2014 1 15

DOigBEREEEE (CRT) BRURE D78 DFETEIRD IR

HAEE R EA R - DI RERR &
ZRE ERW 7

fEReGHH S/ NER R RE
ZHE i w!
ZH AW R’
e IR

HRH TS

b

F

FIE DA OGRS L LU R (CRT)
DOFFREZIE S RSN TV D, ARIGHE O )5 T
SV, [FEME (dyssynchrony) | OFFAE % FEH S
HIENEETH L, B LERPTROEELH
7y 7 & QRSMESEEMH I N0, T2 T
LHEIBREDS T ETIE R, b b RKEDSS IR 7
JEBI G BBIRSNTLE ) 2D MEE o7z, Th
T axtEE LG, T O, IS
FEaR A LI O E ST 2 FEA S s
Sz LaL, FEOFHMEEEEORBEICMZ
TIHBEOBEE VIR O A TRE S NL DI TIE R
W2 EIZEY, H—iRE CABE O BILTLE 21T
)T EDHERLVODPBIRTH L. T0z0iz, Bl
FELL L DIEPERIN, WESNEIT 057
OIZ, ENOZNUERERL, MHENz 52 &
BEEZONDLICED, HABEWRESRHE -2
WA R B AT, IFERGHEEHHS NEB R L LT
(U % (CRT) @G IR IE O 72 & O G
DOFFL] 2R L7z, AL, HIES LT T
W5 [EIGRED 2O OFIE] 2 /NERREEO R#

HAEIZ XD, 2009 FF DR CTHEGEHEIRL, T &
DETFTTODTHLZ EExW->TBL., ZhLEho
TEOMBHUMZ T, HEBFEOILE TV XIZon
THERLTVLEDT, T2 BEICEROYT
BT T2 T UTHENTH 5.

Fig. 1 M E— FiLT 2 —12 & % LI 0
(SPWMD)

1. DR

1) ME— K. IO— SPWMD

[##35] SPWMD (septal-to-posterior wall motion
delay) (%, Pitzalis 5”12 & 0 #2018 SN 7248IE T,
ME— PO I —ETEHII S NS LERE & EE
HEED IR RN OFERTH 5 (Fig. 1).

[z 7 A] U B 2 7 S IUE R A R
D 15% LL LD d 0 % responder & EFK L 725 A,
SPWMD O cut-off fifii& 130 ms T, ZNLLEOHE
\Z responder & 7 5 Z L 3Pl &S, Pitzalis 5"
DT, JEREEIL 100%, FHFREIZ63% TH o7
A, TOHOWIETYIZBWTIX, SPWMD O H
PEEE < <, KL 24-63%, HFEREIL 48 -
2% EHESN TS, HWETEEZRICE L TY,

RO BRI R PR A AR, S PRI RL AR BE, T IR BR G N R, O R R E R AR AR
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Fig.2 M E— Fill#k7 79— 772X 2 EEIE
[FHOFFH (SPWMD)

Fig.3 Eyeballing ® %P, a-c shuffle, d-f HrEEs
U JEKT T C @ swinging motion, g-i /r 2 &l i1 ©

@ swinging motion

Pitzalis 5" 13 92% & #its L 7275, Marcus 5212 &
E 45% & b T, PROSPECT study” T
HIZETTRERR 1L 71% C, BB WRlERET 24.3%,
MRE MR 72.1% TH - 72,

D1, SPWMD &, OFREEE) O fFEATEBAL 25 H g
LHBRBECIRESN TSI L, QHEE I3 %EED
BERB) O AL OFEESHRE LB SH L L, O
2EDPHER TH A, AIEOMBEHIZEL T, T
EHIMME— N a—oOfHIC XY, HEe
FEFIL 60% 05 92% L TET 57,

2) ME— NP> —RKT7Z SPWMD

[#5] ME— FLIZI—KTHL, ME—F%

38

77— N7 2L ) SPWMD ziHll§ 57 d &
%% (Fig. 2).

