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Abstract

Background: We aimed to address the paucity of information describing the treatable burden of disease
associated with severe aortic stenosis (AS) within Australia’s ageing population.

Methods: A contemporary model of the population prevalence of symptomatic, severe AS and treatment pathways
in Europe and North America was applied to the 2019 Australian population aged ≥ 55 years (7 million people) on
an age-specific basis. Applying Australian-specific data, these estimates were used to further calculate the total
number of associated deaths and incident cases of severe AS per annum.

Results: Based on an overall point prevalence of 1.48 % among those aged ≥ 55 years, we estimate that a
minimum of 97,000 Australians are living with severe AS. With a 2-fold increased risk of mortality without
undergoing aortic valve replacement (AVR), more than half of these individuals (∼56,000) will die within 5-years.
From a clinical management perspective, among those with concurrent symptoms (68.3 %, 66,500 [95 % CI 59,000–
74,000] cases) more than half (58.4 %, 38,800 [95 % CI 35,700 − 42,000] cases) would be potentially considered for
surgical AVR (SAVR) - comprising 2,400, 5,400 and 31,000 cases assessed as high-, medium- or low peri-operative
mortality risk, respectively. A further 17,000/27,700 (41.6 % [95 % CI 11,600 − 22,600]) of such individuals would be
potentially considered to a transthoracic AVR (TAVR). During the subsequent 5-year period (2020–2024), each year,
we estimate an additional 9,300 Australians aged ≥ 60 years will subsequently develop severe AS (6,300 of whom
will experience concurrent symptoms). Of these symptomatic cases, an estimated 3,700 and 1,600 cases/annum, will
be potentially suitable for SAVR and TAVR, respectively.

Conclusions: These data suggest there is likely to be a substantive burden of individuals living with severe AS in
Australia. Many of these cases may not have been diagnosed and/or received appropriate treatment (based on the
evidence-based application of SAVR and TAVR) to reduce their high-risk of subsequent mortality.
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Introduction
One of the most common cardiac conditions affecting
the progressively aging populations of high-income
countries such as Australia is aortic stenosis (AS) [1].
Without timely intervention, severe AS is associated
with a very poor prognosis [2]. However, like many
other countries, there has been a paucity of reports fo-
cusing on the overall prevalence and treatable burden of
AS in Australia. A recent AS report from National Echo-
cardiography Database of Australia (NEDA) [3] that
assessed the severity of AS and subsequent pattern of
survival among 122,809 men and 118,494 women with a
mean age of 62 ± 18 years highlighted an urgent need to
better understand the burden imposed by this potentially
deadly condition. Overall, the indicative prevalence of
severe low or high gradient AS among adults being in-
vestigated with echocardiography during the overall
study period of 2000–2019, was 1.1 and 2.1 % (3.2 %
combined), respectively. Actual 5-year mortality ranged
from 56 to 67 % in those cases with a native aortic valve
and no indication of surgical intervention [3].
Historically, surgical aortic valve replacement (SAVR) has

been the preferred intervention for severe AS [4]. However,
transcatheter aortic valve replacement (TAVR) has been
successfully applied in those with severe AS with high/pro-
hibitive surgical risk [5–7]. Moreover, two head-to-head
randomized trials have now reported non-inferiority [8]
and superiority [9] comparing TAVR to SAVR in low-risk
patients with severe AS, in respect to mortality and subse-
quent risk of stroke. Consistent with these data, for most of
the 6,050 cases within the NEDA cohort who underwent
AVR, their post-procedure AV hemodynamic profile and
survival outcomes were favourable [10].
Overall, these data suggest more Australians might

benefit from AVR. However, without reliable estimates
of the treatable burden of AS, this critical number (for
health service and resource planning) remains unknown.
A series of modelled studies, first published in 2013 [11]
and then an updated version in 2018 [12], applied the
best available epidemiological and registry data to esti-
mate the following for Europe and North America – 1)
the overall proportion of older individuals affected by
AS and more specifically severe AS; and 2) proportion of
these individuals who had and/or would benefit from a
valve replacement procedure (SAVR or TAVR). Given
the geographical focus and source data used, these esti-
mates now provide these target regions with (moderate)
reliable estimates of the treatable burden of AS. To date,
there are no equivalent burden of disease estimates for
Australia.

