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Abstract
Background: The impact of delaying atrial fibrillation catheter ablation (AFCA) for 
antiarrhythmic drug (AAD) management on the disease course remains unclear. This 
study investigated AFCA rhythm outcomes based on the diagnosis-to-ablation time 
(DAT) and AAD responsiveness in participants with persistent AF (PeAF).
Methods: We included data from 1038 AAD-resistant PeAF participants, all of whom 
had a clear time point for AF diagnosis, especially PeAF at diagnosis time, and had 
undergone an AFCA for the first time. Participants who experienced recurrences of 
paroxysmal type on AAD therapy were analyzed as a cohort of AAD-partial respond-
ers; those maintaining PeAF on AAD were AAD-non-responders. We determined the 
DAT cutoff for best discriminating long-term rhythm outcomes using a maximum log-
likelihood estimation method based on the Cox proportional hazard regression model.
Results: Of the participants (79.8% male; median age 61), 806 (77.6%) were AAD-
non-responders. AAD-non-responders had a higher body mass index and a larger 
left atrial diameter than AAD-partial-responders. They also had a higher incidence 
of AF recurrence after AFCA (adjusted hazard ratio 1.75, 95% confidence interval 
1.33–2.30; log-rank p < .001) compared to AAD-partial-responders. The maximum 
log-likelihood estimation showed bimodal cutoffs at 22 and 40 months. The optimal 
DAT cutoff rhythm outcome was 22 months, which discriminated better in the AAD-
partial-responders than in the AAD-non-responders.
Conclusions: Both DAT and AAD responsiveness influenced AFCA rhythm outcomes. 
Delaying AFCA to a DAT of longer than 22 months was inadvisable, particularly in the 
participants in whom PeAF was changed to paroxysmal AF during AAD therapy.
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1  |  INTRODUC TION

Worldwide, atrial fibrillation (AF) is the most frequently encoun-
tered sustained cardiac arrhythmia, with a prevalence of 2%–4% in 
adults.1–4 The aggressive rhythm control in patients with AF slows 
the progression of AF, especially paroxysmal AF,5–8 and sinus resto-
ration contributes to cardiac remodeling in these patients.9 Recent 
studies have demonstrated that, when compared with medical ther-
apy, atrial fibrillation catheter ablation (AFCA) reduces the mor-
tality rate by approximately 40% in patients with heart failure.10 
Furthermore, AFCA was associated with a lower incidence of stroke 
and dementia.11–13 As per the current 2020 European Society of 
Cardiology (ESC) Guidelines for the Diagnosis and Management of 
AF, AFCA is a well-established standard procedure in cases of anti-
arrhythmic drugs (AADs)-resistant AF, as well as AF with combined 
left ventricular (LV) dysfunction.14 However, pulmonary vein isola-
tion (PVI), which has been a cornerstone of AFCA, is less effective in 
persistent AF (PeAF) than in paroxysmal AF (PAF).15

The duration between the time of the first AF diagnosis and the ini-
tiation of rhythm control therapy is known to be a prognostic factor for 
post-therapy outcomes.16 Based on the findings of a randomized clin-
ical trial (RCT) by Kirchhof et al., the need for aggressive rhythm man-
agement was emphasized, as early rhythm control in patients with AF 
has been shown to reduce adverse clinical outcomes.17 Nevertheless, 
the evidence supporting the benefits of early AFCA and the optimal 
timing thereof is lacking. Moreover, limited literature exists regard-
ing the correlation between the responsiveness of AF to AADs and 

rhythm outcomes subsequent to AFCA. Additionally, previous studies 
demonstrated inconsistent results regarding the correlation between 
AAD responsiveness and the success rate of AFCA.18,19

In this study, we aimed to evaluate and compare the rhythm out-
comes subsequent to AFCA according to AAD responsiveness, as 
well as to investigate the impact of diagnosis-to-ablation time (DAT) 
on rhythm outcomes, particularly in participants with PeAF.

2  |  METHODS

2.1  |  Study population and definitions

From March 2009 to February 2023, 1038 participants with AAD-
resistant PeAF from the Yonsei AF ablation registry, all of whom had 
a clear time point for the electrocardiographic (ECG) diagnosis of AF, 
especially PeAF at diagnosis time, had undergone a first-time AFCA. 
AFCA was performed in cases of AAD-refractory AF, as recommended 
in the current guidelines. Subsequently, regular follow-up consulta-
tions were conducted to analyze the cardiac rhythms in accordance 
with the ESC guidelines (Figure 1). PeAF was defined as an AF that 
lasted for more than 7 days.14 The DAT time was defined as the pe-
riod from the day AF was first confirmed by ECG to the day when the 
AFCA procedure was performed. Among the participants treated with 
AADs for AF, those who experienced a recurrence of a paroxysmal na-
ture were classified as AAD-partial-responders, while those consist-
ently presenting with PeAF were categorized as AAD-non-responders. 

F I G U R E  1  Study population 
and flowchart of the selection of 
participants. AAD, antiarrhythmic 
drug; AF, atrial fibrillation; AFCA, atrial 
fibrillation catheter ablation; ECG, 
electrocardiographic; PAF, paroxysmal 
atrial fibrillation.
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This study was conducted in accordance with the principles of the 
Declaration of Helsinki, and written informed consent was obtained 
from all participants who were included in the Yonsei AF Ablation 
Cohort Database (NCT02138695) for the final data analysis.

