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A b s t r a c t

Introduction: Recent analysis from CHART-1 study indicated that the therapeutic effects of trans-endocardial cardiopoetic cell 
transplantation in chronic ischemic heart failure (iCHF) may be lost with an increasing number of injections perfomed to deliver 
therapeutic cells.

Aim: To evaluate global and regional contractility and diastolic function of the left ventricle of patients with iCHF who received 
trans-endomyocardial cardiopoietic stem cells (CSCs) delivery or sham procedures.

Material and methods: The study included patients (mean age: 60.8 ±7.1 years) with iCHF (left ventricular ejection fraction 
(LVEF) < 35%) and a history of hospitalization for worsening heart failure within 12 months despite optimal medical therapy. The 
patients underwent transmyocardial CSCs transplantation using perforated needle technique or a sham procedure. The wall mo-
tion score index (WMSI), LVEF, transmitral E-velocity, E-wave deceleration time, E/A-ratio, and E/e′-mean value were measured with 
two-dimensional echocardiography on days 1 and 30.

Results: A total of 170 segments were analyzed, including 48 targeted segments where 92 injections of 0.5 ml of CSCs were 
performed. In the transendocardial injections cohort, a decrease in regional contractility was observed in 30.6% (26/85) and 18.9% 
(16/85) of the segments on days 1 and 30, respectively. This was accompanied by an increase in WMSI by 0.32 ±0.06 and 0.19 ±0.18 
(day 1, p = 0.02, day 30, p = 0.03) and a reduction in LVEF (–3.15 ±1.23%, p = 0.065). 

Conclusions: Transendocardial injections performed to deliver therapeutic cells were associated with myocardial injury. This 
adverse effect remained, albeit at a lesser degree, at 30-days. Mechanical injury with trans-endocardial delivery of progenitor cells 
using the “needle technique” may counterbalance, at least in part, any cell-related benefit(s).

Key words: heart failure cell therapy, stem cells, transmyocardial cell transplantation, treatment outcome, ventricular function, 
wall motion score index.

S u m m a r y

Recent data from the Congestive Heart Failure Cardiopoietic Regenerative Therapy (CHART-1) trial indicate a bell-shaped 
curve association between an increase in endomyocardial injections and the therapeutic effect of cardiopoetic, mesenchymal 
stem-cell transplantation in patients with chronic ischemic heart failure. In our study with a median of 20 injections per pa-
tient, a decrease in regional contractility was observed in nearly one-third of the segments analyzed; this was only partially 
reversible by 30 days. These findings may provide a mechanistic explanation for the reduction of the therapeutic effect of 
cardiopoetic cells with an increased number of cell-delivery trans-endocardial injections (bell-shaped curve).
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Introduction 
The long-term prognosis of chronic ischemic heart 

failure (iCHF) remains poor despite advances in diagnosis 
and treatment [1]. Stem cell-based therapies are investi-
gated as a tool to stimulate myocardial regeneration in 
iCHF and potentially reverse myocardial damage [2–5]. 
Despite promising preclinical data, stem cell-based ther-
apy trials have shown only a modest improvement in left 
ventricular ejection fraction (LVEF) and left ventricular re-
modeling in patients with iCHF [2, 6]. Clinical trials have 
often used the transendocardial route (transendocardi-
al injections) [7–9] to deliver therapeutic agents to the 
myocardium in iCHF [10–12].

Recent data from the CHART-1 study indicates that 
the therapeutic benefit of transendocardial cell trans-
plantation may be lost with an increasing number of 
injections [3], suggesting that endomyocardial adminis-
tration of stem cells may elicit a degree of mechanical 
myocardial damage – a “multiplied” effect of myocardial 
injury elicited with myocardial biopsy [13, 14].

Aim
The study aimed to evaluate regional and global left 

ventricular contractility and diastolic function in pa-
tients with advanced symptomatic ischemic heart fail-
ure who underwent trans-endomyocardial administra-

Figure 1. An example of an intracardiac, trans-catheter, needle-based, cardiopoetic stem-cell delivery proce-
dure. A, B – Ventriculography (A  – antero-posterior (AP) and B – left anterior oblique (LAO) view) prior to 
trans-endocardial cell delivery; black arrows indicate the tip of pigtail catheter; C, D – injection catheter at-
tached to the target cardiac wall in the corresponding projection (C – AP, D – LAO view); white arrows indicate 
the tip of a needle-tipped catheter for cell delivery
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tion of cardiopoetic stem cells (CSCs) and compared to 
a sham procedure. Echocardiographic outcomes of both 
procedures were evaluated on days 1 and 30 after the 
index procedure.

