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tricular outflow septum : RVOS) #HIBOR— Y F2EH 2 HEDTWAE. TOHEBICBITA2R—T Y 7ORN
DLEHEBMEFHIE R (ventricular capture management : VCM) 2R3 57— 7 dAFEETH 5. SHFE~
1T RVOS R—3 ¥ 7 CHO VCM OEWA RS2 31 U7z, [J5EE] &5 21 6o RVOS R— 3 & ZEf]. KA
A, BHOVCM B L& 7+ 0 —7 v 7O 270, KO VCM IZ X % BMEEHN 2 et L 7-.
[#R] £7+0—T v FTOI=aT7VE VCMEHIDOZE (gap) 1ZWVIhd 0.25mV BNTHEEREZR L, &
WM7ra—7y7 (521180 H) T® VCM BEI#EIX 99% (3707/3739) L BIFTH-72. VCM AR OE
RE L TLEERNEROFHE (AF burden) FEf & (r=0.62, p<0.01), LFEt ¥ ¥ ¥ 7 {&fE (0.25-1.0mV ;
93% vs. 1.1-5.6mV ; 99%, p<0.01) 2B5-LCTw7z. [#5w] VCM X RVOS SO R— ¥ 7B LRI
WCAHHTHEDORWT VI ) XL THY, LEUABIIROGIHEICH L TRZOREITTEEPLETH .
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LEY) — FORBEBMEICOWTIRAERLEOR S
T, 22 X BESHRIC THERFL 45 BETY — NG
ZHREICHTRPOAT ) 2a—A4 VIZTREEL (K
1-A). 12 FFELGERIC TH R M PR D 5 0.0
SR Z R T 720, TRHETEME T FEEL
/20, I, aVFHFETLEMEOQRS (F M) =4
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1 REWLREG O X BERTG (A-FIZERRML 45 B, TIABRME 30 #), 12
FHELERX (B), BLXOVCMICXk 2HEllE0#EREE RS (C). ERFHIIZT
Y — FERASHRRICINNTWAS 2 L /R, 123 8.0BR I IFETERE, 0, 1,
aVF 8T EIME ® QRS (ThHfl) #MA L. T220D0 1HMOA KM
LICHIEZ T, ZRLIBEIZ 1 HIZ 1 MoHET VCM ZH#ifT L7z (M 1-C)

RVOS : A5 i FE

RAA  HbH

— FZEETE BVIEBNIRD o 7z

3. LEBHRFEETAIERE (VCM)

Kappa 900 12 I N TS VCM =i L7z, ~<X—
A A —HHlAH 30 53 ZICHME VCM 247 - 72, F724)
DO 1 HEBOAMPOBEARZEZZERL, KK I L
WCME R AT 7245, FhLBEEEE EB) 1THIZ1 Mo
BT VCM & it L7z (X11-C).

Pacing threshold search (PTS) &IiEh 2 VCM @

EAREEZ, T3 8HADEENIAN— v 7 ETVLAD
REMEWEL720H, 3D support event Bilh % %
TTARSWADW N ZAT). RWTT A MSIVAZD
BN DL (HEDE) ZITL, R—3 v 7N
D MR L2 A8 E T2 (K2). SV AlR%E
04ms ICEEL/ZZFEHMNE 0125V §OFF, LHhz
WIRINBL BT TINERYEL, RBICHIESH
7o R R—3 v Z Bl (reobase) &3 4. BHEAGE
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4, 740-7v 7

N—RA A=Wz AARERE, 1HAMNE 17 H#& 3
7 Atk 2 LT3 7 HUBEOEEY (F¥4521+180 H)
12, Ny FH A FH LAIBRIC T =2 T VERIlO R
— YU HMEEMEL, VCM TH S - Bl & g L
720 FRERCTORHINCHEL, ~==2 7 IVEHNIZ0.25V
Tk, VCMFHIITIZ 0125V T DMIEZ TV, %7
FO—=T v 7IZBITSHVCM =27 IVD#E (VCM-
Manual) %KD 7z. WHORWEFEDENIZL )=
27 VEROFHHR VCM & ) b EOOME MR LN
IR SN2, ABIETRWIERET I I oMmEH
Wiz,

T 72B Mo W Tid VEM-Manual O S & o A #
HEEZ T 7TRL, BEOHRHIIHNY, —025V
VCM-Manual<0.5V THILUImEIZFAETH % & ¥
L7z, fERZ2 2510, 2BFE04&THO VCM
Wi E &5 L, €09 5O VCM OEIEROH %
To7z. F72734 RITEEHF SN TS VCM Ol
HFEHT (abort summary) #*5, VCM ANEIOIH %
T L 7.

