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Abstract

Formal assessment of myocardial viability (MV) is challenging in acute myocardial infarction-related cardiogenic shock
(AMI-CS) patients receiving Impella mechanical circulatory support, as the cardiac magnetic resonance gold standard tech-
nique is not feasible due to the metallic components of the device. 18-fluorodesoxyglucose metabolic myocardial positron
emission tomography (18FDG-PET) may represent a valid and feasible alternative to obtain semi-quantitative and objective
evidence of MV during Impella support. We hereby report the first series of sequential AMI-CS patients who received
18FDG-PET scanning to assess MV during Impella support to demonstrate the safety and feasibility of this approach. In this
cohort no adverse events occurred during 18FDG-PET scans, and all images were of excellent quality. This study provides a
pragmatic guidance on how to perform this imaging modality during Impella support and finally confirms the safety and
feasibility of this advanced imaging method also in this vulnerable cohort of patients.
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Background

Myocardial recovery likelihood assessment is a prerequisite
in the weaning process from temporary mechanical circula-
tory support (tMCS) in cardiogenic shock (CS) patients.
Myocardial viability (MV) has been linked to LV systolic func-
tion improvement in coronary artery disease (CAD) patients
and tested during durable MCS to assess the likelihood of
myocardial recovery.1,2 Formal assessment of MV during
tMCS is challenging as the gold-standard cardiac magnetic
resonance (CMR) is not feasible due to the metallic compo-
nents of the mechanical devices. Metabolic myocardial imag-
ing with 18-fluorodesoxyglucose (18FDG) positron emission
tomography (PET) may overcome these limitations and pro-
vide quantitative information on regional MV.

We aimed to assess the safety and feasibility of 18FDG-PET
for MV evaluation during tMCS with the micro axial-flow
pump (mAFP) Impella (Abiomed, Danvers, USA) for acute
myocardial infarction-related CS (AMI-CS).

Methods

We included patients who underwent myocardial 18FDG-PET,
as decided by the treating physician, while on Impella for
AMI-CS at San Raffaele Hospital (Milan, Italy). In accordance
with the American Society of Nuclear Cardiology and Society
of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging guidelines,3,4 all
patients were fasting ≥6 h before the scans. Based on fasting
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serum glucose, appropriate oral glucose doses were given,
with optional doses of insulin in case of hyperglycaemia.
Steady insulin infusion was used for insulin-resistant or dia-
betic patients, as previous studies have shown excellent im-
age quality even in this subset.5 Approximately 60′ after oral
glucose administration, 18FDG (370 MBq) was administered
intravenously. Thorax cardiac PET scan was acquired using a
Discovery STE PET/CT (General Electrics, USA) approximately
60′ after 18FDG injection.

For the assessment of regional 18FDG uptake, summed
18FDG-PET images were analysed using the CardIQ Physio
software (General Electrics, USA). In a completely automated
process, the software determined the region with the maxi-
mal uptake of 18FDG within the LV, defined as the reference
ROI and set as 100%. Regional viability was defined as seg-
mental tracer uptake >50% of this maximum uptake, based
on prior studies.6–8 We also applied a visual method to assess
viability: the LV was divided into 17 segments, each segment
visually assigned a score from 0 to 4 based on relative tracer
uptake (0, normal; 1, mildly reduced; 2, moderately reduced;
3, severely reduced; and 4, absent). Scar score was deter-
mined counting the segments graded 3 or 4. The total per-
centage of the myocardium scarring was computed by nor-
malizing scar score with the maximum potential score
[score/(17 × 4) × 100%]. Values are reported as medians
(IQR) or proportion, as appropriate.

Results

Six AMI-CS patients (57 [47, 68] years; 5 males) received
Impella and underwent myocardial 18FDG-PET during
support. On admission, they had severe hypoperfusion
[serum lactate: 9.0 (5.8–10.4) mmol/L], severe congestion
[NT-proBNP: 18167 (11 462, 26 761) pg/L], and a LVEF of
17.5 (15.0–20.0)%. Five of the six patients presented with
ST-elevation myocardial infarction (STEMI). Emergent coro-
nary angiography was performed upon arrival in four STEMI
patients, one late STEMI presenter underwent coronary angi-
ography and PCI only after 24 h as arrhythmias and refractory
angina symptoms ensued at that time. Coronary anatomy
was assessed in all patients: 4 patients had three-vessel
disease, and 2 had two-vessel disease. A proximal LAD plaque
was the culprit lesion in five cases; in one patient a
three-vessel disease without a clear culprit lesion was identi-
fied (Table 1).

Overall Impella duration was 23 (20, 23) days. Choice of
Impella device was made by the treating physician. Four pa-
tients received Impella 5.0 to guarantee maximum LV
unloading and prolonged circulatory support while allowing
for patient mobilization. In patients #4 and #6, escalation
from intra-aortic balloon pump (IABP) to Impella 5.0 was
pursued, because of refractory CS; in patients #2 and #5, an Ta
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upgrade to Impella 5.0 from Impella CP was necessary due to
CP device complications (pump failure and severe hemolysis,
respectively). In remaining two cases, the Impella CP was
used upfront.