Material and methods
Study population
We investigated ten consecutive patients (mean age: 

60.8 ±7.1 years) with chronic heart failure of ischemic eti-
ology not eligible for revascularization, with left ventricular 
ejection fraction (LVEF) below 35% by echocardiography 
and a  history of hospitalization for heart failure within  
12 months. Consecutive patients meeting inclusion criteria 

were recruited at the Department of Cardiac and Vascu-
lar Diseases of the John Paul II Hospital, Krakow, Poland. 
Exclusion criteria were recent myocardial infarction or 
unstable angina, recent percutaneous or surgical coro-
nary revascularization, cardiac resynchronization ther-
apy between 3 and 6 months prior to enrollment, and 
New York Heart Association (NYHA) class IV [2, 3]. All pa-
tients gave informed consent before study enrollment. 
The local Ethics Committee approved the study protocol. 
Patients were externally randomized to endomyocardial 
delivery of cardiopoietic cells or a sham procedure; the 
present study was an investigator-initiated substudy of 
the Congestive Heart Failure Cardiopoietic Regenerative 
Therapy (CHART-1) Trial [2].

Figure 2. Example of a ‘sham procedure’. A, B – Ventriculography (A – antero-posterior (AP) and B – left anterior 
oblique (LAO) view); C, D – Sham procedure, pigtail catheter positioned in the corresponding projections (C – AP, 
D – LAO view); low volume saline injections (n = 15-20) mimicking CSCs delivery
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Intervention
Mesenchymal stem cells were harvested from bone 

marrow and cultured in a central laboratory to achieve at 
least 24 million autologous CSCs from a harvest. Transen-
docardial injections (up to 20; 0.5 ml each) were admin-
istered into left ventricular wall segments with impaired 
contractility and a  wall thickness ≥ 8  mm, avoiding the 
area of the mitral and aortic valves. Target zones were cho-
sen and confirmed with left ventricular angiography and 
periprocedural echocardiography. The procedure was done 
with C-Cath, curved, multi-perforated needle (side holes) 
catheter, designed to enhance cell delivery [15, 16]. For a 
sham procedure, a pigtail catheter was placed in the left 
ventricular cavity, and saline injections were performed 
‘targeting’ specific zones as in active procedures (Figures 
1, 2). Patients were followed for 30 days after the proce-
dure for procedure-related adverse events.

Myocardial imaging
Left ventricular contractility, systolic and diastolic 

volumes, and parameters of diastolic function (peak 
early (E) and late (A) diastolic transmitral velocity, E de-
celeration time, E/A ratio, peak early annular myocar-
dial diastolic velocity (E′), and E/E′ ratio) were acquired 
with two-dimensional , pulse-wave Doppler, and tissue 
Doppler imaging echocardiography (Vivid 7 Digital Ul-
trasound System, GE, Healthcare, Little Chalfont, UK). 
Wall motion was semiquantitatively evaluated using 
a  17-segment model based on three long-axis views 
and scored 1 if normal, 2 for hypokinetic, 3 for severely 
hypokinetic or akinetic, and 4 points for a  dyskinet-
ic segment. The wall motion score index (WMSI) was 
estimated as the ratio of the sum of the wall motion 
scores divided by the number of myocardial segments 
scored [17]. 