2.2  |  Electroanatomical mapping and atrial 
fibrillation catheter ablation

Before the AFCA, all participants underwent transthoracic echo-
cardiography. Additionally, either transesophageal echocardiog-
raphy or intracardiac echocardiography was performed to exclude 
intracardiac thrombi. Intracardiac electrograms were obtained using 
the Prucka Cardio Lab electrophysiology system (General Electric 
Medical Systems Inc., Milwaukee, WI, USA). For participants who 
underwent radiofrequency catheter ablation, three-dimensional 
electroanatomic mapping was performed (NavX, St. Jude Medical, 
Inc., Minnetonka, Minnesota; and CARTO, Biosense-Webster, Inc., 
Diamond Bar, California), using a circumferential pulmonary vein 
(PV) mapping catheter (AFocus, Abbott, Inc., Chicago, IL, USA; Lasso, 
Biosense-Webster Inc., Diamond Bar, CA, USA). An open-irrigated 
tip catheter (Celsius, Johnson & Johnson Inc., Diamond Bar, CA, 
USA; NaviStar ThermoCool, Biosense Webster Inc.; ThermoCool SF, 
Biosense Webster Inc.; ThermoCool SmartTouch, Biosense Webster 
Inc.; Coolflex, Abbott Inc.; TactiCath, Abbott Inc.; and FlexAbility, 
Abbott Inc.) was used. Circumferential PVI was achieved through 
the creation of continuous circumferential lesions at the antral level 
of the left atrium (LA), encircling both the left and right PVs. For 
participants who underwent cryoballoon ablation, the AFCA pro-
cedures were performed using a 28-mm cryoballoon (Arctic Front 
Advance or Arctic Front Advance Pro, Medtronic, Minneapolis, MN, 
USA) and a 12 Fr deflectable transseptal sheath (Flex Cath Advance, 
Medtronic). The 28-mm cryoballoon was used in conjunction with 
a multipolar spiral catheter (Achieve, 20 mm, Medtronic), which al-
lowed the registration of PV conduction and the determination of 
time to isolation. To ensure optimal PV occlusion, we confirmed 
proper sealing by injecting a contrast medium through the distal 
catheter lumen. Each PV ostium or antrum was frozen for 4 min. 
During the right-sided PV ablation, we stimulated the right phrenic 
nerve (PN) with a quadripolar catheter (5 F, Laon Med, Inc., Republic 
of Korea, 4–10 V, 2 ms, 1500 ms), at the junction between the supe-
rior vena cava and right subclavian vein. Furthermore, we monitored 
the compound motor action potentials to immediately identify right 
PN damage. In cases of >30% reduction or weakness in the com-
pound motor action potential amplitude, or cases due to the loss of 
PN capture, the freezing process was instantly terminated.

PVI was performed in all the participants. After achieving PVI, 
we did not use the isoproterenol and adenosine triphosphate testing 
for dormant conduction testing; instead, the procedure was finished 
after a 20-min observation period in accordance with expert con-
sensus.15 Moreover, at their discretion and when deemed necessary, 
the operators opted to perform cavotricuspid isthmus and other ad-
ditional ablations, such as the roof, posterior–inferior, and anterior 

lines, as well as complex fractionated atrial electrograms in the su-
perior vena cava or other non-PV foci.

2.3  |  Follow-up and study endpoints

All participants who had undergone AFCA attended regular follow-
up consultations at the outpatient clinic at 1, 3, 6, and 12 months, 
and thereafter every 6 months, or when symptoms occurred. In 
accordance with the 2012 Heart Rhythm Society/European Heart 
Rhythm Association/European Cardiac Arrhythmia Society (HRS/
EHRA/ECAS) Expert Consensus Statement on Catheter and Surgical 
Ablation of Atrial Fibrillation Guidelines, participants underwent 
an ECG at each outpatient consultation, as well as a 24 h Holter re-
cording at 3 and 6 months subsequent to AFCA and every 6 months 
thereafter.20 The clinical outcome was set to clinical recurrence, 
defined as any atrial arrhythmias, including atrial tachycardia, atrial 
flutter, and AF, lasting for 30 sec or more, beyond the 90-day blank-
ing period subsequent to AFCA.

2.4  |  Statistical analysis

Continuous variables were expressed as mean ± standard deviation 
(SDs) or medians with interquartile ranges (IQRs), and categorical 
variables were reported as counts (percentages). The Kaplan–Meier 
analysis with the log-rank test was used to analyze the cumulative 
incidence of clinical recurrences subsequent to AFCA. The Cox pro-
portional hazards regression model was used to examine the correla-
tion between DAT and clinical recurrence subsequent to AFCA, and 
factors significant in the univariable analyses (p < .1) were entered 
into the multivariable analyses. The results were reported as hazard 
ratios (HRs) and 95% confidence intervals (CIs). In this study, we uti-
lized Cox proportional hazards regression models for each potential 
DAT cutoff value. The maximum log-likelihood estimation method, 
a standard statistical approach for estimating the parameters of a 
probability distribution from the observed data, was employed to 
determine the time at which the disparity between the two cohorts 
was the most statistically significant. Consequently, the cutoff value 
with the highest likelihood estimation was chosen as the optimal 
timing for DAT. Two-sided p-values <.05 were considered statisti-
cally significant. Statistical analyses were conducted using R statisti-
cal software (version 4.1.2, R Foundation for Statistical Computing, 
Vienna, Austria; http://​www.​r-​proje​ct.​org/​).

3 | RESULTS

3.1  |  Baseline characteristics of participants

In this study, 1038 participants with PeAF were included, with a 
median age of 61 years (IQR: 54–68 years), and 79.8% of the partici-
pants were male. Cryoablation was performed in 20.9% (n = 217) of 
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the participants, and the median DAT was 24 months (IQR: 11–51) 
(Table 1).

3.2  |  Comparison of the antiarrhythmic rhythm 
outcomes between drug-non-responders and 
partial-responders

We compared the two cohorts of participants: the AAD-non-
responders and the AAD-partial-responders (Table 1). The propor-
tion of males (p = .001), body mass index (p = .007), LA diameter 
(p < .001), and pericardial fat volume (p < .001) were higher in the 
AAD-non-responders than in the AAD-partial-responders. Redo 
procedures were performed more in AAD-non-responders than in 
AAD-partial responders. Regarding rhythm outcomes during the 
median of the 27-month follow-up (IQR: 16–46 months), the AAD-
non-responders demonstrated a higher incidence of clinical recur-
rences subsequent to AFCA than did the AAD-partial-responders 
(log-rank p < .001; adjusted HR [aHR] 1.75; 95% CI 1.33–2.30) 
(Figure 2A).

3.3  |  Cutoff values of diagnosis-to-ablation time, 
with post-ablation rhythm outcomes

In the multivariate Cox proportional hazards regression analysis, a 
longer DAT was correlated with a high risk of clinical recurrence sub-
sequent to AFCA (per year increase, aHR = 1.03, 95% CI: 1.01–1.06, 
p = .008, Table 2 and Table S1). The log-likelihood graphs of the Cox 
proportional hazards regression models showed bimodal morphol-
ogy for the cutoff values of 22 and 40 months (Figure 3A). The cut-
off value of DAT that most optimally discriminated between rhythm 
outcomes was 22 months, using the maximum log-likelihood estima-
tion method.

