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Abstract
Background: Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy (HCM) accounts for significant morbid‐
ity and mortality worldwide. Arrhythmias are considered the main cause of mortal‐
ity, however, there is paucity of data relating to trends of arrhythmia and associated 
outcomes in HCM patients.
Methods: Nationwide Inpatient Sample from 2003 to 2014 was analyzed. HCM re‐
lated hospitalizations were identified using International Classification of Diseases, 
Ninth Revision, Clinical Modification (ICD9‐CM) code 425.1 and 425.11 in all diag‐
nosis fields.
Results: Overall, there was an increase in number of hospitalizations related to ar‐
rhythmias among HCM patients from 7784 in 2003 to 8380 in 2014 (relative in‐
crease 10.5%, P < 0.001). The increase was most significant in patients ≥ 80 years 
and those with higher comorbidity burden. Atrial fibrillation (AF) was the most fre‐
quently occurring arrhythmia however atrial flutter (AFL) witnessed the highest 
rise during the study period. In general, there was a down trend in mortality with 
the greatest reduction occurring in patients with ventricular fibrillation/flutter (VF/
VFL). The mean length of stay was higher if patients had arrhythmia, which led to 
increased cost of care from $16105 in 2003 to $19310 in 2014 (relative increase 
22.9%, P < 0.001).
Conclusion: There is overall decline in HCM related hospitalizations but rise in hos‐
pitalization among HCM patients with arrhythmias. HCM with arrhythmia accounts 
for significant inpatient mortality coupled with prolonged hospital stay and increased 
cost of care. However, there is an encouraging downtrend in the mortality most likely 
because of improved clinical practice, cardiac screening and primary and secondary 
prevention strategies.
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1  | INTRODUC TION

Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy (HCM) is a complex genetically trans‐
mitted disease with variable clinical expression.1,2 Since its initial 
presentation more than 50 years ago, HCM is considered as a major 
cause of sudden cardiac death (SCD), heart failure (HF), AF and 
stroke.3,4 HCM often takes insidious clinical course, and early de‐
tection may be beneficial for prevention of significant morbidity and 
mortality in high‐risk patients. Consequently, there is an ever grow‐
ing effort to study the frequency of HCM in the general population.5

However, most of the natural history data of HCM are derived 
from regional cohorts,6‒8 and thus comprehensive assessment of 
disease in various age groups and patients with different ethnicity 
remains incomplete. More importantly, there is paucity of epidemi‐
ological information with regards to HCM and concomitant arrhyth‐
mia, which is the main trigger for mortality in these patients. To fill 
this knowledge gap, we studied the temporal trends in HCM related 
hospitalization in the United States (US), while keeping the main 
focus on patients with HCM and associated burden of arrhythmia. 
This study also covers the important aspects of disease burden in 
terms of inhospital mortality, comorbidities, length of hospital stay 
(LOS) and cost of caring during the hospitalization.

2  | METHODS

We acquired data using Nationwide Inpatient Sample (NIS) from 
the year 2003 to 2014. NIS is the largest database of hospital inpa‐
tient stays in the United States (US), generated by the Agency for 
Healthcare Research and Quality (AHRQ). This database accounts 
for approximately up to 8 million discharges each year; and has been 
used in the past for ascertainment, tracking, and assessment of na‐
tional trends in health care provision, access, major procedures re‐
lated outcomes, disparity of care, hospitalizations rates, and analysis 
of health care economics and quality control measures.9‒12 Each in‐
dividual hospitalization in NIS is deidentified and kept as a unique 
entry with one primary discharge diagnosis and < 29 secondary di‐
agnoses during that hospitalization. Internal validity of the database 
is maintained by performing annual data quality assessments, while 
the external validity of this database is evaluated by comparing with 
the National Hospital Discharge Survey from the National Center 
for Health Statistics, American Hospital Association Annual Survey 
Database, and the MedPAR inpatient data from the Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services.13