Table I. Baseline characteristics of patients

Parameter CSCs group Sham procedure group P-value

Age [years] 59.7 ±5.9 61.5 ±8.7 0.75

Men 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 1.00

BMI [kg/m2] 27.8 (23.5–30.1) 24.9 (24.7–26.7) 0.84

Clinical variables:

Hypertension 3 (60.0) 5 (100.0) 0.44

Hypercholesterolemia 4 (80.0) 5 (100.0) 1.00

Diabetes mellitus 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 0.44

History of smoking 1 (20.0) 3 (60.0) 0.52

Previous CABG 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 0.44

Previous PCI = LAD/Cx/RCA 4/1/1 3/3/0 0.51

Atrial fibrillation 1 (20.0) 2 (40.0) 1.00

ICD 3 (60.0) 4 (80.0) 1.00

Peripheral artery disease 0 (0.0) 1 (20.0) 1.00

Prior stroke/TIA 0 (0.0) 1 (20.0) 1.00

Chronic kidney disease grade ≥ 3 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 1.00

Treatment:

ASA 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 1.00

ACEI/ARB 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 1.00

b-receptor antagonist 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 1.00

MRA 3 (60.0) 5 (100.0) 0.44

Loop diuretics 3 (60.0) 4 (80.0) 1.00

Statin 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 1.00

Procedure:

Number of injections 20 (15-20) – –

Number of injected segments 10 (5–12) – –

Procedure duration [min] 116.8 ±10.4 93.6 ±14.4 0.02

Fluoroscopy time [min] 29.1 (0–29.7) 0 (0.0–2.4) 0.26

Radiation dose [mGy] 1483 ±868 131 ±121 0.01

Volume of contrast media [ml] 90 ±134 20 ±44 0.30

Creatinine (day 3 post-procedure) [µmol/l] 107 ±24.3 98.4 ±17.6 0.539

Values are presented as n (%), mean ± standard deviation, or median (interquartile range). ACEI – angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor, ARB – angiotensin II 
receptor antagonist, BMI – body mass index, CABG – coronary artery bypass grafting, CSCs – cardiopoetic stem cells, ICD – implantable cardioverter-defibrillator,  
IRA – infarct-related artery, LAD/Cx/RCA – left anterior descending/circumflex/right coronary artery, MRA – mineralocorticoid receptor antagonist, TIA – transient 
ischemic attack.
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All measurements were obtained according to the 
guidelines of the European Association of Cardiovascular 
Imaging [17, 18] at baseline, after index procedure and at 
30-day follow-up. Two experts blinded to the procedure 
type analyzed the measurements according to consensus.

Statistical analysis
Categorical variables were expressed as numbers 

and percentages and compared using the c2 test and 
Fisher’s exact test. Continuous variables were presented 
as a mean ± standard deviation (SD) or a median and in-
terquartile range (IQR). Continuous data were assessed 
for normality of distribution using the Shapiro-Wilk test 
and compared using Student’s t-test or Mann-Whitney 
test, as appropriate. Within-group continuous data were 
evaluated with one-factor repeated measures ANOVA 
and Tukey’s HSD test or Friedman’s test, as appropriate. 
Relations between two continuous variables were eval-
uated using Pearson’s or Spearman’s correlations for 
normally or non-normally distributed variables, respec-
tively. Probability values < 0.05 were considered statisti-
cally significant. All data were evaluated using Statistica 
13.3 software (StatSoft Inc, Tulsa, OK).

Results 
Characteristics of patients  
The cohort of patients with iCHF treated with CSCs 

or placebo (sham procedure) is presented in Table I. Pa-
tients in the CSCs group had a longer procedure time and 
a higher radiation dose compared to the sham procedure 
group. Both groups were well balanced regarding demo-
graphic data, comorbidities, treatment, and echocardio-
graphic variables (Tables I, II).

CSCs delivery to the targeted segments
A total of 92 injections of 0.5 ml of CSCs were per-

formed in 48 of 85 pre-mapped segments (56.5%). 
The target zones were located in the lateral n = 13 

(27.1%), inferior n = 10 (20.8%), anterior n = 10 (16.7%), 
anteroseptal n = 8 (16.7%), inferolateral n = 4 (8.3%) and 
inferoseptal wall n = 3 (6.25%) of the left ventricle. Pa-
tients No. 1–5 had 5, 12, 12, 10, and 9 targeted segments 
with 15, 20, 20, 20, and 17 injections, respectively.

