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Abstract:

Objective: We evaluated the value of three-dimensional (3D) fusion of SPECT
myocardial perfusion imaging (MPI) with invasive coronary angiography (ICA) to
guide coronary revascularization for patients with stable coronary artery disease

(CAD).

Methods: A retrospective observational study of 621 patients who underwent SPECT
MPI and ICA was conducted. Based on the location of perfusion deficit on SPECT
MPI and stenosis on ICA, patients were classified into matched, unmatched, or
normal groups via the fusion or side-by-side analysis. The treatments recommended
by the fusion or side-by-side analysis were compared with those that the patients
actually received. The treatment was defined as concordant if there was
revascularization in concordance with the recommendation by the fusion or side-by-
side analysis or if patient did not require revascularization; otherwise, it is classified
as discordant. Major adverse cardiac events (MACE) were defined as all-cause and
cardiac death, myocardial infarction, unstable angina requiring hospitalization or ICA,

or unplanned revascularization.

Results: Over a five-year follow-up, 15.9% of patients experienced MACE. The
MACE rates in the fusion and side-by-side groups were 19.8% and 24.4% for
matched findings, 14.4% and 14.0% for unmatched findings, and 7.2% and 8.2% for
normal findings, respectively (P<0.01). Among the 366 patients with at least one
vessel stenosis of >50%, those who received the treatment concordant with fusion

had significantly better outcomes compared to those who did not (16.8% vs 27.0%,



P<0.05), particularly in the sub-group with intermediate stenosis (stenosis: 50-80%)
(10.8% vs 26.5%, P<0.01). The treatment concordant with fusion is an independent
protective factor against MACE (HR:0.48, CI:0.28-0.83 P<0.01) while the treatment
concordant with the side-by-side analysis is not. The concordant group showed a
significantly higher lesion vessel rate in the left circumflex artery (LCX) (31.2% vs.

14.3%, P<0.01) compared to the discordant group as classified by fusion.

Conclusions: 3D fusion before coronary revascularization can guide the treatment
to improve outcomes among patients with known or suspected CAD, particularly

those with intermediate stenosis.
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Introduction

Invasive coronary angiography (ICA) is considered as the gold standard for
diagnosing and treating coronary artery disease (CAD). However, the large
International Study of Comparative Health Effectiveness with Medical and Invasive
Approaches (ISCHEMIA) study showed that in patients with stable CAD an initial
revascularization strategy did not reduce the risk of ischemic cardiovascular events
or overall mortality, compared to a conservative strategy over a 3.2-year follow-up
period [1]. The results of this trial has encouraged use of aggressive medical therapy
and risk stratification using noninvasive stress modalities for patients with stable
ischemic heart disease. There is strong evidence supporting the use of noninvasive
testing as the initial approach in managing patients with stable CAD [2]. Myocardial
perfusion imaging (MPI) using single photon emission computed tomography
(SPECT) is a well-established non-invasive method that has been widely used to
assess the functional significance of coronary stenosis [3]. However, SPECT MPI has
limitations, such as low sensitivity, challenges in multivessel CAD leading to balanced

ischemia, and difficulties in correlating findings with specific lesioned vessels [4].

Fusion cardiac imaging, utilizing a combination of SPECT with coronary computed
tomography angiography (CTA), enables the depiction of both myocardial functional
and vascular anatomical abnormalities in a single examination [5]. A SPECT-CTA
fusion study has demonstrated that the matched finding of anatomical lesion and
perfusion deficit is associated with a high cardiac event rate, and it is a good
predictor of poor prognosis [6]. However, there are still concerns about the
appropriate selection of patients for this integrated examination to achieve optimal
clinical effectiveness while minimizing costs and radiation exposure. Moreover, it is
uncertain whether the SPECT-CTA fusion will amplify deficiency limitations such as

motion artifacts for CTA and balanced ischemia in SPECT.

We have developed a 3D fusion approach that combined SPECT and ICA and
analyzed its clinical utility based on per-vessel analysis [7]. Compared with the side-

by-side analysis, our SPECT-ICA fusion approach showed a lower number of



segments being qualified with equivocal coronary luminal stenosis and an
improvement in the revascularization ratio of the matched group [8]. The aim of this
study is to evaluate the role of the fusion in guiding treatment decisions for patients

with known or suspected CAD.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study Population

This is a retrospective observational study that reclassifies patients using both the
SPECT-ICA fusion and side-by-side analysis, and compares their outcomes,

specifically all-cause mortality and cardiac outcomes.

