
Echocardiography 2016; 33: 1745–1752	 wileyonlinelibrary.com/journal/echo   |  1745© 2016, Wiley Periodicals, Inc.

DOI: 10.1111/echo.13334

The role of echocardiography in improving the selection of patients who will benefit 
from cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT) remains a source of debate. Although 
previous landmark reports have demonstrated a link between mechanical dyssyn-
chrony, assessed by delays between left ventricle (LV) walls and response to CRT, the 
predictive value of these findings has not yet been confirmed in multicenter trials. 
Indeed, recent studies demonstrated that the classical assessment of LV mechanical 
dyssynchrony using delay between walls by echocardiography depends not only on LV 
electrical activation delay (electrical dyssynchrony), but also on abnormalities in 
regional contractility of the LV and/or loading conditions, which do not represent an 
appropriate target for CRT. Recent reports highlighted the value of new indices of 
electromechanical dyssynchrony obtained by echocardiography, to predict LV 
response and outcome after CRT including septal flash, left bundle branch block—
typical pattern by longitudinal strain, apical rocking, septal strain patterns, and systolic 
stretch index. This was achieved using a mechanistic approach, based on the contrac-
tile consequences of electrical dyssynchrony. These indices are rarely found in patients 
with narrow QRS (<120 ms), whereas their frequency rises in patients with an increase 
in QRS duration (>120 ms). Theses indices should improve candidate selection for CRT 
in clinical practice, especially for patients in whom the benefit of CRT remains uncer-
tain, for example, patients with intermediate QRS width (120–150 ms).
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Cardiac resynchronization therapy (CRT) represents one of the major 
advances in the past two decades, for patients with heart failure and 
reduced left ventricular (LV) ejection fraction (HFrEF).1 Besides coor-
dinating contraction of LV segmental walls, CRT improves LV perfor-
mance, LV filling function, reverses LV remodeling, and also reduces 
the amount of mitral regurgitation.2,3 CRT improves both quality of 
life and symptoms in HFrEF patients having electrical dyssynchrony 
(prolonged QRS duration).4,5 Also, CRT is correlated with a reduction 
in mortality in both symptomatic (NYHA functional class III–IV) and 

minimally symptomatic (class I–II) patients.6,7 However, CRT is an inva-
sive and costly procedure; thus appropriate patient selection is partic-
ularly important. Indeed, 20% to 40% of patients fail to improve after 
CRT, despite having baseline electrical dyssynchrony.5 Due to the low 
cost and wide availability of echocardiography, it can be considered 
as an adequate tool to detect CRT indications, by assessing LV myo-
cardial mechanical dyssynchrony. However, despite initial encouraging 
results, a multicenter report failed to demonstrate benefit of echo-
cardiographic assessment of mechanical dyssynchrony, in predicting 
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successful outcome after CRT, for improvement in heart failure symp-
toms or reverse remodeling.8 The present review aims to describe 
recent developments in the assessment of myocardial dyssynchrony, 
using echocardiography in HFrEF patients, to improve the selection of 
those who may derive benefit from CRT.

1  | ECHOCARDIOGRAPHY TO 
PREDICT RESPONSE TO CRT: THE 
CLASSICAL APPROACH

Response to CRT is commonly evaluated in terms of LV reverse 
remodeling. In clinical practice, a relative reduction of 15% or more 
in LV end-systolic volume compared to baseline defines LV reverse 
remodeling and has been associated with better long-term out-
come after CRT.9–11 Other echocardiographic surrogates includ-
ing improvement in LV ejection fraction and LV global longitudinal 
strain are also used in clinical practice.11 Landmark reports from 
the early 2000s, describe the ability of echocardiographic indices 
to predict CRT response in HFrEF patients with electrical dyssyn-
chrony (prolonged QRS duration >120 ms). Classically, mechanical 
dyssynchrony is evaluated in terms of atrioventricular dyssyn-
chrony, interventricular dyssynchrony, and intraventricular dys-
synchrony (Fig. 1). Intraventricular dyssynchrony was frequently 
evaluated by tissue Doppler imaging (TDI) (Fig. 1). Some TDI indi-
ces were developed including the basal septal to basal lateral delay 
in time-to-peak myocardial systolic velocity during the ejection 
phase, with reference to the onset of the QRS complex (Ts) (Fig. 1) 
or the standard deviation of Ts from 12 LV segments. These indices 
were highly predictive of CRT response in monocenter trials.12–15 
However, despite these initial promising results, echocardiographic 
assessment of mechanical dyssynchrony was not predictive of CRT 
response in the multicenter PROSPECT trial.8 Moreover, repro-
ducibility of echocardiographic indices, especially for TDI-derived 
indices was of concern, in this trial.8 Consequently, the 2010 ESC 
guidelines did not recommend the use of echocardiography and 
TDI-based indices of mechanical synchrony in patient selection.16