Table  3 presents the characteristics of the participants with a 
DAT ≤22 months and with a DAT > 22 months. Although empirical 
linear ablations were more frequently performed and the proce-
dure times were longer, the risk of clinical recurrence subsequent 
to AFCA was statistically significantly higher in the DAT > 22 months 
sub-cohort than that in the DAT ≤22 months sub-cohort (log-rank 
p = .001; aHR 1.34, 95% CI 1.09–1.64) (Figure 2C and Table 2). The 
DAT >40 months showed a similar discrimination power for worse 
rhythm outcomes (log-rank p = .001; aHR 1.34, 95% CI 1.09–1.65) 
(Figure  2D and Table  2). In contrast, the DAT >12 months did not 
discriminate against the risk of recurrence subsequent to AFCA (log-
rank p = .290; aHR 1.09, 95% CI 0.88–1.36) (Figure 2B and Table 2).

3.4  |  Optimal timing of ablation depending on 
antiarrhythmic drug responsiveness

We examined the log-likelihood function for Cox proportional haz-
ards regression models at each possible cutoff value for DAT in the 

cohorts of the AAD-partial-responders and AAD-non-responders. 
The cutoff values for DAT, calculated using the maximum likelihood 
estimation method, were 22 and 40 months in the cohorts of the 
AAD-partial-responders and AAD-non-responders, respectively 
(Figure  3B,C). In the cohort of the AAD-partial-responders, the 
DAT cutoff value of 22 months demonstrated a higher discrimina-
tive power for rhythm outcomes (DAT >22 months: aHR 1.96, 95% 
CI 1.16–3.31, p = .012) than that of 40 months (DAT >40 months: 
aHR 1.69, 95% CI 1.02–2.80, p = .040) (Figure  4; Table  S2). In the 
cohort of the AAD-non-responders, the DAT cutoff values of 22 and 
40 months exhibited comparable discrimination powers for clinical 
recurrences subsequent to AFCA (DAT >22 months: aHR 1.24, 95% 
CI 0.99–1.55, p = .056; DAT >40 months: aHR 1.28, 95% CI 1.02–
1.60, p = .031) (Figure 5; Table S3).

3.5  |  Sensitivity analysis

We conducted sensitivity analyses, limiting the maximal follow-up 
duration to 3 years. The results were consistent with the main analy-
ses in the overall population (Figure  S1). Additionally, in subgroup 
analyses based on AAD responsiveness, both DAT cutoffs of 22 and 
40 months exhibited greater distinctiveness compared to the main 
analyses (Figures  S2 and S3). This further strengthens our initial 
observation that the DAT cutoff value of 22 months possesses high 
discriminative power for long-term rhythm outcomes in the overall 
population.

4  |  DISCUSSION

The main findings of our study are as follows. First, in the cohort 
of the AAD-partial-responders, the incidence of recurrence subse-
quent to AFCA was lower than that in the cohort of the AAD-non-
responders. Second, in participants with PeAF, a longer DAT was 
correlated with a higher risk of recurrence, with a cutoff value of 
22 months, as estimated using the maximum log-likelihood estima-
tion method. Third, these results suggest that in participants with 
PeAF, the implementation of AFCA should not be postponed until 
22 months of DAT, particularly in those who had responded to AADs.

Recent studies have emphasized the importance of an early 
rhythm control strategy, which includes not only AFCA but also 
AADs. However, clear evidence for the early implementation of 
AFCA is still lacking.17,21 Several studies, including retrospec-
tive observational studies and meta-analyses, have shown that 
a shorter duration from diagnosis to ablation (DAT) is associated 
with higher procedural success rates and improved clinical out-
comes.16,22–24 However, a recent RCT indicated similar success 
rates between early and delayed AFCA.25 It is worth noting that 
in this trial, the distinction between “early” and “delayed” centers 
on referral periods rather than the duration of DAT. Furthermore, 
the trial encompassed both PAF and PeAF. In this study, we con-
ducted Cox proportional hazards regression analysis, focusing on 
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TA B L E  1  A comparison of the baseline characteristics of participants divided into the two cohorts of AAD-non-responders and 
AAD-partial-responders.

Overall (N = 1038)
AAD-non-responders 
(N = 806)

AAD-partial-responders 
(N = 232) p-value

Age, yr 61 (54–68) 61 (54–68) 62 (55–69) .194

Male sex, n (%) 828 (79.8%) 662 (82.1%) 166 (71.6%) .001

BMI, kg/m2 25.3 (23.4–27.3) 25.3 (23.5–27.4) 24.9 (22.8–26.6) .007

BSA, m2 1.9 (1.7–2.0) 1.9 (1.8–2.0) 1.8 (1.7–1.9) <.001

Cryoablation, n (%) 217 (20.9%) 185 (23.0%) 32 (13.8%) .003

DAT, mo 24 (11–51) 24 (10–51) 24 (12–48) .493

Follow-up, mo 27 (16–46) 26 (15–42) 35 (21–57) <.001

Comorbidities, n (%)