(Y7 2] #ME#E O SPWMD EOMBIIE,
RETIEr=0.57512LC, ME-FIF—-F7
7H:TIX0.929, MBEBANOMBETIE, RN 1=
0.714, ME—FH 77— F7F7%1£0.967 L 31l
bRWEIZ e S 7z, 72, CRT#IG (SPWMD
>130ms) (ZBIT 2 ME T OAR—BUL, TERED
26%I2KF LT, ME=RIIT—=RFTF7H1E2.3%T
ot

3) BFB/ 0T 3— Eyeballing (BIRRHIER)

(] WIRCTHE & 286121, Fig. 31IRT
ZODFRFEEEIEE T B, LRFBIUPERTIH T O
shuffle motion & swinging motion, /&% fH#lHiTH T
@ swinging motion T& 4. Shuffle motion I, [\
FE WU I T TET 02 OO B ) 20 S 4R B 7 ) L2 [l ik 3 %
B xTHY, FEFMPCIZHFEN 22 E) X T, rocking
motion, apical transverse motion, longitudinal
rotation, swinging motion % & LI B Z L b b 5.
PRI I — R COEPRAICEER L, £
DRG0 & PGHEAR £ T MEBET R~
[M#%9 %. Swinging motion (X\xhbwW 2 [H L AW
NLd\w] OB X T, feE RN, O AEURE T
HOWT T RGRER S, Oz B DU 01 12
SRR/ 28 NRE 5 TR NZE AL L 72 (R0 2 L2 TT ISR B
(septal flash” F 7213 multiphasic septal motion® ).
A IANEN S 5 BRI AT A B R MBI E =N
JEH NN 5. TEZRMBED N H AN O T I
FEEFEOPFEARI LD 2 LEN S ("postsystolic
shortening” ). /LAREBIUIERTTHIIC BV TH AR TH
B3, TOWEIIL ORI ) OHE L S ) ©
EEMEE T 5.

[ 57 Z] Jansen 5¥1%, shuffle motion Hif
T CRT 1% @ reverse remodeling % J& & 73% 7 &
86%., HEFLIE 75%705 88% TFMT X, eyeballing
AHICH T Th D L L7z, £72, shuffle &
U¥ multiphasic septal motion DT ILDH D 5 & &
JEE 87% 75 92%, FFHEEE 75% 7 5 81% & iy L 72,
%72, De Boeck 57 1IN ORFEEE D B &
&P 87%, HESLEE 47 - 52% T reverse remodeling %%
Rons &8s L7z, Jansen b DL Tldx 4 53
Bl v 26 5 A% R 1L T, LVEDV 254.5ml, LVEF
22.0%, 4 C{H## D LBBB, De Boeck H D#ii
bR 41 I 16 AR T, LVEDV 238. 4 ml,
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*Excludes Sagment 17

Fig. 4 3D /LT I—|2 X 2 EZIEFA ORI

LVEF 18.6%, 4 Cili#{#o LBBB Tdh - 7.

4) 3D 0T O— Systolic Dyssynchrony Index

(3] 3D Lra—hbkERtr 2 v MORE
it % 5 L dyssynchrony % FFfliti 2k 2 1%, H
D & 2 5 Philips D iE33 DA TH S (Fig. 4). <
NZNOFFE MR D /I 7 A FEH] time to minimum
volume (Tmv) O apical cap (LvRUE) %R <{AEE
16 £ 7 X ¥ TORERAEZ KD, Tz RRH
FEIZx3 % %R L7z b @ % Systolic Dyssynchrony
Index (SDI) &5, SDI L RR THIIE E 5729,
DAB OB Z T v, 265 5 38N (FEOH
DERIIZE L) ORI SNLIEETH L5,
ME— FLZa—ERMIE N7 712X 5 E0ts
BERLY, EE16LT7 AL MEBRE L TWw5b R
WERA Y NTH L.