For each patient with suspected CAD, SPECT was acquired before ICA, with a time
interval of 9.62 + 19.4 days between the two procedures (all <3 months). The
exclusion criteria were: 1) previous bypass graft lesion or stent implantation, 2)
previous myocardial infarction, 3) dilated cardiomyopathy (DCM), 4) hypertrophic
cardiomyopathy (HCM), 5) congenital heart disease (CHD). This study complied with
the Helsinki declaration and local regulations and was approved by the ethics

committee of the First Affiliated Hospital of Nanjing Medical University.
Image Processing of SPECT MPI

SPECT myocardial perfusion images were obtained using a 2-day stress/rest MPI
protocol in all patients with suspected CAD. Stress and rest SPECT images were
acquired with a weight-adjusted dose of 400-600 MBg of 99mTc-sestamibi. A dual-
headed gamma camera (CardioMD, Philips Medical Systems, Milpitas, California)
was used for SPECT imaging, with an energy window set at 20% around the 140-
keV photon peak. Transverse tomograms were reconstructed and short-axis, vertical,
and horizontal long-axis tomograms were produced. Two experienced nuclear
medicine physicians, who were blinded to other imaging data, reported the results in
consensus. Images were interpreted based on a 17-segment model with a five-point

scoring system (0 = normal to 4 = absence of tracer uptake). The percentage



summed difference score (SDS) (SD%), representing the percentage measusure of
left ventricular perfusion, is calculated by dividing the SDS by a number
corresponding to the SDS value indicating a deficit of 4 in every segment (68 points
for 17 segments) [9]. According to current clinical recommendations, perfusion deficit
in the anterior and septal wall were allocated to the region of the left anterior
descending coronary artery (LAD), deficit in the lateral wall to the region of the left
circumflex coronary artery (LCX), and deficit in the inferior wall to the region of the

right coronary artery (RCA).
Image Processing of ICA

ICA was performed using standard percutaneous technigues and revascularization
was performed as part of coronary angiography, with stenting performed immediately
after ICA at the operator's discretion. Two experienced interventional cardiologists
interpreted all invasive studies and assessed the severity of stenosis, with results
reported by consensus. Lesions in the left main coronary were recorded as being in
the LM, while diagonal lesions were considered as being in the LAD and obtuse
marginal artery lesions were considered as being in the LCX. Lesions in the posterior
descending branch were recorded as being in the RCA. The coronary artery tree was
subdivided according to the American Heart Association guidelines, and each vessel
segment was visually evaluated with vessel border delineation on at least 2 different
projections. All coronary arteries larger than 1.5 mm in diameter were analyzed,

including distal vessels and those with complete total occlusions.
Image Fusion between SPECT MPI and ICA

Image fusion between SPECT MPI and ICA was carried out using a previously
published approach by a trained operator [7]. A deep learning model was utilized to
extract coronary arteries automatically from ICA images, and manual corrections
were made when the arteries were not accurately extracted [10, 11]. Once the
arterial extraction was completed, 3D arterial anatomy was reconstructed from two
projection views and fused with the 3D left-ventricular epicardial surface from SPECT

MPI. Functional information such as myocardial perfusion was displayed on the LV



surface for data analysis. The fused model could be viewed from various angles with

the help of 3D operations like rotation, shift, and scale.
Data Interpretation by the Side-by-side Analysis and 3D Fusion