Regional left ventricular systolic function
A total of 170 segments were analyzed. WMSI on day 

1 and day 30 increased by 0.32 ±0.06 and 0.19 ±0.18  
(p = 0.02, p = 0.03, respectively) compared to baseline 
in the CSCs group and did not change in the sham group 
(0.06 ±0.06, p = 0.42, for day 1; 0.04 ±0.11, p = 0.72, for 
day 30) (Table II, Figure 3). With a similar number of per 
patient injections in this substudy a decrease in regional 
contractility (wall motion score reduction ≥ 1) was ob-
served in the CSCs group in 26/85 (30.6%) on days 0 and 
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in 16/85 (18.9%) on day 30 of pre-mapped segments, in-
cluding 19/48 (39.6%) and 11/48 (22.9%) targeted seg-
ments and 7/37 (18.9%) and 5/37 (13.5%) non-targeted 
segments, respectively. Deterioration was observed most 
frequently in the anteroseptal (n = 7, 46.7%), then ante-
rior, lateral, and inferior wall segments (all n = 5, 33.3%). 
The magnitude of deterioration was reduced at 30 days 
(Figure 3 A).

In the sham group, a decrease in contractility was ob-
served in 11.7% (n = 10/85, day 0) and 10.6% of the seg-
ments (n = 9/85, day 30), while an increase in contractil-
ity was observed in 5.9% (n = 5/85, for days 0 and 30).

Left ventricular ejection fraction and diastolic 
function
There was a reduction of LVEF in the CSCs group on 

day 1 (–3.15 ±1.23%, p = 0.065) and on day 30 (–2.29 
±2.51%, p = 0.18) that, however, did not reach statistical 
significance with n = 5. LVEF did not change significantly 
in the sham group (–0.66 ±3.01%, p = 0.92; –1.14 ±2.84%, 

p = 0.79, respectively) (Figure 3). A weak, non-significant 
negative correlation was observed between the number 
of injections and LVEF on days 1 and 30 (r = –0.78, p = 
0.12 for both). We did not observe differences in trans-
mitral E velocity, E wave deceleration time, E/A ratio, and 
E/e′ mean ratio on days 1 and 30 (Table II).

No serious or non-serious adverse clinical events oc-
cured during the 30-day follow-up.

Discussion
This prospective study shows that trans-endomyo-

cardial administration of CSCs in patients with iCHF 
was associated with a systolic function impairment in 
the targeted segments. This phenomenon was partic-
ularly relevant in the anteroseptal wall and resolved in 
a large part, though not complately, during the 30-day 
follow-up. 

No prolonged ischemia, including prolonged chest 
pain, or ischemic changes on the electrocardiogram oc-
curred. Furthermore, we did not observe a  worsening 

Figure 3. 30-day evolution of left ventricular systolic function after transendocardial stem cells delivery (perfo-
rated needle injections) (A, C) and in the sham procedure group (B, D)
WMSI – the wall motion score index, LVEF – left ventricular ejection fraction.
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of diastolic function that precedes systolic dysfunction 
during ischemia [19]. The duration and dose of radiation 
of the procedure, (an index of procedural complexity)
might have played a contributory role [20]. 

In a recent study, neurogenic contractility impairment 
was observed in nearly 25% of patients with acute isch-
aemic myocardial damage [21]. This effect is unlikely to 
play any important role in our present study that was 
sham-procedure controlled. Furthermore it needs to be 
taken into consideration that the precision of CSCs de-
livery to target zones may be limited as angiography or 
standard transthoracic echocardiograpy precision cannot 
provide real-time three-dimensional images. 

We assume that CSCs, despite their regenerative po-
tential, immunoregulatory properties, and ability to im-
prove myocardial perfusion and left ventricular function 
[22], may not fully compensate periprocedural damage 
caused by endomyocardial needle-based delivery, as we 
observed a residual increase in WMSI on day 30 after the 
procedure. This may be partially related to the increased 
number of injections. The effect we have identified may 
be applicable to other trials such as, most recently, the 
SCIENCE study [23] that unfortunately did not provide tro-
ponin levels in relation to trans-endocardial cell delivery.

In summary, our findings suggest that endomyocar-
dial administration of CSCs in iCHF in humans might be 
associated with prolonged deterioration of regional sys-
tolic function. In the targeted segments, procedure-relat-
ed injury largely, but not completely resolved by 30 days.