[z 7> 2] Kapetanakis 5'” (&, CRT 4E %1 26 51,
JE CRT #EH 174 B, #7561 89 24 CTHGRT 247\, 1 v
M7 LTS O, fiiE SDI A,
responder Tl 16. 1 £ 5. 1%, non-responder Tl 7. 1
£3.6% (p=0.0005) TdH o7z &HE L.
Marsan &' (% CRT #Ef5 57 1 CHiET L, SDI > 6.4%
(LIRPE 88 % FFFLEE 85% T CRT D L AR ¥ A % Filll
Hisk 2 & L7-. Soliman &'?ix CRT #EfI 90 B % #:

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 1 (2014)

FL, SDI> 10% D& 96%, 4 88% T CRT
DV ARy A% FHERSL & L7

2. REDIEIR

1) #8# K7 Yu Index (SD of time to peak

velocities of LV 12 segments)

(iG] R EBIUPE I, (RS R B, (R
FRJERT T O\ DO W 72134 T ORI T,
Mk 7 — N7 7k ey 5 (st gL
YV ==*16cm/s, 7L —4L—hF=100Hz, N7
T — s e LR (HIEEIER) & DME <30°
A7 &b 3 DA ERALY) AR ), RE L7
015 0> #4300 52 BE I 2 B LRI & B2 L, Fig. 5 O X
IR - (BB OB E)HE) % ko
%. LRI O QRS onset 7 5 [ BRHIHA O iz K H FEE |
FTORM (Ts) ZEH$ % (Fig. Sa 2B
Ts, b 2MIEED Ts). £ 2N ORI EFIH TRD 72
Ts * W20, 1) #563) ORIAEIERED 4
TWHETH B, LR - L MEE CORERIURE
Wri), FrEERRE - fosEtesE CLAER R ), A
BE - FRE DO MEWTTH) o 6 sHIs A, LEEEEL
NV EFHEBH LNV OZENENTHE L, FF12
o Ts OEHEARZE (Ts-SD) A% Yuindex Td 5.

[ v 7> Z] CRT {73 # H#I2 LVESV 15%
DL EEA LT 535412 CRT responder & 3% %
&, IO TIRBE R L 12 100% Th -
72H, B OBRETTIL R 87 %, FREEEE81% T
responder % Tl 1T & & L 72 (Ts-SD = 34. 4 ms 2%
cut-off fi)'¥. L # L, PROSPECT study” |2 C,
Ts-SD (£ 50% DHERIT L AHIES 5 2 & ASHIR T,
intraobserver variability 7% 11. 4%, interobserver
variability 33.7% & Z O #E 13 K & <, reverse
remodeling Tl 12 BT b JKEE 78%, FFEFE 31%
(AUC 0.55, p=0.35) &¥ > 7Nt s —CHiEE
SNTELRRETIRELSPTHENZSDTH - 7.
AIFEORMBE R L LTS5 N5,

OMENPL IR OE#ETH D Z &

@Ts Dll7E % BRI IREL Twab 2 &

(®intraobserver & interobserver variability 25K

WwZ k&

@IEFFNZBWTD Ts-SD>34. 4ms & A % Bl

BROLI ENHLH L
ORI &
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wicms)

Fig. 5 #fk N7 712 & 2 EZ IR OFFM (Yu index)

2) ## K7> Bax Index (maximum delay

of peak velocity among basal 4 segments)

[fgai] OEEEB L~V o wifE - B (OaERIY e
Wri) M OEITEE - TREE (LA EWTTH) o 4 FHIS
D Ts O /Ml & B RIED . (maximum delay) 2°
Bax index THh 5. f/MEIZHHET, HRAMHEILMHEE
THOLND ZENL .

[T e 7> A] CRT fif7 3 » H#IZ LVESV 15%
PL A LT\ 235412 CRT responder & %E569 5
&, maximum delay = 65 ms (FEEAYIZIEHFE & Ml
BER] @ delay) % cut-off fifl & L JE&JE 92%, HEsLREE
92% C responder & FHITHE & s ST 2",
Reverse remodeling FllOATIE % <, KIFEL
W C CRT {72 0L IME A X2+ & Rk S
& X T v A PROSPECT study” T i
reverse remodeling #1235 T AUC 0. 61 (cut off
i =60ms, p=0.012), EHFFTTHEEH N7
RIEOHTRRKTH 725 DDKE 52.6%, 4
FPE69.2% LD DT, LEXIEREZ LR L b0
Tld o7z, FHIBHIAS 4 & 5T O A TR 2 )7k
THDHH, FHMEEBA D W2 & DIRIBEDORRA &
bR FS.