2  | ELECTRICAL VS 
MECHANICAL DYSSYNCHRONY

In patients without electrical dyssynchrony (narrow QRS duration 
<120–130 ms), CRT failed to consistently improve heart failure 

symptoms, functional capacity and outcome in clinical studies.17–21 
The recent randomized controlled EchoCRT trial aimed to evalu-
ate whether the identification of mechanical dyssynchrony using 

F IGURE  1 Classical echocardiographic indices of dyssynchrony 
obtained by blood flow Doppler, M-mode imaging, and pulsed-
wave tissue Doppler imaging. LPEI = left ventricular preejection 
interval; RPEI = right ventricular preejection interval; IVMD = 
interventricular mechanical delay; LVFT = left ventricular filling time; 
IVS = interventricular septum; PP = posterior wall; LV = left ventricle; 
SPWMD = septal-to-posterior wall-motion delay; Sep-Lat delay: 
septal-to-lateral delay by tissue Doppler imaging; AVO = aortic valve 
opening; AVC = aortic valve closure
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TDI (septal-to-lateral wall delay >80 ms) and radial strain by speckle 
tracking (septal-to-posterior delay >130 ms) improved the outcome 
of HFrEF patients with narrow QRS (QRS duration <130 ms).22 In 
this trial, patients randomized to the CRT-On group displayed a sig-
nificantly increased risk of overall mortality compared with those 
in the CRT-Off group.15 In addition, 76% of patients enrolled in 
this trial had persistent or worsened mechanical dyssynchrony 
6 months after CRT, which translated into an unfavorable outcome 
in a post hoc analysis. Furthermore, a similar persistence or wors-
ening of mechanical dyssynchrony in both CRT-Off and CRT-On 
groups was observed.23 These findings clearly demonstrate that 
echocardiographic mechanical dyssynchrony without electrical 
dyssynchrony is frequently observed in HFrEF patients and is not 
affected by CRT, and thus do not represent an appropriate target 
for this therapy.

Lumens et al. used the computer-based Circ-Adapt model to 
demonstrate that besides electrical dyssynchrony, changes in region-
al LV function influence delays between LV walls in the event of LV 
systolic dysfunction.24 Using speckle tracking radial strain, a simulat-
ed decrease in LV free wall contraction was associated with increased 

delays between walls (Fig. 2B). Similarly, LV free wall scarring gener-
ated increased intraventricular delays (Fig. 2C). Accordingly, patients 
with ischemic cardiomyopathy and posterolateral myocardial scarring 
have been previously identified as poor responders to CRT.25 Impact 
of LV loading conditions on LV mechanical dyssynchrony has also 
been documented using speckle tracking radial strain, in patients 
with nonischemic dilated cardiomyopathy and mainly narrow QRS.26 
Increasing afterload results in greater mechanical dyssynchrony, 
whereas decreasing afterload reduces mechanical dyssynchrony. 
Mechanical dyssynchrony in patients with HFrEF without electrical 
dyssynchrony is primarily related to changes in LV regional function 
and loading conditions and does not represent an appropriate target 
for CRT.

In randomized control studies testing the effect of CRT on out-
come, patients had electrical dyssynchrony with a majority also having 
a left bundle branch block (LBBB). It has been suggested that only 
patients with LBBB benefit from CRT, compared to those with right 
bundle branch block or nonspecific intraventricular conduction delay. 
In addition, patients with a “true” LBBB (QRS duration ≥140 ms for 
men and ≥130 ms for women, along with mid-QRS notching or slurring 
in ≥2 contiguous leads) experienced more frequently reverse remodel-
ing following CRT, compared to patients with a “false” LBBB (left ven-
tricular hypertrophy and left anterior fascicular block).27 Consistently, 
in a meta-analysis of five randomized control trials which included 
around 80% of patients with a LBBB, CRT was associated with an 
improved outcome when QRS duration was of 150 ms or more, while 
the benefit of CRT in patients with QRS duration of less than 150 ms 
remained unclear.28