Congestive heart failure 261 (25.1%) 202 (25.1%) 59 (25.4%) .977

Hypertension 538 (51.8%) 420 (52.1%) 118 (50.9%) .795

Diabetes mellitus 188 (18.1%) 149 (18.5%) 39 (16.8%) .626

Stroke or TIA 139 (13.4%) 104 (12.9%) 35 (15.1%) .453

Vascular disease 80 (7.7%) 57 (7.1%) 23 (9.9%) .197

CHA2DS2-VASc score 2 (1–3) 2 (1–3) 2 (1–3) .181

Echocardiography

LA diameter, mm 44 (40–47) 44 (41–48) 41 (37–46) <.001

LA volume index, mL/m2 42.0 (35.2–51.1) 43.0 (36.4–52.9) 38.0 (31.6–45.9) <.001

LVEF, % 62 (58–67) 62 (57–67) 63 (59–68) .004

E/e' ratio 9.2 (7.5–12.0) 9.1 (7.4–11.7) 9.3 (7.8–12.4) .140

E velocity, m/s 0.8 (0.6–0.9) 0.8 (0.7–0.9) 0.7 (0.6–0.8) <.001

Peak TRV, m/s 2.3 (2.1–2.5) 2.3 (2.1–2.5) 2.3 (2.1–2.5) .352

RVSP, mmHg 26 (22–30) 26 (23–31) 25 (22–30) .169

Laboratory findings

BUN, mg/dL 16.4 (13.9–19.4) 16.5 (14.0–19.8) 15.6 (13.1–18.4) .001

Creatinine, mg/dL 1.0 (0.8–1.1) 1.0 (0.8–1.1) 0.9 (0.8–1.0) <.001

Serum albumin, g/dL 4.4 (4.2–4.6) 4.4 (4.2–4.6) 4.4 (4.1–4.6) .014

GFR, ml/min/1.73 m2 78.0 (68.0–87.0) 77.0 (68.0–86.0) 80.0 (67.5–93.0) .039

Hb, g/dL 14.8 (13.8–15.8) 14.9 (14.0–15.8) 14.2 (13.2–15.4) .000

RDW, % 12.8 (12.3–13.3) 12.8 (12.3–13.3) 12.8 (12.4–13.3) .990

Lymphocyte count, 103/uL 2.0 (1.7–2.5) 2.0 (1.7–2.6) 2.0 (1.7–2.5) .940

Total cholesterol, mg/dL 167 (138–194) 169 (138–196) 164 (138–188) .261

HDL-cholesterol, mg/dL 47 (41–53) 46 (41–53) 48 (41–55) .199

LDL-cholesterol, mg/dL 96 (70–121) 98 (72–122.0) 91 (68–117) .103

Triglycerides, mg/dL 112 (82–158) 114.0 (83.2–158.0) 108 (79–156) .218

Serum glucose, mg/dL 102 (95–112.5) 102 (95–113) 103 (95–112) .979

HbA1c, % 6.3 (6.0–6.9) 6.4 (6.0–6.9) 6.2 (5.9–7.0) .392

PFV

Total PFV, cm3 119.2 (91.4–152.0) 123.4 (96.4–156.3) 105.8 (77.3–136.5) <.001

Atrial PFV, cm3 50.4 (37.6–65.9) 52.1 (39.7–68.2) 42.9 (30.8–56.3) <.001

Ventricular PFV, cm3 68.7 (51.3–87.1) 70.1 (53.2–88.5) 61.7 (45.9–79.7) <.001

AADs .495

Class Ic, n (%)a 313 (30.3%) 248 (30.9%) 65 (28.3%)

Class III, n (%)b 720 (69.7%) 555 (69.1%) 165 (71.1%)

(Continues)
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participants with PeAF, to investigate the impact of DAT on clini-
cal recurrences following AFCA. Subsequently, we employed the 
maximum likelihood estimation method to determine the optimal 

DAT cutoff value. Our findings revealed that the greatest disparity 
in clinical recurrences occurred when comparing DATs before and 
after 22 months. This underscores the significance of performing 

Overall (N = 1038)
AAD-non-responders 
(N = 806)

AAD-partial-responders 
(N = 232) p-value

Procedures

CPVIs, n (%) 1038 (100.0%) 806 (100.0%) 232 (100.0%) 1.000

CTI ablations, n (%) 848 (81.7%) 638 (79.2%) 210 (90.5%) <.001

Other linear ablations, n (%) 809 (77.9%) 603 (74.8%) 206 (88.8%) <.001

Use of a contact force-sensing 
catheter, n (%)

93 (9.0%) 67 (8.3%) 26 (11.2%) .219

Procedure time, min 129 (93–173) 123 (88–170) 143 (108–180) <.001

Ablation time, s 2606 (1808–4441) 2512 (1749–4132) 3298 (1964–5038) .001

Performance of repeat ablation 
during follow-up, n (%)

70 (6.7%) 67 (8.3%) 3 (1.3%) <.001

Abbreviations: AADs, antiarrhythmic drugs; BMI, body mass index; BSA, body surface area; BUN, blood urea nitrogen; CHA2DS2-VASc score, 
congestive cardiac failure, hypertension, age ≥ 75 (doubled), diabetes, stroke (doubled), vascular disease, age 65–74, and sex category (female) score; 
CPVIs, circumferential pulmonary vein isolations; CTI, cavotricuspid isthmus; DAT, diagnosis-to-ablation time; E velocity, early filling velocity; E/e' 
ratio: the ratio of early diastolic mitral inflow velocity to early diastolic mitral annular velocity; GFR, glomerular filtration rate; Hb, hemoglobin; 
HbA1c, glycated hemoglobin; HDL-cholesterol, high-density lipoprotein-cholesterol; LA: left atrial; LDL-cholesterol, low-density lipoprotein-
cholesterol; LVEF, left ventricular ejection fraction; PFV, pericardial fat volume; RDW, red blood cell distribution width; RSVP, right ventricular 
systolic pressure; TIA, transient ischemic attack; TRV, tricuspid regurgitation velocity.
aClass Ic antiarrhythmic drugs: flecainide, propafenone, pilsicainide.
bClass III antiarrhythmic drugs: amiodarone, dronedarone, sotalol.

TA B L E  1  (Continued)

F I G U R E  2  Kaplan–Meier analyses of the recurrence-free survival of PeAF subsequent to AFCA. (A) Kaplan–Meier analysis of the 
recurrence-free survival of PeAF subsequent to AFCA between AAD-partial-responders and AAD-non-responders. Kaplan–Meier analysis 
of the recurrence-free survival of PeAF subsequent to AFCA between the DAT (B) ≤12 and >12 months, (C) ≤22 and >22 months, and (D) ≤40 
and >40 months. AAD, antiarrhythmic drug; aHR, adjusted hazards ratio; AFCA, atrial fibrillation catheter ablation; CI, confidence interval; 
DAT, diagnosis-to-ablation time; PeAF, persistent atrial fibrillation.
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the procedure within 22 months to mitigate clinical recurrences in 
the overall population with PeAF.