3) ## K> Gorcsan Index (delay of peak

velocity between the opposite 2 segments)

[fRai] OHETBL OV OFIBER g & 2B (LoeEB
FHhFr D) 2SI Ts D775 Goresan index T 5.

[T 7 A] CRT HifT 48 I 412 stroke volume
23 15% VL B3I L T 535412 CRT responder &
EFET H L, 65ms & cutoff fili & LIS 87%, 4F
FLE 100% C responder (ZERIA) 2 FHlnTgEE L
7270 RIBEEORYE & LT, responder H 52 S E %

40

Si%) -108 B
508% 1123s

Fig. 6 Al N7 712 X 2SI EB Ol (Bax
index)

HThy, BHERETTICTHLEZWT EA3%
T HNT2H, A 29 SEBI 12 BTN 5+2 %
H) OZEALIZ DWW T bRl &1, ZEHIZ non-
responder Td - 72 7 9 5 125 LVESV 15% L) I
DA % 779 responder |27 5 72 E E I N TV B,

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 1 (2014)



1000

Fig.7 ARy Z)V T v F* 7 (radial strain) 12 £ 5 EZIEFEIOFEAM

3. Strain DIEIE

1) #8# K= Tissue Doppler Radial Strain
Delay Index

[##55i] Speckle tracking |2 & % strain AT A3 —#k
1) CThho 72EEHIZ, Dohi™ & 1AMk F 7712 &k v Et
L 72 /2 22 BE radial strain (2 X ) CRT DL ARV A
ZFPUTRETH 5 L s L7z, Mg o fe /o 2= J s by
HICBWTHEN 77— F 7T 2588k L, KEnkEL
T2BEIZ ROI Z ResE L, RIEEH 5 R L 72 radial
strain MR %2155, WHIHRO Y — 27 OREMBTL%E
b o T Radial Strain Delay Index &3 % (Fig. 6).
Fig. 6 CIZ CRT I L D EEL T % (A—B).

[Z¥ 7 2] Dohi®” 5%, ZO¥iEA 130 ms L
ETHY, =) — PARMEECAE LTI,
S (CRT HEAT#H) OLHHED 15% L Lo
BN BE 95 %, FRELE 88 % T TT HE & Hik L7z,
L2rL, Mk N7 7 35BS W AG A O % ol
(2T 572002, 250X 7 4 v+ OFHiE E T,
£ BEARAFE D 4 72 W speckle tracking 325555 DL 1S
C DR E WA L 72 i S e,

2) ANy I NZvF> 3% Speckle Tracking

Radial Strain Delay Index

(] W e fe /e 22 JE b T (FLBEAR LX)
ARy 7 ) b Ty X2 ZETHTL, B - radial
strain B #E % %, L& X @® QRS onset 7 5 g K
strain i ¥ TOREH O RIEEH[E (Fig. 7a) & %5
(Fig. 7b) O#=% 58 9% (Speckle Tracking Radial
Strain Delay Index). AXv 7 )V 7 v F v 7HED
WGt LT, ONBEHEORMEASRBIE %5 X9

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 1 (2014)

FAUVRBERTH)ZE, @71 —241L—MiE60-
80Hz 2 fr>Z &, @47 { & blifE 3 .Lanomk
WY ARZEATH 2 &, DRSNS, K - radial
strain BIAROEITIZLLT O £ 9124795, O L7
g%, DGERORHTOABERO ML — 2%
L. FRCHREOLHE N L= 2% TEIZT). @0
WIEL L — 2212, B.Oa 2 O ME LIS & b & Tk
ET D, @ I — M S, FER - radial
strain BFR2H 5415, @ QRS onset 2 5 & FHIH D
K strain 1 £ TOREH 25K, FHISH O IRp i 22 %
Kb s,

