
 

1  
  

Inferior vena cava ultrasound versus passive leg raising test in guiding fluid 1 

administration in surgical patients prior to spinal anaesthesia: a post-hoc analysis of the 2 

ProCRHYSA randomized trial. 3 

PROtocolized Care to Reduce HYpotension after Spinal Anaesthesia 4 

 5 

Samuele Ceruti MD1, Andrea Glotta RN2, Mathieu Favre MD3, Edoardo Tasciotti MD4, Giovanni 6 

Bona MD5, Antonietta Petrusic MD6, Alain Borgeat Prof7, José Aguirre PD7, Andrea Saporito PD4,8 7 

 8 

1. Department of Critical Care Medicine, St.Anna Clinic – Sorengo, Lugano, Switzerland  9 

2. Department of Intensive Care Unit, Istituto Cardiocentro Ticino – Lugano, Switzerland 10 

3. Service of Anaesthesia, Geneva University Hospital (HUG) - Geneva, Switzerland. 11 

4.    Service of Anaesthesia, Bellinzona Regional Hospital (ORBV) - Bellinzona, Switzerland  12 

5. Department of Internal Medicine Clinica Moncucco- Lugano, Switzerland  13 

6. Department of General Surgery, Clinica Moncucco- Lugano, Switzerland  14 

7. Department of Anaesthesiology, Balgrist University Hospital, - Zurich, Switzerland  15 

8. Faculty of Biomedical Sciences, University of Lugano (USI), - Lugano, Switzerland 16 

 17 

Clinical Trial Registration 18 

International Trial number NCT02070276 (http://www.clinicaltrials.gov ) 19 

 20 

CORRESPONDING AUTHOR 21 

Samuele Ceruti, MD  22 

Critical Care Medicine - St. Anna Clinic 23 

Via Sant'Anna 1 – 6924 – Sorengo – Lugano – Switzerland  24 

E-mail: SCeruti@clinicasantanna.ch 25 

Phone: +41 (0) 91/995.15.15 26 

 27 



 

2  
  

ABSTRACT 28 

Background: Spinal anaesthesia is commonly used for many surgical procedures. One of its potential 29 

complications is arterial hypotension, which is nowadays prevented by an empirical fluid 30 

administration without any hemodynamic status assessment. However, this practice could increase the 31 

risk of volume overload in cardiovascular high-risk patients. Two non-invasive tests are performed to 32 

identify fluid-responsiveness: the Inferior Vena Cava Ultrasound (IVCUS) and the Passive Leg 33 

Raising Test (PLRT). Aim of this post-hoc analysis was to compare these two methods in 34 

spontaneous-breathing patients to assess fluid responsiveness before spinal anaesthesia. Primary 35 

outcome was to analyze the incidence of arterial hypotension after spinal anaesthesia in elective 36 

surgery patients. Secondary endpoints compared the total fluids amount, the vasoactive drugs 37 

administered and the time needed to accomplish the whole procedure in both groups. 38 

Results: The patients analyzed were 132 in the IVCUS group and 148 in the PLRT group; 39.6% of 39 

all patients developed arterial hypotension after spinal anaesthesia, 34.8% in the IVCUS group and 40 

43.9% in the PLRT group (Chi-square 2.39, df = 1, p = 0.77). The mean total fluids amount was 794 ± 41 

592 ml; 925 ± 631 ml for IVCUS group and 678 ± 529 ml for PLRT group (p < 0.001). Patients 42 

needed vasoactive drugs to restore normal arterial pressure were 18.2% of total, 15% in the IVCUS 43 

group and 20% in the PLRT group (p = 0.136). The mean time required to complete the entire 44 

procedure was 52 ± 18 min, 48 ± 10 min in the IVCUS group and 56 ± 13 min in the PLRT group (p < 45 

0.001). Complications or out of protocol treatment were registered in 4.6% patients. 46 