In this cross sectional study, we studied all hospitalizations from 
2003 to 2014 using the ICD‐9 codes 425.1 and 425.11 for hyper‐
trophic cardiomyopathy (HCM) in all diagnosis fields. We included 
all the subjects ≥ 18 years. To study the baseline characteristics, we 

excluded subjects with missing information, such as, age, gender, 
admission or discharge date, and inpatient mortality status. For the 
purpose of potential confounder identification, both patient‐ and 
hospital‐level variables were included. The severity of comorbid 
conditions was defined using Deyo modification of Charlson comor‐
bidity index14 (Table S1). This index contains 17 comorbid conditions 
with differential weights. The score ranges from 0 to 33, with higher 
scores corresponding to greater burden of comorbid diseases. We 
identified heart failure and renal failure using “cm_” variables pro‐
vided by NIS. We defined arrhythmias as codiagnosis of any of any 
of these specific rhythm disorders: Atrial fibrillation, Atrial Flutter, 
Supraventricular tachycardia, Ventricular Fibrillation/Flutter, or 
Ventricular Tachycardia. These specific arrhythmias were identi‐
fied using ICD‐9 codes in any diagnosis field (Table S2). We defined 
teaching hospitals if they were accredited with an American Medical 
Association approved residency program, were a member of the 
Council of Teaching Hospitals, or had a full‐time equivalent intern 
and resident‐to‐patient ratio of 0.25. We estimated the cost of hos‐
pitalizations by merging NIS data with cost to‐ charge ratios available 
from the Healthcare Cost and Utilization Project. The cost of each 
inpatient stay was calculated by multiplying the total hospital charge 
with the cost to charge ratio. The adjusted cost for each year was 
calculated in terms of the 2011 cost after adjusting for inflation ac‐
cording to the latest consumer price index data released by the US 
government on January 16, 2013.15,16 This methodology is in line 
with prior studies.17 Exponential trend line was used to represent 
the trend in total cost from 2003 to 2014.

All analyses were conducted using sas 9.4 (SAS Institute Inc., 
Cary, North Carolina), which accounts for the complex survey design 
and clustering. Since NIS represents a 20% stratified random sam‐
ple of US hospitals, analyses were performed using hospital‐level 
discharge weights provided by the NIS, to obtain national estimates 
of HCM hospitalization. For categorical variables like annual change 
in HCM hospitalization rate and inhospital mortality, we used Chi‐
square test of trend for proportions using the Cochrane Armitage 
test.18 Differences between categorical variables were tested using 
the chi‐square test, and differences between continuous variables 
were tested using the student's t test. All the analyses were per‐
formed at 5% significance level.

3  | RESULTS

3.1 | HCM hospitalization, demographics and 
comorbidities

A total of 225 618 hospitalizations with HCM as the discharge di‐
agnosis were analyzed from 2003 to 2014 (59.72% to ≥ 65 years 
of age, 63.4% females, 62.1% whites). Among which, 90 940 had 

K E Y W O R D S
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TA B L E  1   Baseline characteristics of HCM patient with and without arrythmias

 

Arrhythmia

No Yes Overall P‐value

Index hospitalization with HOCM 134 678 90 940 225 618 <0.001

Patient level variables

Age, y (%)    <0.001

18‐49 18.2 12.1 15.8  

50‐64 25.3 23.5 24.5  

65‐79 31.6 35.9 33.4  

≥80 24.9 28.5 26.4  

Race (%)    <0.001

White 58.6 67.3 62.1  

Black 14.0 8.4 11.8  

Hispanics 4.3 3.7 4.1  

Other 23.1 20.6 22.1  

Gender (%)    <0.001

Male 34.0 40.6 36.6  

Female 66.0 59.5 63.4  

Deyo/Charlson Scoreb (%)    <0.001

0 30.3 26.6 28.8  

1 29.4 30.7 29.9  

≥2 40.4 42.8 41.3  

Comorbidities (%)     