In normal conduction, activation begins within the LV and right 
ventricular endocardium. In a true LBBB, activation begins in the 
right ventricle and proceeds across the septum for 40 to 50 ms 
before reaching the LV endocardium and requires another 50 ms 
for reentry into the LV Purkinje network, to propagate to the 
endocardium of the posterolateral wall. Finally, another 50 ms is 
required to activate the posterolateral wall, producing a total QRS 
duration of 140 to 150 ms.29 The first activation site of the LV 
endocardium is called the breakthrough site, which is a single site 
located in the mid-to-apical septum. Hence, the first notching/
slurring on the EKG surface reflects the activation of the endo-
cardial left ventricular septum, whereas the second represents the 
activation of the epicardial posterolateral wall. As the LV free wall 
is still not activated in LBBB during early systole, LV pressure does 
not rapidly increase. Thus, the septum can easily contract due to 
the reduced afterload, producing the distinctive, early rapid move-
ment of the interventricular septum at the breakthrough site. This 
early movement is followed by a subsequent counter wall motion 
toward the right ventricle, mainly caused by the increasing LV pres-
sure.30 This movement has been called the “septal flash” or “septal 
beaking” and can be identified visually or using M-mode and/or 
TDI (Fig. 3, movie clips S1 and S2). As the septal wall cannot gen-
erate wall stress against the increased LV pressure, the septal wall 
is pushed back toward the right ventricle, resembling dyskinesis, 
even if the septal wall continues to contract. Late activation of 

F IGURE  2 Simulated substrates of mechanical dyssynchrony. A. 
electromechanical dyssynchrony induced by a LBBB; B. mechanical 
dyssynchrony induced by a more pronounced deterioration in LV free 
wall contractility compared with the LV septal wall; C. mechanical 
dyssynchrony induced by increased stiffness of LV walls with a LV 
septal-to-lateral gradient. Reproduced from Lumens et al.,24 with 
permission
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the epicardial posterolateral wall is consequently identified by a 
late postsystolic contraction occurring after aortic valve closure 
(Fig. 3).

3  | IDENTIFICATION OF 
ELECTROMECHANICAL DYSSYNCHRONY BY 
ECHOCARDIOGRAPHY

3.1 | Septal flash and apical rocking

Previous reports demonstrated that the presence of a septal flash 
is associated with reverse remodeling following CRT in HFrEF 
patients.31,32 Inclusion of the septal flash recorded by echocardiog-
raphy in a multiparametric predictive score of LV reverse remodeling 
resulted in significant improvement of the predictive value of the 
score, over clinical and electrocardiographic data.33 However, it has 
been suggested that performing a dobutamine stress echocardiog-
raphy, compared with a resting examination, may enhance the iden-
tification of the septal flash to help predict CRT response.31 Apical 
rocking, identified in apical four-chamber view, is characterized by a 
short septal motion of the apex due to early contraction of the sep-
tum in systole and a subsequent long motion to the lateral side during 
ejection, due to the late lateral contraction caused by the LBBB. This 
rocking movement results in a clockwise motion of the LV apical myo-
cardium perpendicular to the LV long axis (movie clip S3). Clockwise 
apical rocking is strongly linked to the etiology of LV dysfunction 
(dilated cardiomyopathy) as patients with ischemic heart disease may 
have a counter clockwise rotation or no rotation of the LV apex.34 
The magnitude of the apical rocking is proportional to LV end-diastolic 
volume in dilated cardiomyopathy and is not influenced by QRS dura-
tion.34 Apical rocking in multivariable analyses has been associated 
with fewer major adverse cardiac events in patients receiving CRT.35 
In the recent PREDICT-CRT trial, absence of apical rocking and unsuc-
cessful correction of the septal flash were associated with a high risk 
for CRT failure and unfavorable long-term survival.36 Unfortunately, 
inter-observer agreement for both apical rocking and septal flash 
was only moderate, with a Kappa value of 0.71,36 indicating that 

F IGURE  3  Indices of electromechanical dyssynchrony responsive 
to CRT by M-mode imaging, speckle tracking longitudinal and radial 
strain. AVO= aortic valve opening; AVC= aortic valve closure; IVS= 
interventricular septum; PP= posterior wall; LV= left ventricle. 
The septal flash (SF) corresponds to an early terminated posterior 
movement of the interventricular septum toward the left ventricle. 
The classical longitudinal LBBB pattern is defined as (1) early 
shortening of at least one basal or mid-ventricular segment in the 
septal wall (white arrow) and early stretching in at least one basal 
or mid-ventricular segment in the lateral wall (blue arrow); (2) early 
septal peak shortening (within the first 70% of the ejection phase); 
and (3) lateral wall peak shortening after aortic valve closure (yellow 
arrow). Septal deformation patterns were classified on the basis 
of the septal shortening and stretching sequence (dotted curves). 
Pattern 1 was considered in case of a double-peaked systolic 
shortening (white and yellow arrows). Pattern 2 was considered in 
case of an early shortening peak followed by prominent systolic 
stretching (white arrow). Pattern 3 was considered if pseudo-normal 
shortening with a late systolic shortening peak (white arrow). The 
radial LBBB pattern is characterized by an early deformation of the 
anteroseptal wall (white arrow) and a late postsystolic deformation of 
the posterolateral wall (yellow arrow)
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the assessment of these parameters may not be sufficient in routine 
practice.

