 281 

Alternative (exploratory) elements not included in prior data collection efforts were considered, 282 

which could ultimately be relevant and predictive or influence outcomes, and therefore be 283 

important to capture. Elements were grouped into categories of “core” (i.e. absolutely necessary) 284 

and “enhanced” (i.e. beneficial to know for research and exploratory purposes). There was 285 

specific emphasis on identifying data elements that are pragmatic, such that they could be 286 

captured according to consensus definitions and at appropriate time points, with good 287 

ascertainment. 288 

 Practicable definitions that could be applied across institutions and easily understood by a 289 

broad professional audience were applied when available. Consideration was given to whether it 290 

was realistic to expect participating clinicians or institutions, during routine patient care, to 291 

collect the data element in a standardized manner. Evidence derived from the existing medical 292 

literature was used to justify final recommendations.  293 

 294 

Data sharing 295 

An important concept in collection of data regarding PE from a broad base, as is expected 296 

in tools utilizing the PERC elements, is an agreement that data-sharing should be enabled to the 297 

extent that is legally and ethically possible.  As such, users who share the common elements and 298 

definitions established by PERC will be encouraged to share de-identified data and thus enhance 299 
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the overall dataset, enabling large-scale analyses that will increase the evidence base surrounding 300 

care of PE. 301 

 302 

RESULTS 303 

Discussion in the working groups and during the PERC
TM  

meeting resulted in 304 

concentration on focused topics, including the current gaps in evidence and the need for specific 305 

data element capture. 306 

Gaps in Evidence 307 

After discussion in the working groups and during the PERC
TM  

meeting, twelve crucial 308 

gaps in evidence were established as being the most important drivers of current variations in PE 309 

management and challenges that need to be overcome to improve the outcomes of care. (See 310 

Table 1). The gaps in evidence shown in were the driver of the selection and definition of data 311 

elements. An important unmet need addressed by the PERC™ experts was to clarify the roles of 312 

patient education, shared decision-making, and patient reported outcomes (PRO) within 313 

treatment paradigms.  314 

 315 

List of Data Elements 316 

During the PERC
TM 

meeting, 351 data elements were identified and defined. The final list 317 

of data elements listed fully in Appendix 1 represent the ultimate output of the PERC™ 318 

meeting. For all data elements, the status (core versus enhanced) is indicated, as well as a 319 

definition, relevant side notes (e.g. relevant metadata standards) and/or a supporting reference 320 

where appropriate. The highlights of this list of data elements are detailed below. 321 

The initial assessment includes common demographic parameters, risk factors and 322 

clinical details. Demographic elements determined to be of particular importance include sex 323 

assigned at birth (male, female, or other) and separate elements for race and ethnicity,  based on 324 

recommendations from the Office of Minority Health.
10

 Standards for collection of race and 325 

ethnicity information are delineated on a prior document from the FDA entitled “Collection of 326 

Race and Ethnicity Data in Clinical Trials”
11

. Patient-level zip code is recommended as an 327 

important potential covariate for socioeconomic characterization, as is insurance status. This 328 

information is important to capture and evaluate, as health disparities in management of PE 329 
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hospitalizations and PE follow-up, based on race
12, 13

, gender
14, 15

, and socioeconomic status
16

 330 

have been reported.  331 

 Presenting clinical symptoms include those routinely endorsed by the patient on initial 332 

evaluation. Particular attention should be paid to the duration of PE symptoms (in days), as this 333 

may have significant interactions with the risk/benefit profiles of various PE therapeutics. Vital 334 

signs on admission and at various time points thereafter are relevant. Elements associated with 335 

hemodynamic compromise (e.g. cardiac arrest, hypotension requiring vasopressors, need for 336 

mechanical circulatory support) as well as respiratory compromise (e.g., requiring supplemental 337 

oxygen or mechanical ventilation) are captured. The recommended elements will enable 338 

calculations of various prognostic PE risk scores, including the sPESI score, Bova scores, 339 

National Early Warning Score and others.
17-20

 For that purpose, specific quantitative values of 340 

key laboratory tests are to be captured. For the same reason, the data elements also include 341 

details of initial imaging evaluations, including PE-protocol computed tomographic (CT) 342 

imaging and transthoracic echocardiography, performed either by a trained ultrasonographic 343 

technician/echocardiologist or as a point-of-care ultrasound (POCUS) by a physician or other 344 

qualified provider.  Data elements associated with an escalation of care therapy, resulting in an 345 

