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Background. The segment of the latest mechanical contraction (LMC) does not
always overlap with the site of the latest electrical activation (LEA). By integrating
both mechanical and electrical dyssynchrony, this study aimed to propose a new
method for recommending left ventricular (LV) lead placements, with the goal of
enhancing response to cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT).

Methods. The LMC segment was determined by single-photon emission computed
tomography myocardial perfusion imaging (SPECT MPI) phase analysis. The LEA
site was detected by vectorcardiogram (VCG). The recommended segments for LV
lead placement were as follows: (1) the LMC viable segments that overlapped with
the LEA site;(2) the LMC viable segments adjacent to the LEA site;(3) If no segment
met either of the above, the LV lateral wall was recommended. The response was
defined as 215% reduction in left ventricular end-systolic volume (LVESV) 6-months
after CRT. Patients with LV lead located in the recommended site were assigned to
the recommended group, and those located in the non-recommended site were
assigned to the non-recommended group.

Results. The cohort comprised of 76 patients, including 54 (71.1%) in the
recommended group and 22 (28.9%) in the non-recommended group. Among the
recommended group, 74.1% of the patients responded to CRT, while 36.4% in the
non-recommended group were responders (p=.002). Compared to pacing at the non-
recommended segments, pacing at the recommended segments showed an
independent association with an increased response by univariate and multivariate
analysis (odds ratio 5.000, 95% confidence interval 1.731-14.441, p=.003; odds ratio
7.326, 95% confidence interval 1.527-35.144, p=.013).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.18.23298724
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.18.23298724; this version posted November 19, 2023. 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preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Conclusions. Our findings indicate that pacing at the recommended segments, by
integrating of mechanical and electrical dyssynchrony, is significantly associated with
an improved CRT response.

Key words: Cardiac resynchronization therapy, mechanical contraction, electrical

activation, SPECT MPI, vectorcardiogram
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INTRODUCTION

Cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT) has been shown to improve clinical
outcomes and reverse left ventricular (LV) remodeling in patients with medically
refractory heart failure (HF) with LV systolic impairment and electrical dyssynchrony.’
However, a significant percentage of patients do not show benefit from CRT.2
Notably, patients with left bundle branch block (LBBB) morphology and QRS
duration(QRSd) 2150 ms tend to have better response rates.® The optimal
positioning of the LV lead holds fundamental significance in ensuring the
effectiveness of CRT.#

Numerous studies have been conducted to find the optimal LV lead location.
Some early CRT studies advocated for LV lead placement along the LV free wall,’
while other demonstrated comparable benefits with leads placed along the anterior,
lateral, or posterior wall.> The placement of a LV lead according to purely
anatomically defined regions is controversial. Several studies had suggested that
positioning the LV lead away from scar and in a non-apical location may provide the
greatest benefit.>6

Left ventricular mechanical dyssynchrony (LVMD) plays a crucial role in CRT
response.’ Single-photon emission computed tomography myocardial perfusion
imaging (SPECT MPI) phase analysis can be used to measure LV mechanical
dyssynchrony. The SPECT Guided LV Lead Placement for Incremental Benefits to
CRT Efficacy (GUIDE-CRT) study conducted by our team found that assessment of
the LV latest mechanical contracting (LMC) segment using SPECT images
significantly increased the rate of target implantation of LV lead, resulting in
incremental improvement in CRT efficacy.? Another study from our group,also
confirmed that the placement of a LV lead at or near the site of the LMC has an
association with improved response to CRT and long-term prognosis.®

In addition to mechanical dyssynchrony, LV electrical dyssynchrony is also an
important factor affecting CRT response.?'° It has been demonstrated that
positioning the LV lead at the site of latest electrical activation (LEA) was associated

with superior clinical outcome.'" Rad et al'? found that the QRS area measured by
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vectorcardiogram (VCG) can identify delayed LV lateral wall activation, which
performed better than QRS duration and LBBB morphology. VCG is a vector loop of
cardiac electrical activity in three-dimensional space, which contains the
instantaneous amplitude and direction of each time point in the cardiac cycle.'34
Nevertheless, our previous study has found that the segment of LMC does not
always overlap with the LEA site." To bridge this gap, this study aims to investigate
whether the combination of both LMC and LEA could recommend LV lead positions

to enhance volumetric response to CRT.