Study aims
We sought, for the first time, to generate reliable (but
inherently conservative) estimates on the prevalence and

treatable patient population with severe, symptomatic
AS in Australia. Specifically, our aim was to replicate the
same robust models recently used to generate contem-
porary AS-specific projections for Europe and North
America [12] as highlighted above with specific modifi-
cations relevant to the Australian context. Firstly, this
included applying population profiling (denominator)
data derived from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
(ABS). Secondly, given the Australian context, we aimed
to expand our burden of disease estimates to those
aged ≥ 55 years (noting the original study applied a sin-
gle estimate of the overall prevalence of severe AS (nu-
merator) to those aged ≥ 75 years [12]) and by applying
age- and sex-specific, incident, and prevalent estimates
of AS informed by the recent NEDA Study of AS [3].

Methods
Study design
Consistent with previous reports of this type specifically
focusing on atrial fibrillation [13] and heart failure [14],
we combined official national population data with the
best available epidemiological and clinical data to gener-
ate estimates of the treatable burden of disease relating
to AS. Given the anonymous source and nature of the
study data, no ethical approvals were required.

Study setting
Projections were applied to the entire Australian popula-
tion and then each State and Territory according to their
currently estimated demographic profile. ABS data pro-
jecting the future demographic structure and profile
were also used to derive future projections on the treat-
able burden of AS. (https://www.abs.gov.au/Population -
Accessed January 2021).

Study data
The primary analyses presented in this report used
age-, sex- and geographic-specific demography data
for Australian men and women aged ≥ 55 years for the
calendar year 2019. Specifically, the ABS currently
provides population projections derived from the offi-
cial 2016 Census - http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/
abs@.nsf/mf/3101.0 - Accessed January 2021).
As indicated above, the primary basis for this report is

the recently updated study of the number of treatable
and treated patients with severe AS published by Durko
and colleagues in 2018 [12]. Specifically, based on an ex-
panded analysis of 37 relevant studies involving 26,402
cases/patients, this study provides a flow-chart (see
Fig. 1) of the key estimates/parameters (with 95 % confi-
dence interval, CI) that can be applied (as a primary ana-
lysis) to the latest Australian population data (on an age-
, sex- and geographic-specific basis) to estimate the pool
of treatable severe AS patients per annum. It can also be
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applied to broad population projections for an increasing
pool of older Australians over time; noting that over a
decade (from 2006 to 2016) the proportion of Austra-
lians aged > 65 years had increased by around 4 % and
this proportion (and absolute numbers) will steadily
increase.
Specifically, the model developed and subsequently ap-

plied in this report provides overall estimates (based on
a combination of European and North American cohort
studies) on the proportion of patients with severe AS
who – 1) are symptomatic and under current expert
guidelines, are largely excluded from surgical manage-
ment; 2) are symptomatic but unsuitable for SAVR but
might safely undergo TAVR (the alternative being med-
ical therapy); or 3) are symptomatic and will undergo
SAVR; a proportion of whom (particularly due to high-
to-medium surgical risk) may benefit from TAVR. The
range of derived estimates for each parameter, despite
efforts to smooth-out inevitable heterogeneity, are indi-
cative of the methodological weaknesses/biases inherent
to source data. It is important to note these treatment
pathways are continually evolving as new, lower risk
valve interventions are developed and lower the likely
threshold of AVR. Without Australian-specific to correct
the rates of intervention applied, it is generally acknowl-
edged that intervention rates for severe AS broadly fol-
low those applied in North America.
Where possible, we were able to improve our assump-

tions and therefore our projections by considering primary
profiling and outcome data derived from (NEDA) [3]. This
unique study has now captured echocardiographic data on
> 750,000 Australians (with no exclusion criteria) being
routinely investigated with echocardiography from > 25

centres Australia-wide. With individual data linkage,
NEDA also generates real-world, short- to long-term sur-
vival data on those affected by common cardiac conditions
including AS [3].