An extended period of AF leads to pronounced atrial remodeling, 
and the maintenance of sinus rhythm (SR) is essential in mitigating 
this remodeling process.26 Furthermore, the extent of atrial remod-
eling significantly affects the prognosis of AF following rhythm con-
trol.27 In this study, the observation that the LA size and pericardial 
fat volume are significantly larger in the AAD-non-responder group 
than in the AAD-partial-responder group suggests an association 
with LA remodeling. Based on these considerations, studies inves-
tigating early rhythm control have been in focus. Current findings 
indicate a positive correlation between early rhythm control and 
improved clinical outcomes.17,21 AFCA performed in the early dis-
ease state of AF, such as PAF, is approximately more effective than 
ablations that are performed in a later disease state of AF, such as 

long-standing PeAF.28 The success rate of PVI for PeAF is approxi-
mately 54%, which is a consistent observation in two recent large 
RCTs using contemporary ablation technology.29,30 While the 2020 
ESC guidelines recommend AFCA for patients with an AF unrespon-
sive to AADs, there is limited evidence on rhythm outcomes sub-
sequent to AFCA based on the responsiveness to AADs. In a study 
by Igarashi et al., the data of 51 patients with long-standing PeAF 
were analyzed to compare AFCA outcomes after extensive AAD 
therapy. Those with a restored SR showed better AFCA outcomes 
than those remaining in AF, with AF-free rates of 61% and 22% at 
14 months, respectively.31 In this study, the proportion of patients 
undergoing additional non-PV ablation, such as linear ablation, was 
lower in the AAD-non-responder group despite having a larger LA 
size than in the AAD-partial-responder group (Table 1). Conversely, 
additional ablation was more frequently performed in the DAT > 22-
month group than in their counterpart, while there was no differ-
ence in LA size between the groups (Table 3). These findings suggest 
that LA size, AAD response, or AF duration are not strongly related 
to the decision to perform additional ablation beyond PV isolation. 
Moreover, the observation that the rhythm outcome was not favor-
able in the DAT > 22-month group, despite the performance of linear 
ablation, aligns with the findings of the previous RCTs.29,32

The interval from AF diagnosis to deciding on AFCA is influenced 
by the response to AADs. In real clinical practice, the decision to 
continue AAD therapy or to opt for AFCA in patients with PeAF who 
responded to AAD therapy makes a dilemma, influenced by the cost 
and risk–benefit considerations and the fact that AFCA is not the 
first-line treatment for PeAF. Consequently, our aim was to conduct 
an analysis that focused on the response to AAD. To reiterate, in this 
study, AAD-partial-responders were defined as participants who 
experienced paroxysmal recurrence after the use of AADs. AAD-
partial-responders exhibited more favorable rhythm outcomes than 
AAD-non-responders. Sub-cohort analyses based on AAD respon-
siveness were conducted to determine the optimal DAT cutoff value. 
In the cohort of AAD-partial-responders, the lesser extent of atrial 
remodeling indicated a favorable response to the AADs, suggesting 

TA B L E  2  Multivariable Cox proportional hazards regression 
analyses of the clinical recurrences subsequent to atrial fibrillation 
catheter ablation in persistent atrial fibrillation.

Multivariate analysis

HR 95% CI p-value

DAT as a continuous 
variable

DAT, per 12 months 
increase

1.03 1.01–1.06 .008

DAT as a categorical variable

DAT >12 months 1.09 0.88–1.36 .427

DAT >22 months 1.34 1.09–1.64 .005

DAT >40 months 1.34 1.09–1.65 .005

Note: Factors significant in the univariable analyses (p < .1), including 
left atrial volume index, left ventricular ejection fraction, E velocity, 
atrial pericardial fat volume, and antiarrhythmic drug responsiveness, 
were entered into the multivariable analyses. Detailed univariable and 
multivariable Cox regression models were presented in Table S1.
Abbreviations: CI, confidence interval; DAT, diagnosis-to-ablation time; 
HR, hazard ratio.

F I G U R E  3  Log-likelihood graphs of the Cox proportional hazards regression models of the clinical recurrences subsequent to AFCA. 
Log-likelihood graph and maximum log-likelihood estimation of the Cox proportional hazards regression model in (A) all participants, (B) 
AAD-partial-responders, and (C) AAD-non-responders. AAD, antiarrhythmic drug; AFCA, atrial fibrillation catheter ablation.
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TA B L E  3  A comparison of the baseline characteristics of participants divided into sub-cohorts, as determined by the DAT ≤22 and 
>22 months.

DAT ≤22 months (N = 470) DAT >22 months (N = 568) p-value

Age, y 60 (53–67) 61 (55–68) .151

Male sex, n (%) 376 (80.0%) 452 (79.6%) .927

BMI, kg/m2 25.1 (23.2–27.4) 25.3 (23.5–27.1) .902

BSA, m2 1.9 (1.7–2.0) 1.9 (1.7–2.0) .885

Cryoablation, n (%) 111 (23.6%) 106 (18.7%) .060

DAT, mo 10 (7–14) 48 (32–84) <.001

Follow-up, mo 27 (16–44) 28 (16–50) .320

Comorbidities, n (%)

Congestive heart failure 112 (23.8%) 149 (26.2%) .414

Hypertension 260 (55.3%) 278 (48.9%) .047

Diabetes mellitus 88 (18.7%) 100 (17.6%) .701

Stroke or TIA 68 (14.5%) 71 (12.5%) .404

Vascular disease 41 (8.7%) 39 (6.9%) .317

CHA2DS2-VASc score 2 (1–3) 2 (1–3) .227

Echocardiography

LA diameter, mm 43 (40–47) 44 (40–48) .080

LA volume index, mL/m2 41.2 (34.9–51.0) 42.2 (35.5–51.2) .239

LVEF, % 62.0 (57.0–67.0) 62.0 (58.0–67.0) .036

E/e' ratio 9.1 (7.7–11.4) 9.2 (7.4–12.2) .342

E velocity, m/s 0.8 (0.6–0.9) 0.8 (0.7–0.9) .393

Peak TR velocity, m/s 2.3 (2.1–2.5) 2.3 (2.1–2.5) .359

RVSP, mmHg 26 (22–30) 26 (23–31) .395

Laboratory findings

BUN 16.4 (13.8–19.4) 16.4 (13.9–19.5) .976

Creatinine 1.0 (0.8–1.1) 1.0 (0.8–1.1) .696

Serum albumin 4.4 (4.2–4.6) 4.4 (4.2–4.6) .954

GFR 78.0 (68.0–88.0) 77.0 (68.0–86.5) .323

Hb 14.7 (13.6–15.8) 14.9 (13.9–15.8) .172

RDW 12.8 (12.3–13.2) 12.9 (12.4–13.3) .288

Lymphocyte count 2.0 (1.7–2.6) 2.1 (1.7–2.5) .648

Total cholesterol 164.0 (135.0–195.0) 168.0 (141.0–193.0) .469

HDL-cholesterol 46.0 (39.8–53.0) 47.0 (42.0–54.0) .038

LDL-cholesterol 93.0 (66.5–122.2) 97.0 (72.7–120.8) .311

Triglycerides 115.5 (84.0–164.0) 109.0 (81.0–151.0) .092

Serum glucose 103.0 (95.0–114.0) 101.5 (94.0–111.0) .067

HbA1c 6.2 (6.0–7.0) 6.3 (5.9–6.9) .960

PFV

Total PFV, cm3 117.3 (90.4–150.4) 121.9 (91.6–154.6) .351

Atrial PFV, cm3 50.2 (37.1–63.6) 50.6 (38.0–67.1) .378

Ventricular PFV, cm3 68.6 (51.7–86.2) 68.8 (51.2–87.7) .433

AADs, n (%) .786

Class Ica 144 (30.8%) 169 (29.9%)