Conclusions: Fluid responsiveness assessment in spontaneous breathing patients before spinal 47 

anaesthesia could potentially prevent the risk of post-spinal hypotension. In elective surgery, IVCUS 48 

could be an accurate method to guide fluid administration in patients undergoing spinal anaesthesia, 49 

reducing the incidence of post-spinal hypotension when compared to PLRT. 50 

 51 
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INTRODUCTION 55 

Spinal anaesthesia is commonly used for a wide range of surgical procedures [1]. Despite its routine 56 

use, it remains a technique burdened by potentially severe complications, especially arterial 57 

hypotension [2–8]. Subarachnoid administration of local anaesthetics blocks the autonomous nervous 58 

system controlling vascular tone [4,6], potentially leading to a sudden decrease in peripheral vascular 59 

resistances which may result in arterial hypotension, further aggravated by a relative hypovolemia 60 

[2,7–11]. Transient hypotensive episodes are generally well tolerated in patients without severe 61 

comorbidities, due to cardiovascular compensatory mechanism [11,12]. However, these events may 62 

lead to major complications in emergency situations and in cardiovascular high-risk patients [5,10]; 63 

patients older than 65 years [2,13] as well as with an ongoing drugs therapy such as beta-blockers [2], 64 

angiotensin-converting enzyme (ACE)-inhibitors, selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs) or 65 

monoamine oxidase (MAO) inhibitors [14] presented an increased risk of developing a severe 66 

hypotensive response after spinal anaesthesia. The induced reduction in both cardiac output and 67 

systemic vascular resistance (SVR) are the main causes of the hypotension. Furthermore, Monk et al. 68 

observed how a significant intra-operatory hypotension is associated with a greater mortality in the 30 69 

days following surgery [15]. Spinal anaesthesia related mortality may thus be currently still 70 

underestimated. 71 

In common clinical practice, post-spinal hypotension is usually prevented by an empirical fluid 72 

administration [3–5,10,16], without a routine evaluation of patient’s hemodynamic status. However, 73 

this practice brings an intrinsic risk of volume overload, which may be counterproductive in some 74 

high-risk subjects, as mentioned above [5,16,17].  75 

In this setting, two main non-invasive tests have been developed to identify fluid-responsiveness in 76 

spontaneously breathing patients: the Inferior Vena Cava Ultrasound (IVCUS) and Passive Leg 77 

Raising Test (PLRT) [18,19]. Nowadays ultrasound evaluation, especially cardiac ultrasonography, 78 

has become widely used in the clinical practice and in 2013 the American Society of 79 

Echocardiography (ASE) published a consensus suggesting the use of Point of Care UltraSound 80 

(POCUS) as adjunctive therapeutic aid at patients’ bedside [20]. Following these recommendations, 81 

the use of POCUS is progressively increasing in the preoperative setting to identify and prevent 82 
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complication before spinal or general anaesthesia [21–23]. The IVCUS consists in a measurement of 83 

the IVC diameter variation by M-mode ultrasound analysis during spontaneous breathing activity 84 

[24,25]; regarding this technique, while recent data in the non-critical patients population are 85 

encouraging [26,27], there are contrasting results in critically ill patients, for whom the method had 86 

originally being validated [18,25,26,28–32].  87 

The PLRT consists in passively raising the patient's legs to increase venous return and therefore 88 

cardiac output [19]; potential fluid responsiveness can consequently be assessed by measuring changes 89 

in stroke volume (SV) with echocardiography or other non-invasive methods, like etCO2 90 

[16,19,33,34]. PLRT has been identified as a test for predicting fluid responsiveness in spontaneous 91 

breathing patients [35], and it has been recommended by the European Society of Intensive Care 92 