(¥ 7> 2] ARIBEAH 130 ms THLIE, CRT
HEAT 48 el 12 D& 15% L b otighng,
91%, FESEEE 75% CRMMRE L G L 72> £ 72,
CRT /17 3 # H 1412 LVEF A% 15% LA B3I L Tw»
% 56 % CRT responder & 5E3%9 5 &, cut off fH
130 ms TJE 89%, FEFLJE 83% T esponder % T-ifl]
TRE L RS L2, KBTS 773 L AR
A5 P 25 72 v 2 &, intraobserver & UF inter-
observer variability 25472\ Z E DR pLE L TET
SND. —F, WL —[EEOE RS SR
528, WRLERNRET D201 4577 frame rate
2155 2 ENWEELRY G0 S H T L DSBRA IS
LMD, RELHEE N7 752 BB A s
bE7FD, X0 R responder & FHlH S & D
WA D 5. CRT JifT 6 » H 12 LVEF #°15%
DLEBSML T 5854 % responder & EFT 5 &,
Ff N 77 Ik THIFE & HIBE DA #2728 60 ms % cut-
off & § % LIEEE 2%, FHRETI%TH Y, 4
12 FHIC BT B i KIFFFH %S 65 ms % cut-off fifl &
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A % Strain delay index = i(e‘mi - ££5)
n=16 segmenls

1

Fig.9 7SV A F7F12 % %02 MIEFE o 7

$ 5 LK 84%, FFFEET6%, Yu index T MW7z
556, cut-off H 32 ms TIKEE 80%, FF 5L 78% TdH -
7z. Speckle Tracking Radial Strain Delay Index %
W, cut-off fH 130ms & 35 & K 84 %, HFFE
3% T o7z, HEE MEEDEAHE = 60 ms (AUC
=0.775) & Speckle Tracking Radial Strain Delay
Index = 130 ms (AUC = 80.5) @ cut-off fiti & Ff\>7>
BEIE T, KES8%, FERESBTHD,

AUC = 84.6 L BRI Z HWV2 L ) bt s b

42

NP < S A

3) ANv I NZvF> %k Speckle Tracking

Longitudinal Strain Delay Index

U] ORI % Ay 7V b T v % v 7k
THRAT L, #8EINO KK longitudinal strain fi & X
#E A longitudinal strain fHEDZ D= 16 FHIE TO
#24175% Speckle Tracking Longitudinal Strain Delay
Index (SDI) T & % (Fig.8). # K longitudinal
strain fHIZ 2GR Z SR ET 5 (bbb, I,

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 1 (2014)



Normal QRS
Normal PR

| Normal systolic Fx
|Norma] diastolic Fx

Fig. 10 [0 K7 512X 205 - L

PRI A b v, G R BIRE O strain fifl & 5K
strain flE O ZE I K AEIH O MEEL I S 7z A )L F —
(wasted energy) % FBL L IUERT5-F % 3P4l L T
5. WHLTWARWEENE L, A ML /D%
AREVIIERIBIEIIRE 22 (RIZHEAK strain
AL TOFEE TR RBICES NS 2 51F, AigE
o s s). BHE - MHEILHBREBAL O strain fE

DEIINEL BT NS, FEMEOARL LT E
M CEREDY A S CRT R FHIZBNT, Ih
ETOFBELD b L) RIS O REEAIRE
K.