(interventional) reperfusion procedure, should be captured, including all treatment pathways, 346 

along with specific parameters for each selected treatment approach. For all patients, typical 347 

procedural parameters, as well as baseline information that may inform the primary treatment 348 

decision, should be considered. These include, among others, date and time of PERT activation, 349 

the specialties involved in the team, and the presence of any known contraindication to 350 

anticoagulation and/or thrombolysis. For catheter-based therapies, such as catheter-directed 351 

thrombolysis (CDT) and catheter-based thrombectomy (CBT), complete device information, 352 

including either the unique device identifier (UDI) or brand, model and size, is pertinent. The 353 

exact location of treatment, access site information, and vascular closure information should be 354 

collected. For CDT, the drug type, dose, administration strategy (i.e., bolus vs infusion), and 355 

duration of treatment is essential. For CBT, whether the procedure entailed aspiration, 356 

mechanical disruption, or a combination is important. All elements related to the exact device 357 

type, treatment details, and drugs/dosages are considered core. 358 

Procedure timing, specifically how to define the initiation of therapy and events related to 359 

a therapeutic intervention, is an important consideration and must be captured in order to enable 360 
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accurate post-hoc analysis to evaluate and compare therapies. Given that specific data elements 361 

are being recommended to be conducted at various time points, the “start time” needs to be 362 

defined. This may be different for various therapies administered and, in the event that more than 363 

one therapy is administered, separate start times should be documented for each, rather than the 364 

whole “procedure.” For pharmaceutical treatments, including anticoagulation and systemic 365 

thrombolysis, the initiation of therapy is defined as the time when the drug is administered. For 366 

other device-based therapies, the initiation of therapy is defined as the time of venous access for 367 

the intervention. Specific focus is not placed on “door to catheter time,” though this should be 368 

calculable, as this has been reported that reduction of this time has a favorable impact on 369 

outcomes
21

. End of therapy is also captured, defined as follows: 370 

- Oral anticoagulation– After administration of the first oral agent 371 

- Parenteral anticoagulation– After injection of the first agent 372 

- Systemic Thrombolysis – After the infusion is discontinued 373 

- Catheter-based thrombolysis – After the completion of the lytic infusion 374 

- Catheter-based thrombectomy – After leaving the angiographic suite  375 

- Surgical thrombectomy – After leaving the operating room 376 

  377 

Definitions for acute clinical success, which may differ based on the hemodynamic status 378 

of the patient, are summarized in Table 2 and provide more detail to the definition of treatment 379 

success as suggested by the European Society of Cardiology.
22

 It is recognized that not achieving 380 

one or more of these definitions within 48 hours does not necessarily reflect that clinical 381 

improvement will not or has not partially been achieved (i.e., stabilized patient on ECMO 382 

support for >48 hours). However, to associate hemodynamic improvement with a therapeutic 383 

intervention requires proximity to the procedure (within 48 hours, by consensus of the group). It 384 

is recognized that not achieving one or more of these endpoints within 48 hours does not 385 

necessarily reflect that clinical improvement will not or has not partially been achieved (i.e., 386 

stabilized patient on ECMO support for >48 hours). However, to associate hemodynamic 387 

improvement with a therapeutic intervention requires proximity to the procedure (within 48 388 

hours, by consensus of the group).  389 

Definitions for treatment failure and treatment-associated complications were agreed 390 

upon as well and illustrated in Table 3.  Post-discharge management includes the collection of 391 
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specific data elements post-discharge, such as adverse events (e.g. recurrent venous 392 

thromboembolism or bleeding), and hospital readmission rates at 30 days and 90 days after 393 

hospital discharge. Functional status and quality of life issues are considered part of this 394 

evaluation, even beyond the initial 3-month follow-up period, as well as the stepwise evaluation 395 

of patients for the development of chronic thromboembolic pulmonary hypertension (CTEPH) or 396 

chronic thromboembolic pulmonary disease (CTEPD).
23-27

  397 

 Lastly, the data elements include indicators of information having been provided for 398 

education of the patient and his/her family, in particular regarding the use of anticoagulant drugs.  399 

  400 
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DISCUSSION 401 

Large gaps in the evidence base regarding management of PE have resulted in substantial 402 

variations in care.  Identification and capture of appropriate data elements during the journey of 403 

the PE patient, from presentation to discharge and into follow-up, will be critical to expansion of 404 

the evidence base and represent the first step towards a more pragmatic and evidence-based 405 

approach to patient care in this rapidly evolving field.  The current document establishes a 406 

baseline of relevant data elements, generated by consensus of the Pulmonary Embolism Research 407 