Codiagnosis of Heart failurea 29.2 44.7 35.4 <0.001

Renal failure/Electrolyte abnormalitya 12.4 13.9 13.0 <0.001

Median household income category for patient's zip codec (%)    <0.001

1. 0‐25th percentile 26.5 22.0 24.7  

2. 26‐50th percentile 25.8 25.4 25.7  

3. 51‐75th percentile 23.8 25.2 24.4  

4. 76‐100th percentile 23.9 27.4 25.3  

Primary Payer (%)    <0.001

Medicare/ Medicaid 68.9 71.6 70.0  

Private including HMOf 25.0 24.4 24.8  

Self‐pay/no charge/other 5.9 3.9 5.1  

Hospital characteristics

Hospital bed sized (%)    <0.001

Small 11.2 11.0 11.1  

Medium 22.5 21.6 22.1  

Large 66.3 67.4 66.8  

Hospital teaching statuse (%)    <0.001

NonTeaching 44.8 43.6 44.3  

Teaching 54.9 56.2 55.4  

Admission type (%)    <0.001

NonElective 78.4 80.0 79.0  

Elective 21.7 20.0 21.0  

(Continues)
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coexisting arrhythmias. Compared to HCM patients without ar‐
rhythmias, those with arrhythmias were older (64.4% vs 56.6% 
≥ 65 years of age), had higher burden of comorbidities (42.78% 
vs 40.36% with charlson comorbidity index ≥ 2), consisted of 
higher proportion of Males (40.55% vs 33.98%) and White sub‐
jects (67.32% vs 58.56%). Those with arrhythmias had higher me‐
dian household income (52.6% vs 47.7% above 50th percentile), 
and Medicare/Medicaid coverage (71.6% vs 68.9%). Additionally, 
subjects with arrhythmias were more frequently admitted to 
large hospitals (67.4% vs 66.3%) with teaching affiliation (56.2% 
vs 54.9%), had higher proportion of admissions over weekend 
(19.9% vs 18.4%) and were admitted emergently (80% vs 78.4 %). 
Significantly higher prevalence of heart failure (44.7% vs 29.2%) 
and renal failure (13.9% vs 12.4%) were noted among HCM pa‐
tients with arrhythmias. Our study noted higher mortality among 
patients with arrhythmias compared to those without arrhythmias 
(4.6% vs 2.9%). [P‐value significant for all values, Table 1].

3.2 | Trends of arrhythmia in HCM patients

In a total of 90 940 HCM patients with arrhythmia, there was an in‐
crease in the number of hospitalizations from 7784 in 2003 to 8380 
in 2014 (relative increase 10.5%). The magnitude of rise in arrhyth‐
mia was observed in the following age groups (Table 2) in descending 
order: ≥ 80 years (relative increase 23.2%, P < 0.001), 50–64 years 
(relative increase 20%, P < 0.001), 65–79 years (relative increase 
19%, P < 0.001) and 18–49 (relative increase 17.1%, P < 0.001). The 
relative rates of increment over the years were higher for males (rel‐
ative increase 22.19%, P < 0.001) and Hispanics (relative increase 
40.1%, P < 0.001) among gender and race groups respectively. Our 
study noted a higher rise in the prevalence of arrhythmias among 
patients with charlson comorbidity index ≥ 2 (relative increase 

20.47%), lower socioeconomic class (relative increase 25.75%), no in‐
surance coverage relative increase 67.25%), admitted to nonteaching 
facilities (relative increase 19.52%) or in mid‐west (relative increase 
22.42%). HCM patients admitted over weekday or having nonurgent 
hospitalizations had higher increment in arrhythmias compared to 
those who had weekend or urgent admissions respectively. HCM 
patients with renal failure witnessed greater rise in prevalence of 
compared to those without renal failure. (Relative increase 50.64%) 
[P‐value significant for all trends].

3.3 | Trends of specific arrhythmias among 
HCM patients

Among HCM subjects, 40.3% of patients had a wide range of ar‐
rhythmia at presentation. Specifically, AF (34.1%) was the most 
commonly reported arrhythmia followed by ventricular tachycar‐
dia (6.7%) and atrial flutter (4.4%). Across all the arrhythmias, AFL 
showed the maximum increase in prevalence across the study period 
(relative increase 65.7%, P < 0.001), followed by VT (relative increase 
30.1%, P < 0.001), VT/VFL (relative increase 26.7%, P < 0.001) and 
AF (relative increase 22.1%, P < 0.001) (Figure 1).