In this study, the relationship between the perfusion deficit and coronary artery
stenosis was classified into three categories: matched group, unmatched group, and
normal group. The matched group was defined as a SPECT MPI deficit in a territory
subtended by a stenotic coronary artery, while the unmatched group consisted of
those in whom abnormality on SPECT MPI and stenosis on ICA were in unrelated
territories. The normal group consisted of patients with normal coronary angiography
findings or any luminal narrowing <=50% and no fixed or reversible deficit in SPECT.
Treatments that the patients received were compared, on a per patient basis,
between those with the guidance by the side-by-side analysis and guidance by fusion
results (fusion of SPECT MPI and ICA findings). Concordance was defined as 1)
patients in the matched group receiving revascularization; or 2) patients in the normal
group who did not receive revascularization. Otherwise, they were regarded as being

discordant.
Patient Follow-up

Follow-up data were collected through standardized telephone interviews and
hospital records. The primary outcome measure was the occurrence of major
adverse cardiac events (MACE), which included all-cause and cardiac death,
myocardial infarction, unstable angina requiring hospitalization or ICA performed
more than 90 days after the initial SPECT and ICA test, and unplanned

revascularization.
Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis was conducted using SPSS 22.0 (IBM, Armonk, NY). Mean = SD
was used to represent numeric variables, while percentages or nhumbers were used
for categorical variables. Continuous variables were compared using t-tests for

normally distributed continuous variables. Categorical variables were compared



using either the chi-square test (x2) or Fisher's exact test. McNemar's test and
Kappa coefficient were employed to evaluate differences (agreement) in perfusion
and vessel lesion classification between the side-by-side and fusion analyses.
Cumulative event-free survival curves were obtained using the Kaplan-Meier method,
and the log-rank test was used to compare the survival curves. Univariate and
multivariate Cox regression analysis were conducted to evaluate the impact of
revascularizations guided by fusion or side-by-side on MACE while controlling for
other clinical characteristics. Variables included in the models were age, male sex,
more than three risk factors (i.e., hypertension, diabetes, smoking, drinking, positive
family history for CAD), perfusion deficit at SPECT MPI, stenosis of 80% or greater,
revascularization, and fusion concordance finding. The regression results were
expressed as hazard ratios (HRs) with the respective 95% confidence interval. A

significance level of P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.
Results
Patient Population

Out of the total 1104 patients, 149 (13.5%) were lost to follow-up. Additionally, 32
(2.9%) patients were excluded due to significant valve disease, 53 (4.8%) patients
were excluded as they had HCM or DCM, 145 (13.1%) patients were excluded due to
the loss of image and tag information, and 104 (9.4%) patients were excluded due to
previous MI, stents transplantation or coronary artery bypass surgery (CABG). A total
of 621 patients with a mean follow-up of 5 years were enrolled and analyzed using

the side-by-side and fusion methods (Fig.1).

The average age of the cohort was 61.5 + 10.5 years, with a mean body mass index
of 24.5 + 3.79. The main presenting symptoms were chest pain (72.1%) and
dyspnea (19.3%). The geometric means of summed stress score (SSS), summed
rest score (SRS), SDS were 3.48 + 0.36, 3.65 + 0.48 and 2.46 + 0.34, respectively.
Table 1 summarizes the patient cohort's general clinical, angiographic, SPECT MPI,

and echocardiography characteristics.



Patients with a perfusion deficit were generally more likely to be older, diabetes,
smoking, males. The population with positive perfusion deficit exhibited lower

ejection fraction (EF) and higher stenosis in the LAD, LCX, and RCA (P<0.05).

1104 patients who received SPECT
and ICA (time interval<6 months)

Excluded:
Lost to follow-up (N=149), valve

disease (N=32), HCM (N=8), SPECT MPI and ICA image processing
DCM (N=45), loss of image and
tag information (N=145),

previous MI or revascularization
(N=104) Side-by-side analysis Fusion analysis

¢ \ 4

5 Years Follow-up (N=621)

A

Figure 1. Study flowchart showing patient enrollment.

Table.1 Baseline characteristics of the study population.

Variable (N=621) Total SPECT SPECT P
Population Prefusion Prefusion
Deficit (+) Deficit (-)

Males, N (%) 400 (64.4) 267 (66.7) 133(33.2)  <0.001
Age (Years) 61.5+10.5 62.2+£10.8 60.4 £ 10.0 0.03
Diabetes, N (%) 52 (8.3) 39 (75) 13 (25) 0.02
Hypertension, N (%) 184 (29.6) 113 (61.4) 71 (38.5) 0.61
Smoking, N (%) 110 (17.7) 81 (73.6) 29 (26.3)  <0.001

eGFR(mL/(min-1.73 m?) 91.6 +33.6 90.2 + 36.8 93.9 +27.3 0.13

SPECT MPI




SRS* 3.65+0.48 4.77 £1.02 1.93+0.67 <0.001
SSS* 3.48 +0.36 4.75+0.95 2.03+0.65 <0.001
SDS* 2.46 +0.34 3.42+0.89 1.76 £0.46  <0.001
Echocardiography

