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How to Detect the Early Cardiac Functional Change and Predict Heart Failure
in Paroxysmal Atrial Fibrillation? A Prospective Cohort Study

Abstract

Backgrounds:20-30% atrial fibrillation (AF) may result in heart failure (HF).
Noninvasive left ventricle myocardial work (LVMW) is a fairly new method for
detecting LV function. We aimed to evaluate whether LVMW could detect the LV
change function in paroxysmal atrial fibrillation (PAF) and predict HF incident.
Methods: In this prospective cohort study, 146 PAF subjects and 63 non-PAF subjects
matched by age and gender set as the controls were enrolled. Noninvasive LVMW
parameters, including global work index, global constructive work, global wasted
work (GWW) and global work efficiency (GWE) were obtained from LV pressure-
strain loop by 2D speckle tracking imaging. LA volume index (LAVI) was measured
by 3D echocardiography. AF burden (AFB) was evaluated by questionnaire. The
primary outcome was the incident HF.AFB deterioration was evaluated at the end of
follow up. Statal5.0 and R4.1 were used for data analysis and description.

Results: The average age was 66.2+11.4 years and comprised 55% males in PAF.
Compared with the controls, PAF had significantly elevated GWW
(143.7£88.3mmHg% vs 115.5£59.6mmHg%, p<0.001) and impaired GWE
(92.3£7.5% vs 93.8+2.8%, p=0.035) and they were correlated with increased
LAVImax and LAVImin. Those with higher AFB showed significantly decreased
LAEF and increased LAVImin. During the average 40.5 months follow-up, 9.9% PAF
developed HF and ablation reduced the HF occurrence. In the non-ablation subgroup,
baseline decreased LAEF rather than LVMW was a strong predictor for HF. As
expected, AFB deterioration was strongly associated with HF incident.

Conclusions: Elevated GWW was detected by LVMW and it was strongly correlated
with LA dilation in PAF. Higher AFB had adverse effect on LAVImin. Restoring sinus
rhythm was significant for HF prevention, especially for PAF with lower LAEF.

Key words: Paroxysmal Atrial Fibrillation, Noninvasive Left Ventricle Myocardial

Work, Left Atrial Remodeling, Atrial Fibrillation Burden, Heart Failure Incident

Clinical Perspective

What is new?
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® Although GLS and LVEF remained normal, subtle LV dysfunction of elevated
GWW and impaired GWE could be detected by LVMW in the early stage of
PAF.

® Increased LAVImin, rather than LAEF, was strongly associated with elevated
GWW and higher AF burden in PAF.

® Restoring sinus rhythm was important to early stage of PAF for HF prevention,
especially in PAF with lower LAEF.

What are the clinical implications?

® [t is significant for PAF to protect LV function by maintaining sinus rhythm or
keeping AFB at minimal-mild stage, even from the very early stage.

® Increased LAVImin is an important indicator for detecting LV dysfunction in

PAF and the underlying mechanism needs to be discovered.

Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms

AF Atrial Fibrillation

PAF Paroxysmal Atrial Fibrillation

HF Heart Failure

AFB Atrial Fibrillation Burden

ARIC Atherosclerosis Risk in Communities
CRT Cardiac Resynchronization Therapy
DT Deceleration Time

ECG 12-lead Electrocardiogram

LVMW Left Ventricle Myocardial Work
GWI LV Global Work Index

GCW LV Global Constructive Work

GWW LV Global Wasted Work

GWE LV Global Work Efficiency

LVEF Left Ventricle Ejection Fraction

GLS LV Global Longitudinal Strain

PSD Peak Strain Dispersion

LA Left Atrial

LAVI LA Volume Index

LV Left Ventricle

LVDD Left Ventricular End-diastolic Diameter
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LVSD Left Ventricular End-systolic Diameter
IVSd Interventricular Septum

LVPWd Left Ventricular Posterior Wall

LVMI Left Ventricular Mass Index

LVEDV Left Ventricular End-diastolic Volume
LVESV Left Ventricular End-systolic Volume
LVP Left Ventricle Pressure

TTE Transthoracic Echocardiography

TDI Tissue Doppler Image

2DE Two-dimensional Echocardiography
3DE Three-dimensional Echocardiography
HTN Hypertension

T2DM Type 2 diabetes mellitus

ICC Intraclass Correlation Coefficient
Introduction

The prevention for stroke and embolism in atrial fibrillation (AF) has accumulated
numerous evidence and practice in these years'. However, the detection and treatment
implement for the prevention of heart failure (HF), another major clinical
consequence of AF, remains to be discovered. Recent cohort in Denmark revealed that
patients with AF had twice the risk of developing into HF as stroke . Studies have
revealed that when AF is concurrent with HF, the risk of cardiovascular death may be
tripled than those without HF’. Thus, it is of great importance for us to detect the left
ventricle (LV) function impairment in the early phase of AF and search for the
effective prevention methods for HF in AF.