Medicine (ESICM) as a potential non-invasive method to analyze fluid-responsiveness in critically ill 93 

patients [36]. 94 

We have previously published the protocol of the ProCRHYSA trial [37], aiming at determining 95 

whether these two methods (IVCUS and PLRT) are effective in guiding fluid therapy to reduce both 96 

the hypotension rate and the amount of volume needed in non-critical patients undergoing elective 97 

spinal anaesthesia for surgical procedures. We previously concluded that IVCUS resulted a valid 98 

method to significantly reduce the post-anaesthesia hypotension rate in comparison to the standard of 99 

care, through the identification of those patients who are eligible for fluid replacement [37]. Some 100 

studies have identified the PLRT as the preferred method for fluid-responsive identification in 101 

spontaneous-breathing patients [27,35,38]; however, the aforementioned ProCRHYSA trial indirectly 102 

suggested a relatively little benefit of PLRT use in comparison to standard of care [39]. The main 103 

objective of this study is the comparison between these two non-invasive techniques to determine 104 

fluid-responsiveness in the context of preoperative spinal anaesthesia. 105 

 106 

MATERIAL AND METHODS 107 

1. Study design and enrollment criteria 108 

The analyses of this project are based on the data collected in the ProCRHYSA trial [37], which  was a 109 

prospective, controlled, randomized monocentric clinical trial including consecutive pre-operative 110 
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patients receiving elective spinal anaesthesia, treated according to current clinical practice or with 111 

optimized fluid-responsiveness status assessment according to IVCUS o PLRT methods [37]. The trial 112 

was performed in a tertiary care hospital (Bellinzona Regional Hospital - ORBV, Service of 113 

Anaesthesia, Bellinzona) in Switzerland. 114 

Inclusion criteria were adult patients of both sexes, with an anaesthesia risk score I to III on the basis 115 

of the American Society of Anaesthesiology (ASA) scoring system [40], undergoing an elective 116 

surgical intervention under spinal anaesthesia. Exclusion criteria were the need of invasive blood 117 

pressure monitoring, any condition determining a pre-procedural arterial hypotension, patients with 118 

unilateral anaesthetic block, patients needing any form of assisted ventilation prior or during the 119 

surgical intervention and those unable to give informed consent [37] (Table 1).  120 

The CONSORT reporting guidelines has been used throughout the entire trial [41] (SM 1); all clinical 121 

and pharmacological data were registered and collected in a codified electronic database by an 122 

anaesthesiologist not directly involved in patient management. 123 

 124 

2. Clinical trial conduction 125 

The study started upon patient’s arrival in the operating room (time 0) and ended 30 minutes after 126 

completion of spinal anaesthesia. It was divided in the pre-anaesthetic phase from time 0 to the 127 

beginning of spinal anaesthesia, in the anaesthetic phase corresponding to the performance of spinal 128 

anaesthesia, and in the post-anaesthetic phase from the end of anaesthesia to the following 30 minutes. 129 

Spinal anaesthesia was performed following a standardized procedure, with intrathecal administration 130 

of hyperbaric bupivacaine 0.5%, with dosing according to surgical procedure and patient’s body 131 

structure, at L3-L4 level in the lateral decubitus position, using a 27G pencil point cranially orientated 132 

spinal needle (BBraun Medical SA, Melsungen, Germany). After the injection patients rested supine 133 

during 30 minutes before surgery. A nurse not involved in the trial and blind to groups allocation was 134 

assigned to assess the sensory block extension with cold test for a TH8-TH6 targeted level block [39]. 135 

Arterial hypotension was previously defined as two measurements of systolic arterial pressure inferior 136 

to 90 mmHg, a mean arterial pressure (MAP) inferior to 60 mmHg [27,39], any fall in systolic blood 137 
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pressure more than 50 mmHg or more than 25% from baseline, a reduction in mean arterial pressure of 138 

more than 30% from baseline and/or clinical signs and symptoms of inadequate perfusion [27,37]. 139 

After spinal anaesthesia, hypotensive patients were treated according to a standard protocol with 140 

crystalloid replacement and vasoactive drugs (e.g. ephedrine, phenylephrine or atropine depending on 141 

the clinical status and in agreement with the anaesthesiologist’s evaluation), until haemodynamic 142 

stability was accomplished and all clinical criteria for arterial hypotension were solved.  143 