LVEF (%) 61.4+8.9 59.7 +9.85 63.7+6.89 <0.001
LvDd (mm) 48.7 £ 6.1 49.7+7.0 47.2+4.2 <0.001
LVDs (mm) 32.6+6.7 34.0+7.9 30.7+3.9 <0.001
LA (mm) 36.7+5.7 37.5+6.3 35.7+4.9  <0.001
Coronary Angiography

Patient Number (%)

Mild (<50%) 255 (41.0) 127 (49.8) 128 (50.2)
Intermediate (50-80%) 191 (30.7) 90 (47.1) 101 (52.8)

Single Vessel (=280%) 81 (13.0) 70 (86.4) 11 (13.5)

Multiple Vessel (=80%) 94 (15.1) 85 (90.4) 9 (9.5)

Mean Stenosis (%)

LAD 44.3 + 33.0 48.7 £ 34.4 37.6+29.5 <0.001
LCX 23.6 +33.2 29.2 +36.3 15.2+25.8 <0.001
RCA 27.5+335 33.1+37.1 19.2+25.2 <0.001
Revascularization, N (%) 157 (25.3) 133 (84.7) 24 (15.2) <0.001

Continuous variables presented as mean (SD); categorical variables presented as

frequency (%).

eGFR: Estimated glomerular filtration rate; SRS: summed rest score; SSS: summed

stress score; SDS: summed difference score; LVEF: left ventricular ejection fraction;



LVvDd: left ventricular diastolic diameter; LVDs: left ventricular systolic diameter; LA:
left atrial diameter; LAD: left anterior descending; LCX: left circumflex; RCA: right

coronary artery; N: Numbers. *: geometric means
Follow-up on MACE

Over a five-year follow-up, 99 patients experienced the primary endpoints, including
all-cause (N=26), myocardial infarction (N=14), unstable angina requiring
hospitalization or ICA (N=39), and unplanned revascularization (N=20). On univariate
analysis, the presence of a perfusion deficit was a significant predictor of MACE (HR:
1.89, 95% CI 1.21-2.93), along with vessel stenosis>50% (HR:2.61, 95% CI 1.62-
4.19) and revascularization (HR: 1.65, 95% CIl 1.09-2.49). The predictors remained
statistically significant in multivariable analysis as well (perfusion deficit [HR: 1.64, 95%
Cl 1.02-2.64] and vessel stenosis>50% [HR: 2.43, 95% CIl 1.45-4.09]). SPECT
perfusion deficit and vessel stenosis>50% were associated with an increased risk of
the primary endpoint at over 5 years. There was no significant association between

other clinical characteristics and MACE (Table 2).

Table 2 Predictors of events at univariate and multivariate analyses (N=621)

Predictors MACE
‘Univariate HR | P-value Multivariate HR ~ P-value
(95% CI) (95% CI)
‘Male gender 1,00 (0.67-1.51) 0.98  0.89 (058-1.37) 060
Age (265) 1.47 (0.99-2.19) 0.05 1.27 (0.85-1.90) 0.24

>3 risk factors 0.96 (0.64-1.45) 0.87 0.84 (0.56-1.27) 0.41
Perfusion deficit ~ 1.89 (1.21-2.93) 0.01 1.64 (1.02-2.64) 0.04
Stenosis>50% 2.61 (1.62-4.19) <0.001 2.43 (1.45-4.09) <0.001
Revascularization 1.65 (1.09-2.49) 0.02 0.97 (0.61-1.56) 0.92

MACE, major adverse cardiac events; HR, hazard ratio; Cl, confidence interval; SSS:

summed stress score
ICA, SPECT, and fusion findings

The study analyzed a total of 40,572 coronary segments from 2,898 coronary arteries.



