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Figure 2. Accelerating utlization of let ventricular
assist devices (LVADS) 2006 to 2010, This figurs
gepicts recent utlization of approved Implantable
gevices acoording Tow profile (puisatis of nonpul-
satile}, and intended strategy of bridge to Fans-
plant [BTT), bricge to transplant candidacy, o Ife-
time suppert (cestination therapy, OT). Cata
derived from INTERMAGS update a5 of June 2010
provided cowrtesy of D. Nattal, University of Ala-
bama Brmingham. Santinel dates of Food and
Drug Administration approval of the Heartmats Il
[HMZ) contnuous-fiow device tor BTT and OT ane
Indicated. Earlier time penods have bean suppe-
mented to show relstive volume of HM2 cevice
Implantztion while stil nvestigational*

Stewart GS et al. Keeping Left VVentricular Assist Device
Acceleration on Track. (in Controversies: Is Left Ventricular Assist Device Therapy Underutilized?)
Circulation 2011; 123: 1559-1568.
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Teuteberg JJ et al. Implant Strategies Change Over Time and Impact Outcomes: Insights from
INTERMACS, Journal of the American College of Cardiology Heart Failure 2013, in press.

INTERMACS - Implants per Year by Pre-lmplant Patient Profile
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Figure 3. Decreasing proportion of implantable LVADs in patients with INTERMACS Profile 1 (Critical
cardiogenic shock “Crash and Burn”) from 2006 to 2010.
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