 144 

2.1 IVCUS group 145 

Patients allocated in this group underwent IVCUS-based fluid status assessment before spinal 146 

anaesthesia. According to the protocol, an IVC collapsibility index (IVC-CI) greater than 36% was 147 

chosen as cut-off [24–26,37,39,42]; the index was measured in the IVC intra-abdominal portion (2 cm 148 

from the right atrium) through a subcostal view and was calculated as (IVCmax-IVCmin)/IVCmax, with 149 

the diameters being registered in spontaneous breathing activity for 30 seconds. An infusion of 500 ml 150 

of crystalloid for 20 minutes was considered adequate and safe, although no published consensus 151 

regarding this matter exists [16]. Patient’s haemodynamic status was re-assessed after each refilling: 152 

patients with an IVC-CI greater than 36% were identified as responsive patients: crystalloid fluids 153 

were therefore administered, followed by IVCUS reassessment; otherwise, they were considered as 154 

unresponsive patients and directly underwent spinal anaesthesia. 155 

 156 

2.2 PLRT group 157 

Patients in this group underwent PLRT prior to spinal anaesthesia. Active leg elevation exerts an 158 

orthosympathetic reflex that can increase cardiac output; passive lower limb test had the advantage of 159 

mobilizing lower limb venous blood (about 300-500 ml) without activating the orthosympathetic 160 

reflex, making it possible to quantify the clinical response after a bolus of fluids [37]. Before the test, 161 

patients waited 5 minutes in a semi-recumbent supine position at 45°, to reach a phase of 162 

hemodynamic and respiratory balance and general stability, as well as to reduce anxiety and stress. 163 

The etCO2 measurement with continuous CO2 sampling through nasal cannula was performed before 164 

and after PLRT, while patients kept a semi-recumbent position at 45°. Patients with an etCO2 increase 165 
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of more than 12% from baseline were classified as responsive [11], otherwise they were classified as 166 

unresponsive to fluid administration. Responsive patients received fluids according to the same 167 

protocol described for the IVCUS group and were reassessed after each fluid administration through 168 

the same PLRT. Spinal anaesthesia was performed once unresponsiveness to fluid administration was 169 

reached. Follow-up was identical compared with the previous group. 170 

 171 

3. Outcomes 172 

In this post-hoc analysis of ProCRHYSA trial, the primary endpoint was to report and compare the 173 

post-spinal anaesthesia hypotension rate both in the IVCUS group and in the PLRT group. Secondary 174 

endpoints were a comparison about total fluids amount (further stratified according to pre/post-175 

anaesthesia stage), about the amount of vasoactive drug use in both groups and about the time needed 176 

to accomplish the whole procedure, since the beginning of the pre-anaesthesia phase until the end of 177 

the post-anaesthesia phase (further stratified according to pre/post-anaesthesia stage). 178 

 179 

4. Statistical analysis 180 

Sample size calculation and randomization were described in the original trial [37]. Descriptive 181 

statistic was performed to summarize the clinical collected data. According to data distribution, 182 

verified by Kolmogorov-Smirnov test and Shapiro–Wilk test, were presented as mean ± SD or median 183 

(IQR, min-max) for continuous variables and as absolute number (percentage) for categorical 184 

variables. Differences between patients’ outcomes were studied by t-test for independent groups or by 185 

Mann-Whitney test if non-parametric analysis was required. Similarly, comparison of clinical 186 

evolution over time was performed by t-paired test or by non-parametric Wilcoxon test, depending on 187 

data distribution. Study of differences between groups of categorical data was carried out by Chi-188 

square statistics. All Confidence Intervals (CI) were established at 95%; significance level was 189 

established to be < 0.05. Statistical data analysis was performed using the SPSS 26.0 package (SPSS 190 