Of these, 255 patients with a stenosis of <=50% were considered normal.
Intermediate stenosis (50-80%) was found in 191 patients, while 81 patients had only
one vessel disease with above 80% stenosis. Ninety-four patients had at least 2 with >
80% stenosis. Among luminal stenosis >50%, 230 segments were in the LAD, 118 in
the LCX, and 131 in the RCA. SPECT imaging revealed abnormal perfusion in 372
patients. Of these perfusion deficit, 164 were in the anterior, 46 in the septal wall, 87
in the inferior wall, and 75 in the posterior and lateral wall. 249 patients did not show

any perfusion abnormalities on SPECT.

In this study, all patients were divided into matched, unmatched, or normal groups
using the fusion and side-by-side analysis respectively. Compared to the side-by-side
analysis, the patient number by the fusion analysis was significantly higher in the
matched group (34.9% vs. 55.2%), lower in the unmatched (35.6% vs. 24.6%) and
normal groups (29.5% vs. 20.1%). The revascularization ratio reclassified by the
fusion analysis was higher in the matched group (21.1% vs. 19.8%) and lower in the

unmatched group (3.1% vs. 5.0%), compared to the side-by-side analysis (Table 3).

Table 3. Patients number and revascularization ratio by the fusion and side-by-

side analysis.

Side-by-side analysis SPECT-ICA fusion

(Revascularization ratio) (Revascularization ratio)

Normal 183 (0.5%) 125 (1.1%)

Matched 217 (19.8%) 343 (21.1%)

Unmatched 221 (5.0%) 153 (3.1%)
Outcomes

On Kaplan-Meier survival analysis, patients in the normal group classified by the

fusion analysis had the best survival (7.2%), while the outcome was progressively



worse in the unmatched (14.4%) and matched (19.8%) groups (P<0.01) (Fig.2 A).
This result is similar among patients classified by the side-by-side analysis (Fig.2 B),
normal findings had excellent event-free survival (8.2%), and the outcome was
progressively worse in patients with unmatched (14.0%) and matched findings

(24.4%) (P<0.01).
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Figure 2. Kaplan-Meier survival curves showing the prognostic value of the
fusion and side-by-side analysis on patients with known or suspected CAD

(N=621) .

Influence of Revascularization on Outcomes

Patients with at least one vessel stenosis above 50% were observed in 366 out of
621 patients. Fig.3 A shows that patients who received revascularization concordant
with the guidance of the fusion were associated with significantly better survival when
compared to those who received revascularization when findings were discordant on
fusion analysis (16.8% vs 27.0%, P<0.05). In contrast, there was no difference in
survival with revascularization in the groups with side-by-side analysis, regardless of
the concordance of revascularization (19.5% VS 24.2%, P>0.05). Additionally, the

beneficial effect of revascularization was mainly in intermediate stenosis patients



whose treatment was concordant with the guidance of the fusion (concordant: 10.8%
vs discordant: 26.5%, P<0.01), as shown in Figure 3B. There was no significant
difference in the MACE-free survival between patients with treatment concordance
and discordance using either fusion or side-by-side analysis, regardless of whether

they had one or multiple vessel disease, as depicted in Figure 3C and 3D.

Furthermore, revascularization concordant with the guidance of the fusion was a
significant protective factor against MACE among CAD patients (HR:0.58, CI.0.37-
0.91; P<0.01), but not the revascularization concordant with side-by-side analysis
(HR:0.77, CI:0.48-1.22; P=0.27) (Fig.4 A). The protective effect of revascularization
concordant with the fusion against MACE remained unchanged after the multivariate

Cox regression analysis (HR:0.48, Cl:0.28-0.83; P<0.01) (Fig.4 B).

The unaltered protective effect of fusion-guided revascularization against MACE was
also confirmed in the multivariate Cox regression analysis, both in the SDS >=10%
(HR:0.40, CI1:0.20-0.80;P=0.01) (Table 4 A) and SDS<10% groups (HR:0.48, CI:0.24-
0.95; P=0.04)(Table 4 B).
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Figure 3. The Kaplan-Meier curves for treatments concordant with the fusion
and side-by-side analysis. (A), in the total CAD patients; (B), in sub-group patients
with intermediate stenosis; (C), in sub-group patients with single vessel stenosis; (D),

in sub-group patients with multiple vessels stenosis (D). #: P<0.05; *: P<0.01.