3.4 | Mortality trends among HCM patients with 
arrhythmias

Although inhospital mortality was higher in HCM patients with con‐
comitant arrhythmia, there was a significant decline in mortality in 
patients with arrhythmia from 6.2 % in 2003 to 3.4 % in 2014 (rela‐
tive decrease 22.82%, P‐trend < 0.001). Mortality rate was higher 
in patients ≥ 80 years age (7.4%), females (5.5%), and black popula‐
tion (4.64%) among HCM patients with arrhythmias. Mortality was 
slightly lesser in teaching hospitals than nonteaching hospitals (4.4% 

 

Arrhythmia

No Yes Overall P‐value

Admission day (%)    <0.001

Weekdays 81.6 80.1 81.0  

Weekend 18.4 19.9 19.0  

In hospital Mortality (%) 2.9 4.6 3.6 <0.001

Length of stay (Mean ± Std dev), days 5.46 ± 0.04 6.53 ± 0.06 5.89 ± 0.04 <0.001

Abbreviation: Iqr, Interquartile range.
aVariables are AHRQ comorbidity measures. 
bCharlson/Deyo Comorbidity index (CCI) was calculated as per Deyo classification. 
cRepresents a quartile classification of the estimated median household income of residents in the patients ZIP Code, derived from ZIP Code‐demo‐
graphic data obtained from Claritas. The quartiles are identified by values of 1 to 4, indicating the poorest to wealthiest populations. Because these 
estimates are updated annually, the value ranges vary by year. https ://www.hcup‐us.ahrq.gov/db/vars/zipinc_qrtl/nrdno te.jsp 
dThe bed size cutoff points divided into small, medium, and large have been done so that approximately one‐third of the hospitals in a given region, 
location, and teaching status combination would fall within each bed size category. https ://www.hcup‐us.ahrq.gov/db/vars/hosp_bedsi ze/nrdno te.jsp 
eA hospital is considered to be a teaching hospital if it has an AMA‐approved residency program, is a member of the Council of Teaching Hospitals 
(COTH) or has a ratio of full‐time equivalent interns and residents to beds of 0.25 or higher. https ://www.hcup‐us.ahrq.gov/db/vars/hosp_ur_teach/ 
nrdno te.jsp 
fHMO: Health Maintenance Organization. 

TA B L E  1   (Continued)

https://www.hcup-us.ahrq.gov/db/vars/zipinc_qrtl/nrdnote.jsp
https://www.hcup-us.ahrq.gov/db/vars/hosp_bedsize/nrdnote.jsp
https://www.hcup-us.ahrq.gov/db/vars/hosp_ur_teach/nrdnote.jsp
https://www.hcup-us.ahrq.gov/db/vars/hosp_ur_teach/nrdnote.jsp
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vs 4.8%, P < 0.001); conversely, mortality rates were higher in West 
region hospitals (5.6%) and in patients with Medicare/Medicaid in‐
surance (5.3%). Mortality was higher for patients carrying HF (9.5%) 
and renal failure (8.1%) as comorbid diagnosis compared to those 
who did not have these comorbidities. Trends of mortality in specific 
subgroups of HCM patients with arrhythmias are shown in Table 3.

Among specific arrhythmias in HCM patients, highest mor‐
tality was observed in patients with VF/VFL (18.3 %), AF and 
VT (4.5%) and atrial flutter (4.1%).However, there was a gradual 
reduction in arrhythmia specific mortality, and statistically sig‐
nificant reduction occurred in VF/VFL (relative decrease 44.5%, 
P‐trend < 0.001) and AF (relative decrease 29.3%, P‐trend < 0.001) 
(Table 4).

3.5 | Cost trends (USD) in HCM patients with 
arrhythmias

Among HCM patients with arrhythmias, after adjustment for infla‐
tion, HCM hospitalization with arrhythmia claimed $17599 as total 
mean cost of care, with a significant rise from $16105 in 2003 to 
$19310 in 2014 (relative increase 22.9%, P‐trend < 0.001). This 
represents an absolute increment in annual national cost from 125 

million dollars in 2003 to 162 million dollars in 2014 (relative in‐
crease 34.5%, P‐trend < 0.001). Trends in cost of care among differ‐
ent subgroups of HCM patients are presented in Table S3.

Overall mean cost of HCM hospitalization was consistently 
higher if patients had any type of arrhythmia compared to no ar‐
rhythmia ($20522 vs $15636). Across all arrhythmias, the mean cost 
of care was highest if subjects had VF/VFL ($39108) and ventricular 
tachycardia ($28996), while, the increase in trend of cost of care was 
highest for supraventricular tachycardia throughout the study pe‐
riod (relative increase 45.4%, P‐trend < 0.04) (Table 5). Arrhythmia 
specific trend in length of hospitalization is shown in Table S4.