METHODS
Study Population

A total of 76 patients with systolic HF were retrospectively enrolled in this study
at The First Affiliated Hospital of Nanjing Medical University from October 2011 to
October 2021. All the patients were in sinus rhythm with intraventricular conduction
delay (QRS duration 2120 ms), LV ejection fraction (LVEF) <35%, New York Heart
Association (NYHA) functional class Il to IV symptoms, and optimal medical therapy
at least 3 months before CRT.

All the patients underwent resting gated SPECT MPI, echocardiography,
standard 12-lead electrocardiogram (ECG), and NYHA function classification at
baseline. The actual LV lead position was identified according to pre-implantation
coronary venous angiograms and post-implantation LV lead fluoroscopy images.
Echocardiography and NYHA function classification were reevaluated 6 months after
CRT. A clinical response to CRT was defined as a 21 NYHA class improvement at 6
months."® The study was approved by the institutional review board, and written
informed consent was obtained from all patients.

Evaluation of LV Function by Echocardiography

Transthoracic echocardiography was performed on all patients by an ultrasound
specialist who was blinded to the study before and 6 months after CRT. LV end-
systolic volume (LVESV), LV end-diastolic volume (LVEDV), and LVEF were

recorded using the 2-dimensional modified biplane Simpson method.® Decrease of


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.18.23298724
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.18.23298724; this version posted November 19, 2023. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

LVESV 215% on follow-up echocardiography was considered as volumetric response
to CRT.®

Evaluation of Segments with the Latest Mechanical Contraction from SPECT
MPI

We performed resting ECG-gated SPECT MPI before CRT implantation,
following a protocol similar to a previously employed method.® 60-90 minutes after
25-30 mCi of Tc-99m sestamibi injection, SPECT was performed on a dual-headed
camera (CardioMD, Philips Medical Systems) with a standard resting protocol. Image
reconstruction and reorientation were completed by Emory Reconstruction Toolbox
(ERToolbox; Atlanta, GA).

We reoriented the gated and ungated transaxial images into short-axis images,
and submitted these results to the phase analysis to measure LVMD'” and segments
of LMC"8 and to assess regional myocardial perfusion. '® Myocardial scar was
defined as LV samples with < 50% of the maximum uptake and a scarred segment
was identified as the segment where over 50% of LV samples in the region was
myocardial scar. The percentage of tracer uptake was displayed on polar map using
a 17-segment model and mean phase angle of each segment was displayed on the
17-segment polar map, like described in our previous study.® Excluding 5 apical
segments, septal segments, and scarred segments, the LMC segments were defined
as the top 4 phase angles which were within 10 degrees of the maximum phase
angle. To simplify, the basal and mid anterolateral, lateral, posterolateral segments
were grouped together as the lateral wall. The basal anterior and mid anterior
segments were grouped together as the anterior wall. The basal inferior and mid
inferior segments were grouped together as the inferior wall. Phase standard
deviation (PSD, unit: degree) and 95% bandwidth of phase histogram (PHB, unit:
degree) were used to assess global LVMD.