Noninvasive left ventricle myocardial work (LVMW), a fairly new method, hosts
the ability to evaluate the LV function thoroughly in cardiovascular diseases
introduced by Russel et al>. LVMW index, including LV global work index (GWI),
LV global constructive work (GCW), LV global wasted work (GWW), and LV global
work efficiency (GWE), can be obtained from LV pressure-strain loop analysis
incorporating peripheral arterial blood pressure and LV global longitudinal strain
(GLS) deriving from the two-dimensional speckle tracking echocardiography, and
leads us to understand LV performance still further. Previous work has demonstrated

that, compared with the left ventricle ejection fraction (LVEF), the GLS parameter
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can provide more sensitive and accurate evaluation to assess LV function in different
types of HF and some subclinical LV impairment condition™ °. However, data also
showed that GLS is strongly affected by the LV afterload, such as elevated blood
pressure, which may decompensate the GLS ability to evaluate the real LV function in
clinical practice. LVMW is taken dynamic blood pressure into consideration and
measured during the whole cardiac cycle. Thus, LVMW provides us a novel chance to
a deeper observation of LV performance and even earlier detection of LV dysfunction
in case of subclinical phase compared with the LVEF and GLS.

Paroxysmal atrial fibrillation (PAF) lies in the early stage throughout the AF period.
We find it difficult to figure out the LV dysfunction in PAF detected by GLS and
LVEF. In this way, we consider LVMW may be a sensitive evaluation method for us
to evaluate the early LV dysfunction in PAF. To our knowledge, LVMW has not been
utilized to evaluate the LV function in PAF without HF till now. It may provide us a
precious opportunity to take a closer look at how LV perform even in the early stage
of PAF.

In addition, left atrial (LA) plays an important role in cardiac performance and LA
dysfunction acts as a cornerstone for developing HF in AF. Our previous work has
also depicted three major distinctions of LA function change in PAF’. In this way, the
cross-talk between LVMW and LA remodeling in PAF needs to be investigated. In
addition, recent guidelines recommended evaluating AF burden (AFB) upon
diagnosing PAF to guide treatment decisions. LA remodeling is associated with AFB®
and whether LVMW is also related to AFB remains unknown. Limited researches had
been done to discover the correlation between AFB and LV function impairment in
early phase of PAF so far.

Above all, whether LVMW or LA remodeling could predict the HF incident also
needs to be figured out. If these parameters are valuable to predict HF occurrence,
they will provide significant evidential treatment method for us.

Here, a prospective cohort study would be implemented to figure out: 1) LVMW’s
value in detecting early LV dysfunction in PAF; 2) the correlation between LVMW
parameters and LA remodeling; 3) whether the impaired LVMW and LA remodeling
were associated with the AFB severity; 4) whether the LVMW or LA remodeling
could predict HF incident and the role of AFB deterioration.

Methods
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Ethical statements

This research complies with the guidelines for human studies according to Helsinki
Declaration. The study protocol had been approved by the institute’s committee on
human research from Huashan Hospital, Fudan University (2020-788).
Study design and population

This was a single-center prospective cohort study. After consent forms assigned,
PAF patients diagnosed by 12-lead electrocardiogram (ECG) or 24-hour Holter
monitor from March 2019 to Dec 2019 and Sept 2020 to March 2021(continuing
enrollment was subjected to Cov-19 pandemic) were enrolled in this study from the
outpatient or inpatient department of Huashan Hospital. Subjects without AF or major
cardiovascular diseases other than short-term mild hypertension or diabetes matched
by age and gender were enrolled as the controls for baseline comparison. LVMW and
LA remodeling parameters with the PAF subjects. Exclusion criteria were set as
below: moderate and severe mitral/tricuspid/aortic stenosis or regurgitation, heart
failure, acute myocardial infarction within 6 months, acute pulmonary embolism

within 3 months.

Clinical data recording
Clinical data at baseline including general health information, current medical
treatment and related cardiovascular disease history were collected by reviewing

patients’ official medical recordings or by questionnaires.

Echocardiography
Conventional LV examination

Comprehensive transthoracic echocardiography (TTE) was performed by an
experienced technician using the GE Vivid E95 zoographic system (GE Vingmed,
Horten, Norway) with 4Vc-D 4D (1.5-4.0 MHz) matrix cardiac probes. The blood
pressure was measured in sitting position before echocardiography implementing, and
demographic details including gender, height, weight and measured blood pressure
would be input into the echo device. PAF subjects at sinus rhythm were placed in the
left lateral decubitus position and monitored with ECG. Two-dimensional
echocardiography (2DE), color Doppler flow imaging, continuous- and pulsed-wave
Doppler spectrum, and tissue Doppler image (TDI) on the bilateral mitral annulus

were performed in accordance with the current American Society of
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Echocardiography guidelines. The system settings were optimized to ensure the best
image quality with the 2DE image frame rate ranged in 50-70 frames/sec. The loops
of 3-4 cardiac cycles were acquired for every standard view and saved digitally for
further analysis.

Left ventricular end-diastolic diameter (LVDD), left ventricular end-systolic
diameter (LVSD), interventricular septum (IVSd) and left ventricular posterior wall
(LVPWA) thickness, left ventricular mass index (LVMI) were calculated with M mode
methods. Left ventricular end-diastolic volume (LVEDV), left ventricular end-systolic
volume (LVESYV), left ventricular ejection fraction (LVEF) were calculated with bi-
plane Simpson’s methods. The mitral valve inflow map was recorded by pulsed-wave
Doppler echocardiography to obtain early (E) and late (A) diastolic inflow velocity, E
to A ratio and deceleration time (DT) of E wave. The peak early (¢’) and late (a’)
diastolic mitral annular velocities were measured from the TDI at both septal and
lateral sides of mitral ring, and the average E/e’ were calculated to assess the LV
filling pressure.