4  | DISCUSSION

In this study of contemporary data of HCM related hospitaliza‐
tion in USA, we report that over 11 years (2003‐2014), there was 
an increase in hospitalization rates in patients with HCM and 
concurrent arrhythmia. Patients 65 years of age or older were 
admitted most frequently. Overall in HCM, females were domi‐
nant over males, and thus had comparatively a higher prevalence 
of mortality and LOS, however we noted higher prevalence of 

F I G U R E  1   Trends of overall and specific arrhythmias in hypertrophic cardiomyopathy (HCM) patients
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arrhythmias associated with HCM among male patients compared 
to females. AF was the most commonly reported arrhythmia and 
AFL exhibited a substantial increase in prevalence compared to all 
other arrhythmias. Compared to HCM patients without arrhyth‐
mias, inhospital mortality was significantly higher in those with 
arrhythmia, with VF related SCD as the main contributor in mor‐
tality. However, there was a trend towards reduction in mortality 
throughout the study periods, and in fact the highest mortality 
reduction occurred in VF victims. The mortality was significantly 
higher in patients carrying codiagnosis of HF and renal failure. 
The cost of care increased significantly over the entire study du‐
ration, and admissions with renal failure and HF claimed for the 
highest cost of care. Insignificant reduction in length of stay was 
noted during study period (Table S2).

Besides endorsing various former studies, these observations 
highlight some new epidemiological trends in HCM patients. 
Higher prevalence of HCM among women has been consistently 
reported in prior reports,3,6,19 however, exponential growth 
among male patients who had concomitant arrhythmia has not 
been demonstrated before. On the same note, historically HCM 
is known to be more strongly associated with Blacks,20 while on 
contrary, we found higher prevalence of disease in Whites and 
increment in hospitalization rates among Hispanics. These ob‐
servations show the contrasting patterns to historical trends2,5,8 
and clearly demonstrate the evolving penetration of the disease 
in the general population, affecting patients from both genders 
and various racial origins. Additionally, we noted that HCM pa‐
tients admitted non‐emergently (vs emergently) or during week‐
days (vs weekends) had higher increment in arrhythmias over 
years. This population simply represents healthier subgroup who 
have more room to develop arrhythmias with increasing age and 
comorbidities.

Although, HCM can present from infancy to old age,21 it is 
considered to be prevalent in young and middle age groups22 
with most patients surviving to advanced ages (>80 years)23,24. 
Our study reports lesser mortality in relatively younger age 
groups and more admission rates among old age patients. These 
findings validate some of the recently published reports.25,26 
Maron et al25 reported that among 1001 cohorts (30‐59 years), 
the 5 and 10 year survival rates (confined to HCM related mor‐
tality) were 98% and 94%, respectively. The enhanced survival in 
HCM patients reflects evolution of HCM related treatment strat‐
egies and continuum of improved medical practices leading to 
early cardiac surveillance in high‐risk patients.4,27‒29 Detection 
of high‐risk candidates through improved risk stratification al‐
gorithm and diligent application of professional guidelines has 
led to a more reliable selection of patients who are likely to get 
mortality benefit from intra cardiac defibrillators (ICDs).30‒32 For 
instance, in a study by Maron et al,25 out of 56 high‐risk patients, 
33 survived sudden cardiac death (SCD) due to ICD; whereas, 
SCD occurred in patients who declined ICDs or could not receive 
prophylactic ICDs. The more frequent use of ICD in right set of 
candidates along with robust medical care explain the negative 

trend seen in mortality, with the highest reduction noticed in VF 
related SCD.

SCD is the most common cause of death in HCM; whereas, HF 
is reported to be the most common comorbid condition and second 
most common perpetuator of mortality in these patients.2,33 These 
findings have been consistently shown in various regional based 
studies.5,26,31 The data utilized from three regional tertiary centers 
(744 patients) ranked HF as second most common cause of mortal‐
ity (36%) after SCD.26 In another analysis of 956 cohorts (follow‐up: 
69 ± 45 months), HF related death was second most frequent cause 
of mortality (21 patients)5 following SCD. Interestingly, the more 
recent emerging data represent evolving epidemiological trends 
and hint towards equilibration of HF with SCD as major contribu‐
tor of mortality.25,34 Maron et al showed that at 7.2 ± 5.2 years of 
follow‐up, the mortality rate was 0.23 % per person ‐year in 1000 
HCM patients,25 which was equivalent to mortality rate of SCD 
(0.23% per person‐year). This paradigm shift is explainable by the 
extended use of ICD for both primary and secondary prevention 
of SCD.26‒28,30 Encouragingly, we observed a significant decline in 
HF related death (relative decrease: 33.2 %, P < 0.001) from 2003 
to 2014.