Class IIIb 323 (69.2%) 397 (70.1%)
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that the early initiation of AFCA could have resulted in more positive 
rhythm control outcomes. The optimal cutoff value for AAD-partial-
responders was 22 months, whereas the discrimination power of 
the cutoff value of 22 months for AAD-non-responders was less 
prominent. This suggests a strong correlation between earlier AFCA 
and better rhythm outcomes among those for whom the treatment 
with AADs had worked, partially to a limited extent. In the cohort of 
AAD-non-responders, the extent of LA remodeling progressed from 
the time of diagnosis, leading to diminished effectiveness of AFCA, 
as evidenced by the optimal discrimination power of the cutoff value 

of 40 months and less prominent discriminating abilities of both cut-
off values of 22 and 40 months. These findings suggest that respon-
siveness to AADs may help predict rhythm outcomes after AFCA 
and determine the optimal timing of AFCA.

4.1  |  Limitations

This study had several limitations. First, being a single-center, 
retrospective, observational cohort study introduced a potential 

DAT ≤22 months (N = 470) DAT >22 months (N = 568) p-value

Procedures

CPVIs, n (%) 470 (100.0%) 568 (100.0%) 1.000

CTI ablations, n (%) 375 (79.8%) 473 (83.3%) .172

Other linear ablations, n (%) 344 (73.2%) 465 (81.9%) .001

Use of a contact force-sensing catheter, n (%) 45 (9.6%) 48 (8.5%) .602

Procedure time, min, n (%) 120 (90–163) 135 (95–181) .001

Ablation time, s 2486 (1752–4086) 2730 (1858–4852) .010

Abbreviations: AADs, antiarrhythmic drugs; BMI, body mass index; BSA, body surface area; BUN, blood urea nitrogen; CHA2DS2-VASc score, 
congestive cardiac failure, hypertension, age ≥ 75 (doubled), diabetes, stroke (doubled), vascular disease, age 65 to 74, and sex category (female) 
score; CPVIs, circumferential pulmonary vein isolations; CTI, cavotricuspid isthmus; DAT, diagnosis-to-ablation time; GFR, glomerular filtration rate; 
E velocity, early filling velocity; E/e' ratio: the ratio of early diastolic mitral inflow velocity to early diastolic mitral annular velocity; GFR, glomerular 
filtration rate; Hb, hemoglobin; HbA1c, glycated hemoglobin; HDL-cholesterol, high-density lipoprotein-cholesterol; LA, left atrial; LDL-cholesterol, 
low-density lipoprotein-cholesterol; LVEF, left ventricular ejection fraction; PFV, pericardial fat volume; RDW, red blood cell distribution width; RSVP, 
right ventricular systolic pressure; TIA, transient ischemic attack; TRV, tricuspid regurgitation velocity.
aClass Ic antiarrhythmic drugs: flecainide, propafenone, pilsicainide.
bClass III antiarrhythmic drugs: amiodarone, dronedarone, sotalol.

TA B L E  3  (Continued)

F I G U R E  4  Survival analyses by cutoff values for the DAT, in the cohort for AAD-partial-responders. Kaplan–Meier analysis for the 
recurrence-free survival subsequent to AFCA between the (A) DAT ≤12 and >12 months, (B) ≤22 and >22 months, and (C) ≤40 and 
>40 months in the cohort of AAD-partial-responders. AAD, antiarrhythmic drug; aHR, adjusted hazards ratio; AFCA, atrial fibrillation 
catheter ablation; CI, confidence interval; DAT, diagnosis-to-ablation time; HR, hazards ratio.
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selection bias between cohorts, justifying subsequent multi-
center, prospective studies. Second, gauging the duration of PeAF 
and rhythm control outcomes subsequent to AFCA is challenging. 
We employed the DAT to assess AF progression and post-ablation 
rhythm outcomes; however, this may not have precisely repre-
sented the disease progression of AF, particularly in asymptomatic 
participants, where potential detection bias may have arisen from 
delayed diagnoses. Third, variations in the timing of AF diagno-
sis and administration of AADs may have influenced the AAD 
responsiveness. Fourth, the participants may exhibit heterogene-
ity because of the extended period over which the patients were 
analyzed. Fifth, the proportion of cases using contact force was 
relatively low. Nevertheless, we believe that our findings provided 
valuable insights for determining the optimal timing of AFCA in 
participants.

5  |  CONCLUSIONS

Both DAT and AAD responsiveness affected the rhythm outcomes 
of AFCA. Delaying AFCA to a DAT of longer than 22 months proved 
not to be advisable, particularly in participants in whom PeAF was 
changed to PAF during AAD therapy.

FUNDING INFORMATION
A grant from the Korea Medical Device Development Fund grant 
(Project number 1711174471; RS-2022-00141473) funded by the 
Korea government (the Ministry of Science and ICT, the Ministry of 

Trade, Industry and Energy, the Ministry of Health & Welfare, the 
Ministry of Food and Drug Safety), a grant from the Korean Cardiac 
Research Foundation (202303-01), and a grant from the Korean 
Heart Rhythm Society (KHRS2023-2).

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T S TATEMENT
Authors declare no conflict of interests for this article.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
The data and statistical methods are available on request from the 
corresponding author. The data are not publicly available due to pri-
vacy or ethical restrictions.

E THIC S S TATEMENT
This study was conducted in accordance with the principles of 
the Declaration of Helsinki, and written informed consent was 
obtained from all participants who were included in the Yonsei 
AF Ablation Cohort Database (NCT02138695) for the final data 
analysis.

PATIENT CONSENT S TATEMENT
Written informed consent was obtained from all participants 
who were included in the Yonsei AF Ablation Cohort Database 
(NCT02138695).

PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE MATERIAL FROM 
OTHER SOURCE S
N/A.

