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Abstract

Transcatheter aortic valve replacement (TAVR) use in young patients has recently increased
following FDA approval for usein low-risk patients. How TAVR use among young patients may
have accelerated in the interval between the FDA approval and the guideline publication remain
unknown. We sought to characterize the national trendsin aortic valve replacement (AVR)
among young patients before and after the low-risk indication approval. Using the National
Inpatient Sample data, we conducted a cross-sectional study of patients younger than 65 years of
age who underwent TAVR, SAVR, or Ross operations between January 1, 2016, and February
29, 2020. We compared in-hospital mortality before and after the low-risk indication approval to
infer whether the expansion occurred among lower-risk strata within the TAVR group in relation
to SAVR. We identified 106,340 AVRs, including 13,095 TAVR (12.3%), 63,620 bioprosthetic
SAVR (59.8%), 28,370 mechanical SAVR (26.7%), and 1,255 Ross (1.2%). The mean age was
54 (10.9), including 32,775 (30.8%) women. Before and after the low-risk approval, the TAVR
share increased at 0.25 (0.03%) and 0.60 (0.09%) per month, respectively (interaction term p-
value <0.001). Expansion of TAVR use among young patients around the time of FDA approval
in low surgical risk patients serves as a case study to highlight the potential importance of
specifying the indicated age group in future FDA approvals of transcatheter valve intervention

devices.

Introduction
Transcatheter aortic valve replacement (TAVR) use in young patients has recently
increased”. The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) approval of balloon-expanded and

self-expandable TAVR devices for low-risk patients did not specify the indicated age group,
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although the participantsin both pivotal trials, PARTNER 3 and Evolut low-risk trials, were old
at amean age of 73**. The high-risk nature of TAVR explant and unknown long-term valve
durability are important considerations related to TAVR use among young patients with expected
longevity®. While the current U.S. guideline recommends surgical aortic valve replacement
(SAVR) in low-risk patients younger than 65°, the first guideline specifying such age threshold
was published in 2020, 2 years after the first FDA approval of TAVR for low-risk patients. How
TAVR use among young patients may have accelerated in the interval between the FDA approval
and the guideline publication remain unknown.

Numerous trials are underway to evaluate transcatheter valve repair and replacement in
non-aortic positions. With expected data lag and guideline publication lag accounting for the
device durability and long-term outcomes, examining the rapidity of TAVR use expansion in
young patients around the time of low-risk TAVR approval may serve as a case study to inform
the nuances of future FDA approval of devices currently undergoing trials’.

To understand how the low-risk indication approval may have accelerated TAVR
utilization nationally in this age group, we characterized the national trendsin aortic valve

replacement (AVR) among young patients before and after the low-risk indication approval.

Methods

Using the National Inpatient Sample (NIS) data, a 20% stratified sample of all inpatient
discharges from US non-federal hospitals, we conducted a cross-sectional study of patients
younger than 65 years of age who underwent TAVR, SAVR, or Ross operations between January
1, 2016, and February 29, 2020 (the latest available year, up to the COVID-19 stay-at home

order). Operations and aortic valve pathology were defined using the International Classification
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of Diseases, 10" revision (ICD-10) (Supplemental Table). Patients with endocarditis were
excluded. Difference-in-difference analysis estimated the association between the low-risk
indication approval on August 16, 2018 (cutoff on September 1, 2018) and the change in the
monthly percent TAVR share among all AVRs as a continuous variable (Supplemental Methods).
We compared in-hospital mortality before and after the low-risk indication approval to infer
whether the expansion occurred among lower-risk strata within the TAVR group in relation to
SAVR.

We used the ‘survey’ R package, applied the hospital discharge weight variable in the
NIS dataset to estimate the total national volume of index operations, and performed the chi-
squared test, accounting for the sampled nature of the dataset. Difference-in-difference model
was specified with the outcome being the monthly percent of TAVR share among all AVRs, with
the covariates of the month as anominal variable and a pre/post indicator of before and after
September 1, 2018. An interaction term was added as the product of the month and pre/post
indicator variable.

Analyses were performed in R version 4.2.2 (R Foundation). All P values were 2-sided,
with <0.05 denoting statistical significance. This study was approved by the Yale Institutional

Review Board. Informed consent was waived because the data were deidentified.

Results
We identified 106,340 AVRs, including 13,095 TAVR (12.3%), 63,620 bioprosthetic
SAVR (59.8%), 28,370 mechanical SAVR (26.7%), and 1,255 Ross (1.2%). The mean age was

54+10.9, including 32,775 (30.8%) women. The proportion of TAVR increased from 6.9% in
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96 2016 to 22.4% in 2020. The shares of mechanical SAVR remained stable from 29.8% to 26%,

97  while bioprosthetic SAVR decreased from 62.2% to 50.9%.