AF is the most commonly associated supraventricular arrhythmia 
in HCM.35 In analysis of Italian and US cohorts, AF was found be a 
strong predictor of mortality in HCM (odds ratio (OR): 3.7; P < 0.002) 
secondary to severe HF related death.35 This risk was greater in 
patients < 50 years of age with left ventricular outlet obstruction. 
Another Japanese study showed that incidence of AF was most 
important predictor of cardiovascular mortality in HCM patients.36 
These findings from our analysis are supported by results published 
in previous studies. Consistent with general reduction in mortality, 
AF related mortality in HCM has also reduced due to previously dis‐
cussed better clinical practices which have led to extended longevity 
in these subsets of patients.

Our study explored the cost burden associated with manage‐
ment of HCM patients with arrhythmias, noting approximately 
34.5% rise during the study period. Despite no significant change 
in the length of hospitalization, healthcare burden significantly rose 
during the study period approximating 160 million USD per annum. 
This overwhelming rise in cost of care not only reflects the increas‐
ing utilization of expensive technologies such as catheter ablation 
and devices in the management of these high‐risk subjects but also 
points towards the growing prevalence of arrhythmias in HCM pa‐
tients. In the context of ever growing burden on public health and its 
associated cost of care, these observations are alarming and deserve 
serious consideration.37

5  | LIMITATIONS

This study has limitations inherent to administrative databases. 
Although administrative databases are increasingly used for repre‐
senting the scientific information, such studies are prone to errors 
secondary to coding inaccuracies. HCM and related comorbidities 
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were diagnosed based on administrative codes. Therefore, there 
is a possibility that we might have missed some information, lead‐
ing to under estimation of the number of hospitalizations. Given 
the nature of the data, we could only examine inhospital mortal‐
ity; hence, the study lacks the assessment of long‐term follow‐up 
outcomes.

6  | CONCLUSION

Our study reports rise in hospitalization as a result of arrhythmias 
in HCM patients as well as concurrent increase in mortality and 
resource utilization over study period. We believe that this study 
represents new epidemiological trends. Furthermore, inclusion of a 
“real‐world” large sample size and the absence of selection bias have 
strengthened the validity of the outcomes.

ACKNOWLEDG EMENT

None declared.

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T

Authors declare no conflict of interests for this article.

ORCID

Safi Khan  https://orcid.org/0000‐0003‐1559‐6911 

Varun Kumar  https://orcid.org/0000‐0002‐5481‐7601 

R E FE R E N C E S

 1. Braunwald E, Lambrew CT, Rockoff SD, Ross J Jr, Morrow A. 
Idiopathic hypertrophic subaortic stenosis: I. A description of 
the disease based upon an analysis of 64 patients. Circulation. 
1964;30(Suppl 4):3–119.

 2. Wigle ED, Rakowski H, Kimball BP, Williams WG. Hypertrophic 
cardiomyopathy. Clinical spectrum and treatment. Circulation. 
1995;92:1680–92.

 3. Maron BJ. Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy: a systematic review. 
JAMA. 2002;287:1308–20.

 4. Maron BJ. Contemporary insights and strategies for risk stratifica‐
tion and prevention of sudden death in hypertrophic cardiomyopa‐
thy. Circulation. 2010;121:445–56.

 5. Elliott PM, Gimeno JR, Thaman R, Shah J, Ward D, Dickie S, et 
al. Historical trends in reported survival rates in patients with 
hypertrophic cardiomyopathy. Heart (British Cardiac Society). 
2006;92:785–91.

 6. Maron BJ, Gardin JM, Flack JM, Gidding SS, Kurosaki TT, Bild DE. 
Prevalence of hypertrophic cardiomyopathy in a general population 
of young adults. Echocardiographic analysis of 4111 subjects in 
the CARDIA Study. Coronary Artery Risk Development in (Young) 
Adults. Circulation. 1995;92:785–9.