Collaborative (PERC
TM

) in conjunction with FDA, that are appropriate to collect during the PE 408 

patient journey. Elements are included on the basis of their known or potential effect on outcome 409 

and are designated as either “core” or “enhanced”. The core set represents the minimum 410 

necessary elements for capture, while the enhanced set includes additional parameters that may 411 

be useful to inform future understanding of PE and influence treatment strategies. Analysis of 412 

these data will enlighten the medical community and provide guidance regarding current best 413 

practices, and will serve as the foundation for improving therapies moving forward.  While 414 

establishing a standardized set of data elements was the main objective of the PERC™ , another 415 

key objective of the initiative was for the expert collaborators to collectively identify the 416 

shortcomings and data gaps in PE care. 417 

During the course of the PERC™ deliberations, in addition to identifying specific 418 

elements worthy of capture, several important considerations were identified that affect PE data 419 

collection.  Addressing each of these will be important as part of the effort to expand the PE 420 

evidence base and close the knowledge gap regarding optimal management. 421 

Threshold for Activation and Data Capture 422 

The “spectrum of PE”, or the varying degrees in which this disease presents, is an 423 

acknowledged phenomenon and is a function of many variables. The threshold for various 424 

treatments, based on this spectrum, is not well defined.  Similarly, the threshold for full PERT 425 

activation is not standardized in regard to this spectrum. Indeed, the significant variations in care 426 

were the stimulus for promoting the team-based concept of PE care (PERTs) and are one of the 427 

most compelling reasons for collecting and analyzing patterns of PE care in a registry. 428 

Acknowledging the variations in presentation and severity of PE, the data elements 429 

recommended for capture herein may not be necessary or appropriate for every patient with acute 430 

PE. 431 
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 432 

Statistical Analysis 433 

Data acquired through registries and other sources using the PERC template and 434 

definitions will be subjected to rigorous review as a part of all subsequent analyses.  435 

Missingness, which plagues many registry databases, will be addressed as part of this review.  436 

The pragmatism of fully capturing data elements will be affected by many factors, including then 437 

number and complexity of the elements identified, the resources available at the point of 438 

collection, and the level of ascertainment required by the respective registry or collection tool.  439 

The data elements recommended for capture within this document represent a comprehensive list 440 

of those that were identified as minimally necessary elements (i.e. core) or those which provide 441 

for more detailed analysis or are exploratory regarding their impact on outcome (i.e. enhanced). 442 

Both core and enhanced data may be useful to inform future understanding of PE and influence 443 

treatment strategies. It is acknowledged that these constitute a long list of elements, which may 444 

be challenging to capture fully and comprehensively. It is also understood that, as the list of 445 

elements for capture increases, the potential for increase in missing data also exists. Appropriate 446 

data ascertainment is important since significant missing data will hinder the data evaluation and 447 

analytic process. Thus, the intention of this document is to emphasize capture of the core 448 

elements.  Data quality and integrity and the value of the subsequent statistical analyses will rely 449 

upon identification of the most critical (i.e. essential) elements and sufficient ascertainment 450 

thereof.   451 

 452 

Data Collection Timepoints 453 

The timing and, more importantly, the frequency with which data elements should be 454 

captured for input into any registry or clinical trial database is an important consideration. PE 455 

patients represent a wide spectrum of severity and, therefore, the level of monitoring and data 456 

capture will vary as well. For example, a patient with a recent cardiac arrest would be receiving 457 

real-time electronic monitoring with continuous recording of data from oxygen saturation probes, 458 

arterial blood pressure recording lines, and respiratory rates. Whereas, a patient who is stable and 459 

minimally symptomatic may be admitted to a standard medical floor and only have clinical 460 

observations documented every six hours. It would not be appropriate to expect those respective 461 

frequencies to be required for capture and, on the other hand, a less rigorous approach might fail 462 
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to capture important and relevant information.  To strike a balance, it was felt that observations 463 

on all patients should be recorded and inputted to registries at a minimum of once per day, with 464 

more intense requirements for those at the more critical end of the spectrum. Of course, this is 465 

conjecture and the ideal timepoints are yet to be understood. An ability to interface national PE 466 

registries with electronic medical records (EMR) may be helpful in this respect, as software 467 

bridges could be written that allow automated extraction of clinical observations data from the 468 

EMR source. This remains to be further explored, as ongoing expansion of the evidence base 469 

sheds light on optimal timepoints and intervals for data collection. 470 

 471 

Use of AI for Data Capture 472 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) is playing an increasingly important role in facilitating the 473 

diagnosis and management of acute PE. Machine learning algorithms can expedite and enhance 474 

the detection of PE on CT scans, as well as the presence of echocardiographic findings such as 475 