98 Before and after the low-risk approval, the TAVR shareincreased at 0.25+0.03% and

99  0.60+0.09% per month, respectively (interaction term p-value <0.001, Figure 1A). Among
100 patientsundergoing TAVR, in-hospital mortality was 2.4% before and 1.1% after the approval
101  (p=0.015, Figure 1B). Among patients undergoing bioprosthetic SAVR, in-hospital mortality
102  was 2.5% before and 2% after (p=0.1), and for mechanical SAVR, in-hospital mortality was 3%
103  before and 3.5% after the approval (p=0.28). In-hospital mortality for patients undergoing the
104  Ross procedure was 1.9% before and 1.1% after approval (p=0.67).
105 Among patients younger than 50, TAVR share increased from 3.1% in 2016 t0 6.7% in
106  2020. SAVR was increasingly performed for congenital pathology, including bicuspid valve
107  (18% of SAVR in 2016 to 29% in 2020), while the pathology composition remained stable for
108 TAVR.

109

110 Discussion

111 We demonstrated that TAVR use in patients younger than 65 was increasing prior to the
112  FDA approval for low-risk indication, and accelerated after the FDA approval, more than

113  doubling the rate of monthly increase. The share of TAVR among all AVRs in this age group
114  tripled between 2016 and 2020 preceding the publication of the first guideline specifying age
115 threshold for low-risk TAVR. Significantly lower in-hospital mortality after the approval was
116  observed only among TAVR patients, suggesting that the TAVR use in this young age group

117  expanded towards lower-risk patients. These data suggest the importance of regulatory bodies to
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118 ddineate the indicated age group for novel indication transcatheter valve devices, as the first
119 guidance specifying the age threshold lagged by 2 years following this FDA approval.

120 Considerations surrounding the patient age is relevant, because low risk is not

121  synonymous to young age in prosthetics with age-dependent durability. Yet, the accelerated
122  increasein TAVR share among young patients around the time of the FDA approval may reflect
123  the public’s reception of the low-risk approval. Ongoing trials on moderate or asymptomatic
124  severe aortic stenosis may follow similar trend®. Similarly, transcatheter edge-to-edge mitral
125  repair is being compared with surgical mitral valve repair’. Thetrial population will likely be
126  old, with theinclusion criteriaof older than 65, which is above the national mean of those

127  undergoing surgical MV repair for degenerative disease’. With less competing risks, the long-
128 termimpact of residual mitral regurgitation and the impact of device durability are likely more
129  pronounced in younger patients. As novel devices expand in indications, the momentum of
130  ‘indication creep’® may be balanced with aclear age threshold for indication by the regulatory
131  bodies.

132 The NISis claims-based and lacks granular risk characteristics. Therefore, we used in-
133  hospital mortality as a surrogate of patient risk profile. Valve pathology diagnosis was missing in
134  15%.

135

136  Conclusion

137 Expansion of TAVR use among young patients around the time of the FDA approval of
138 balloon-expandable TAVR in low surgical risk patients serves as a case study to highlight the

139  potential importance of specifying the indicated age group in future FDA approvals of
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140 transcatheter valve intervention devices that may have age-dependent durability and unknown
141  long-term implications.
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Figure 1: Annual Trends of Transcatheter Aortic Valve Replacement Shares and AVR Mortality

Among Patients < 65
A. Changein the Rate of TAVR Share Among Patients < 65 B. Quarterly I_n-HospltaI Morta |t_y Trend Among
Patients < 65 Undergoing AVR
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This figure shows a change in the rate of TAV R share among patients < 65 years of age before
and after the first low-risk indication approval in August 2018 (panel A) and the quarterly in-
hospital mortality trends among patients < 65 undergoing SAVR and TAVR (panel B). Red lines
are linear regression lines fitted to the TAVR share before and after September 1, 2018. AVR:
Aortic valve replacement; SAVR: Surgical aortic valve replacement; TAVR: Transcatheter aortic

valve replacement.
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Supplemental Table: ICD Codes for Procedures and Aortic Pathology Etiologies

Procedure or Aortic Pathology

ICD Code

TAVR

Bioprosthetic/biologic SAVR

Mechanical SAVR

Ross Operation®

BiologicAVR
Replacement of pulmonary Valve with
tissue graft, including homograft

Infective Endocarditis

Aortic stenosis
Aortic insufficiency
Mixed aortic stenosis and insufficiency

Congenital AI/AS including BAV

02RF37Z, 02RF38Z, 02RF3JZ, 02RF3KZ
02RF07Z, 02RFO8N, 02RF08Z, 02RFOK Z,
02RF48N, 02RF487, 02RF4K Z, 02RF47Z
02RF0JZ, 02RF4JZ

Defined as simultaneous use of biological
AVR and replacement of pulmonary valve
with tissue graft, including homograft
02RF07Z, 02RF08Z, 02RFOKZ

02RHO7Z, 02RH08Z, 02RHOKZ, 02RH47Z

133, 138, 1339, T826, B376, 139, 1398, 1423,
1091, 1011, A3951, A3282, B3321, A5483
1350

1351

1352

Q2383, Q231, Q230

Al: Aortic Insufficiency; AS: Aortic Stenosis; BAV: Bicuspid Aortic Valve; SAVR: Surgical

Aortic Valve Replacement; TAVR: Transcatheter Aortic Valve Replacement.
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