This study has several limitations. First, the size of 
our substudy was limited. Second, the protocol did not 
include multimodal imaging to evaluate left ventricular 
function; however, our recent study showed a  strong 
concordance between LVEF derived from echocardiogra-
phy, single-photon emission computed tomography, and 
cardiac magnetic resonance imaging [24]. Third, cardiac 
biomarkers although sampled were not available to the 
present analysis. Fourth, the statistical associations de-
scribed here do not necessarily indicate cause-and-effect 
relationships. Finally, elucidation of the mechanisms un-
derlying systolic dysfunction after endomyocardial ad-
ministration of CSCs was beyond the scope of this study 
and the sample size does not permit analysis by the num-
ber of injections.

Conclusions
Our findings demonstrate that in patients with iCHF, 

endomyocardial delivery of mesenchymal stem cells is 
associated with transient regional left ventricular sys-
tolic dysfunction observed the day after the procedure 
and its gradual, though not complete, resolution within 
30 days. Taken together with other limitations of the 
transendocardial “needle-based” approach (including the 
‘geographic’ limitations related to the anatomy of the en-
docardial surface of the myocardium and the very focal 

nature of therapeutic agent delivery), transcoronary de-
livery techniques might be preferable once the terapeutic 
cells uptake is confirmed with labeling techniques [25].    

Conflict of interest
The authors declare no conflict of interest. 

References

1.	McDonagh TA, Metra M, Adamo M, et al.; ESC Scientific Docu-
ment Group. 2021 ESC Guidelines for the diagnosis and treat-
ment of acute and chronic heart failure. Eur Heart J 2021; 42: 
3599-726. 

2.	Bartunek J, Terzic A, Davison BA, et al. Cardiopoietic cell ther-
apy for advanced ischemic heart failure: results at 39 weeks 
of the prospective, randomized, double blind, sham-controlled 
CHART-1 clinical trial. Eur Heart J 2017; 38: 648-60. 

3.	Teerlink JR, Metra M, Filippatos GS, et al. Benefit of cardiopoietic 
mesenchymal stem cell therapy on left ventricular remodelling: 
results from the Congestive Heart Failure Cardiopoietic Regener-
ative Therapy (CHART-1) study. Eur J Heart Fail 2017; 19: 1520-9.

4.	Bolli R, Solankhi M, Tang XL, Kahlon A. Cell therapy in patients 
with heart failure: a comprehensive review and emerging con-
cepts. Cardiovasc Res 2022; 118: 951-76. 

5.	Bloemkolk D, Dimopoulou C, Forbes D, et al. Challenges and 
opportunities for cardiovascular disease research: strategic 
research agenda for cardiovascular diseases (SRA-CVD) a doc-
ument for the European Commission.  https://www.era- cvd.
eu/media/content/ERA-CVD_SRA_05-2019-1.pdf (accessed 30 
September 2022)]. 

6.	Ostovaneh MR, Makkar RR, Ambale B, et al. Effect of cardio-
sphere-derived cells on segmental myocardial function after 
myocardial infarction: ALLSTAR randomised clinical trial. Open 
Heart 2021; 8: e001614. 

7.	Bolli R, Mitrani RD, Hare JM, et al. A Phase II study of autologous 
mesenchymal stromal cells and c-kit positive cardiac cells, alone 
or in combination, in patients with ischaemic heart failure: the 
CCTRN CONCERT-HF trial. Eur J Heart Fail 2021; 23: 661-74. 

8.	Tompkins BA, Rieger AC, Florea V, et al. Comparison of mesen-
chymal stem cell efficacy in ischemic versus nonischemic dilat-
ed cardiomyopathy. J Am Heart Assoc 2018; 7: e008460. 

9.	 Florea V, Rieger AC, DiFede DL, et al. Dose comparison study of al-
logeneic mesenchymal stem cells in patients with ischemic car-
diomyopathy (The TRIDENT Study). Circ Res 2017; 121: 1279-90. 

10.	Gyöngyösi M, Pokushalov E, Romanov A, et al. Meta-analysis 
of percutaneous endomyocardial cell therapy in patients with 
ischemic heart failure by combination of individual patient data 
(IPD) of ACCRUE and publication-based aggregate data. J Clin 
Med 2022; 11: 3205. 

11.	Kasai-Brunswick TH, Carvalho AB, Campos de Carvalho AC. Stem 
cell therapies in cardiac diseases: current status and future pos-
sibilities. World J Stem Cells 2021; 13: 1231-47. 