[zE 7 A] SDI = 25% T& 1L CRT JEifT 3 #
A OS2 U R IR 15% A % KE 95%, FFE
B 83% CT I RE L i LT\ 3™, REEIFAL
BHIANF—1Ix L, HEOIRh RN & MBI
ML TwWAEEZ LN,

4. MiRDIEE

1) Mm% K75 Interventricualr Dyssynchrony
[##:5] Interventricular dyssynchrony ([»25 [HJE[A]
) I IEELEZOIGEMRED Y A I 7 OThO
Z LT, MERIREE L CIEM O o B i s
WIDOY A Iy TOFIMEHEINS. HL, L=
GRS, St B A W
ZZOIRETIIE SN, BAMIZIE, SOV A R

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 1 (2014)

‘ Normal QRS
b Prolonged PR
I Normal systolic Fx
|Abnorm diastolic Fx.
| | )

IR O RE

TP L R (OARER A = b £ 72
EFEWTRNIC C) ROEZR I (B E KERT
LAV £ 72034 S0 M BRI C) IR
FEWIE 2 5Lik T 5. QRS EIE, S ZNENDEKH
M OkEss £ TOREM % FHI5 % (Fig. 9). 21
57%YLV-PEP & RV-PEP (pregjection period : il
BE ) T, M & O # HIVMD (interventricular
mechanical delay : ‘L= [ ORI T IL) TH D
(Fig. 9). IVMD 28K & W3k, EEPEELDE
CHLEE - W9 52 £12% ), IVMD>40ms %72
I& LV-PEP > 140 ms % interventricular dyssynchrony
LEFTHY. T TENTRLLWVDIL, PEP S
LEEIUHERE & BB OB Z 2T 5729012, #ikE
RIEBIE, FERMIZZT 2 EB L TV ARTIE RV
Thh.

[ ¥ 7> A] Wiesbauer 5”13 200 519 CRT JiE
BIOfEHNTT, LV-PEP % U IVMD DA Fit % P2
L7z. %72, Richardson 513 CARE-HF O+ 7t
Wi Cldd 525, TVMD >49ms %5 CRT IR 3 5% L
AR ZADOFHUHEFTHL EMELA (HL,
CARE-HF IZ &SN T2 EHEEH 2O
dyssynchrony 3 528 Th ) TOHfEIZZD Z
FLAEEMITYTRO L Z &3k R V). —7,
LN IERIFEIE & H# L C LVPEP, IVMD i\
FTNOAENZTFUHEF TRV ET2HE D EL S
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%FT=0.32

.1‘M§: “huﬁ

3m post CRT
%FT=0.46

-.H I
3
|.
e |Aq p-.. ol
" A e 'Y
i ]

4

—_— = "z

Wy . Y
A S e
=t 0L kP pR (1.2

-hP0 -075 -0.50 -0 25 /0.0

Fig. 11 /LRI 3021 /L O W72 /e 2 Te R i O Bt

ﬂZ) 11, 12>'

2) Mi7iER7Z Atrio-ventricular Dyssynchrony

U] A E O LE TR, IRk 2R
A (E) EHBRAMOEIGE (AW OZigEET
»% (Fig.10). Bl & AP T2 L Twiud,
E RG5> A AT £ TOFEMFER (filling time:
FT) 3 X5 (Fig. 10a). PR BT IEER §
Hé, AENE R A0, EJE AEPELE
3% (Fig. 10b). 72, ANALCTILEEA Rz ke H
DIERIZE ) EPFITEN, ANRLEAEL, LEX
WAt 3I2% )5 (Fig. 10¢). Z OSAEMAR
eI OIER IZ PR WFRIER DN 2 &, EMRE A
DOEMAITSHICHEFL 25 (Fig. 10d). E¥E A
WOmE, SVIZ 5L FT OEHED, LEOEH
JEFIH (atrio-ventricular dyssynchrony) T, /LETE
AR Y, EERARIHRA L TLE ).
F 72, BEEOMBFERG T, [IRHO ] i
FiEAS FT JARIC & 0 Bk S 2 T REE DS S 5
(Fig. 10 ¢, d). RR BFRIIZxF$ 2 FT &4 (%FT)
I2X ) CRTICHT AL AR A% TFHINES LT
LA 520, WAII21% CRT MifT £ %FT (34T
£3% (Fig. 11).