RV strain. Further, AI programs can integrate clinical data to define risk scores and facilitate 476 

decision-making. Ultimately, AI may not only inform the clinical team and guide management 477 

but may also suggest new management paradigms based on input from outcomes combined with 478 

computer mediated “deep learning.” 479 

Current AI programs access raw data from imaging modalities and subject those data to 480 

analysis to define presence of a PE and its characteristics. AI programs are now establishing 481 

communication pathways with electronic medical records, allowing for assimilation of patient 482 

data (including laboratory values, clinical information, and test results). Integration of these data, 483 

when subjected to AI tools such as machine and deep learning, will provide a more 484 

comprehensive analysis of patient risk, clinical status, and optimal treatment.  485 

AI will be a powerful tool to optimize data capture and provide a more robust evidence 486 

base for PE. During the process of accessing and organizing raw data from imaging modalities 487 

and the electronic medical record, these programs can be utilized to automatically populate PE 488 

databases. By enabling data collection “in the background,” AI will provide more standardization 489 

of data collection, reduce subjectivity, ensure more consistency in interpretation, and reduce 490 

“missingness” (enhance ascertainment). Beyond this, deep (“cognitive”) learning extrapolated 491 

from these data will add a new dimension to the evidence base and ultimately enhance the 492 

treatment paradigms for PE, through more accurate calculation of existing risk scores, creation of 493 
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novel, more comprehensive risk calculators, and establishment of increasingly effective care 494 

pathways.  495 

 496 

Partnership with FDA 497 

FDA has been an active participant in this project and shares common goals of 498 

optimizing care, improving outcomes, and ensuring safety and efficacy in the care of PE patients. 499 

The challenges facing treating clinicians are similar to the questions that regulatory experts 500 

grapple with when evaluating the risk-benefit profile of new PE devices and treatment strategies. 501 

FDA is committed to least burdensome approaches
28

 to marketing applications. Better 502 

understanding of decision-making surrounding escalation and use of advance therapies, as well 503 

as the relative effectiveness of various treatment strategies in different PE populations, can 504 

inform regulatory strategies, potentially streamline the availability of effective new treatments, 505 

and foster innovation in the care of the PE patient. Ongoing participation of regulatory agencies 506 

in PERC™, coupled with an associated robust registry, provides an opportunity to assist in 507 

regulatory decision making. This supports the FDA’s priority to advance the use of real-world 508 

evidence (RWE)
29, 30

.  509 

 510 

CONCLUSION 511 

The PERC™ initiative was designed to identify gaps in the knowledge base regarding 512 

care of pulmonary embolism and to establish a standardized set of data elements to collect in 513 

patients with PE. Utilization of the elements identified and defined by PERC™ within registries 514 

and clinical trials, with appropriate data-sharing arrangements, will enable coalescence of data to 515 

perform large-scale analyses that will expand the evidence base for PE and ultimately inform 516 

best practices. Engagement of multispecialty physicians, device manufacturers, pharmacological 517 

experts, patient advocates, as well as regulatory representatives from both device and drug 518 

agencies in the PERC™ process enabled a broad-based understanding of the evidence gaps. 519 

PERC™ has set the stage to address these evidence gaps and promote progress in PE care.  520 
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Figure 1: Multi-Disciplinary Experts contributing to Inaugural PERC™ Meeting 666 

 667 

 668 

 669 

Figure 2: Data Element Collection throughout the 5 stages of the PE journey  670 

 671 

 672 

 . 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 February 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303227doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.22.24303227
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


   
 

   
 

 673 

Table 1: Overview of critical gaps in evidence per stage of the PE journey 674 

Initial assessment and acute treatment 

1. What are, at initial assessment, the most relevant comorbidities, demographic parameters 

(including socioeconomic status), presenting symptoms, clinical signs, and (imaging) 

biomarkers for optimal risk stratification of acute PE? What combination of parameters should 

be utilized to produce the “ideal risk score”?   

2. What is the potential value/contribution of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in a) 

facilitating/accelerating diagnosis of PE, b) determining risk, c) coordinating care?  

3. What are the various institutional approaches to PE?  Is there multidisciplinary involvement?  

In which institutions are there formal teams (e.g., PERTs) and for which patients is that team 

involved? What is the influence, value, advantages, and disadvantages of the PERT approach?   

4. When is primary reperfusion therapy for acute PE indicated?  

Interventional management, acute outcomes and adverse events  

5. What are the therapeutic outcomes (technical, procedural, and clinical success), safety profile, 

and complications associated with (the combination of) various interventional and 

pharmacologic management strategies for PE?   