Inc, USA). 191 

 192 

5. Ethics considerations 193 
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The study has been approved by the Ethics Committees (Ref. Cantonal Ethics Committee n. CE2796, 194 

international registration number NCT02070276); written informed consent was obtained from 195 

patients prior to randomization. There was no funding source for this study. 196 

 197 

RESULTS 198 

Baseline characteristics 199 

During the study period of the ProCRHYSA trial (3 arms, randomized, parallel group trial), from May 200 

2014 to February 2019, 447 consecutive patients were enrolled and randomized into the tree arms. In 201 

this post-hoc analysis, patients enrolled and randomized into the IVCUS and PLRT arms were directly 202 

compared (Figure 1); a total of 298 patients (149 for each arm) were recruited, 17 and 1 patients 203 

respectively in the IVCUS and PLRT group were subsequently excluded for troubles related to the 204 

correct acquisition of the required measures (namely poor ultrasonographic window and intolerance to 205 

nasal cannula for etCO2 measurement). Therefore, data from 132 patients in the IVCUS group and 148 206 

patients in PLRT group were analyzed (Figure 1). The mean age resulted 56 ± 12 years; 173 (61.7%) 207 

patients were men, 244 (87.1%) were classified as ASA I-II and 36 (12.8%) as ASA III. Seventy-five 208 

patients (26.8%) resulted on an antihypertensive treatment (14.3% on beta-blockers, 10.7% on ACE-209 

inhibitors, 11.1% on other drugs) and 6.4% were on psychotropic drugs (4.3% on antidepressants, 210 

2.1% on SSRI, while no patients were on MAO-I); pre-anaesthesia hemodynamic data were also 211 

compared for blood pressure (p = 0.121), heart rate (p = 0.533) and SpO2 (p = 0.04). Clinical data and 212 

demographic characteristics of both groups are reported in Table 2. 213 

 214 

Primary endpoint 215 

After spinal anaesthesia, 111 (39.6%) of all patients developed arterial hypotension; the hypotension 216 

rate resulted 34.8% (46 patients) in the IVCUS group and 43.9% (65 patients) in the PLRT group 217 

(Chi-square 2.39, df = 1, p = 0.77); the odds ratio (OR) for patients pre-treated according to IVCUS 218 

test compared to PLRT was 0.68 (95% CI, 0.42 – 1.10, p = 0.12). According to these data, the 219 

Bayesian posterior predicting model suggested a probability to develop post-spinal arterial 220 
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hypotension after IVCUS analysis equal to 34.8%; the same probability increased up to 44.6% when 221 

patients were analyzed and managed according to PLRT results. 222 

 223 

Secondary endpoints 224 

Regarding fluid administration, all patients were treated by Ringerfundin (B. Braun); the mean total 225 

fluid amount was 794 ± 592 ml (Table 3), 925 ± 631 ml for the IVCUS group and 678 ± 529 ml for 226 

the PLRT group (p < 0.001, Figure 2). The mean fluid amount given during pre-anaesthesia phase 227 

was 335 ± 314 ml in the IVCUS group, compared to 169 ± 237 ml in the PLRT group (p < 0.001, 228 

Figure 3), while the post-anaesthesia fluid amount resulted identical in both groups (589 ± 370 ml in 229 

IVCUS group vs 510 ± 368 in PLRT group, p = 0.075). 230 

A total of 51 patients (18.2%) required vasoactive support to restore normal arterial pressure, 20 231 

patients (15%) in the IVCUS group and 31 (20%) in the PLRT group (p = 0.136); ephedrine was the 232 

drug more used (13.6% in the IVCUS group and 19.6% in the PLRT group, p = 0.094, Table 3). The 233 

mean time required to complete the entire procedure was 52 ± 18 min in all patients, 48 ± 10 min in 234 

the IVCUS group and 56 ± 13 min in the PLRT group (p < 0.001, Figure 4). Finally, deviation from 235 

protocol were detected in 13 (4,6%) cases and led to a drop-out; 2 patients (0.7 %) were given 236 

prilocaine for spinal anaesthesia, while 3 patients (1%) developed selective block. 237 