(A) Univariate Analysis Hazard Ratio 95% Cl  P-Value

1.02 0.62, 1.65 0.94
Sex (male) —— >
Age>=65 —— 1.02 0.65,1.60 0.93
>=3 risk factors  +—H—t 0.87 0.55,1.37 0.55
Perfusion Deficiency — 1.87 1.09,3.21 0.02
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Revascularzation 1.09 0.69,1.71 0.70
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(B) Multivariable Analysis
Hazard Ratio 95% CI  P-Value

Sex (mule) I—‘—l 0.94 0.56,1.56 0.94
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Figure 4. Association between covariates and outcomes in the total CAD

patients (N=366). Cl: confidence interval.

Table 4 Predictors of events at univariate and multivariate analyses in patients

A. SD%>10% (N=338)

Predictors MACE
SD%>10% ‘Univariate HR ~~ P-  Multivariate HR P-value
(95% Cl) value  (95% CI)

Male gender 1.09 (0.56-2.16) 0.78  0.99 (0.55-1.75) 096
Age (=65) 1.62 (0.83-3.16) 0.15  1.69 (0.94-2.96) 0.06

>3 risk factors 1.03 (0.53-2.00) 0.91 0.98 (0.58-1.72) 0.94
Fusion concordance  0.28 (0.14-0.56)  <0.001 0.40 (0.20-0.80) 0.01
Side-by-side 0.54(0.28-1.05) 0.07 0.87 (0.46-1.65) 0.67

concordance




Stenosis>50% 4.79 ( 1.69- <0.001 2.42 (1.11-5.28) 0.03
13.58)
Revascularization 1.76 (0.90-3.44) 0.09 1.39 (0.70-2.75) 0.35

B.SD%< 10% (N=283)

Predictors MACE

(SD%<10%) “Univariate HR ~~ P-value Multivariate HR ~ P-value
(95% CI) (95% Cl)

‘Malegender 094 (0.52-1.57) 0.87  0.89 (0.47-169) 072

Age (=65) 1.09 (0.61-1.93) 0.78 1.01 (0.57-1.81) 0.96

>3 risk factors 0.84 (0.43-1.62) 0.61 0.77 (0.38-1.49) 0.41

Fusion concordance 0.49 (0.27-0.86) 0.01 0.48 (0.24-0.95) 0.04

Side-by-side concordance 0.79 (0.44-1.46) 0.46 1.04 (0.53-2.06) 0.91
Stenosis>50% 2.27 (1.20-4.29) 0.01 1.44 (0.66-3.13) 0.36
Revascularization 1.88 (1.04-3.39) 0.03 1.95 (0.93-4.08) 0.08

MACE, major adverse cardiac events; HR, hazard ratio; Cl, confidence interval; NA,

not applicable

Management of patients with intermediate stenosis

Out of the 191 CAD patients with intermediate stenosis, 33 patients underwent
revascularization. The lesion vessels included 141 in the LAD, 43 in the LCX, and 51
in the RCA.The revascularization procedures involved 24 LAD segments/branches,

11 LCX segments/branches, and 7 RCA segments/branches.

Fig.5 A shows that the fusion concordance group has a significantly higher lesion rate
of the LCX (31.2% vs. 14.3%, P<0.01) but not in the LAD (76.1% vs. 72.6%, P>0.05)
or RCA (26.9% vs. 26.6%, P>0.05), compared to the discordance group. There were
no significant differences in the lesion rates of LAD (76.1% vs. 72.6%, P>0.05), LCX
(16.4% vs. 25.8%, P>0.05), and RCA (26.9% vs. 26.6%, P>0.05) between patients

whose treatment was concordant with the guidance of the side-by-side analysis and



those whose treatment was not (Fig. 5 B).

W Concordant [ Discordant B Concordant [J Discerdant
m 3%k s ns ns ns
80, 1 1 1 sop T 1 1 1
6 1 ~~G0F
240 -2 40f
& &
i 1IN InEN INEge: ISE TN |
LAD LCX RCA LAD LCX RCA
(A) Fusion analysis (B) Side-by-side analysis

Figure 5. Lesion vessel ratio of the patients whose treatment was concordant/
discordant with the guidance of the fusion or side-by-side analysis. Black:

treatment strategy concordant with the analysis; grey: treatment strategy discordant

with the analysis; *: P<0.01; ns: non-significant.