12.	Yamada S, Arrell DK, Rosenow CS, et al. Ventricular remodeling 
in ischemic heart failure stratifies responders to stem cell ther-
apy. Stem Cells Transl Med 2020; 9: 74-9. 

13.	Carlisle MA, Fudim M, DeVore AD, Piccini JP. Heart failure and atri-
al fibrillation, like fire and fury. JACC Heart Fail 2019; 7: 447-56. 

14.	Thygesen K, Alpert JS, Jaffe AS, et al. Fourth universal definition 
of myocardial infarction (2018). Eur Heart J 2019; 40: 237-69. 



Leszek Drabik et al. Trans-endocardial delivery of progenitor cells to compromised myocardium using the “needle technique”and risk of myocardial injury

430 Advances in Interventional Cardiology 2022; 18, 4 (70)

15.	Sherman W, Bartunek J, Dolatabadi D, et al. First-in-human use 
of a retention-enhanced catheter for endomyocardial cell deliv-
ery. JACC Cardiovasc Interv 2018; 11: 412-4.

16.	Behfar A, Latere JP, Bartunek J, et al. Optimized delivery system 
achieves enhanced endomyocardial stem cell retention. Circ 
Cardiovasc Interv 2013; 6: 710-8.

17.	Galderisi M, Cosyns B, Edvardsen T, et al. Standardization of 
adult transthoracic echocardiography reporting in agreement 
with recent chamber quantification, diastolic function, and 
heart valve disease recommendations: an expert consensus 
document of the European Association of Cardiovascular Imag. 
Eur Heart J Cardiovasc Imaging 2017; 18: 1301-10.

18.	Nagueh SF, Smiseth OA, Appleton CP, et al. Recommendations for 
the evaluation of left ventricular diastolic function by echocardi-
ography: an update from the American Society of Echocardiog-
raphy and the European Association of Cardiovascular Imaging. 
J Am Soc Echocardiogr 2016; 29: 277-314. 

19.	Knuuti J, Wijns W, Achenbach S, et al. 2019 ESC guidelines for 
the diagnosis and management of chronic coronary syndromes. 
Eur Heart J 2020; 41: 407-77. 

20.	Musialek P, Tekieli L, Kostkiewicz M, et al. Infarct size determines 
myocardial uptake of CD34+ cells in the peri-infarct zone: re-
sults from a study of 99mTc-extametazime-labeled cell visual-
ization integrated with cardiac magnetic resonance infarct im-
aging. Circ Cardiovasc Imaging 2013; 6: 320-8. 

21.	Iwaszczuk P, Kołodziejczyk B, Kruczek T, et al. Ischemic versus 
non-ischemic (neurogenic) myocardial contractility impairment 
in acute coronary syndromes: prevalence and impact on left 
ventricular systolic function recovery. Med Sci Monit 2018; 24: 
3693-701. 

22.	Bartunek J, Terzic A, Davison BA, et al. Cardiopoietic stem cell 
therapy in ischaemic heart failure: long-term clinical outcomes. 
ESC Heart Fail 2020; 7: 3345-54.

23.	Qayyum AA, van Klarenbosch B, Frljak S, et al. Effect of allogene-
ic adipose tissue derived mesenchymal stromal cell treatment 
in chronic ischemic heart failure with reduced ejection fraction 
- The SCIENCE Trial. Eur J Heart Fail 2023 Jan 16 [Epub ahead of 
print]; doi: 10.1002/ejhf.2772.

24.	Drabik L, Kwiecien E, Mazurek A, et al. Multimodality imaging of 
left ventricular function and volumes in patients with acute and 
chronic myocardial injury – Novel insights ESC Congress 2019 
together with World Congress of Cardiology. Eur Heart J 2019; 
40 (Suppl 1): ehz748.0120.

25.	Kozynacka A, Kwiecien E, Mazurek A, et al. Transcoronary trans-
fer of Wharton’s jelly mesenchymal pluripotent stem cells in 
patients with chronic ischaemic heart failure shows safety and 
unprecedented high-grade myocardial uptake. Eur Heart J 2019; 
40 (Suppl 1): ehz747.0374.