F I G U R E  5  Survival analyses by cutoff values for DAT in the cohort of AAD-non-responders. Kaplan–Meier analysis for the recurrence-
free survival subsequent to AFCA between the DAT (A) ≤12 and >12 months, (B) ≤22 and >22 months, and (C) ≤40 and >40 months in 
the cohort of AAD-non responders. AAD, antiarrhythmic drug; aHR, adjusted hazards ratio; AFCA, atrial fibrillation catheter ablation; CI, 
confidence interval; DAT, diagnosis-to-ablation time; HR, hazards ratio.



    |  877KIM et al.

CLINIC AL TRIAL REG IS TR ATION
Yonsei AF Ablation Cohort Database (NCT02138695).

ORCID
Daehoon Kim   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9736-450X 
Hee Tae Yu   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6835-4759 
Tae-Hoon Kim   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4200-3456 
Jae-Sun Uhm   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1611-8172 
Boyoung Joung   https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9036-7225 
Hui-Nam Pak   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3256-3620 

R E FE R E N C E S
	 1.	 Rahman F, Kwan GF, Benjamin EJ. Global epidemiology of atrial 

fibrillation. Nat Rev Cardiol. 2014;11:639–54.
	 2.	 Benjamin EJ, Muntner P, Alonso A, Bittencourt MS, Callaway CW, 

Carson AP, et  al. Heart disease and stroke Statistics-2019 up-
date: a report from the American Heart Association. Circulation. 
2019;139:e56–e528.

	 3.	 Kornej J, Börschel CS, Benjamin EJ, Schnabel RB. Epidemiology of 
atrial fibrillation in the 21st century: novel methods and new in-
sights. Circ Res. 2020;127:4–20.

	 4.	 Timmis A, Townsend N, Gale CP, Torbica A, Lettino M, Petersen 
SE, et  al. European Society of Cardiology: cardiovascular disease 
statistics 2019. Eur Heart J. 2020;41:12–85.

	 5.	 Camm AJ, Breithardt G, Crijns H, Dorian P, Kowey P, Le Heuzey JY, 
et al. Real-life observations of clinical outcomes with rhythm- and 
rate-control therapies for atrial fibrillation RECORDAF (registry on 
cardiac rhythm disorders assessing the control of atrial fibrillation). 
J Am Coll Cardiol. 2011;58:493–501.

	 6.	 De Vos CB, Breithardt G, Camm AJ, Dorian P, Kowey PR, Le Heuzey 
JY, et al. Progression of atrial fibrillation in the REgistry on cardiac 
rhythm disORDers assessing the control of atrial fibrillation cohort: 
clinical correlates and the effect of rhythm-control therapy. Am 
Heart J. 2012;163:887–93.

	 7.	 Andrade JG, Deyell MW, Macle L, Wells GA, Bennett M, Essebag 
V, et al. Progression of atrial fibrillation after Cryoablation or drug 
therapy. N Engl J Med. 2023;388:105–16.

	 8.	 Chung SC, Lai A, Lip GYH, Lambiase PD, Providencia R. Impact 
of anti-arrhythmic drugs and catheter ablation on the survival of 
patients with atrial fibrillation: a population study based on 199 
433 new-onset atrial fibrillation patients in the UK. Europace. 
2023;25:351–9.

	 9.	 Soulat-Dufour L, Lang S, Addetia K, Ederhy S, Adavane-Scheuble S, 
Chauvet-Droit M, et al. Restoring sinus rhythm reverses cardiac re-
modeling and reduces Valvular regurgitation in patients with atrial 
fibrillation. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2022;79:951–61.

	10.	 Marrouche NF, Brachmann J, Andresen D, Siebels J, Boersma L, 
Jordaens L, et al. Catheter ablation for atrial fibrillation with heart 
failure. N Engl J Med. 2018;378:417–27.

	11.	 Kim D, Yang PS, Sung JH, Jang E, Yu HT, Kim TH, et al. Less demen-
tia after catheter ablation for atrial fibrillation: a nationwide cohort 
study. Eur Heart J. 2020;41:4483–93.

	12.	 Bunch TJ, Crandall BG, Weiss JP, May HT, Bair TL, Osborn JS, 
et  al. Patients treated with catheter ablation for atrial fibrillation 
have long-term rates of death, stroke, and dementia similar to 
patients without atrial fibrillation. J Cardiovasc Electrophysiol. 
2011;22:839–45.

	13.	 Mansour M, Heist EK, Agarwal R, Bunch TJ, Karst E, Ruskin JN, 
et  al. Stroke and cardiovascular events after ablation or antiar-
rhythmic drugs for treatment of patients with atrial fibrillation. Am 
J Cardiol. 2018;121:1192–9.

	14.	 Hindricks G, Potpara T, Dagres N, Arbelo E, Bax JJ, Blomström-
Lundqvist C, et al. 2020 ESC guidelines for the diagnosis and man-
agement of atrial fibrillation developed in collaboration with the 
European Association for Cardio-Thoracic Surgery (EACTS): the 
task force for the diagnosis and management of atrial fibrillation of 
the European Society of Cardiology (ESC) developed with the spe-
cial contribution of the European heart rhythm association (EHRA) 
of the ESC. Eur Heart J. 2021;42:373–498.

	15.	 Calkins H, Hindricks G, Cappato R, Kim YH, Saad EB, Aguinaga L, 
et al. 2017 HRS/EHRA/ECAS/APHRS/SOLAECE expert consensus 
statement on catheter and surgical ablation of atrial fibrillation. 
Heart Rhythm. 2017;14:e275–e444.

	16.	 Chew DS, Black-Maier E, Loring Z, Noseworthy PA, Packer DL, 
Exner DV, et  al. Diagnosis-to-ablation time and recurrence of 
atrial fibrillation following catheter ablation: a systematic re-
view and meta-analysis of observational studies. Circ Arrhythm 
Electrophysiol. 2020;13:e008128.

	17.	 Kirchhof P, Camm AJ, Goette A, Brandes A, Eckardt L, Elvan A, et al. 
Early rhythm-control therapy in patients with atrial fibrillation. N 
Engl J Med. 2020;383:1305–16.

	18.	 Wang M, Tellor KB, Ramaswamy K, Krainik AJ, Armbruster AL. 
Evaluation of the effect of prior antiarrhythmic drug use on the 
success of atrial fibrillation catheter ablation. J Clin Pharm Ther. 
2019;44:708–14.

	19.	 Winkle RA, Mead RH, Engel G, Kong MH, Patrawala RA. Prior anti-
arrhythmic drug use and the outcome of atrial fibrillation ablation. 
Europace. 2012;14:646–52.