SHITR=ARX = HITHEBS LTV 505 O
2 HLEEAEROFEIESE (AF burden) % 10% 2
T, HEECBILETORERNPET + 0 =T v
T CTHiAT L7z VCM o fif % (n) Z4&EHL, £
DHHVCM 258 L 72 $% n T35 2 & TVCM

I Test Pulse(V pacing)

~——— Back up Pulse
(V pacing)

L
S~ 110ms

185ms (200-15ms)

2 VCM OEAREMEERT. 8IMDOR— V7 TREN ZMERHE, 3D
support event M 2R TTF A P28V ZADM B 27w, LG EHR L
PEHET L. R=Y VT IARHIHEIMA, TA MV AND
110ms RISy 77 v NV APHICH I EN TV S,

WIE %KD, AF burden & VCM IR D4R IZD
WTHET L7z, FR0BEELEL Y 7Ol
RB72012, £7+0—7 v FHOLED LRLEEL
vy v 7 EVCM ORI % MG L 72,

5. WEEtEEMR

KT £ MR (Mean=SD) TR L. #K
I, 2 BEH O ERE RIS B BT IR O
Wt M E £ 7213 Mann-Whitney ® UKE %, 22
DERBEROBITICE TV ~ OMBBREEZHH L. 7
FA—T v FIZXBKINT A —F DEI TN (re-
peated mesures ANOVA) & Bonferroni correction %
Akt L7, £2874+0—7 v TREONNT A—¥
DOIFHEDO LFII DLW t REZ M L7z, #ath

BoK#13 p<0.05 & L7

s R

1. BFEE=R

BEHERZRT (R, MRAAADERK L %o 724
MREAFENR SR 70 v 7 14 6, A4 BERE 6 61,
TIRPEIR VOB 1 BICTdH 0, &R A ORI T 61 (2
SERH 3 <40%) R Uoig T4l 0 BEAE D & % JiE 13 38
Dotz 21D LT 2T IVF v YN—HhA
NIHEBNZ 19 BITH o7z, LFEY — NI L TId4Hl
TRAZVa—A ) —F2HEHL, €095 40
HhRE, Do 15 Bl CHICHIEL 2.
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*®1 BEETR F2A LEHBBMENE (VCM) vs. ¥ =2 7 VEEIE (AR RE)
WOR, n (%) 8 (38) n=20 VCM (V) ~=a7L (V) VCM-¥=27 W (V) pfi*
“#i, mean=SD . 728%91  Mean+SD 0.481+0.288 0.525+0.112  —0044+0.200 p=051
oA A ARSI RIS Median 0375 0.500 ~0.125
@ijﬁ%%ﬁ* n (%) 6 (29) Range  0250-1.625 0.250-0.750  —0.250-1.125
a w 0,
BE7 7, n (%) 1467 950, c1 0355 0.607 0476, 0574  -0.084, 0171
LEME), n (%) 1(5)
DR B OB
MR, n (%) 1(5) % 2B LEHBBEMENE (VCM) vs. ¥~ =2 7 IVEENE (3 » H LK)
BILFE, n (%) 5 (24) "
=16 VCM (V) ===7WV (V) VCM-===7 )V (V) pfl
HERHE, 0 (%) 4 (19) 2 ) =7 V) =7 v (V) p
BEEHRE, n (%) 2 (10) Mean+SD 0.602+0.123  0.641+0.128 ~0.039+0.088 p=0.10
JWitEZE, n (%) 1(5) Median 0.625 0.750 0
N R A—HET N Range  0.375-0.750 0.500—0.750 ~0.250-0.125
ST e 2 (10) 95% CI 0514, 0.662 0578, 0703  —0.082. 0.0041
FaTIVF X = 19 (90) PRI VCM vs. v =2 7 b
HEY) — FALE
AR 21 (100) !
—— £3 N—AA—HHARIEE 3 5 AN (BN © VOM Ik 25
ACE B3 %7212 ARB, n (%) 4 (19) fioite
B-7uavH—, n (%) 2 (10) n=17 VCM p fig**
YESU A, n (%) 1(5) Mean+SD (V) Implant 0.491+0.341 p=0.60
TREAEEIRSE, n (%) 1) >3-months 0.589+0.124
73ATEY, 0 (%) 16 Difference (>3-months-implant) ~ 0.098+0.337
Ca7uv =, n (%) 7 (33) Range (V) Implant 0.250-1.625
TNT7Y Y, 0 (%) 2 (10) >3-months 0.375-0.750
n=21 Difference (>3-months-implant) —1.000-0.375