Delay between the early activated septum and the late activated 
posterolateral wall can also be identified using speckle tracking strain 
echocardiography. Lumens and colleagues used the Circ-Adapt mod-
el to show that simulating a progressive increase in LBBB-mediated 
LV activation delays resulted in increasing delays between septal 
and posterolateral walls, assessed by radial strain speckle track-
ing imaging (Figs 2A and 3). Identification of a large delay between 
an early septal flash and a postsystolic delayed posterior wall con-
traction, obtained from standard M-mode recordings or from radial 
strain time-dependent curves, may help to differentiate patients with 
electromechanical dyssynchrony responsive to CRT from those with 
mechanical dyssynchrony.37,38 However, reproducibility issues may 
occur with radial strain by speckle tracking and may be highly sensi-
tive to the out-of-plane motion of the speckles owing to the longitu-
dinal movement of the heart.39

3.2 | Classical LBBB longitudinal strain pattern

Longitudinal strain obtained by speckle tracking is highly reproducible 
and has been widely accepted when compared with radial strain, in 
most clinical situations.40 Among patients with a LBBB, some have 
a typical LBBB longitudinal deformation pattern, including all three 
following criteria: (1) early shortening of at least one basal or mid-
ventricular segment in the septal wall and early stretching in at least 
one basal or mid-ventricular segment in the lateral wall; (2) early sep-
tal peak shortening (within the first 70% of the ejection phase); and 
(3) lateral wall peak shortening after aortic valve closure (Fig. 3).41 
This typical pattern was more frequently found in patients with strict 
LBBB criteria.42 This was additionally observed in patients with QRS 
width duration of 150 ms or more 43 and was strongly associated with 
effective CRT response.41 In a recent bicenter report, absence of a 
typical LBBB pattern was strongly associated with poor outcome in 
patients receiving CRT, even in the subgroup of patients with inter-
mediate QRS width (duration from 120 to 150 ms) (Fig. 4).43 This 
approach was highly reproducible. Poor prognosis of the absence of 
this typical pattern was also found in RV-paced patients upgraded to 
CRT, the apex being more often the first activated segment in this 
latter case.44

3.3 | Septal deformation patterns

The septal motion associated with LBBB can also be evaluated using 
speckle tracking longitudinal strain. The amount of stretching follow-
ing prematurely terminated preejection septal shortening has been 
associated with LV reverse remodeling and determines outcome fol-
lowing CRT.45 Leenders et al., using computer-based simulation in 
humans, reported that the septal deformation pattern integrates the 
effects of dyssynchronous activation of the heart and differences in 
septal and LV free wall contractility, providing integrated information 
on two key determinants of CRT response.46 Pattern 1 was obtained 
by simulating typical LBBB dyssynchrony of ventricular activation 

with preserved septal and LV free wall contractility. Hence, after 
the initial shortening, a second motion toward the left ventricle 
was observed after equalization of the wall stress between the 
septum and free wall, during the ejection phase (Fig. 3). Pattern 2 
was obtained by additionally imposing septal hypocontractility to 
the activation delay, resulting in a dyskinetic motion of the septum 
within the whole systole, as it cannot counterbalance the increase in 
LV pressure owing to the preserved LV free wall contraction (Fig. 3). 
Lastly, deterioration in LV free wall contractility resulted in pattern 
3. In this case, septal contraction is prolonged, as the free wall can-
not generate wall stress against the septum to stop septal inward 
motion and push back toward the right ventricle (Fig. 3). Importantly, 
the mechanisms responsible for the septal flash and the amount of 
septal stretching (septal rebound stretch) seem to differ. Indeed, the 
mechanism driving the septal flash is early contraction of the right 
ventricular free wall, which exerts force on the septum and pulls it 
leftwards when unopposed by contraction of the left ventricular free 
wall. In contrast, septal rebound stretch depends on early shortening 
of the septum being terminated by late contraction of the left ven-
tricular free wall.47

We previously demonstrated in a prospective study that patterns 
1 and 2, present in 62% of patients with LBBB receiving CRT, were 
highly predictive of LV reverse remodeling after CRT (91% positive 
predictive value).48 Patients with pattern 3 experienced LV reverse 
remodeling in only 59% of cases and had an increased risk of death 
or hospitalization for heart failure after CRT, compared to those with 
patterns 1 or 2. The kappa value for inter-reader variability for charac-
terization of septal deformation pattern was excellent at 0.84. Larger 
studies are needed to identify predictors of “nonresponse” in patients 
with pattern 3 and to further explore the prognostic value of these 
patterns.