Evaluation of the LV Site with the Latest Electrical Activation by VCG

A standard 12-lead ECG was recorded at baseline. The digital PDF/XML ECG

files with vector graphics were used to extract the original digital ECG-signal. We

developed a tool implemented in Python that semi-automatically synthesizes digital
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ECG signals into a VCG. The Kors transformation matrix was used to transform the
12-lead ECG to VCG.2° The direction of the maximal T vector was considered as the
LEA site." Excluding LV apex and septal segments, one of the three candidate sites
(anterior, lateral, and inferior) from VCG was recommended (Figure 1).
Recommendation of the LV Lead placement segment

After excluding septal segments, LV apex, and segments with more than 50%
scar, the segments for LV lead placement were recommended as follows: (1) the
LMC viable segments that overlapped with the LEA site(Figure 1A);(2) the LMC
viable segments adjacent to the LEA site(Figure 1B);(3) If no segment met either of
the above, the LV lateral wall was recommended(Figure 1C).

Patients with LV lead located in the recommended site were assigned to the
recommended group, and those located in the non-recommended site were assigned

to the non-recommended group.
Cardiac Resynchronization Therapy implantation

All patients were implanted with a biventricular pacemaker according to standard
procedures.?' The LV lead was put into the coronary sinus (CS) system and stably
positioned into the lateral, posterior, anterolateral, or posterolateral coronary vein by
experienced electrophysiologists. The atrial lead was implanted in the right atrial
appendage, and the right ventricular (RV) lead was placed at the RV apex or septum.
Identification of the Actual LV Lead Position

A method similar to the method used in the Multicenter Automatic Defibrillator
Implantation Trial-Cardiac Resynchronization Therapy (MADIT-CRT) study® was
used for identification of the actual LV lead position. A preimplantation coronary
venous angiogram in left anterior oblique 20° to 45° was performed for every patient,
and post-implantation fluoroscopic images or CT venography were stored. The left
anterior oblique view was used to divide the LV wall into 4 equal parts: anterior,
anterolateral, posterolateral, and posterior along the short axis of the heart. To be
consistent with SPECT and VCG segmentation, the anterolateral and posterolateral
segments were included in the lateral segments. The final LV lead position was

categorized as anterior, lateral, or posterior.
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Statistical Analysis

Continuous variables were expressed as mean + standard deviation (SD).
Categorical data are summarized as frequencies and percentages. Comparisons
between groups were performed by student’s t-test for parametric variable, Chi-
square or Fisher exact tests for categorical variables. The binary logistic regression
(P <.05 in the univariate regression were included and variables with P >.05 in the
multivariate regression were excluded) were performed to assess the independent
predictors of volumetric response to CRT. Significance was defined as P <.05 using
two-tailed analysis. Statistical analysis was performed with IBM SPSS Statistics
(IBM, Chicago, IL, USA) version 25.0.
RESULTS
Patient Characteristics

The baseline characteristics of the 76 enrolled patients are summarized in Table
1. Patients had severely depressed LV function, with a mean LVEF of 27.0+5.0%.
Mean LVEDV was 286.3+88.8 ml, and mean LVESV was 211.5+77.3 ml. Forty-one
patients (53.9%) had a LV lead position concordant with the LMC segment from
SPECT, and 13 patients (17.1%) had a LV lead position concordant with the LEA site
by VCG. Fifty-four patients (71.1%) had a recommended LV lead position, whereas
22 (28.9%) had an LV lead positioned in the non-recommended segment. There
were no significant differences in baseline data between the two groups, except that,
in the recommended group, less patients had diabetes, more patients had a LV lead
position concordant with the LMC segment, and more patients had a LV lead in the
lateral wall.
Echocardiographic Measurements at Follow-Up

At 6-month follow-up, echocardiographic parameters of patients in the
recommended group improved significantly; LVEDV decreased from 290.7+91.4 ml
to 219.8+106.2 ml, LVESV from 215.3+78.4 ml to 142.3+91.9 ml, and LVEF
increased from 26.7+4.8% to 39.5+12.6% (all p<.001). However, patients in the non-
recommended group did not have a significant reduction in LV volumes (LVEDV from