LVMW evaluation

LV GLS was analyzed by a commercially available software package (EchoPAC,
ver2.0; GE Medical Systems Vingmed Ultrasound, Horten, Norway). With the AFI
option, the software would automatically detect the LV endocardial border and depict
LV regional speckle tracking on the three 2D apical long-axis views respectively.
Manual correction should be done for inaccurate endocardial borders’ delineation. LV
GLS would be calculated as the average of the peak regional systolic longitudinal
strain values of the 17 LV segments. Appropriately selected ROI according to the
myocardial thickness would be used to obtain accurate speckle tracking of each view.
Patients were excluded if the endocardial border delineation was not ideally tracked
for one or more segments. Afterwards, LVMW parameters would be calculated
automatically according to the GLS data and blood pressure recordings. The peak
systolic LV pressure was assumed equal to peak arterial pressure. Right brachial cuff
blood pressure would be measured simultaneously by electronic sphygmomanometer
at 5-min resting sitting-position just before the TTE examination. LVMW parameters’
including GCW, GWW, GWI, GWE depicted in table and figures (Table S1, Figure
1).

LA remodeling measurement

LA diameters in suprainferior, mediolateral and anteroposterior directions were
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measured at the end of LV systole by 2D methods. The full volume image of LA was
acquired by 3-dimensional echocardiography (3DE) on the apical 4-chamber view
with 4Vc-D 4D (1.5-4.0 MHz) matrix cardiac probe. Care must be taken during one
beat acquisition to ensure that the complete LA is included, and that the volume rate
exceeds 12 volumes per second for adequate temporal assessment. LA volume index
(LAVI) was analyzed using the 4-dimensional automated LA quantification (4D Auto
LAQ) option of the same software package, which would automatically track the LA
border and calculate the real time LV volume change during the cardiac cycle.
Landmark position needs to be adjusted in order to assure that it was placed at the
center of the mitral valve at the annulus level and the image position and angle should
also be adjusted correctly so that the vertical line could intersect the mitral valve
center as well as the apex of the LA. If tracking is not available, automatic tracking of
atrial boundary at times and manual adjustment would be done.

The results provided an overview of LA remodeling in terms of the various
parameters, which were calculated and rendered as data report by the software, and
also as the LA volume-time curve:

* LA Vmin = Minimum atrial volume

* LA VImin = Minimum atrial volume/calculated body surface area

* LA Vmax = Maximum atrial volume

* LA VImax = Maximum atrial volume /calculated body surface area
* LA VpreA = Volume at onset of atrial contraction

* LA EV = Ejection Volume (LA Vmax — LA Vmin)

* LA EF = Ejection fraction (LA EV / LA Vmax)

AFB evaluation by questionnaire

A questionnaire including 5 questions, cited from previous researches was used to
evaluate the AFB in our study and the questionnaire was finished guiding by the
researcher on each subject (Table S2).

Additionally, AFB questionnaire would be used again to evaluate the AFB of
enrolled PAF at the end of the follow up for the second time to determine whether the
AFB would change. AFB deterioration was defined as the AFB stage changed from
the minimal-mild stage to moderate-severe stage or to the persistent AF, or the AFB
stage changed from the moderate-severe stage to the persistent AF.

Primary endpoint
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The primary endpoint of prospective cohort study was HF incident at the end of the
follow up. The definition of HF incident included subjects who experienced
symptoms such as shortness of breath, fatigue and nocturnal sitting breathing with
NT-proBNP elevation greater than 300pg/ml in emergency room or outpatient
department evidenced by medical records.

Statistical analysis

Normally distributed continuous variables were presented as mean+SD, whereas
non-normally distributed data were expressed as median and interquartile range.
Categorical variables were expressed as percentages. T-test was used for comparison
between the PAF group and the control or in subgroups analysis if the data were
normally continuous distributed. Chi-square test or Fisher’s exact test as appropriate
was performed in categorical data comparison. The correlation between LVMW and
LA parameters were performed using the Pearson coefficient method if data were
normally distributed or the Spearman coefficient if the data were skewed. The same
operator as well as a different observer repeat the offline analysis in three months
after the initial measurements. Logistic regression analysis was used to reveal the
odds ratio of LVMW and LA remodeling for HF occurrence. At last, 60 subjects from
the PAF group and 30 datasets from the control group were selected to assess the
operation reproducibly. The intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) was used to assess
reproducibility. Stata 15.0 and R 4.1 were used for statistical analysis and p value <

0.05 was considered statistically significant.

Results
Baseline characteristics of enrolled PAF and the controls subjects

In the study, 169 PAF patients were enrolled and 23 of them were excluded because
of valvular disease (n=12), heart failure (n=3), recent myocardial infarction (n=3) and
low segment tracking quality (n=5). 146 PAF patients were finally included in the
analysis and 38 males and 25 females were matched as the controls for baseline
analysis (Table 1).

There were no statistically differences in terms of age, gender, BMI and diastolic
blood pressure. Subjects in the PAF group were older than the controlled group.
Systolic blood pressure was statistically higher in the PAF group compared with it in
the control group. Besides, the patients with history of hypertension, diabetes,

coronary artery disease, stroke and peripheral vascular disease were more in the PAF
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group.