F IGURE  4 Kaplan–Meier curves showing freedom from death, 
left ventricular assist device, or heart transplant after CRT according 
to the presence of a typical LBBB longitudinal pattern. Reproduced 
from Risum et al.,43 with permission
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3.4 | Systolic stretch index (SSI)

Lumens et al., using computer-based simulations, designed a radial 
strain-based index, sensitive to the electromechanical substrates 
responsive to CRT and relatively insensitive to nonelectrical sub-
strates.24 This novel index, called SSI, was defined as the sum of 
posterolateral systolic prestretch and septal systolic rebound stretch, 
which characterized the electromechanical substrate responsive to 
CRT. Importantly, in a validation cohort of 191 patients receiving 
CRT, the authors observed that patients with SSI≥9.7% had signifi-
cantly less heart failure hospitalizations or deaths 2 years after CRT 
(hazard ratio, 0.32; 95% confidence interval, 0.19–0.53) and less 
deaths, transplants, or LV assist devices (hazard ratio, 0.28; 95% confi-
dence interval, 0.15–0.55). Consistently, SSI≥9.7% remained indepen-
dently associated with significantly less heart failure hospitalizations 
or deaths (hazard ratio, 0.41; 95% confidence interval, 0.23–0.79; 
P=.004) and less deaths, transplants, or LV assist devices (hazard ratio, 
0.27; 95% confidence interval, 0.12–0.60; P=.001) in patients with 
intermediate QRS duration or a non-LBBB morphology on the EKG.

3.5 | Relationship between electromechanical 
dyssynchrony and electrical dyssynchrony

In a recent report, we investigated classical mechanical dyssynchro-
ny indices and electromechanical indices amenable to CRT in four 
groups of patients: patients with HFrEF, a prolonged QRS duration 
and an indication for CRT (group 1); patients with HFrEF and a nar-
row QRS (group 2); patients with heart failure and preserved ejection 
fraction (group 3); and patients with hypertension, without any his-
tory of heart failure (group 4).49 Importantly, tissue Doppler–based 
indices of mechanical dyssynchrony were grossly similar among these 
four groups. In contrast, indices of electromechanical dyssynchrony 
(septal flash, typical LBBB longitudinal pattern, and septal deforma-
tion pattern 1 or 2) were highly prevalent in patients with HFrEF and 
prolonged QRS duration and very rare in other patients, including 
patients with HFrEF and narrow QRS.49 Using a principal component 
analysis approach, we demonstrated that these indices of electrome-
chanical dyssynchrony were mostly found in patients having HFrEF 
and prolonged QRS duration awaiting CRT. In contrast, patients with 
HFrEF and narrow QRS, and hypertensive or HFpEF patients were 
similar in terms of mechanical dyssynchrony. Hence, these findings 
demonstrate that electrical dyssynchrony on EKG is strongly related 
to echocardiographic indices of electromechanical dyssynchrony 
responsive to CRT.

4  | FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS AND 
POTENTIAL ROLE OF ECHOCARDIOGRAPHY 
IN THE SELECTION OF PATIENTS 
BEFORE CRT

None of the previously reported studies were randomized; there-
fore, the relationship between echocardiographic indices of 

electromechanical dyssynchrony responsible to CRT and outcome of 
patients who did not undergo CRT remains unknown. As patients with 
a very prolonged QRS duration (≥150 ms) derive maximal benefit from 
CRT in randomized controlled studies, excluding these patients from 
CRT would be unethical. In contrast, identification of reliable electro-
mechanical indices of dyssynchrony by echocardiography in patients 
with QRS of 120–149 ms is of particular interest, as this subgroup of 
patients does not seem to derive benefit from CRT in a recent meta-
analysis.28 Accordingly, randomized controlled trials using electrome-
chanical dyssynchrony may be considered in this subgroup of patients 
with intermediate QRS duration. Factors other than dyssynchrony may 
primarily negatively impact on outcome after CRT, including extent of 
LV myocardial scarring, identified by cardiac MRI and importance of 
LV diastolic and right systolic ventricular dysfunction. In addition, LV 
lead position optimization or technological advances in CRT devices 
as multipoint pacing, may improve cardiac resynchronization and con-
sequently patient outcome. In the near future, a multimodal approach 
including echocardiography, cardiac CT and electro-anatomical map-
pings should improve patient selection for CRT.50

5  | CONCLUSION

Classical assessment of LV mechanical dyssynchrony using delay 
between walls by echocardiography depends not only on electrical 
dyssynchrony, but also on abnormalities in regional contractility of 
the LV and on loading conditions; therefore, it may not represent an 
appropriate tool to select appropriate patients for CRT. In contrast, 
the echocardiographic identification of electromechanical dyssyn-
chrony based on a mechanistic approach using septal flash, apical 
rocking, typical LBBB longitudinal pattern, septal deformation pat-
terns, and systolic stretch index may be a more effective approach, 
especially for patients with intermediate QRS width, for whom the 
benefit of CRT remains uncertain.