Figure 6. SPECT-ICA fusion showing both perfusion deficit and the

corresponding vessel stenosis

A and C show the matched patients; B and D show the unmatched patients. The

yellow arrows indicate vessel stenosis, and * indicates the territory of perfusion deficit.

Discussion
Main Findings

In this study, we found that: 1). survival benefits after revascularization was primarily



observed in the fusion concordance group compared to the discordance group in
patients with known or suspected CAD, particularly in the sub-group of patients with
intermediate stenosis; 2). the disparity in treatment strategies between fusion
concordance and discordance was predominantly observed in the LCX, rather than in
the LAD or RCA,; 3). fusion concordance was identified as an independent protective

factor against MACE in CAD patients.
Benefits of the SPECT-ICA Fusion

SPECT and CTA have individually shown effectiveness in risk stratification for CAD,
providing valuable information for diagnosis and evaluation [12-14]. However, the
fusion of SPECT and CTA imaging can further enhance their advantages by
combining and allocating perfusion deficit to the corresponding coronary arteries,
thereby offering additional clinical value. The study by Pazhenkottil et al. highlighted
the effectiveness of SPECT-CTA hybrid imaging in risk stratification, showing higher
rates of MACE (6.0%) and revascularization (41%) in patients with matched findings
compared to unmatched or normal findings [6]. Our SPECT-ICA fusion study similarly
found that patients with a matched finding had the highest rate of MACE in both the
fusion (19.8%) and side-by-side (24.4%) groups, along with a higher
revascularization rate. Although our study did not utilize two independent cohorts, the
findings still support the conclusion that fusion analysis exhibits excellent risk
stratification ability in patients who have known or are suspected to have CAD. This
is particularly valuable for patients who have stable CAD but don't have symptoms,
as fusion analysis can serve as a gatekeeper to prevent unnecessary
revascularization[15]. Figure 6 shows examples of matched and unmatched
conditions, highlighting the role of fusion imaging in resolving inconclusive results
from standalone SPECT and ICA procedures. In our opinion, SPECT-ICA fusion
imaging can offer improved diagnostic accuracy compared to SPECT-CTA, by
elimination of motion artifacts and the reduction of severe calcification influence of

CTA, which needs further study.

Although numerous studies have demonstrated the potential role of SPECT-CTA as a



gatekeeper before revascularization [16, 17], our work offers additional insights into
identifying which subgroup of patients based on the stenosis level are more likely to
benefit most from integrated analysis of fused image. We observed a significantly
lower MACE rate in the fusion concordance group compared to the discordance
group in the 366 CAD patients (16.8% vs. 26.9%, P<0.05). However, there was no
significant difference in the MACE rate between the side-by-side concordance and
discordance groups (19.5% vs. 24.2%, P>0.05). After adjusted for clinical
characteristics, the multiple Cox regression analysis demonstrated that fusion
concordance remained an independent protective factor against MACE while side-
by-side concordance did not. These results were similar to the study by Benz et al.,
which shows that revascularization benefits were primarily observed in the matched
group. The multivariate analysis shows the early revascularization appeared to be a
protective factor of MACE among patients with a matched finding [18]. However, our
study defines the concordance population as patients in the matched group who
received revascularization and those in the normal group who did not. From our
perspective, this classification of "concordance" allows for the inclusion of more
eligible patients who are more likely to benefit from integrated analysis, providing a
better reflection of actual clinical practice. Moreover, when we compare the
revascularization benefits in the sub-groups of CAD patients, the MACE difference
only exists in the intermediate stenosis group rather than in single and multiple-
vessel CAD patients. From the above results, the benefit of fusion concordance in
the CAD population was mainly observed in the population with intermediated
stenosis. Our finding is similar to the study by Jeroen et al., which used invasive
Fractional Flow Reserve (FFR)<0.8 as a reference for significant CAD and found that
the advantage of SPECT/CTA hybrid imaging was best reflected in a group of

patients with intermediate to high-risk CAD [19].

Most existing studies compare hybrid imaging over standalone imaging modalities,
and few studies compare the hybrid image with the side-by-side interpretation by

visual fusion from the two modalities [20]. In our study, the lack of a significant



difference in MACE between the side-by-side concordance and discordance groups
(P>0.05) highlights the crucial role of fusion imaging in guiding the treatment of
patients with intermediate stenosis. This may be caused by the practice that these
side-by-side interpretations are typically reviewed through a subjective, visual

integration of the results from SPECT and ICA.