LV structure & function and LA remodeling in PAF and the controls

The interventricular septum and LV posterior wall were thicker in PAF compared
with the controls, while the LVMI between two groups was nearly consistent. In terms
of LV volume, LVEDV and LVESV were significantly larger in PAF than the controls.
Compared with the control group, the PAF group had higher mitral E velocity and
statistically increased E/A ratio. Whereas, E/e’ was significantly higher in the PAF
group, indicating increased LV filling pressure in the PAF group. LVEF and GLS
remained nearly consistent in the two groups. The peak strain dispersion (PSD) of LV
17 segments significantly increased in the PAF group, indicating impaired LV
synchrony in PAF group. Diastolic dysfunction degree 1-3 were more prevalent in
PAF compared with the controls (Table 2).

LA was significantly dilated in PAF group, LA diameters of the 3 directions, and
the 3DE measurements of the maximal and minimal LA volume and LAVI were all
significantly larger than those in the control group. Additionally, significantly reduced

LAEF was observed in PAF group compared with it in the control group (Table 2).

Elevated GWW and impaired GWE in PAF

As depicted, LVMW is composed of GCW, GWW, GWE and GWI, so that all of
the 4 parameters had been evaluated in enrolled subjects. Compared with the control
group, GCW and GWI of the PAF group showed slightly reduced trend, but had no
statistical significance (2244.4+659.8 mmHg% vs 2237.5+473.1 mmHg%, p=0.94;
2021.1+400.7 mmHg% vs 2003.3+403.6 mmHg%, p=0.77) after adjusted by age,
gender, HTN and T2DM. However, significantly elevated GWW was showed in PAF
group as compared with the controlled group (115.5+59.6 mmHg% vs 143.7+88.3
mmHg%, p=0.0065) even after adjusted by age, gender, HTN and T2DM. Referring
to GWE, it was also significantly reduced in PAF group (93.8+2.8% vs 92.34+7.5%,
p=0.0035) (Figure 2 and Table S3).

Significant correlation between elevated GWW and LAVImax or LAVImin

As discussed above, left ventricle function closely counteracts with LA especially
in PAF so that we evaluate the correlation between LVMW and LA remodeling. The
significant correlation between elevated GWW and enlarged LAVImax or LAVImin
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(r=0.21, p=0.014; r=0.19, p=0.023) was discovered. Furthermore, there was also a
significant correlation between GCW (r=0.23, p<0.01) or GWI (r=0.18, p=0.034) and
LAVImax. No significant correlations were showed between LVMW and LAEF
(Figure 3 and Table S4).

LVMW parameters comparison in the subgroups of interest

In the subgroups analysis, significantly elevated GWW (157.3+95.4 mm Hg% vs
123.6£74.5 mm Hg%, p=0.04) and impaired GWE (92.3£2.6% vs 93.6+3.7%,
p=0.04) were showed in the hypertension group compared with the non-hypertension
group (Table S5). There were no differences of LVMW parameters in the subgroups

of age dichotomous, gender and type 2 diabetes.

The correlation between AFB and LVMW & LA remodeling

Whether AFB in PAF had influence on the LVMW or LA remodeling was
important. 146 PAF subjects were required to complete the questionnaire and 17 of
them couldn’t finish the questionnaire because of defective understanding. 133
subjects were enrolled in the analysis at last, and were classified into minimal-mild
stage (n=51, 38.3%) or moderate-severe stage (n=82, 61.7%).

Compared with the minimal-mild stage, LAEF significantly reduced in moderate-
severe stage (41.1£9.2 vs 46.849.6, p=0.004). Besides, LAVImin, rather than
LAVImax, was significantly larger in moderate-severe stage than it in minimal-mild
stage (17.6£5.7vs15.4+5.6, p=0.049). However, the LVMW parameters had no
significant difference between the AFB stages (Table 3).

The heart failure incident and AFB deterioration

At the average follow-up of 40.5 months, 111 patients (76.03%) have finished the
follow-up by telephone or at outpatient department and 35 patients were lost because
of no respond to the follow-up telephone or telephone number changing. 41(36.9%) of
them received ablation treatment after enrollment and 5 subjects received ablation
during the follow-up because of the AFB deterioration. At the end of the follow-up, 43
patients of whom received ablation maintained sinus rhythm.

At last, 9.9% of 111 patients developed into heart failure, (2.7% of whom received
ablation and 13.7% of whom didn’t receive ablation) and 20.9% of them had the AFB

deterioration (12.8% of whom received ablation and 25.0% of whom didn’t receive
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ablation) (table S6).

In the logistic regression, LVMW parameters showed no correlation with HF
occurrence. In the ablation group, both LVMW parameters and LA remodeling
showed no correlation with HF occurrence. However, in the non-ablation group,
baseline lower LAEF was significant correlated for HF incident (OR=0.91, p=0.04)
(Figure 4, Table S7). Importantly, AFB was strongly correlated with HF incidence
adjusted by age, gender, HTN and T2DM (OR=38.2, p<0.001) (Figure 5).

Reproducibility of GLS and LVMW parameters

60 PAF subjects and 30 controls were selected randomly to assess the
reproducibility of the GLS and LVMW in terms of the interobserver and intraobserver
variability. No significant differences were found in interobserver and intraobserver
variability analysis (Table S8). The reproducibility of LA parameters was compared

in our previous study’.