 238 

DISCUSSION 239 

In critical setting, non-invasive methods to evaluate patients’ volemic status have been of interest 240 

during recent years [17]. Fluid responsiveness assessment in spontaneous breathing patients prior to 241 

spinal anaesthesia could potentially prevent spinal anaesthesia-induced hypotension, thus ameliorating 242 

patients’ outcome [18,19,24,26–32]. PLRT has hitherto been the method of choice in this setting, 243 

although literature in favor of IVCUS appears to become more common [23,33,34]. No definite 244 

superiority of one method over the other has however been assessed so far. In our post-hoc analysis of 245 

the ProCRHYSA trial, the rate of post-spinal arterial hypotension was lower in the IVCUS group in 246 

comparison to the PLRT group, even though it resulted in a trend that did not reach statistical 247 
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significance. This can be in part due to the design of the post-hoc analysis itself, for which a specific 248 

power analysis was not performed. Nonetheless, the suggested reduction in the relative risk of post-249 

spinal hypotension through IVC ultrasound instead of PLRT, a test often considered as “standard 250 

procedure” in spontaneous-breathing patients, could still influence the every-day practice.  251 

Moreover, the analysis of fluid management also resulted of relevant interest. The IVCUS group 252 

received an increased fluid amount before anaesthesia compared to the PLRT group; this fluid 253 

administration was not indiscriminate to all IVCUS group patients, but tailored instead to each 254 

patient’s haemodynamic status as resulted from the IVCUS assessment. This tailored fluid 255 

administration allowed to achieve less arterial hypotension, avoiding at the same time possibly 256 

dangerous fluid overload. Although the ProCRHYSA trial was reserved for ASA I-III patients, a 257 

similar protocol could in the future be applied to more fragile and unstable patients, given the 258 

capability to avoid dangerous fluid overload deriving from this method. This data, associated with a 259 

trend towards greater use of amines in the PLRT group, could further suggest a greater efficacy of 260 

IVCUS compared to PLRT, even if future validation studies concerning the implementation of 261 

portable ultrasound in pre-spinal anaesthesia setting will clarify the role of POCUS in this specific 262 

regard. 263 

 264 

To date, POCUS applications is rapidly expanding to many clinical fields, included peri-operative 265 

medicine; according to recent World Health Organization recommendations, it represents one of the 5 266 

priorities to be developed in the field of Critical Care during the next years [43]. The measurement of 267 

IVC diameter through the subcostal window is an easy to learn, safe and non-invasive method [44,45]. 268 

If routinely applied to fragile patients with cardiovascular comorbidities before anaesthesia, it could 269 

not only detect hypovolemic patients benefitting from a pre-procedural volemic repletion, but also 270 

guide the titration of fluid therapy, avoiding empiric fluid challenges and the subsequent risk of 271 

volume overload and potential heart failure in subjects with a reduced cardiovascular compliance. 272 

IVCUS should thus be increasingly considered by anaesthesiologists as a POCUS tool for pre-273 

operative assessment and optimization. 274 
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The PLRT method resulted more time-consuming; this aspect may have significant implication, if this 275 

test has to be considered for a routine application to high-turnover surgical unit, where anaesthesia-276 

controlled time represents an important part of the total turnover time [46,47]. Although Teboul JL et 277 

colleagues identified PLRT as the method of choice in order to predict fluid responsiveness in 278 

spontaneous breathing patients [35], others studies draw different conclusions and circumscribe the 279 

possible applications of this test. Monnet X. and colleagues [48] state that the high diagnostic 280 

sensitivity of PLRT remains confined to the critical care setting, where it should be used in the context 281 

of a more global cardiovascular assessment and where a direct measurement of cardiac output can also 282 

be performed. In the ProCRHYSA trial, the use of PLRT was not associated to a reduction of the 283 

incidence of post-spinal anaesthesia hypotensive episodes compared to the standard method [39]. 284 