275.5+£83.1 ml to 245.0£101.8 ml and LVESV from 202.3+75.5 ml to 173.1£91.9 ml,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.18.23298724
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.18.23298724; this version posted November 19, 2023. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

both p = NS) and no improvement in LVEF was observed (from 27.7+5.6% to
33.2+11.6%, p = NS). The relative change in LVEDV, LVESV, and LVEF showed
significant difference between the recommended group and non-recommended
group (25.5+19.6% vs. 13.3£20.1%, p= .017; 36.6£24.7% vs. 18.0+27.5%, p= .005;
48.4+40.6% vs. 18.5+28.0%, p= .002) (Figure 2).
Volumetric Response and Clinical Response

Volumetric Response. Six months after CRT implantation, 74.1% (40 of 54) of
the patients in the recommended group were responders, while 36.4% (8 of 22) of
the patients in the non-recommended group were responders (p = .002) (Figure 3A).

We validated our recommendation method in subgroup analyses. The actual LV
lead was located in the lateral wall in 62 patients and non-lateral in 14 patients, the
response rate showed no significance difference between the two groups (67.7% vs.
42.9%, p=.081) (Figure 4A). Further analysis of patients with a LV lead located in the
lateral wall found that the response rate was 77.6% (38 of 49) in patients with a LV
lead located in the recommended segment, whereas 30.8% (4 of 13) in patients with
a non-recommended LV lead position (p= .004) (Figure 4B). Similar results were
found in patients with QRSd =2150ms and in patients with LBBB morphology; the
response rate was significantly higher in patients with a LV lead located in the
recommended segment than in patients with a non-recommended LV lead position
(83.0% vs. 47.1%, p =.011; 82.6% vs. 50.0%, p =.025) (Figure 4C and 4D).

Clinical response. In the recommended group, NYHA functional class
improved by = 1 in 72.2% of patients (n = 39) compared with only 40.9% of patients
(n =9) in the non-recommended group (p = .01) (Figure 3B).

Univariable and Multivariable Regression Analyses

Univariable and multivariable logistic regression analyses were used to
determine which parameters predict the CRT volumetric response. In the univariate
regression analysis, presence of diabetes, QRSd, LBBB morphology, scar burden,
and recommended LV lead position were associated with the volumetric response. In
multivariable regression analyses, LV lead placement in the recommended segments

versus non-recommended position remained an independent predictor of the
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volumetric response (odds ratio 7.326; 95% confidence interval 1.527-35.144, p
=.013) (Table 2).
DISCUSSION

In this study, we employed a two-pronged approach to determine the optimal LV
lead placement in CRT patients. We identified the LMC segments through SPECT
MPI phase analysis and the LEA site by VCG. The integration of these two
techniques yielded promising results and CRT patients who received LV lead in the
recommended position demonstrated a significantly higher volumetric response.
Furthermore, our multivariable regression analyses strengthened this association,
indicating that LV lead placement in the recommended segments was an
independent predictor of the volumetric response after 6 months of CRT.

Attempts for Improved CRT Response

LV lead position is known to be an important factor in determining response to
CRT. Current practice for CRT is to place the LV lead at the lateral or posterolateral
wall based on the benefit shown in early hemodynamic studies and the observation
that the latest activated segment predominates at these sites. However, it has been
controversial to direct the LV lead to the lateral or posterolateral wall. The MADIT-
CRT study demonstrated that the benefit from CRT was similar for LV leads
positioned along the anterior, lateral, or posterior wall.® In the present study, we also
found that the response rate showed no significant difference in patients with a LV
lead located on the lateral wall compared with on the non-lateral wall (67.7% vs.
42.9%, p=.081). In addition, we found a volumetric response rate of only 30.8% in
patients with a LV lead located on the lateral wall while the lateral wall was not our
recommended position, further suggesting that the lateral wall may not be the optimal
location for some patients.