To investigate the reasons for survival differences, we analyzed the lesion vessel
ratio in the fusion concordance and discordance groups. The lesion vessel ratio
showed no difference between the LAD and RCA, except for the LCX. In our
previous study involving 36 CAD patients, we observed a significant decrease in
equivocal coronary segments from 29 to 9 after the fusion analysis was performed [8].
The reclassification of vessels by the fusion analysis was primarily observed in the
LCX vessels, highlighting the important role of SPECT-ICA fusion in identifying
lesions in the LCX (Fig.6). These findings align with the study by Liga et al, which
reported a high segmental reclassification rate (49%) in the standard LCX after the

SPECT-CTA analysis[21].

SPECT-ICA Fusion for Decision-Making of Revascularization in the Post-stent

Era

The revascularization should be based on ischemia or anatomic stenosis remains
controversial. The ISCHEMIA trial in patients with stable CAD and moderate to
severe ischemia showed that an initial invasive strategy did not reduce the risk of all-
cause mortality in any ischemia or CAD subgroup and concluded that ischemia
severity was not associated with increased risk after adjustment for CAD severity [22,
23]. In this study, the independent protective value of revascularization was only
observed in the univariate analysis but not multivariate analysis. However, the
Fractional Flow Reserve versus Angiography for Multivessel Evaluation (FAME)
serial studies revealed that higher risk populations could obtain clinical benefits from
ischemia-guided revascularization [24]. Monika et al. also stated that patients should
be referred for revascularization in significant stress ischemia (SD%>10%) [9]. Our

study observed that revascularization concordant with the fusion was identified as an



independent protective factor against MACE in both SD%2>10% and SD%<10%
patients. However, no such effect was observed in the revascularization group

concordant with the side-by-side analysis (Table 4).

In the post-stent era, the development of intravascular imaging and hemodynamic
testing could supply more evidence prior to revascularization. However, the additional
procedural steps and increased radiation exposure time have hindered their
widespread use. It is reported that only 30% of decisions rely on intravascular
diagnostic tools like FFR, intravascular ultrasound (IVUS), and optical coherence
tomography (OCT), while the remaining 70% use angiographic appearance [25].
Hence, there is a compelling demand for a diagnostic tool that can offer
comprehensive insights into both anatomical stenosis and ischemic burden
concurrently without extra steps. Fusion imaging, which could allow an accurate
assignment of myocardial perfusion regions to the corresponding vessels, had been

studied a long time before [26].

Current guidelines recommend that patients with an intermediate/high pretest
probability for stable CAD undergo CTA. In contrast, patients with a high pretest
probability, inconclusive noninvasive testing, or refractory symptoms should be
referred for ICA [27]. Accordingly, the SPECT-ICA fusion has promising clinical values.
By utilizing various deep learning-based algorithms, we have been able to
automatically extract left ventricles from myocardial perfusion images [28] and arterial
segments from ICA frames [10, 11]. Our SPECT-ICA fusion can be completed within
5 minutes [7]. In addition to myocardial perfusion, our SPECT-ICA fusion has
additional values by providing information about wall motion and thickening. This
comprehensive approach allows for simultaneous evaluation of multiple parameters,
enabling more accurate diagnosis and improved management of other conditions
such as coronary slow flow, myocardial bridge, and microvascular disease, which will

be further investigated in our future studies.
Limitations

This is a single-center and retrospective study, which may introduce bias and limit the



generalizability of the findings. The lack of a widely accepted gold standard, such as
invasive FFR, makes it challenging to compare the diagnostic performance of
SPECT-ICA fusion. However, these limitations do not undermine our analysis of
MACE events. Other factors such as fixed perfusion deficits, reversible abnormalities,
and myocardial infarction with non-obstructive coronary arteries (MINOCA) could
confound the effects of revascularization. Additionally, the extent of ischemia was not

guantified, which could potentially impact the diagnostic accuracy of the study.
Conclusions

3D fusion prior to coronary revascularization can guide the treatment to improve
outcomes among patients with known or suspected CAD, particularly those with

intermediate stenosis.
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