PET scans were performed 13 (8–20) days after Impella
pump insertion. At time of PET imaging all patients had a pul-
monary artery catheter in place: pulmonary artery wedge
pressure was 13 (9, 15) mmHg and mean pulmonary artery
pressure 19 (17, 21) mmHg. Impella P-level was 6 (5, 8) with
a median Impella flow of 3.7 (3.4, 4.0) L/min. Two patients
were on inotropic treatment at time of PET scan; 5 patients
received mechanical ventilation on admission, but all were
spontaneously breathing at time of PET testing. No adverse
event occurred while in the Nuclear Medicine department,
and total time spent outside the CICU for the test was 2
(2, 3) hours. Despite the mildly elevated blood glucose (126

[88, 152] mg/dL) at time of scan and the suboptimal position
with the arms along the flanks, PET image quality was excel-
lent (Figure 1). Total amount of radiation exposure was
7.1 mSv per patient. PET discriminated vital from non-vital
segments: only 9.0 (7.25, 10.75) segments/patient were via-
ble; LV necrotic area/patient was 44.1 (36.8, 51.5)%. Median
necrotic score was 39.7 (27.6, 49.6)%. PET also provided valu-
able information for subsequent management: in patient #3,
it encouraged staged revascularization of residual coronary
stenoses; in two (patients #4 and #5), it suggested that revas-
cularization might had been futile due to extensive necrosis
of non-culprit artery territories. In all other patients, PET pro-
vided objective evidence of either low likelihood of myocar-
dial recovery thus prompting transitioning to advanced heart
replacement therapies (HRT) or fair amount of viable myocar-
dium thus encouraging weaning pursuit.

Figure 1 18FDG PET scans and myocardial viability assessment. LAD, left anterior descending coronary artery; LCx, left circumflex artery; Mo1, first
marginal obtuse branch; RCA, right coronary artery; RI, ramus intermedius.
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ICU stay was 44 (35, 56) days. In-hospital deaths occurred
in three patients (50%): two from refractory CS conditioning
multiorgan failure and one from COVID-19 pneumonia; LVAD
was pursued in 2 patients as bridge-to-transplant; one pa-
tient was candidate for heart transplant but died before
transplantation; one patient experienced myocardial recov-
ery and was discharged with native heart.

Discussion

MV is a key factor influencing the myocardial recovery process
after CS, along with the aetiology of CS, the pre-existing
degree of myocardial dysfunction and end-organ adaptation
to the CS state.

In ischemic cardiomyopathy, systolic function recovery
after revascularization may require several weeks and its
amount is correlated to the extent of MV.1,9 Interestingly, re-
peated assessment of MV with 99mTc-Sestamibi SPECT along
with strain analysis has been reported as a potential marker
to predict myocardial recovery during durable LVAD
support.2 In the AMI-CS setting, MV imaging may thus inform
on the need of HRT. We hereby reported our experience with
PET imaging in the context of ongoing Impella support.
Despite logistical issues related to the presence of several in-
dwelling catheters, the need to bring a fragile patient outside
the ICU, and the relatively long time required to obtain
images, our experience showed the feasibility and safety of
PET imaging. No adverse events occurred in the Nuclear Im-
aging department, plus all images were of excellent quality
(Figure 1). Of note, PET scans were obtained after several
days of support: this ensured that the patient was stable
enough to leave the CICU for the time required for PET scan;
as such, the safety of this method may not extend to the very
acute and early phase of CS. 18FDG-PET identified patients
who could benefit from staged revascularization, those for
whom revascularization would likely be futile, and was help-
ful in providing objective evidence of low likelihood of myo-
cardial recovery thus prompting transitioning to advanced
HRT. MV evaluation is therefore useful in the multiparametric
assessment (that includes clinical, laboratory, instrumental
and imaging findings) for the decision-making between
staged revascularization, bridging supports or definitive
HRT. Unfortunately, given the small sample size of the study
we could not provide reliable comparative data between pa-
tients who were successfully weaned and those experiencing
an adverse outcome.

To our knowledge, this is the first study addressing use of
advanced imaging modalities during Impella support. While
other non-invasive metrics, like strain imaging, may be a sim-

ple first-level bed-side evaluation to predict systolic function
recovery in ischemic cardiomyopathy,10 factors related to
decubitus and suboptimal acoustic windows may limit its ap-
plication in the Impella population. We acknowledge, how-
ever, that 18FDG-PET imaging is not widely available and has
high associated costs; in future, the regional and quantitative
information provided by PET imaging may be used to derive
strain-imaging threshold for MV assessment during Impella,
thus increasing the clinical outlook of this method. Finally,
MV status may be incorporated in protocols and guide the
decision to proceed to non-culprit coronary lesions revascu-
larization in patients with AMI-CS supported by mAFP. While
our study underscores the feasibility and safety of 18FDG-PET
during mAFP in this small cohort of patients, further research
with larger patient cohorts is warranted to validate these
findings and elucidate how the quantitative data from PET
imaging can optimally inform therapeutic decision-making.
Future studies should explore the cost-effectiveness and
broader applicability of 18FDG-PET in guiding management
strategies for AMI-CS patients receiving tMCS, thereby en-
hancing the comprehensive approach to patient care in this
challenging clinical scenario.