[T ¥ 57 2] Cazeau 5*?1% CRT %EH] 66 1T, %
FT Z & OIERMOFHEREZ MG L, %FT <40%72°
CRT 295 L AR A% PRI g & L7z
LHL, ZOHBOEDLOIIETIZBFT OF
%9 ifgEIE 47 <, PROSPECTY 128\ T3 ROC
fENTC AUC =0.57 £ W) FERTH - 72, %FT X
M, 2D AV dyssynchrony D& 13 i if
T, CRTHIFHl LD & CRT % ® optimization |2 X
DEELMETH 5.

44

5. DERAEDHEEDIEIR

1) QRS EFfE

HA FF A4 > TiE QRS B 130 (b L < 1% 120)
ms PLEDLENREREZ A9 5 2 £ AT CRT #HIG
DOVBEZMTHSDH. QRSKEH &L a—I12L Bk
2 BEE ) O BB R A 2O MU IEAHBE 2] 5
9, QRS E:[HAY 120 ms Afiii DFEGI O 3 E12HE
WA FEIHA D580 5, —75 150 ms DL D JE G
DOF 3 FNFEIIAREDFRO H N S5,
I I —2 X % CRT ORAH E T % 17 o 72098
T, responder & non-responder O [ |2 QRS K i &
FRO LN Lo o, LT a—
2 & B L BEEE) O R R 252 EE S
T&72W, CRT DEGTFRIZET ST Y Fv—7
N7 A 7 )V"T& % Multicenter In Sync Randomized
Clinical Evaluation (MIRACLE) 5%, Comparison
of Medical Therapy, Pacing, and Defibrillation in
Heart Failure (COMPANION) &XE#* J OF Cardiac
Resynchronization-Heart Failure (CARE-HF) #{5#™
IZBWT, LT a—I2 X 2N EIIA LSO B1X
WIBFEMEIZ & EN T2, ME— CARE-HF #BRIC
BT, QRS EEEIAT 120 75 149 ms OFEHIIZ B -
T O — 2 X 2 A ORIl FRE b 72D A
TH5H. QRS FEMIZEL LT I3 —fRIEN M S
TV WHIRTIE, QRS K#fiix CRT #5123 %
NI % EAHT M~ RHETH 5.

2) EERAMBEER E/A

feZE A ML T B/A 2 & A CRT L AR~
F—F U % #HiE TIE, CRT Fi O PEGEA
bEE DOAFFEIL CRT RO T RTHOBERN T TH 5
EHE SN TWE*". —F, CRT #&ICZDak

Jpn J Med Ultrasonics Vol. 41 No. 1 (2014)



T OB & o TR BB 2SS T % FEBI Tl
Fe i A MG BT AR S L 3B IEHE ALY
¥ — U BilfREEE Sy — S IZFE L E/A MK
T2, L7Ao T, CRTIEEMICBITSAEEG
L 5 9% T 0 % g 1Y 7% 5L #% (& CRT I AT 9
response * 3% L CTHHTH 5.

3) Tei Index (Myocardial performance index)

Sutton 5* (X Multicenter In Sync Randomized
Clinical Evaluation (MIRACLE) trial \ZZ01 L 724E
Bl CRT £ 12 » A OEIZHF7E12 8> T Tei-index
ZEHIL72. CRTI2L D 6 » AU 12 7 HiED
FEPGHE AR =L CRTATE D DT LTHY, Tei-
index & 1.06*0.65 %5 6 % H0.86+0.33 (p
<0.05 vs CRTHil), 12 # % 0.86 = 0.34 (p <0.05
vs CRT i) &g L7z, DLkLY, CRTIZEDE
BEPUHEL TVL I ERENL. T,
Soliman 5*" 1% CRT £ D/LFH L 5A: & Tei index &
DB % HES L7z, CRTHI® Tei index 13:0.92 + 0.31
THHICELRBO Lo/ DD, CRT3 » HED
Tei index 11 N> MEIERHTHREIZAKE < (0.92
+0.34 vs 0.64 +0.30 P<0.001), Tei index DL
TSRO ONHENT L & AR MFEEHNIBEL T
% (Hazard ratio 32.2p < 0.001) Z & %/RL7-.