FUNDING

None.

REFERENCES

	 1.	 Cazeau S, Ritter P, Bakdach S, et al. Four chamber pacing in dilated 
cardiomyopathy. Pacing Clin Electrophysiol. 1994;17:1974–1979.

	 2.	 Marechaux S, Pincon C, Gal B, et al. Functional mitral regurgitation at 
rest determines the acute hemodynamic response to cardiac resyn-
chronization therapy during exercise: an acute exercise echocardio-
graphic study. J Am Soc Echocardiogr. 2009;22:464–471.

	 3.	 Ennezat PV, Gal B, Kouakam C, et al. Cardiac resynchronisation ther-
apy reduces functional mitral regurgitation during dynamic exercise in 
patients with chronic heart failure: an acute echocardiographic study. 
Heart. 2006;92:1091–1095.

	 4.	 Cazeau S, Leclercq C, Lavergne T, et al. Effects of multisite biventric-
ular pacing in patients with heart failure and intraventricular conduc-
tion delay. N Engl J Med. 2001;344:873–880.

	 5.	 Abraham WT, Fisher WG, Smith AL, et al. Cardiac resynchronization in 
chronic heart failure. N Engl J Med. 2002;346:1845–1853.



     |  1751Marechaux et al.

	 6.	 Moss AJ, Hall WJ, Cannom DS, et  al. Cardiac-resynchronization 
therapy for the prevention of heart-failure events. N Engl J Med. 
2009;361:1329–1338.

	 7.	 Tang AS, Wells GA, Talajic M, et al. Cardiac-resynchronization therapy 
for mild-to-moderate heart failure. N Engl J Med. 2010;363:2385–
2395.

	 8.	 Chung ES, Leon AR, Tavazzi L, et  al. Results of the predictors of 
response to CRT (PROSPECT) trial. Circulation. 2008;117:2608–2616.

	 9.	 Yu CM, Bleeker GB, Fung JW, et al. Left ventricular reverse remod-
eling but not clinical improvement predicts long-term survival after 
cardiac resynchronization therapy. Circulation. 2005;112:1580–1586.

	10.	 Gold MR, Daubert C, Abraham WT, et al. The effect of reverse remod-
eling on long-term survival in mildly symptomatic patients with heart 
failure receiving cardiac resynchronization therapy: results of the 
REVERSE study. Heart Rhythm. 2015;12:524–530.

	11.	 Menet A, Guyomar Y, Ennezat P-V, et  al. Prognostic value of left 
ventricular reverse remodeling and performance improvement after 
cardiac resynchronization therapy: a prospective study. Int J Cardiol. 
2016;204:6–11.

	12.	 Yu C, Fung J, Zhang Q, et al. Tissue Doppler imaging is superior to 
strain rate imaging and postsystolic shortening on the prediction of 
reverse remodeling in both ischemic and nonischemic heart failure 
after cardiac resynchronization therapy. Circulation. 2004;110:66.

	13.	 Yu CM, Gorcsan J 3rd, Bleeker GB, et al. Usefulness of tissue Doppler 
velocity and strain dyssynchrony for predicting left ventricular reverse 
remodeling response after cardiac resynchronization therapy. Am J 
Cardiol. 2007;100:1263–1270.

	14.	 Bax JJ, Bleeker GB, Marwick TH, et al. Left ventricular dyssynchrony 
predicts response and prognosis after cardiac resynchronization ther-
apy. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2004;44:1834–1840.

	15.	 Yu CM, Fung WH, Lin H, Zhang Q, Sanderson JE, Lau CP. Predictors 
of left ventricular reverse remodeling after cardiac resynchronization 
therapy for heart failure secondary to idiopathic dilated or ischemic 
cardiomyopathy. Am J Cardiol. 2003;91:684–688.

	16.	 Authors/Task Force M, Dickstein K, Vardas PE, et al. 2010 Focused 
Update of ESC Guidelines on device therapy in heart failure: an 
update of the 2008 ESC Guidelines for the diagnosis and treatment 
of acute and chronic heart failure and the 2007 ESC guidelines for 
cardiac and resynchronization therapy. Developed with the special 
contribution of the Heart Failure Association and the European Heart 
Rhythm Association. Eur Heart J. 2010;31:2677–2687.