 285 

This analysis presents some limitations. First, it was a post-hoc analysis for which a pre-trial power 286 

analysis has not been performed; the limitation of the results’ significance can be mainly due to the 287 

study design, and necessarily requires the execution of future studies with greater statistical power to 288 

confirm the statistical trend suggested. Moreover, additional studies are also needed to assess whether 289 

IVCUS can be implemented to prevent excessive fluid overload in more fragile patients undergoing 290 

anaesthesia (i.e. ASA IV-V patients). The addressing of this specific patients’ group demands however 291 

a new specifically designed, prospective, randomized, controlled trial. Additional limitations are the 292 

same discussed in the ProCRHYSA study [49], especially the impossibility to blind patients to the 293 

group allocation, the exclusive involvement of ASA I-III patients and the ultrasound operator-294 

dependency intrinsic to ultrasound evaluations. 295 

 296 

CONCLUSION: 297 

Fluid responsiveness assessment in spontaneous breathing patients prior to spinal anaesthesia could 298 

potentially prevent post-spinal hypotension, thus ameliorating patients’ outcome; PLRT has hitherto 299 

been the method of choice in this setting. In our post-hoc analysis we reported that IVCUS, as a 300 

method to guide fluid administration in patients undergoing spinal anaesthesia prior to elective 301 

surgery, enables to reduce the incidence of post-spinal hypotension when compared to PLRT. Further 302 
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studies with greater statistical power are required to determine if the trend shown in our study is 303 

confirmed. In this scenario, identifying further ways to implement POCUS in the daily practice could 304 

allow ever better patient-tailored approach and management. 305 

 306 

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS 307 

ACE-Inhibitors – Angiotensin-converting enzyme 308 

ASA – American Society of Anesthesiologists 309 

CI – Confidence Interval 310 

ESICM – European Society Intensive Care Medicine 311 

etCO2 – End-tidal carbon dioxide 312 

IMAO – Monoamine oxidase inhibitors (MAOIs) 313 

IQR – Interquartile Range 314 

IVC – Inferior Vena Cava 315 

IVC-CI - IVC Collapsability Index 316 

IVCUS – Inferior Vena Cava Ultrasound 317 

MAP – Mean Arterial Pressure 318 

PLRT – Passive Leg Raise Test 319 

POCUS – point-of-care ultrasound 320 

ProCRHYSA – PROtocolized Care to Reduce HYpotension after Spinal Anaesthesia 321 

SA – Spinal Anestesia 322 

SSRI – Selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors 323 

SVR - systemic vascular resistance 324 
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TABLE 1: inclusion and exclusion criteria 536 

 537 

Inclusion  Exclusion  

Adults from 18 to 80 years Patients requiring invasive blood pressure 

monitoring (arterial catheter, pulmonary catheter, 

thermodilution catheter) 

Both sexes Patients with pre-procedural hypotension 

Not critical patients undergoing spinal anaesthesia 

for an elective surgery 

Patients with unilateral anaesthetic block 

ASA class from I to III Patients needing assisted ventilation before or 

during the surgical intervention 

 Patients unable to give informed consent 

 Contraindications to perform spinal anaesthesia 

(previous back surgery in the lumbar region, 

clinical high-risk conditions like thrombocytopenia 

< 50 G/L or coagulation abnormalities) 

 Obstetrical population 

 538 

Eligibility inclusion/exclusion criteria from the ProCRHYSA trial. 539 

 540 

 541 

 542 

 543 
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TABLE 2: baseline characteristics 545 

 IVCUS group 

(n = 132) 

PLRT group 

(n = 148) 
p value 

Male sex 82 (62.2%) 91 (61.5%)  

Age [yrs] 55.9 ± 18.3 57.2 ± 18.3 0.192 

   18 – 65  80 (60.6%) 88 (59.5%)  

    > 65  52 (39.4%) 60 (40.5%)  

Weight [Kg] 76.7 ± 16.7 77.8 ± 15.1 0.812 

ASA 1 (1, 1-3)  1 (1, 1-3) 0.150 

    ASA I-II 114 (86.4 %) 130 (87.8 %)  