Discussions

Cardiac function is of great concern in cardiovascular disease management.
LVMW, a thorough assessment for LV function, has been suggested as a novel
noninvasive method for LV function evaluation in various cardiovascular diseases.
This prospective cohort study is sought to discover the distinctions of LVMW
impairment in early stage of AF to provide significant information for HF prevention.

In the study, we discovered that the elevated GWW is one of the major changes in
PAF and it was significantly correlated with enlarged LAVImin and LAVImax.
Enlarged LAVImin as well as lower LAEF was associated with higher AFB. The
incidence of HF was 9.9% in our study and great differences were found between the
ablation and the non-ablation group. Lower LAEF rather than elevated GWW in the
non-ablation group has the ability for HF incident prediction. AFB deterioration was
strongly associated with the HF occurrence.
Elevated GWW accompanied with impaired GWE in PAF

First of all, significantly reduced diastolic function of LV was displayed in PAF
compared with the controls. It might attribute to the history of hypertension, diabetes,
CAD or older age in the PAF group.

Secondly, although GLS and LVEF were similar in PAF and the controls, we
revealed that PAF patients had significantly elevated GWW and reserved GCW,
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resulting in significantly impaired GWE in the PAF patients compared with the
controls.

Previous data have demonstrated that noninvasive GWW could be viewed as a
method to evaluate the synchronization performance in LV, which is the same as
PSD'’. As analyzed, PSD remained the same trend as GWW in both groups. It was
reported that the GWW coincides with GCW in myocardium for accomplishing
excitation-contraction coupling, overcoming myocardial resistance and maintaining
ventricle tension, respectively''. In this case, elevated GWW indicated that negative
work had already existed in PAF with normal heart function and exceeded the positive
work in LV, representing increased left ventricle pressure (LVP) and wasted force on
LV segment in PAF. This change revealed that insidious impaired myocardial work
had already existed in the early stage of PAF. Elevated GWW with decreased
synchronism may be a symbol of LV dysfunction although the LV maintained a
relatively normal function in PAF. In this way, heart function protection needs to be
taken into consideration before the occurrence of HF in PAF. GCW implies for
mechanical work force to impetus for cardiac output originated from ventricle systolic
pressure. GCW is mainly affected by myocardium strength, afterload and preload of
left ventricle’. No significant differences were found in GCW between the PAF and
the controls, indicating reserved stroke work in PAF.

In all, it is more sensitive and meaningful of using LVMW parameters rather than
LVEF and GLS to reveal the LV dysfunction in PAF. Recent evidence highlights that
LVMW is valuable for investigating LV function in various cardiovascular diseases.
Voigt et al demonstrated that the acute redistribution of regional LVMW is a strong
prediction of response to cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT). Skulstad et al
revealed LVMW was superior to LVEF as well as GLS in identifying patients with
acute coronary occlusion in non-ST segment elevation myocardial infarction'?. In
cardiac amyloidosis, LVMW was also used to predict the prognosis®. Russell et al
even illustrated the LVMW may associated with myocardium glucose metabolism in
the enrolled subjects.

Our data compensated the missing studies in AF area. This study is one of the very
first attempts to take advantage of LVMW to evaluate LV function in PAF to our
knowledge.

Additionally, subjects with hypertension revealed impaired LVMW compared with
the non-hypertension group. Accordinglyy, GWE, measuring the ratio of LV
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mechanical work per minute, was also found significantly reduced in PAF with
hypertension'’. This trend wasn’t showed in diabetes subgroup. Combined with the
discoveries of elevated GWW and impaired GWE in all PAF even adjusted by HTN,
we hypothesis that enlarged LA volume and asynchronism of LV depicted by
increased PSD may contribute to these changes. The study of larger sample size in the
future could be implemented to figure out the underlying mechanism.

The correlation between elevated GWW and enlarged LA volume index

The correlation between LVMW and LA remodeling had been investigated. The
enlarged GWW was significantly associated with enlarged LAVImin and LAVImax
rather than LAEF. Furthermore, decreased GWI and GWE were strongly correlated
with LAVImax.

LA plays central role in LV performance, especially in AF'*. Our previous study
demonstrated that significant impaired LA function and enlarged LA volume index in
AF, including sophisticated remodeling in LA structure, slightly increasing in LA
volume and imperceptible impairment in LA function’. Interestingly, according to this
study, LAVImin and LAVImax seemed to stand in the center of the association with
LVMW, other than LAEF. LAVImax was proved to be associated with LV function in
various circumstances. Less work has been done in LAVImin.

Recently, LAVImin has been reported to be a stronger association with increased
LV filling pressure in patients with myocardial infarction so that the investigator
suggested that LAVImin should be measured alongside with the LAVImax'>. As
depicted before, elevated GWW is strongly associated with increased LV end-
diastolic pressure so that the findings suggested that the LAVImin might be
physiologically relevant with GWW.

Higher AFB significantly associated with enlarged LAVImin

AF burden (AFB) was another major concern affecting cardiac function in AF. In
AF with HF, accumulating data demonstrated that lowering AFB of rhythm control
therapy by catheter ablation or medication turns out to have better clinical outcomes
(mortality, stroke and cardiovascular hospitalization risk) than rate control '* '® 7,
CASTLE-AF study'® showed that, in persistent-AF with LV dysfunction, absolutely
reduced risk of worsening HF was found in catheter ablation treatment group
compared with the conventional treatment.