	17.	 Beshai JF, Grimm RA, Nagueh SF, et  al. Cardiac-resynchronization 
therapy in heart failure with narrow QRS complexes. N Engl J Med. 
2007;357:2461–2471.

	18.	 Thibault B, Harel F, Ducharme A, et  al. Cardiac resynchronization 
therapy in patients with heart failure and a QRS complex <120 milli-
seconds: the Evaluation of Resynchronization Therapy for Heart Fail-
ure (LESSER-EARTH) trial. Circulation. 2013;127:873–881.

	19.	 Cazeau SJ, Daubert JC, Tavazzi L, Frohlig G, Paul V. Responders to 
cardiac resynchronization therapy with narrow or intermediate QRS 
complexes identified by simple echocardiographic indices of dyssyn-
chrony: the DESIRE study. Eur J Heart Fail. 2008;10:273–280.

	20.	 Muto C, Solimene F, Gallo P, et  al. A randomized study of cardiac 
resynchronization therapy defibrillator versus dual-chamber implant-
able cardioverter-defibrillator in ischemic cardiomyopathy with nar-
row QRS: the NARROW-CRT study. Circ Arrhythm Electrophysiol. 
2013;6:538–545.

	21.	 Foley PW, Patel K, Irwin N, et al. Cardiac resynchronisation therapy in 
patients with heart failure and a normal QRS duration: the RESPOND 
study. Heart. 2011;97:1041–1047.

	22.	 Ruschitzka F, Abraham WT, Singh JP, et al. Cardiac-resynchronization 
therapy in heart failure with a narrow QRS complex. N Engl J Med. 
2013;369:1395–1405.

	23.	 Gorcsan J III, Sogaard P, Bax JJ, et  al. Association of persistent or 
worsened echocardiographic dyssynchrony with unfavourable clinical 

outcomes in heart failure patients with narrow QRS width: a subgroup 
analysis of the EchoCRT trial. Eur Heart J 2016;37:49–59.

	24.	 Lumens J, Tayal B, Walmsley J, et al. Differentiating electromechanical 
from non-electrical substrates of mechanical discoordination to iden-
tify responders to cardiac resynchronization therapy. Circ Cardiovasc 
Imaging. 2015;8:e003744.

	25.	 Bleeker GB, Schalij MJ, Van Der Wall EE, Bax JJ. Postero-lateral scar 
tissue resulting in non-response to cardiac resynchronization therapy. 
J Cardiovasc Electrophysiol. 2006;17:899–901.

	26.	 Park HE, Chang SA, Kim HK, et  al. Impact of loading condition on 
the 2D speckle tracking-derived left ventricular dyssynchrony index 
in nonischemic dilated cardiomyopathy. Circ Cardiovasc Imaging. 
2010;3:272–281.

	27.	 Mascioli G, Padeletti L, Sassone B, et al. Electrocardiographic crite-
ria of true left bundle branch block: a simple sign to predict a better 
clinical and instrumental response to CRT. Pacing Clin Electrophysiol. 
2012;35:927–934.

	28.	 Cleland JG, Abraham WT, Linde C, et al. An individual patient meta-
analysis of five randomized trials assessing the effects of cardiac 
resynchronization therapy on morbidity and mortality in patients with 
symptomatic heart failure. Eur Heart J. 2013;34:3547–3556.

	29.	 Strauss DG, Selvester RH, Wagner GS. Defining left bundle branch 
block in the era of cardiac resynchronization therapy. Am J Cardiol. 
2011;107:927–934.

	30.	 Grines CL, Bashore TM, Boudoulas H, Olson S, Shafer P, Wooley CF. 
Functional abnormalities in isolated left bundle branch block. The 
effect of interventricular asynchrony. Circulation. 1989;79:845–853.

	31.	 Parsai C, Baltabaeva A, Anderson L, Chaparro M, Bijnens B, Sutherland G. 
Low-dose dobutamine stress echo to quantify the degree of remodelling 
after cardiac resynchronization therapy. Eur Heart J. 2009;30:950.

	32.	 Parsai C, Bijnens B, Sutherland G, et al. Toward understanding response 
to cardiac resynchronization therapy: left ventricular dyssynchrony is 
only one of multiple mechanisms. Eur Heart J. 2009;30:950–958.

	33.	 Brunet-Bernard A, Marechaux S, Fauchier L, et  al. Combined score 
using clinical, electrocardiographic, and echocardiographic param-
eters to predict left ventricular remodeling in patients having had 
cardiac resynchronization therapy six months earlier. Am J Cardiol. 
2014;113:2045–2051.