Conclusions

Our study demonstrates the safety and feasibility of
18FDG-PET for myocardial viability assessment during Impella
support for AMI-CS. No adverse events were observed during
PET scans and image quality was excellent in all cases.
18FDG-PET imaging provided valuable insights into myocardial
viability, guiding clinical decisions in this critically ill cohort.

Funding

No funding was required for this study.

Acknowledgements

Open access funding provided by BIBLIOSAN.

Conflict of interest

Dr. Baldetti received speaker honoraria and travel grants
from Abiomed. The rest of the authors declare no conflict
of interest.

686 L. Baldetti et al.

ESC Heart Failure 2025; 12: 683–687
DOI: 10.1002/ehf2.15053

 20555822, 2025, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/ehf2.15053 by C

ochraneItalia, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [24/02/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



References

1. Panza JA, Ellis AM, Al-Khalidi HR, Holly
TA, Berman DS, Oh JK, et al. Myocardial
viability and long-term outcomes in is-
chemic cardiomyopathy. N. Engl. J.
Med. 2019;381:739-748. doi:10.1056/
NEJMoa1807365

2. Gupta DK, Skali H, Rivero J, Campbell P,
Griffin L, Smith C, et al. Assessment of
myocardial viability and left ventricular
function in patients supported by a
left ventricular assist device. J. Heart
Lung Transplant. 2014;33:372-381.
doi:10.1016/j.healun.2014.01.866

3. Bacharach S. American Society of
Nuclear Cardiology practice guidelines
PET myocardial glucose metabolism
and perfusion imaging. J. Nucl. Cardiol.
2003;10:543-556. doi:10.1016/S1071-
3581(03)00648-2

4. Dilsizian V, Bacharach SL, Beanlands RS,
Bergmann SR, Delbeke D, Dorbala S,
et al. ASNC imaging guidelines/SNMMI
procedure standard for positron emis-
sion tomography (PET) nuclear cardiol-
ogy procedures. J. Nucl. Cardiol. 2016;

23:1187-1226. doi:10.1007/s12350-
016-0522-3

5. Mhlanga J, Derenoncourt P, Haq A,
Bhandiwad A, Laforest R, Siegel BA,
et al. 18 F-FDG PET in myocardial via-
bility assessment: a practical and time-
efficient protocol. J. Nucl. Med. 2022;
63:602-608. doi:10.2967/jnumed.121.
262432

6. Rischpler C, Langwieser N,
Souvatzoglou M, Batrice A, van Marwick
S, Snajberk J, et al. PET/MRI early after
myocardial infarction: evaluation of via-
bility with late gadolinium enhancement
transmurality vs. 18F-FDG uptake. Eur.
Heart J. Cardiovasc. Imaging 2015;
doi:10.1093/ehjci/jeu317

7. Kiko T, Yokokawa T, Misaka T, Masuda
A, Yoshihisa A, Yamaki T, et al.
Myocardial viability with chronic total
occlusion assessed by hybrid positron
emission tomography/magnetic reso-
nance imaging. J. Nucl. Cardiol. 2021;
28:2335-2342. doi:10.1007/s12350-
020-02041-3

8. Beitzke D, Rasul S, Lassen ML, Pichler V,
Senn D, Stelzmüller ME, et al. Assess-
ment of myocardial viability in ischemic
heart disease by PET/MRI: comparison
of left ventricular perfusion, hiberna-
tion, and scar burden. Acad. Radiol.
2020;27:188-197. doi:10.1016/j.acra.
2019.03.021

9. Ling LF, Marwick TH, Flores DR, Jaber
WA, Brunken RC, Cerqueira MD, et al.
Identification of therapeutic benefit from
revascularization in patients with left
ventricular systolic dysfunction induc-
ible ischemia versus hibernating myocar-
dium. Circ. Cardiovasc. Imaging 2013;6:
363-372. doi:10.1161/CIRCIMAGING.
112.000138

10. Lyseggen E, Skulstad H, Helle-Valle T,
Vartdal T, Urheim S, Rabben SI, et al.
Myocardial strain analysis in acute coro-
nary occlusion. Circulation 2005;112:
3901-3910. doi:10.1161/CIRCULATIO-
NAHA.105.533372

Myocardial viability assessment during Impella support with 18-fluorodesoxyglucose PET imaging 687

ESC Heart Failure 2025; 12: 683–687
DOI: 10.1002/ehf2.15053

 20555822, 2025, 1, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1002/ehf2.15053 by C

ochraneItalia, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [24/02/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.533372

	Myocardial viability assessment during Impella support with �18�&hyphen;�fluorodesoxyglucose PET imaging
	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Funding
	Acknowledgements
	Conflict of interest
	References