QRS duration and morphology are used to select candidates for CRT. It has a
class |A indication for symptomatic heart failure patients with sinus rhythm and a
QRSd=150 ms and LBBB morphology and with LVEF<35% despite optimized
medical treatments according to the 2021 ESC Guidelines on CRT.?? Several studies

showed that patients with LBBB and prolonged QRS duration ( QRSd=150 ms) were
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more likely to be echocardiographic responders and were associated with favorable
clinical outcomes.?324 In subgroup analysis of the current study, 62 patients had
LBBB morphology, 64 patients had a QRSd 2150ms, and 57 patients had LBBB
morphology with QRSd =150ms. We found that in patients with LBBB morphology,
the response rate was higher when the LV lead was placed in the recommended
position than when it was placed in the non-recommended position (82.6% vs.
50.0%, p =.025). The same result was found in patients with QRSd=150ms (83.0%
vs. 47.1%, p =.011). Furthermore, in patients with LBBB morphology and QRSd
=2150ms, the response rate was 88.1% (37 of 42) when the LV lead was placed in the
recommended position, and was significantly higher than that when placed in the
non-recommended position (88.1% vs. 53.3%, p=.014). This seems that our
recommended LV lead position could further improve CRT response after strict
guideline-directed patient selection.

A previous study demonstrated that implanting LV lead in the scarred region had
a detrimental impact on LV reverse remodeling and increased clinical events.® In the
present study, we excluded scarred segments and found overall myocardial scar
burden quantified by SPECT MPI predicted the volumetric response to CRT,
suggesting that reverse remodeling requires viable myocardium adjacent to the LV
lead.
The latest mechanical contraction segment and electrical activation site

Several clinical studies have claimed that LV lead placement directs toward the
segment of LMC improves the CRT response, including the TARGET,® the
STARTER,?® and the Imaging CRT study.?® These studies employed various imaging
modalities, such as speckle tracking echocardiography, cardiac computed
tomography (CT) and SPECT MPI, to guide the LV lead placement toward the LMC
segment. Pacing remote from the LEA site may diminish the CRT response, as
supported by studies utilizing non-invasive three-dimensional electrical activation
mapping, a technique used to assess the distance of pacing site and the position of
the LEA site. It was found that LV pacing close to the site of LEA provides improved

volumetric response to CRT."" VCG offers a more comprehensive and accurate
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assessment of cardiac electrical activity by capturing both the direction and
magnitude of the cardiac electrical vectors. VCG can be used to measure the LEA
site of the heart. The segment of LMC does not always overlap with the site of LEA.
In this study, we advocate a novel approach for LV lead placement, integrating
information from the segment with the LMC and the site with the LEA. Our findings
indicate that pacing in the recommended LV lead segments is significantly
associated with an increased CRT volumetric response.

Although the recent studies of novel CRT by conduction system pacing showed
better efficacy of cardiac function and clinical outcomes compared to the traditional
biventricular pacing,?7-282° most of the enrolled patients were class one CRT
recommendation with typical LBBB. To our best knowledge, CRT delivered by
conduction system pacing was referred as at most lla level recommendation at
present.3° This new integration of LMC and LEA may be very useful to improve
traditional biventricular pacing CRT, especially for non-LBBB patients.

Limitations

This retrospective observational study had a limited sample size, and data collection
occurred between 2011 and 2021. It's worth noting that the guidelines for CRT have
evolved, and optimal medical therapy has incorporated additional drug classes.
Subgroup analyses were conducted, stratified by ECG morphology and QRS
duration; however, caution is advised in interpreting the results due to the relatively
low number of non-LBBB patients and those with QRS duration < 150ms in this
cohort. Larger prospective multicenter studies are warranted to provide more robust
insights.