** b X Implant vs.>3-months

2. 740-7v 7

N—RA A — A HEAREA B O VCM BSAEDITH - 72
LRERNE, 1HEEHUBEORSED STITmZ 7z, T/
HiAH 9 HHIZY — Fo dislodgement % & 72 1 5EH)
1 EE% E CORSITMETRETH o 7245, LI
BRI U 72, F IR 3 FlAttm ke Retz)E 4 & Tk
AREL 2, K4 BEATEETH o 72K £ T 2 T IS
Gl TOERARBIRORE & OBER, LEE Y
VUTICT BRI, VY INVTF v YN—D5HEIA E
N7z 296 (55 1REGNIRTE O BEARER] & FER) 1%
Brat L7z

3. ¥Za7ILE VCM IC & ARMEBIEDE

NR—2A X —H AR E 3 » BUBEOBEHZEhZEh
Z2oWVWToH, v=2 7))k VCM IZ X 2 B E o 32l
fili & % o 7% (VCM-Manual) % 7R3 (5 2A, 2B).
VCM-Manual 13 261 T-0.25V % 5 1.125V O 12 H
D, VCMiZ~=2 7 VIllEICH LTHSETH S & E 2
N7z, ORERITEEICBCTHEM (-0.25V 2
5+0.125VOR) THH, VCM X3 » AU EME

B THr = a7 VIE L FSEORETH L Z L3
REN (M3).

NR—=2Z A —=HHAHREEE 3+ B UBEOEEH O VCM
D7 (>3-month-implant) XIZE A LR, BENE
B EAEIZBRO %2 H 572 (Implant vs.>3 months, p
=0.60) (% 3).

FK7ru—7y THHTOVCM &3 =27 VD
AHAMEE, A2 2a—4 )= FORIEIC L DB
B, WAAR 1 7 ARICHE & I LA T 2R S
N7=25, WTROBHIZBWTHIEMICHEE T4 L,
WEOENEMEIICDAREIRD R -7z (K4).

4. VCMIC & 2RBRMERAE DB ES LU DIER
%7+0—7 v THEIZBT 54 To VCM HfTi2x)
TAHERFELXRT (K5). ZhFholicBwTE
WEIIEEZRLTED, 37 AU LoORMBIIED BiT
THholz. VEMAEI O 2 X— 2 A — 7 Zilsk S
T LW BLHAENT (abort summary) 2 ST L 72
EZA (M6), “Ba#dt FVACHE, ZFLVEE
B OFEEIETOMME THEER EoER
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1 week (n=27)
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B 6 N—ARXA—HITEEFHEN TS VCM OB HM#NT (abort summary) DOWiR% R,
BAPE, RuHOWA, FLVWESEEREER SEToMBTHEE R EoE

HERoTwi

F72RAAEE 1 EB LA TIE “PTS BEAT g

RN TE L 33%

Z DTV, MOMMTIZ 18RO %o 7.
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LHEHAEIROFFERE (AF burden) & VCM BEIE %R

Mj/8T X —F =23 RBAAOHBEEREZ R

EhoTWwWiz, FMAALZ IBEBUANTIE “PTSH
EATTRE" 2SRV TE L 33% 2 Tz, Zoa
AV MIOB T 1 LD Rh o 72,

7 +u—7 v T HIZ0.1%LL E® AF burden
Z RO IEBNL, 21 EFIF8HIT, K7+ u—T v S
WIRIC BT 2 I 53 TH o7z, LB VT
EVCM O ITA B 2B IE% < (r=011, p=
ns), AF burden & VCM KIIZEIZIIE B A DI
i (r=062, p<0.01) (7). £7+0—7v

THOLEL Y Y Y X B RETIE, 1mV L ) Ew
B 1mV DL Lo & LT VCM ORI EHRDH H I
Ao 72 (0.25-1.0mV ; 93% vs. 1.1-5.6mV : 99%, p
<0.01). FABEE R 720 LEEY VIR
K253, RYEFMMETI2MEHAZRD (r=
0.62, p=0.09).

z ¥
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(1) RVOS _— 3 ¥ 712817 5 VCM IZHEA R A 5
37 AU EOEMICHhIzoTY= 27 VIR E F%n%
E L7z ED TS Sz,

(2) LEEX v Y v 7l L D EEAREIR O Fi & A
A%, VCM ANEIh & B L T B W REMEDVRIB S 7z,

ZDNR=ZARA—=H O VCMHEREIZ Ny 79— A
FICEE L, Ak To T+ a—7 v 7 OFTER % 55
B, POBMEEERZFMICBIRLY) 2L EZLRTY
B0, BEIHABLRIR— v 7T EER—T 7Y,
DER=Y v 7Y HARTRIBRAE) 252 317 2 BB )
—Fi2xar=—y 27 o=y 7Y ToH
EHAHD, wIThd~=maT7IVHIELR%EThHhT22 &
ARSI N TV B A, RVOS #HIRIZ BT 5 FEkOHRE L,
FADMBIRY T TV, SEAELARLRIBR—
Y7 OBCERHE SN W — Y v 7% Managed
Ventricular Pacing (MVP) E— KR LEDLBEBR—T
TR SN B XD ko203, IRRE L
THERMN =Y 72 REIBREL SN2 ERIZS
{, HRLRIAR—T v AT L) BB EEE 4
U5 RVOS IR —3y v FOEBEHREIFEVWEEZZ DN
5.