 7. Maron BJ, Casey SA, Poliac LC, Gohman TE, Almquist AK, Aeppli 
DM. Clinical course of hypertrophic cardiomyopathy in a regional 
United States cohort. JAMA. 1999;281:650–5.

 8. Cecchi F, Olivotto I, Montereggi A, Santoro G, Dolara A, Maron 
BJ. Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy in tuscany: Clinical course and 
outcome in an unselected regional population. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
1995;26:1529–36.

 9. Tripathi B, Arora S, Kumar V, Abdelrahman M, Lahewala S, Dave 
M, et al. Temporal trends of in‐hospital complications associated 
with catheter ablation of atrial fibrillation in the United States: An 
update from Nationwide Inpatient Sample database (2011–2014). J 
Cardiovasc Electrophysiol. 2018;29:715–24.

 10. Arora S, Panaich SS, Patel N, Patel N, Lahewala S, Solanki S, et 
al. Impact of Hospital Volume on Outcomes of Lower Extremity 
Endovascular Interventions (Insights from the Nationwide Inpatient 
Sample [2006 to 2011]). Am J Cardiol. 2015;116:791–800.

 11. Ram P, Shah M, Sirinvaravong N, Lo KB, Patil S, Patel B, et al. Left 
ventricular thrombosis in acute anterior myocardial infarction: eval‐
uation of hospital mortality, thromboembolism, and bleeding. Clin 
Cardiol. 2018;41:1289–96.

 12. Panaich SS, Arora S, Patel N, Patel NJ, Lahewala S, Solanki S, et 
al. Comparison of inhospital outcomes and hospitalization costs 
of peripheral angioplasty and endovascular stenting. Am J Cardiol. 
2015;116:634–41.

 13. Spaulding C, Morice M‐C, Lancelin B, El Haddad S, Lepage E, 
Bataille S, et al. Is the volume‐outcome relation still an issue in the 
era of PCI with systematic stenting? results of the greater Paris area 
PCI registry. Eur Heart J. 2006;27:1054–60.

 14. McDonald KM, Romano PS, Geppert J, Davies SM, Duncan BW, 
Shojania KG, et al. Technical Reviews. Measures of Patient Safety 
Based on Hospital Administrative Data ‐ The Patient Safety Indicators. 
Rockville (MD): Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (US); 2002.

 15. Jan SL, Shieh G. Sample size determinations for Welch's test 
in one‐way heteroscedastic ANOVA. Br J Math Stat Psychol. 
2014;67:72–93.

 16. The US inflation calculator. http://www.usinf latio ncalc ulator.com/. 
Accessed May 8, 2018.

 17. Patel NJ, Deshmukh A, Pant S, Singh V, Patel N, Arora S, et al. 
Contemporary trends of hospitalization for atrial fibrillation in the 
United States, 2000 through 2010: implications for healthcare 
planning. Circulation. 2014;129:2371–9.

 18. Armitage P. Tests for linear trends in proportions and frequencies. 
Biometrics. 1955;11(3):375.

 19. Olivotto I, Maron MS, Adabag AS, Casey SA, Vargiu D, Link MS, 
et al. Gender‐related differences in the clinical presentation and 
outcome of hypertrophic cardiomyopathy. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
2005;46:480–7.

 20. Maron BJ, Carney KP, Lever HM, Lewis JF, Barac I, Casey SA, et 
al. Relationship of race to sudden cardiac death in competitive 
athletes with hypertrophic cardiomyopathy. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
2003;41:974–80.

 21. Decker JA, Rossano JW, Smith EO, Cannon B, Clunie SK, Gates C, et 
al. Risk factors and mode of death in isolated hypertrophic cardio‐
myopathy in children. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2009;54:250–4.

 22. Morita H, Rehm HL, Menesses A, McDonough B, Roberts AE, 
Kucherlapati R, et al. Shared genetic causes of cardiac hypertrophy 
in children and adults. N Engl J Med. 2008;358:1899–908.

 23. Maron BJ, Casey SA, Hauser RG, Aeppli DM. Clinical course of hy‐
pertrophic cardiomyopathy with survival to advanced age. J Am 
Coll Cardiol. 2003;42:882–8.