    ASA III 18 (13.3 %) 18 (12.2 %)  

Anti-hypertensive therapy 37 (28%) 38 (25.7%) 0.178 

     B-blockers 19 (14.4%) 21 (14.2%) 0.002 * 

     ACE-inhibitors 16 (12.1%) 14 (9.5%) 0.854 

    Other 16 (12.1%) 15 (10.1%) 0.585 

Psychotropic drugs 7 (5.3%) 11 (7.4%) 0.260 

    SSRI 4 (3%) 2 (1.4%) 0.587 

    Anti-depressive 3 (2.3%) 9 (6.1%) 0.558 

    IMAO 0 (0%) 0 (0%) - 

At anesthesia  

Systolic Arterial Pressure 

[mmHg] 
133.6 ± 21.6 137.9 ± 24.6 0.500 

Diastolic Arterial Pressure 

[mmHg] 
71.9 ± 10.9 73.5 ± 12.7 0.621 

Mean Arterial Pressure 

[mmHg] 
92.3 ± 13.2 95 ± 15.1 - 

Heart Rate [bpm] 71.2 ± 12.5 70.3 ± 11.5 0.670 

SpO2 [%] 96.9 ± 2.2 97.4 ± 1.8 0.956 

 546 

Baselines patients’ clinical characteristics according to randomization into IVCUS and PLRT group. 547 

All data are reported as mean (SD) or median (IQR, min – max) according to Kolmogorov-Smirnov 548 

test data distribution. 549 

 550 

 551 
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TABLE 3: Primary and secondary endpoints 552 

 IVCUS group PLRT group p value 

Arterial hypotension 46 (34.8%) 65 (43.9%) 0.077 

Total Fluid amount [ml] 925 ± 631 678 ± 529 < 0.001* 

  Preanesthesia [ml] 335 ± 314 169 ± 237 < 0.001* 

  Postanesthesia [ml] 589 ± 370 510 ± 368 0.075 

Total Amine Use 20 (15%) 31 (20%) 0.136 

  Ephedrine 18 (13.6%) 29 (19.6%) 0.094 

  Neosynephrine 2 (1.5%) 2 (1.4%) 0.645 

  Atropine 0 0 NA 

Total study time [min] 48 ± 10 56 ± 13 < 0.001* 

  Preanesthesia [min] 25 ± 12 29 ± 16 0.018* 

  Postanesthesia [min] 22 ± 9 26 ± 12 0.002* 

 553 

Main primary and secondary endpoints comparing IVCUS and PLRT group; all data are reported as 554 

mean ± SD or number (percentage). Significance level was established to be < 0.05. NA = not 555 

applicable. 556 

 557 

 558 

 559 

  560 
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FIGURE 1: Study flow chart 561 

Flow chart according to CONSORT of the primary study from which the post-hoc analysis was carried 562 

out, involving the ultrasound (arm B) and PLRT (arm C) groups. 563 

 564 

FIGURE 2: Total fluid amount 565 

Total fluid amount administered to all patients, stratified according to IVCUS and PLRT method; 925 566 

± 631 ml for IVCUS group and 678 ± 529 ml for PLRT group (p < 0.001). 567 

 568 

FIGURE 3: Pre/post-fluid amount distribution 569 

Fluid administration in IVCUS and PLRT group according to pre/post-anaesthesia phase; 335 ± 314 570 

ml in the IVCUS group compared to 169 ± 237 ml in the PLRT group (p < 0.001) in the pre-571 

anaesthesia phase; 589 ± 370 ml in IVCUS group and 510 ± 368 in PLRT group (p = 0.075) during the 572 

post-anaesthesia phase. 573 

 574 

FIGURE 4: Total time anaesthesia 575 

Total time anaesthesia stratified according to method used for fluid responsiveness assessment; the 576 

PLRT group (56 ± 13 min) resulted more time-consuming compared to IVCUS group (48 ± 10 min; p 577 

< 0.001). 578 