CONCLUSIONS

Pacing in the LV lead segments recommended by the integration of both mechanical
and electrical dyssynchrony was associated with an increased CRT volumetric
response. The findings from this study underscore the importance of conducting

larger and prospective studies in the future to further validate these results.
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of patients in the recommended and non-

recommended group

Variables All patients Recommended recorqu\g\ln ded P
(n=76) (n=54) (n=22)
Age(year) 619123 61.1£12.6 63.9+11.5 377
Male(%) 59(77.6) 43(79.6) 16(72.7) 725
BMI(kg/m2) 24 2+4 1 243+40 239+45 706
Hypertension(%) 35(46.1) 21(38.9) 14(63.6) 050
Diabetes(%) 16(21.1) 6(11.1) 10(45.5) 003
Smoking(%) 32(42.1) 23(42.6) 9(40.9) 893
NYHA IWIVIV(%) 2?(35.5)!3536.1)!14(18. 22(40.?)!;50()46.3)!?(1 5(22.?)!11%?5_5)!?(3 126
QRSd(ms) 1721229 1747+230 1655+216 113
QRSd=150ms(%) 64(84.2) 47(87.0) 17(77.3) ATT
L BBB(%) 62(81 8) 46(85 2) 16(72.7) 345
ACEVARB(%) 62(81.6) 46(85.2) 16(72.7) 345
Beta-blocker(%) 69(90.8) 50(92.6) 19(86.4) 679
Aldosterone antagonist(%) 65(85.5) 46(85 2) 19(86 4) 1.000
Diuretics(%) 65(85.5) 46(85.2) 19(86.4) 1.000
Digoxin(%) 18(23.7) 11(20 4) 7(31.8) 287
CRTD(%) 59(77.8) 39(72.2) 20(90.9) 142
Ischemic etiology(%) 9(11.8) 6(11.1) 3(13.6) 1.000
Lateral(%) 62(81.6) 49(90.7) 13(59.1) 004
VCG coordination 13(17.1) 6(11.1) 7(31.8) 066
SPECT coordination 41(53.9) 37(68.5) 4(18.2) <001
Echocardiogram
LVEF(%) 27.0+5.0 267+48 2774586 432
LVEDD(mm) 729+97 734+98 71796 484
LVESD(mm) 635499 640+98 62.2+10.2 AT2
LVEDV(ml) 286.3+88 8 2007+914 27554831 501
LVESV(ml) 21154773 2153+784 2023+755 512
LAD(mm) 466+6.7 466+6.7 465470 911
Moderate/severe MR(%) 64(84.2) 46(85.2) 18(81.8) 985
Moderate/severe TR(%) 24(31.6) 16(29.6) 8(36.4) 567
SPECT MPI
PSD,degree 58.20+18.91 58.5+19.9 57.5+16.6 829
PBW degree 192.88+76 44 193.0+£796 1925+699 1981
Scar burden(%) 267121 271128 256+10.3 636
Wall thickening(%) 177+132 18.7+12.9 152137 300

BMI, Body Mass Index; NYHA, New York Heart Association; QRSd, QRS duration;
LBBB, left bundle branch block; ACEi, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors;
ARB, angiotensin receptor blocker; LVEF, left ventricular ejection fraction; LVEDD,
left ventricular end-diastolic diameter; LVESD, left ventricular end-systolic diameter;
LVEDV, left ventricular end-diastolic volume; LVESV, left ventricular end-systolic
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volume; LAD, left atrial diameter; MR, mitral regurgitation; TR, tricuspid regurgitation;
PSD, phase standard deviation; PBW, phase histogram bandwidth

Latest contracting segment Latest electrical activating segment Recommended segment