6. What is the role of ECMO and other hemodynamic support (e.g., Veno-veno bypass and RV 

support systems) in the treatment of patients with acute PE?  

7. How is treatment success of the different management strategies for PE defined?  

Hospital monitoring post-intervention 

8. How (which clinical/biomarker/imaging parameters to measure, which scores to use), how 

often, and where should patients optimally be monitored during initial hospitalization and 

treatment? What combination of parameters should be utilized to produce the “ideal risk 

score”?  

9. Where (department, type of hospital) are PE patients optimally managed?   

10. Which parameters are appropriate to evaluate/measure prior to discharge and what values must 

be achieved to ensure safe discharge?  
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Post discharge management 

11. What are the intermediate and long-term effects and outcomes of acute PE, and its treatment 

strategy, with respect to clinical complications, functional status, and quality of life?   

12. What constitutes appropriate and optimal follow up care for patients with acute PE, including 

timing of reassessments and relevant parameters to measure? How might utilization of 

standardized follow-up algorithms influence management? 

 675 

 676 

Table 2: Definition of treatment success  677 

Acute Outcome Definition 

Device success 
Successful delivery of the device without device deficiency to the pulmonary 

artery, with subsequent function per IFU 

Technical success 

Successful delivery of designed intervention, whether evidence of successful 

thrombus removal or delivery of thrombolytic, in the absence of device 

deficiency 

Procedural success Both technical and clinical success are achieved 

Acute clinical success- 

hemodynamically stable 

patients 

Improvement within 48 hours of a therapeutic procedure including: 1) clinical 

improvement in vital signs (reduced O2 requirements without ambulation and/or 

improved HR), 2) symptomatic improvement (PR), 3) invasive physiologic 

improvement, 4) non-invasive imaging improvement 

Acute clinical success- 

hemodynamically unstable 

patients 

Improvement in hemodynamics within 48 hrs of a therapeutic procedure 

including resolution of unstable physiology as defined by one or more of the 

following: 1) resolution of hypotension, 2) removal of vasoactive drugs, 3) 

extubation, 4) decannulation from MCS 

 678 

 679 

Table 3: Definition of treatment failure and complications of treatment 680 

Adverse Event Definition 

Major bleeding ISTH definition 
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Hemoptysis 

If a patient coughs up blood with sputum or has frank 

bleeding into the airway. If present, classify into moderate or 

major 

Moderate hemoptysis 
Less than 50 mL of blood without the need for additional 

intervention 

Major hemoptysis 
Greater than 50 mL of blood with or without additional 

intervention 

Impending respiratory arrest 

A patient with intact neurologic function becomes agitated, 

confused and struggles to breathe. Usually associated with 

tachycardia, diaphoresis and intercostal or sternoclavicular 

retractions 

Device malfunction 

Failure of a medical device to perform in accordance with its 

intended purpose when used in accordance with the 

instructions for use 

Device user error 

User action or lack of user action while using the medical 

device that leads to a different result than that intended by the 

manufacturer or expected by the user 

Device Inadequacy of IFU 
Insufficient or misleading information in the instructions for 

use or labeling 

Device fracture/component separation 

Undesirable damage to a medical device involving the loss of 

structural integrity, such as a partial or full thickness crack in 

the device materials, or loss of adherence between device 

materials, resulting in an undesirable separation, breaking 

apart, or detachment of some part or piece(s) of the device 

Access site complication 

Any persistent bleeding or hematoma in conjunction with the 

need for transfusion, or access-site vascular injury requiring 

intervention (e.g. surgical or endovascular repair) 

Clinical deterioration 

Defined as one in the following: 1) need for cardiopulmonary 

resuscitation, 2) systolic blood pressure < 90 mm Hg for at 

least 15 min, 3) drop in systolic blood pressure by at least 40 

mm Hg for at least 15 minutes with signs of end-organ 
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hypoperfusion (cold extremities or low urinary output < 30 

mL/h or mental confusion), 4) need for catecholamine 

administration to maintain adequate organ perfusion and a 

systolic blood pressure of > 90 mm Hg (including dopamine 

at the rate of > 5 microgram/kg per minute), 5) unplanned 

endotracheal intubation, 6) unexpected requirement for 

mechanical ventilation, 7) emergency surgical embolectomy 

Device-related death at 48 hours 

Death directly related to the device, including from the 

following: 1) vascular or cardiovascular injury, 2) device 

malfunction, 3) device-induce cardiac arrhythmia, 4) 

worsening pulmonary or right heart function (exclusive of 

worsening from recurrent PE) 

 681 
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