The questionnaire we used to assess the AFB in this study was proved consistent

with the impaired LA function in our previous work’. By using the questionnaire,
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significantly reduced LAEF and enlarged LAVImin were found in subjects with
higher AFB. Besides, the trend of elevated GWW and impaired GWE with non-
significance were also found in moderate-severe AFB stage.

In TACTIC-AF study, AFB had been used to guide intermittent anticoagulation or
persistent anticoagulation treatment in PAF and the same thromboembolic/stroke risk
reduction and less bleeding risk were found in the intermittent anticoagulation
treatment'’. Less work had been done to reveal the association between AFB and
cardiac function in PAF without prevalent HF. Our study filled the gaps.

We found out that enlarged LAVImin and reduced LAEF in PAF were strongly
associated with higher AFB. In terms of LAVImin, Solomon et al once proved that
LAVImin was more predictive of cardiovascular death and HF hospitalization in HF
with preserved ejection fraction’’. In patients with myocardial infarction, both
enlarged LAVImin and LAVImax were independent predictors of MACE, especially
for LAVImin">. LAVImin rather than LAVImax was found to strongly predict the
incident HF or death in the Atherosclerosis Risk in Communities (ARIC) cohort?'.
LAVImin deserves more investigation in the future.

In this way, we concluded that the LA remodeling may attribute to higher AFB in
the early stage of AF. As previous analysis, LA remodeling was significantly
associated with elevated GWW and LV filling pressure. However, the AFB didn’t
directly influence the GWW or other LVMW parameters and the underlying
mechanism needs further investigation.

The HF incident in PAF and the LVMW?’s prediction for HF

In the average of 40.5 months follow-up, 9.9% subjects developed into heart
failure. There were 40.5% of subjects received ablation therapy. Decreased LAEF at
baseline rather than LAVImin or LAVImax was correlated with HF incidence in non-
ablation group. This finding combined with the discovery of AFB negatively
correlated with LAEF suggested that AFB may be associated with the occurrence of
HF.

Afterwards, we also found out that AFB deterioration was significant correlated
with HF occurrence and the ablation therapy might have the ability to prevent PAF
subjects from incident HF and AFB deterioration, respectively. The findings were
identical to the subgroup analysis of the CASTLE-AF, which revealed that higher
AFB rather than AF reoccurrence after catheter ablation or medication treatment was

referred to higher risk of all-cause mortality and worsening HF in AF with HF*.
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The result of this prospective study supplemented the data in the early stage of AF
for HF prevention and we concluded that maintaining AFB to minimal-moderate stage
and keeping sinus rhythm were fairly important to protect the cardiac function,
especially in PAF with lower LAEF.

Limitations

This single center prospective study had some limitations. First of all, small sample
size of the study and missing data in the follow up may weaken the power of the
conclusion. Secondly, AFB assessment by questionnaire may have the problem of
recall bias due to the sophisticated questionnaire design as well as time consuming
distinction.

Conclusions

LVMW could be viewed as a new method to thoroughly and deeply evaluate the LV
dysfunction in PAF. Subtle LV dysfunction of elevated GWW and impaired GWE
were found and they were strongly correlated with increased LA volume index.
Enlarged LAVImin rather than LVMW was found in subjects with moderate-severe
AFB so that LAVImin assessment should be taken into consideration for cardiac
function evaluation in PAF. Above all, maintaining sinus rhythm or keeping AFB at
minimal-mild stage was significant for HF prevention in PAF, especially in PAF with
lower LAEF. The underlying mechanism of LA and LV functional changes needs

more investigation in the future.
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Tables:

Table 1: Baseline characteristics of enrolled subjects

Control PAF p value
n=63 n=146

Age 63.6+£9.8 66.2+11.4 0.096
Gender(male) 60.3% 55% 0.41
Height(cm) 165.5+£7.3 165.9+8.1 0.71
Weight(kg) 66.1£9.9 66.9+£10.6 0.58
BMI(kg/m?) 23.9+3.1 24.14£2.9 0.37
SBP(mmHg) 129+14.4 134.7+£16.8 0.012
DBP(mmHg) 79.4+8.3 79.7x11.4 0.81
Hypertension 22% 60% <0.001
Diabetes 7% 16% <0.001
CAD / 18% /
Stroke / 12% /
PVD / 1% /
AF duration (month) / 25(2,65) /
Ablation therapy / 13% /
CHA;DS;-VASc score / 2(1,4) /
RAS inhibitor 20% 52% <0.001
CCB 12% 32% <0.001
Anticoagulation / 57% /
Antiarrhythmic / 75.6% /

BMI: body mass index, SBP: systolic blood pressure, DBP: diastolic blood pressure,
CAD: coronary artery disease, PVD: peripheral vascular disease, RAS: Renal
Angiotensin System, CCB: Calcium Chanel Blocker

Table 2: Echocardiography parameters’ comparison in two groups

Parameters Control PAF p value
n=63 n=146
LVDD(mm) 47.5+4.5 48.1+4.5 0.44
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IVSD(mm)
IVSd(mm)
LVPWd(mm)
LVMI(g/m2)
LVEDV(ml)
LVESV(ml)
E(cm/sec)

A(cm/sec)

E/A

DT time(sec)

E/e’

LVEF (%)

GLS

PSD

Diastolic dysfunction
0

1

2

3

LAanteroposterior
diameter(mm)

LA suprainferior diameter(mm)
LA mediolateral diameter(mm)
LAEV(ml)

LA Vmax(ml)

LA Vmin(ml)

LA VpreA(ml)
LAEF (%)

LA VImax (ml/m?)
LA VImin (ml/m?)