The latest electrical activation segment: Anterior

N The st e actaton sgrmet: e
Figure 1. Patient examples of how to recommend the left ventricular lead placement.
(A) The LMC segment was in the anterior wall and overlapped with the LEA site, so
the anterior wall was recommended. (B) LMC segment was in the lateral wall and
LEA site in the anterior wall, so the lateral wall was recommended. (C) LMC segment
was in the anterior wall and LEA site in the inferior wall, so the lateral wall was
recommended.
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Figure 2. Comparison of echocardiographic measurements between recommended
group and non-recommended group. (A-B-C): LVEDV, LVESV and LVEF change
between baseline and follow up. (D-E-F): The relative change of LVEDV, LVESV and
LVEF between the recommended and non-recommended group. *P < 0.05; **P <
0.01; ***P < 0.001; ***P < 0.0001; ns, no statistically significant.
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Figure 3. CRT response rates in the recommended and non-recommended groups.
(A) CRT volumetric response rates in patients with LV leads in the recommended
segment (n = 54) and patients with LV leads in the non-recommended segment (n =
22) (74.1% vs. 36.4%, P = .002). (B) CRT clinical response rates in patients with LV
leads in the recommended segment (n = 54) and patients whose LV leads were in
the non-recommended segments (n = 22) (72.2% vs. 40.9%, P = .01).
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Figure 4. Subgroup analyses of CRT volumetric response. (A) CRT volumetric
response rates in patients with LV leads in the lateral segment (n = 62) and patients
with LV leads in the non-lateral segments (n = 14) (67.7% vs. 42.9%, P = .081). (B)
CRT volumetric response rates in patients with LV leads in the lateral segment and
meeting our recommended criteria (n=49) and patients with LV leads in the lateral
segment and not meeting our recommended criteria (n=13) (77.6% vs. 30.8%, P
=.004). (C) CRT volumetric response rates in patients whose QRSd=150ms and
meeting our recommended criteria (n=47) and patients whose QRSd=150ms and not
meeting our recommended criteria (n=17) (83.0% vs. 47.1%, P = .011). (D) CRT
volumetric responses rate in patients with LBBB morphology and meeting our
recommended criteria (n=46) and patients with LBBB morphology and not meeting
our recommended criteria (n=16) (82.6% vs. 50.0%, P = .025).
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Table 2. Univariate analysis and multivariable models for the CRT volumetric

response
Univariate Multivariate
OR(95% CI) pvalue OR(95% CI) pvalue
Age 0.985(0.947-1.024)  .439
Male 0.652(0.203-2.095) .473
BMI 0.967(0.863-1.083) .561
Hypertension 0.976(0.383-2.487) .96
Diabetes 0.257(0.081-0.814)  .021 0.392(0.075-2.049) .267
Smoking 1.202(0.465-3.105) .704
Lateral 2.800(0.856-9.157) .089
QRSd 1.043(1.016-1.071)  .002 1.048(1.008-1.089) .018
LBBB 17.250(3.478-85.559) <.0001 5.156(0.773-34.392) .090
Ischemic etiology 2.391(0.585-9.777) .225
ACEVARB(%) 0.633(0.178-2.249) .48
Beta-blocker(%) 0.259(0.030-2.274) .223
Aldosterone antagonist(%) 0.600(0.145-2.477) .48
Digoxin(%) 0.487(0.166-1.427)  .190
LVEDV(ml) 0.995(0.989-1.000)  .066
LVESV(ml) 0.994(0.987-1.000) .050
Moderate/severe MR (%) 0.292(0.059-1.445) .131
Moderate/severe TR(%) 0.444(0.165-1.200) .110
PSD 0.990(0.966-1.016)  .457
PBW 0.999(0.993-1.005) .821
Scar burden% 0.930(0.885-0.977) .004 0.901(0.842-0.965) .003
Wall thickening 0.994(0.960-1.030) .751
Recommended vs. non- 5.000(1.731-14.441) 003 7.326(1.527-35.144) 013
VCG coordination 0.429(0.128-1.437) .170
SPECT coordination 1.615(0.632-4.129) .317

BMI, Body Mass Index; QRSd, QRS duration; LBBB, left bundle branch block; ACEi,
angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors; ARB, angiotensin receptor blocker;
LVEDV, left ventricular end-diastolic volume; LVESV, left ventricular end-systolic
volume; MR, mitral regurgitation; TR, tricuspid regurgitation; PSD, phase standard
deviation; PBW, phase histogram bandwidth
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