Estimating the prevalence & treatable burden of severe
AS
For these analyses, we applied a point prevalence of
3.5 % for severe AS among individuals aged ≥ 75 years,
This small adjustment to the original European model
[12] reflects recent reports of an increasing incidence of
AS in other high-income countries such as the UK [15]
and is only slightly higher than that of the NEDA cohort
of actively investigated patients [3]. To derive specific
prevalence rates for those aged < 75 years, we used the
ratio of cases of severe AS observed in each age-band of
the NEDA cohort [3]. This resulted in the following age-
specific prevalence estimates being applied: ≥75 years,
3.5 %; 70–74 years, 1.2 %; 65–69 years, 0.7 %; 60–64
years, 0.5 %; and 55–59 years, 0.4 %. When applied to
the Australian population aged ≥ 55 years (see Supple-
mentary Figure S1), the overall estimated point preva-
lence of severe AS is 1.48 % for 2019; a figure that is
broadly consistent with that published and applied
previously [16]. The same rates were applied to men
and women given that, on an age-specific basis, there
were minimum differences based on sex within the
NEDA cohort [3].

Mortality
To understand the potential consequences of no AVR
intervention in the setting of severe AS, age- and sex-
specific, actual 5-year mortality rates were applied to the

Fig. 1 Model/Decision Tree to Determine Treatable Burden of Severe AS in Australia (Adapted from original [12]). Legend: AS = Aortic Stenosis,
SAVR = Surgical Aortic Valve Replacement, TAVR = Transcatheter Aortic Valve Replacement, High, Medium and Low Risk based on the Society of
Thoracic Surgeons Predicted Risk of Mortality Score of >8%, 4-8% and <4% for SAVR-related mortality, respectively
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estimated case prevalence of severe AS by applying those
observed rates within the equivalent patient cohort iden-
tified within NEDA who had a native AV throughout
follow-up [3]. Although these data only reflect cases re-
ferred for echocardiography, they provide both a discus-
sion point and means to validate prevalence estimates
when combined with incidence rates (see below).

Incident cases of severe AS
In the absence of specific population incidence data, we
used the differential in prevalence for each 5-year age
group (i.e., how many more at risk individuals would de-
velop severe AS over 5-years to reflect the number of
prevalent cases in that older age group) to calculate how
many individuals would develop severe AS each year. By
necessity this means incident cases were only calculated
for those aged ≥ 60 years. Applying conservatively de-
rived data from the NEDA cohort [3], the following age-
specific, annual incident rates, were applied to the Aus-
tralian population aged ≥ 60 years for the subsequent
(i.e. beyond 2019) 5-year period 2020-24: aged ≥ 75
years, 460 cases; 70–74 years, 40 cases; 65–69 years, 40
cases; and 60–64 years, 20 cases per 100,000 population
per annum. When combined, these rates generated an
annual incidence of severe AS of 182 cases per 100,000
population per annum within the Australian population
aged ≥ 60 years.

Statistical analyses
All projections are reported as whole numbers and pro-
portions with 95 % CI where appropriate. All statistical

analyses are descriptive in nature and population-based;
with no inferential statistics applied. Exact estimates are
provided in the figures whilst rounded up (to the nearest
hundred) figures are provided in text.

Results
Prevalent cases of severe AS
As shown in Fig. 2, we conservatively estimate that
around 97,300 Australians are living with severe AS
(symptomatic or otherwise). Moreover, assuming just
over two-thirds of these cases experience concurrent
symptoms linked to the condition, according to con-
temporary clinical recommendations/ best practice
around 66,500 (95 % CI 59,200 to 74,000) people
might be considered for an AVR procedure at any
one time.

Aortic valve replacement
Figure 3 summarises the overall treatable burden/man-
agement of severe AS when assuming 58.4 % of cases
with symptomatic, severe AS would be referred for
SAVR (primary replacement or revision) and the re-
mainder (41.6 %) for potential TAVR. On this basis, we
estimate that around 38,800 (95 % CI 35,700 to 42,000)
Australians aged ≥ 55 years with severe, symptomatic AS
might be considered for SAVR; based on the Society of
Thoracic Surgeons Predicted Risk of Mortality Score
[17]. An additional 17,000 cases (95 % CI 11,600 to
22,600) of the approximately 27,700 people not eligible
for SAVR due to high peri-operative risk could be po-
tentially considered for TAVR instead.