	34.	 Popovic ZB, Grimm RA, Ahmad A, et  al. Longitudinal rotation: an 
unrecognised motion pattern in patients with dilated cardiomyopathy. 
Heart. 2008;94:e11.

	35.	 Ghani A, Delnoy PP, Ottervanger JP, et al. Association of apical rock-
ing with long-term major adverse cardiac events in patients undergo-
ing cardiac resynchronization therapy. Eur Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging. 
2016;24:39–46.

	36.	 Stankovic I, Prinz C, Ciarka A, et al. Relationship of visually assessed 
apical rocking and septal flash to response and long-term survival fol-
lowing cardiac resynchronization therapy (PREDICT-CRT). Eur Heart J 
Cardiovasc Imaging 2016;17:262–269.

	37.	 Delgado V, Ypenburg C, van Bommel RJ, et  al. Assessment of left 
ventricular dyssynchrony by speckle tracking strain imaging compari-
son between longitudinal, circumferential, and radial strain in cardiac 
resynchronization therapy. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2008;51:1944–1952.

	38.	 Hara H, Oyenuga OA, Tanaka H, et  al. The relationship of QRS 
morphology and mechanical dyssynchrony to long-term out-
come following cardiac resynchronization therapy. Eur Heart J. 
2012;33:2680–2691.

	39.	 Feigenbaum H, Mastouri R, Sawada S. A practical approach to 
using strain echocardiography to evaluate the left ventricle. Circ J. 
2012;76:1550–1555.

	40.	 Marechaux S. Speckle-tracking strain echocardiography: any place in 
routine daily practice in 2014? Arch Cardiovasc Dis. 2013;106:629–634.

	41.	 Risum N, Jons C, Olsen NT, et al. Simple regional strain pattern anal-
ysis to predict response to cardiac resynchronization therapy: ratio-
nale, initial results, and advantages. Am Heart J. 2012;163:697–704.



1752  |     Marechaux et al.

	42.	 Risum N, Strauss D, Sogaard P, et al. Left bundle-branch block: the rela-
tionship between electrocardiogram electrical activation and echocar-
diography mechanical contraction. Am Heart J. 2013;166:340–348.

	43.	 Risum N, Tayal B, Hansen TF, et al. Identification of typical left bundle 
branch block contraction by strain echocardiography is additive to 
electrocardiography in prediction of long-term outcome after cardiac 
resynchronization therapy. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2015;66:631–641.

	44.	 Tayal B, Gorcsan J III, Delgado-Montero A, et al. Comparative long-
term outcomes after cardiac resynchronization therapy in right ven-
tricular paced patients versus native wide left bundle branch block 
patients. Heart Rhythm. 2016;13:511–518.

	45.	 Leenders GE, De Boeck BW, Teske AJ, et al. Septal rebound stretch is 
a strong predictor of outcome after cardiac resynchronization ther-
apy. J Card Fail. 2012;18:404–412.

	46.	 Leenders GE, Lumens J, Cramer MJ, et al. Septal deformation patterns 
delineate mechanical dyssynchrony and regional differences in con-
tractility: analysis of patient data using a computer model. Circ Heart 
Fail. 2012;5:87–96.

	47.	 Walmsley J, Huntjens PR, Prinzen FW, Delhaas T, Lumens J. Septal 
flash and septal rebound stretch have different underlying mecha-
nisms. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2016;310:H394–H403.

	48.	 Marechaux S, Guiot A, Castel AL, et  al. Relationship between two-
dimensional speckle-tracking septal strain and response to cardiac 
resynchronization therapy in patients with left ventricular dysfunc-
tion and left bundle branch block: a prospective pilot study. J Am Soc 
Echocardiogr. 2014;27:501–511.

	49.	 Menet A, Greffe L, Ennezat PV, et al. Is mechanical dyssynchrony a 
therapeutic target in heart failure with preserved ejection fraction? 
Am Heart J. 2014;168:909–916 e1.

	50.	 Tavard F, Simon A, Leclercq C, Donal E, Hernandez AI, Garreau M. 
Multimodal registration and data fusion for cardiac resynchroniza-
tion therapy optimization. IEEE Trans Med Imaging. 2014;33:1363–
1372.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional Supporting Information may be found online in the support-
ing information tab for this article.

Movie clip S1. Parasternal long axis view illustrating the septal flash 
(arrow); LV: left ventricle; LA: left atrium.

Movie clip S2. Apical 4-chamber view illustrating the septal flash 
(arrow); LV: left ventricle; LA: left atrium.

Movie clip S3. Apical 4-chamber view illustrating apical rocking 
(arrows); LV: left ventricle; LA: left atrium.
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