VCM OAKIIEH & LT, “Biaiie vt
FH L WEEER SN 2% abort summary D fFEHTIZ
BOWTHENE -7, FNOEEMKMIZIE, E—FX
Ay FHEIRE (DEEABIROIE) 0B - Ltk
B MGRERE, D L < IZHCHAR)S 90-100 bpm PL_E 5
W2 KWL T b,

K72 T AF burden & VCM O EIIHRICIZAE %A
OMBEBEREZRO-BHE LTI, LEUEREIRICE S
LEL— MO LEAR R-RAESD, VCM DT A 7V A
ZPH LT RENZZO5NED, ZOHIZOVWTIES
BOICTOMMITH Y SHEOLRIMAEET 5.

1 EMBOT7ra—T v THDOA “PTS IR
WHE ZHOERE LTIE, oM OA 8 I &
O O VCM FHll2sfrbh sz (o <cid 1 Hi2 1
M\l, E52gd 5N TIE % <Mz b U<l
E) TENEZLNT.

LEY YT v 7E VOM OBRIZOWTIE, FEELL
B DR TR A E DT LB BN & OB & o B
PHE STV Y A CRALE) — Fot
DY TBEMEASS VCM ORI E B L Tniz, Ty
TR & LUCTOEY — FOMEREFIREDZE
FNEZOLNED, LEMEIOFHEIC X 2 EEOHE
HELHMETE RV, SHBISRDIEF ORI ILELE
AN, VCMZMHA L7409 =7 v 7OBICEERT
REHEEZ LN

AIFZE 0 BEFHIOMEBIEEFTTL AL % 200
HMEZHTHobO®, ERFEE LTIZTaEEE2
T, SHRESIEFZ R LN LEN D L EE 2
LA, FAEE TN TR 720 EEERL T 6 2ot
DAY 2—A4 )= FeH023E% 8 TH RO
EPHEONDL IOV TYH, SHROMFHRETH .

B

VCM i RVOS D~ =3 ¥ 7z d, R
v =2 7 OVEHI L FSEOWEMEL G SN HH7% TV
TYRALTHLEVRIZ, TlbBEt Yy v JIRAEREC
B B LEYEAREIROFAED, VCM ARy & A D
2 W HEPED G <. VOM RIE B OB, FfErEO 5
BEPHER R DB > Y SRR E DL E T H
%.
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Long-term Follow-up of Automated Right Ventricular Outflow Septum Capture Management

Noritaka Toratani, Shiro Nakahara, Mizuho Toratani, Yoshihiko Sakai, Kan Takayanagi

Department of Cardiology, Dokkyo Medical University Koshigava Hospital

Background : Detrimental effects of right ventricular api-
cal pacing on the left ventricular function have driven inter-
est in selective site pacing, predominantly for the right
ventricular outflow tract septum (RVOS). There is cur-
rently no information on the long-term performance of ven-
tricular capture management from this site.

Objective : This study aimed to evaluate a novel algo-
rithm for the automatic measurement of the stimulation
threshold of RVOS leads.

Methods : Twenty-three patients with a ventricular lead
placement on the RVOS undergoing pacemaker implanta-
tions for bradycardia indications were analyzed prospec-
tively. Automatic threshold measurements were collected
and compared with manual threshold tests at each follow—

up visit. Long-term (521 +180days) follow-up was obtained

in 17 patients (81 %).

Results : The proportion of RVOS Capture Management
(RVOS-CM) in-office threshold tests within one program-
ming step of the manual threshold test was 99 %
(3707/3739) with a two-sided 95 % confidence interval (96
%, 100 %). There was a significant negative correlation be-
tween the RVOS-CM success rate and burden of atrial fi-
brillation (AF) (R=0.62; P<0.01).

Conclusion : This study demonstrated that the RVOS-
CM algorithm is safe, accurate, and highly reliable ; this
may increase the battery longevity. However, proper atten-

tion in patients with paroxysmal AF is required.

Key Words : Right Ventricular Outflow Septum pacing,

pacemaker, ventricular capture management