28.8£2.9
8.9+0.9
8.4+0.8
85.1+24.7
68.3+16.3
25.3£7.5
67.7+13.4
84.5+18.2
0.8+£0.2
236.0£57.0
8.3+1.8
63.2+£5.4
-19.6+8.2
52.4+14.9

90.4%
6.4%
3.2%

0%
35.7+4.9

47.7£5.3
34.84+4.8
22.1£6.5
41.3+11

19.2+5.9
31.5+9.4
53.8+6.9
23.8+6.3
11.1£3.4

30.1+£3.8
9.4+£1.2
8.8+0.9

86.1+18.2

76.4+24
29.1+11
73+16.9
80+20.7
1+£0.4

230.8+60.7

9.1£2.6
61.7£5.4
-20.1£2.2

57.9421.7

65.8%
25.0%
8.6%
0.6%
37.6+4.6

50.7£6.9
37.4+5.4
21.3+£7.3
50+13.7
28.7£9.7
40.9+12.1
43+9.6
28.6£7.6
16.5+£5.6

0.07
0.006
0.007
0.77
0.0046
0.003
0.015
0.11
<0.001
0.56
0.011
0.15
0.42
0.03

<0.001
<0.001
<0.001
0.003
0.0079

<0.001
<0.001
0.47
<0.001
<0.001
<0.001
<0.001
<0.001
<0.001

Table 3: Noninvasive LV myocardial work and LA remodeling in different AFB

stages

LVMW and LA

Minimal-Mild

Moderate-Severe

p value
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remodeling (n=51) (n=82)

GCW (mm Hg%) 2231.24373.3 2218.4+537.1 0.90

GWW (mm Hg%) 141.3+77.3 147.2+99.1 0.75

GWE (%) 92.7+3.1 91.8+£3.6 0.71

GWI (mm Hg%) 2010.0+£351.4 1977.8+416.4 0.68

LAEF(%) 46.849.6 41.1£9.2 0.004
LAVImax(ml/m?) 28.0£7.2 29.5+7.9 0.36

LAVImin(ml/m?) 15.445.6 17.6£5.7 0.049

Figures and figure legends:

Figure 1: Figure description in the PAF subject and the control subject of LVMW
parameters and LA remodeling. 1-a: LVMW parameters of PAF, 1-b: LVMW
parameters of the control. Although the GLS of two enrollments were similar, the
GWW in PAF significantly elevated compared with the control one and the GWE of
PAF was significantly lower than that of the control. 1-c: LA remodeling of PAF, 1-d:
LA remodeling of control. LA volume index including LAVI min, LAVI max and
LAVpre were fairly larger in the PAF, and LAEF was significantly lower in the PAF
compared with the control one.

Figure 2: Noninvasive LVMW comparison between the PAF and the controls.
Elevated GWW and impaired GWE were found in PAF group.

Figure 3: Correlation between LVMW and LAVImax/LAVImin displayed by figures.
Elevated GWW was significantly associated with enlarged LAVImax or LAVImin.
Significant correlation between GCW or GWI and LAVImax were also discovered.
Figure 4: Odds ratio of LVMW parameters and LA remodeling index for HF incident.
Lower LAEF was a strong indicator for HF incidence in the non-ablation group.
Figure 5: Odds ratio of AFB deterioration for HF incident adjusted by age, gender,

HTN and T2DM. AFB deterioration was strongly associated with incident HF.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.26.24309561

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.26.24309561; this version posted June 27, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Myocardial work index

ANT_SEPT 3500
1809 '
1802 1958

187, 746 -1000
Asss 1058 mmHa%

1484
2322250 124318

1691 974

1749

GLS: -17%
GWI: 1721 mmHg'
GCW: 1851 mmHg'
GWW: 68 mmHg%
GWE: 96 %
BP: 122/82 mmH

a- PAF subject

Myocardial work index
ANT_SEPT 3500

-1000
mmHa%

-18 %

2370 mmHg'
© 2426 mmHg'
:198 mmHg%
91 %

151/76 mmk

b-control subject

Figure 1 : LVMW parameters and figure description of enrolled subject
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Figure 1: LA remodeling index and figure description of enrolled subject
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Figure 3: Correlation between LVMW and LAVImax/LAVImin displayed by figures
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Figure 4: Odds ratio of LVMW parameters and LA remodeling index for HF incident
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Figure 5: Odds ratio of AFB deterioration for HF incident adjusted by age, gender,
HTN and T2DM
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Tables:

Table 1: Baseline characteristics of enrolled subjects

Control PAF p value
n=63 n=146

Age 63.6+£9.8 66.2+11.4 0.096
Gender(male) 60.3% 55% 0.41
Height(cm) 165.5+£7.3 165.9+8.1 0.71
Weight(kg) 66.1£9.9 66.9+£10.6 0.58
BMI(kg/m?) 23.943.1 24.14£2.9 0.37
SBP(mmHg) 129+14.4 134.7+£16.8 0.012
DBP(mmHg) 79.4+8.3 79.7£11.4 0.81
Hypertension 22% 60% <0.001
Diabetes 7% 16% <0.001
CAD / 18% /
Stroke / 12% /
PVD / 1% /
AF duration (month) / 25(2,65) /
Ablation therapy / 13% /
CHA;DS;-VASc score / 2(1,4) /
RAS inhibitor 20% 52% <0.001
CCB 12% 32% <0.001
Anticoagulation / 57% /
Antiarrhythmic / 75.6% /

BMI: body mass index, SBP: systolic blood pressure, DBP: diastolic blood pressure,
CAD: coronary artery disease, PVD: peripheral vascular disease, RAS: Renal
Angiotensin System, CCB: Calcium Chanel Blocker

Table 2: Echocardiography parameters’ comparison in two groups

Parameters Control PAF p value
n=63 n=146

LVDD(mm) 47.5+4.5 48.1+4.5 0.44

IVSD(mm) 28.8+2.9 30.1£3.8 0.07

IVSd(mm) 8.9+0.9 9.4+1.2 0.006

LVPWd(mm) 8.4+0.8 8.8+0.9 0.007
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LVMI(g/m2) 85.1+24.7 86.1+18.2 0.77
LVEDV(ml) 68.3£16.3 76.4+24 0.0046
LVESV(ml) 25.3+£7.5 29.1+11 0.003
E(cm/sec) 67.7+£13.4 73£16.9 0.015
A(cm/sec) 84.5+18.2 80+20.7 0.11
E/A 0.8+0.2 1+0.4 <0.001
DT time(sec) 236.0+£57.0 230.8+60.7 0.56
E/e’ 8.3%1.8 9.1+2.6 0.011
LVEF (%) 63.2+5.4 61.7+£5.4 0.15
GLS -19.6+8.2 -20.1£2.2 0.42
PSD 52.4+14.9 57.9+21.7 0.03
Diastolic dysfunction

0 90.4% 65.8% <0.001
1 6.4% 25.0% <0.001
2 3.2% 8.6% <0.001
3 0% 0.6% 0.003
LAanteroposterior 35.7+4.9 37.6+4.6 0.0079
diameter(mm)

LA suprainferior diameter(mm) 47.7£5.3 50.7£6.9 <0.001
LA mediolateral diameter(mm) 34.844.8 37.4+5.4 <0.001
LAEV(ml) 22.1+6.5 21.3£7.3 0.47
LA Vmax(ml) 41.3£11 50+13.7 <0.001
LA Vmin(ml) 19.245.9 28.749.7 <0.001
LA VpreA(ml) 31.5£9.4 40.9+12.1 <0.001
LAEF (%) 53.8+6.9 4349.6 <0.001
LA VImax (ml/m?) 23.84+6.3 28.6+7.6 <0.001
LA VImin (ml/m?) 11.1£3.4 16.5£5.6 <0.001

Table 3: Noninvasive LV myocardial work and LA remodeling in different AFB

stages

LVMW and LA Minimal-Mild Moderate-Severe p value
remodeling (n=51) (n=82)

GCW (mm Hg%) 2231.2+373.3 2218.4+537.1 0.90
GWW (mm Hg%) 141.3£77.3 147.2+99.1 0.75
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GWE (%)

GWI (mm Hg%)
LAEF(%)
LAVImax(ml/m?)
LAVImin(ml/m?)

92.743.1
2010.0+351.4
46.8+9.6
28.0+7.2
15.4+5.6

91.8+£3.6
1977.8+416.4
41.1£9.2
29.5+7.9
17.6+5.7

0.71
0.68
0.004
0.36
0.049
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Figures and figure legends:

Figure 1: Figure description in the PAF subject and the control subject of LVMW
parameters and LA remodeling. 1-a: LVMW parameters of PAF, 1-b: LVMW
parameters of the control. Although the GLS of two enrollments were similar, the
GWW in PAF significantly elevated compared with the control one and the GWE of
PAF was significantly lower than that of the control. 1-c: LA remodeling of PAF, 1-d:
LA remodeling of control. LA volume index including LAVI min, LAVI max and
LAVpre were fairly larger in the PAF, and LAEF was significantly lower in the PAF
compared with the control one.

Figure 2: Noninvasive LVMW comparison between the PAF and the controls.
Elevated GWW and impaired GWE were found in PAF group.

Figure 3: Correlation between LVMW and LAVImax/LAVImin displayed by figures.
Elevated GWW was significantly associated with enlarged LAVImax or LAVImin.
Significant correlation between GCW or GWI and LAVImax were also discovered.
Figure 4: Odds ratio of LVMW parameters and LA remodeling index for HF incident.
Lower LAEF was a strong indicator for HF incidence in the non-ablation group.
Figure 5: Odds ratio of AFB deterioration for HF incident adjusted by age, gender,
HTN and T2DM. AFB deterioration was strongly associated with incident HF.
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Figure 1 : LVMW parameters and figure description of enrolled subject
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Figure 2: Noninvasive LVMW comparison between the PAF and the controls
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Figure 3: Correlation between LVMW and LAVImax/LAVImin displayed by figures
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Figure 5: Odds ratio of AFB deterioration for HF incident adjusted by age, gender,
HTN and T2DM.
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