Yuasa 5*1Z CRT #i, 1 Hf%, 6 » AZICH L=
® Tei Index % &HHl L, responder (/&= RINZ
# 10%9%/V) & non responder DML A 4T > 72, L2 -
HEE BT Tei index X CRT 2L D 1 HFZIZHT & I
BLARIZEAL, 6 7 ARRIZH R RO S 7.
Responder (3] D/ 2 Tei index 7% nonresponder |2
HAHEIZKR (0.77 £0.16,0.58 = 0.22, P = 0.003)
THY, 67 %D Tei index I THEEIZHD L T
72. —7, nonresponder Tl 6 » H%® Tei index
\& CRT i & Z24LA5580 bz 7p o 72, CRT HIDTE
= Tei index |3 CRT & O7E E Wi KA FALT =0
ML L7 BERTCTH o7z, F72, %= Tei index
DZALFIL CRT ROLZNHER WA R TREA
BERAOHBEEED? (r=0.43,p=0.006). —J5,
4% Tei index |& CRT Hii 12 1 2 #E M TR &5 7297,
CRT 212811213 responder 128\ T D ALLEAHFE
LNz,

4) EE®

Diaz-Infante 5* 1375 S ILFRAIAE 75 mm LL 12
K L72EBIE, CRT non-responder (37 #5%E A
FTThHrEMmELZ (p=0.026, OR=3.1). D
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WL CIEMEIEF SR OFFAE D CRT non-responder O
HERTTHY, CRT non-responder D/ E AL
TEMEF AT & B L 72 R A=) 7)) v 7 O
REEZONTWAS, F72, Gradaus 57 1ZAEZE I
i A MEAT CRT non-responder O H5E K F-Tdh
HEMELZ (p=0.009, OR=7.83). Z O
T ARG AR E & B IREZ AL S non-responder
OHENRTThHhoZ &nb, EEIKRICL S wall
stress DR W HLoREE & B L T 2 e
TR L TWA.

5) {BIEFER

CRT (2 & ) BEgeEfEmEFYoE (MR) &, S8
RO IEtEm T 5 L s hTws. 2
WZHEET % A 7 = X 2T AL I & & 72
R & DR e 12 & B RIS ok THh
%. —Ji, MRIZ CRTHEGID 353D 112580 b
7ohS, BHMECUEL L MR OFLEIXTHE
B# L, CRT DL ARV AHED 50%RE LK<,
FHABKRTTH LY., ZOFEKNE L TEE)ET
1) ¥ 712 X % tethering DEENIRIE SN TV 5.
Sitges M 5*1% 151 o CRT FEFIIZ BT, CRT
BAMM, 6 » ARV 12 » HIZMIERERE, A%
VET 27, ERAPEOKENE MR 12K
I OWTHRET L 72 TS ERO 0. 10 cm?® L)
EO MR %872 57 Bl T3 TS e L &
SR 18%, 12 % Hi2I1238% A L7z, 127 H
FRI21X 48% DIEBITH 7 MR OB HFRRDO 1,
F 12 MR EGEERNZ BT ESV Offi/ls, tenting area
o, FEEIEFEW (septal-lateral delay) DL
RBobNiz. Lo L, MRIFUEERTIX 12 » A%
O fr 2 IR [F B R A WE S 2 RE 12 CRT 1 & A & 7 250
RO LN 7o 72, CRT HiD tenting area (3 MR
YEOMVHERTTH DY, tenting area> 3. 8 cm’
ZH#EL 55 L CRT 2L ) AE S MR OUEEDFE
DHNWT & R RE 53%, FRERE 89% T Tl L 7.
bbb, fEIEF tethering A3 % T tenting area 7%
IEF IR EIERITlE CRT TIEEMDIEE D reverse
remodeling 25 FLIAD 22 WITREIED S 5.

DI E, H—®48EE T CRT responder % Fill 3% &

ElFEEL v, RRERICRERREO T L O ERTOT
ZE LT\ 72 %72\ (Table).
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