 24. Maron BJ, Casey SA, Haas TS, Kitner CL, Garberich RF, Lesser JR. 
Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy with longevity to 90 years or older. 
Am J Cardiol. 2012;109:1341–7.

 25. Maron BJ, Rowin EJ, Casey SA, Link MS, Lesser JR, Chan R, et al. 
Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy in adulthood associated with low 
cardiovascular mortality with contemporary management strate‐
gies. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2015;65:1915–28.

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1559-6911
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1559-6911
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5481-7601
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5481-7601
http://www.usinflationcalculator.com/


     |  625TRIPATHI eT Al.

 26. Maron BJ, Olivotto I, Spirito P, Casey SA, Bellone P, Gohman TE, et 
al. Epidemiology of hypertrophic cardiomyopathy‐related death: re‐
visited in a large non‐referral‐based patient population. Circulation. 
2000;102:858–64.

 27. Maron BJ, Shen W‐K, Link MS, Epstein AE, Almquist AK, Daubert 
JP, et al. Efficacy of implantable cardioverter‐defibrillators for the 
prevention of sudden death in patients with hypertrophic cardio‐
myopathy. N Engl J Med. 2000;342:365–73.

 28. Maron BJ, Spirito P, Shen W‐K, Haas TS, Formisano F, Link MS, et al. 
Implantable cardioverter‐defibrillators and prevention of sudden car‐
diac death in hypertrophic cardiomyopathy. JAMA. 2007;298:405–12.

 29. Maron BJ, Seidman JG, Seidman CE. Proposal for contemporary 
screening strategies in families with hypertrophic cardiomyopathy. 
J Am Coll Cardiol. 2004;44:2125–32.

 30. Maron BJ, Braunwald E. Evolution of hypertrophic cardiomyopathy 
to a contemporary treatable disease. Circulation. 2012;126:1640–4.

 31. Christiaans I, van Engelen K, van Langen IM, Birnie E, Bonsel GJ, 
Elliott PM, et al. Risk stratification for sudden cardiac death in hy‐
pertrophic cardiomyopathy: systematic review of clinical risk mark‐
ers. Europace. 2010;12:313–21.

 32. Maron BJ, McKenna WJ, Danielson GK, Kappenberger LJ, Kuhn 
HJ, Seidman CE, et al. College of Cardiology/European Society of 
Cardiology clinical expert consensus document on hypertrophic 
cardiomyopathy. A report of the American College of Cardiology 
Foundation Task Force on Clinical Expert Consensus Documents 
and the European Society of Cardiology Committee for Practice 
Guidelines. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2003;42:1687–713.

 33. Maron MS, Olivotto I, Zenovich AG, Link MS, Pandian NG, Kuvin JT, 
et al. Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy is predominantly a disease of left 
ventricular outflow tract obstruction. Circulation. 2006;114:2232–9.

 34. Maron MS, Kalsmith BM, Udelson JE, Li W, DeNofrio D. Survival 
after cardiac transplantation in patients with hypertrophic cardio‐
myopathy. Circ Heart Fail. 2010;3:574–9.

 35. Olivotto I, Cecchi F, Casey SA, Dolara A, Traverse JH, Maron BJ. 
Impact of atrial fibrillation on the clinical course of hypertrophic 
cardiomyopathy. Circulation. 2001;104:2517–24.

 36. Doi Y, Kitaoka H. Hypertrophic cardiomyopathy in the elderly: sig‐
nificance of atrial fibrillation. J Cardiol. 2001;37:133–8.

 37. Aggarwal B, Ellis SG, Lincoff AM, Kapadia SR, Cacchione J, Raymond 
RE, et al. Cause of death within 30 days of percutaneous coronary 
intervention in an era of mandatory outcome reporting. J Am Coll 
Cardiol. 2013;62:409–15.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional supporting information may be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of the article.    

How to cite this article: Tripathi B, Khan S, Arora S, et al. 
Burden and trends of arrhythmias in hypertrophic 
cardiomyopathy and its impact of mortality and resource 
utilization. J Arrhythmia. 2019;35:612–625. https ://doi.
org/10.1002/joa3.12215 

https://doi.org/10.1002/joa3.12215
https://doi.org/10.1002/joa3.12215