	20.	 Calkins H, Kuck KH, Cappato R, Brugada J, Camm AJ, Chen SA, 
et  al. HRS/EHRA/ECAS expert consensus statement on catheter 
and surgical ablation of atrial fibrillation: recommendations for 
patient selection, procedural techniques, patient management 
and follow-up, definitions, endpoints, and research trial design: a 
report of the Heart Rhythm Society (HRS) task force on catheter 
and surgical ablation of atrial fibrillation. Developed in partner-
ship with the European heart rhythm association (EHRA), a regis-
tered branch of the European Society of Cardiology (ESC) and the 
European cardiac arrhythmia society (ECAS); and in collaboration 
with the American College of Cardiology (ACC), American Heart 
Association (AHA), the Asia Pacific Heart Rhythm Society (APHRS), 
and the Society of Thoracic Surgeons (STS). Endorsed by the gov-
erning bodies of the American College of Cardiology Foundation, 
the American Heart Association, the European cardiac arrhythmia 
society, the European heart rhythm association, the Society of 
Thoracic Surgeons, the Asia Pacific Heart Rhythm Society, and the 
Heart Rhythm Society. Heart Rhythm. 2012;9:632–96.

	21.	 Kim D, Yang PS, You SC, Sung JH, Jang E, Yu HT, et al. Treatment 
timing and the effects of rhythm control strategy in patients with 
atrial fibrillation: nationwide cohort study. BMJ. 2021;373:n991.

	22.	 Yu HT, Kim IS, Kim TH, Uhm JS, Kim JY, Joung B, et al. Persistent atrial 
fibrillation over 3 years is associated with higher recurrence after 
catheter ablation. J Cardiovasc Electrophysiol. 2020;31:457–64.

	23.	 De Greef Y, Schwagten B, Chierchia GB, de Asmundis C, Stockman 
D, Buysschaert I. Diagnosis-to-ablation time as a predictor of suc-
cess: early choice for pulmonary vein isolation and long-term out-
come in atrial fibrillation: results from the Middelheim-PVI registry. 
Europace. 2018;20:589–95.

	24.	 Bunch TJ, May HT, Bair TL, Johnson DL, Weiss JP, Crandall BG, 
et  al. Increasing time between first diagnosis of atrial fibrillation 
and catheter ablation adversely affects long-term outcomes. Heart 
Rhythm. 2013;10:1257–62.

	25.	 Kalman JM, Al-Kaisey AM, Parameswaran R, Hawson J, Anderson 
RD, Lim M, et al. Impact of early versus delayed atrial fibrillation 
catheter ablation on atrial arrhythmia recurrences. Eur Heart J. 
2023;44:2447–54.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9736-450X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9736-450X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6835-4759
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6835-4759
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4200-3456
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4200-3456
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1611-8172
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1611-8172
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9036-7225
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9036-7225
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3256-3620
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3256-3620


878  |    KIM et al.

	26.	 Nattel S, Harada M. Atrial remodeling and atrial fibrillation: re-
cent advances and translational perspectives. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
2014;63:2335–45.

	27.	 O'Neill L, Harrison J, O'Neill M, Williams SE. Clinical, electrophysio-
logical and imaging predictors of atrial fibrillation ablation outcome. 
Expert Rev Cardiovasc Ther. 2017;15:289–305.

	28.	 Ganesan AN, Shipp NJ, Brooks AG, Kuklik P, Lau DH, Lim HS, 
et  al. Long-term outcomes of catheter ablation of atrial fibrilla-
tion: a systematic review and meta-analysis. J Am Heart Assoc. 
2013;2:e004549.

	29.	 Kistler PM, Chieng D, Sugumar H, Ling LH, Segan L, Azzopardi S, 
et al. Effect of catheter ablation using pulmonary vein isolation with 
vs without posterior left Atrial Wall isolation on atrial arrhythmia 
recurrence in patients with persistent atrial fibrillation: the CAPLA 
randomized clinical trial. JAMA. 2023;329:127–35.

	30.	 Marrouche NF, Wazni O, McGann C, Greene T, Dean JM, Dagher 
L, et  al. Effect of MRI-guided fibrosis ablation vs conventional 
catheter ablation on atrial arrhythmia recurrence in patients with 
persistent atrial fibrillation: the DECAAF II randomized clinical trial. 
JAMA. 2022;327:2296–305.

	31.	 Igarashi M, Tada H, Sekiguchi Y, Yamasaki H, Arimoto T, Kuroki K, 
et al. Effect of restoration of sinus rhythm by extensive antiarrhyth-
mic drugs in predicting results of catheter ablation of persistent 
atrial fibrillation. Am J Cardiol. 2010;106:62–8.

	32.	 Verma A, Jiang CY, Betts TR, Chen J, Deisenhofer I, Mantovan R, 
et al. Approaches to catheter ablation for persistent atrial fibrilla-
tion. N Engl J Med. 2015;372:1812–22.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: Kim H-J, Kim D, Kim K, Choi SH, Kim 
M-H, Park J-W, et al. Effects of antiarrhythmic drug 
responsiveness and diagnosis-to-ablation time on outcomes 
after catheter ablation for persistent atrial fibrillation. J 
Arrhythmia. 2024;40:867–878. https://doi.org/10.1002/
joa3.13104

https://doi.org/10.1002/joa3.13104
https://doi.org/10.1002/joa3.13104

	Effects of antiarrhythmic drug responsiveness and diagnosis-­to-­ablation time on outcomes after catheter ablation for persistent atrial fibrillation
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|METHODS
	2.1|Study population and definitions
	2.2|Electroanatomical mapping and atrial fibrillation catheter ablation
	2.3|Follow-­up and study endpoints
	2.4|Statistical analysis

	3|RESULTS
	3.1|Baseline characteristics of participants
	3.2|Comparison of the antiarrhythmic rhythm outcomes between drug-­non-­responders and partial-­responders
	3.3|Cutoff values of diagnosis-­to-­ablation time, with post-­ablation rhythm outcomes
	3.4|Optimal timing of ablation depending on antiarrhythmic drug responsiveness
	3.5|Sensitivity analysis

	4|DISCUSSION
	4.1|Limitations

	5|CONCLUSIONS
	FUNDING INFORMATION
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	ETHICS STATEMENT
	PATIENT CONSENT STATEMENT
	PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE MATERIAL FROM OTHER SOURCES
	CLINICAL TRIAL REGISTRATION
	REFERENCES