Fig. 2 Estimated Point Prevalence and Distribution of Severe AS in Australia

Strange et al. BMC Health Services Research          (2021) 21:790 Page 4 of 9



AS-related mortality
Based on the age- and sex-specific rates of actual mortal-
ity (ranging from 17 to 84 % for those aged 55–64 years
to ≥ 85 years) observed in the NEDA cohort, we estimate
that 56,300 (95 % CI 56,100 to 56,500) of the prevalent
population with severe AS of their native valve will sub-
sequently die within the next 5 years - see Fig. 4.

Incident cases
As shown in Fig. 5, each year, we further estimate that
around 9,300 (95 % CI 9,000 to 9,500) more Australians
aged ≥ 60 years will subsequently develop severe AS. As-
suming the same pattern of potential AVR procedures
(once again based on peri-operative risk status), 3,700
(95 % CI 3,400 to 4,000) and 2,600 (95 % CI 2,300 to

Fig. 3 Estimated Treatable Burden/Management of Severe AS in Australia (Based on Prevalent Cases)

Fig. 4 Severe AS Related Mortality
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2,900) of the approximate de novo 6,300 (95 % CI 5,600
to 7,000) cases with concurrent symptoms linked to the
condition, would be potentially managed with/eligible
for a SAVR or TAVR procedure, respectively (see Sup-
plementary Figure S2).

Discussion
In the setting of specific surgical registry reports [18]
and recent insightful data generated by the NEDA Study
[3] but little else, we present a unique analysis of the po-
tential treatable burden of severe AS in Australia. As
with many substantive public health issues that routinely
affect a large proportion of the population and is associ-
ated with costly treatment and historically poor health
outcomes [13, 14], unfortunately there is a paucity of
specific burden of disease data to guide health resources
and clinical practice. Indeed, worldwide, the natural his-
tory and impact of AS remains poorly characterised [19].
This relative lack of data is exacerbated by the rapid pro-
gression of disease and high mortality in those affected
[20]. It was on this basis we chose to use the best avail-
able modelling and projections on the population preva-
lence and treatable pattern/burden of severe AS [12] and
then applied them to the Australian population aged ≥
55 years with further adjustments/ improvements based
on NEDA Study data [3]. Overall, our analyses suggest
that close to 100,000 Australians in this at-risk age-
group are currently living with this potentially deadly
condition. Accordingly, in the next 5 years, more than
half of these individuals will die without having under-
gone an AVR procedure – their risk of dying being two-
fold higher on an adjusted basis than their counterparts

without severe AS [3]. Without any change in its natural
history (there being strong evidence that its prevalence
will rise within our increasingly sedentary and obese
population [15, 21], this number will likely rise substan-
tially within Australia’s ageing population. At minimum,
we estimate that an additional 9,000 Australians aged ≥
60 years and over will develop severe AS each year.
Overall, based on contemporary management practices

in Europe and North America (noting this remains a
highly evolving field), we estimated that just under
56,000 prevalent cases would be potentially eligible for a
SAVR or TAVR procedure. As also shown by the NEDA
Study, successful restoration of AV function with AVR is
associated with markedly improved survival [10]. Due to
population dynamics (including greater longevity among
Australian women) more women than men are likely af-
fected by severe AS, but many of these are aged > 80
years and may have comorbidities that will favour more
conservative management options.
Regardless, of the relative accuracy of these projections

(noting our critical corrections of the original model
[12] based on the very large and robust data derived
from the NEDA cohort [3] – see below), these data pro-
vide an important context to the largely hidden but sub-
stantive burden of disease imposed by AS in Australia.
From an individual to societal perspective, it seems clear
that due to Australia’s progressively ageing population, a
clear strategy to detect and then optimally manage an
increasing burden of AS is urgently required. Outcome
data derived from close to 350,000 Australians investi-
gated with echocardiography and collectively followed-
up > 1 million person-years as part of the NEDA Study

Fig. 5 Annual Incident Cases of Severe AS among Australians Aged ≥55 years
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[3] further reinforces the need to prioritise AS manage-
ment. In that study we reaffirmed that severe AS had
very poor survival rates (two-thirds dead within 5-years).
We also confirmed that when applied, AVR was largely
associated with optimal AV hemodynamic profiles and
lower mortality [10].
A recent analysis of 18,147 patients (mean age 72 years

and 64 % men) with AS who underwent SAVR captured
by the Australian and New Zealand Society of Cardiac
and Thoracic Surgeons (ANZSCTS) database during
2002–2015, showed that this procedure accounted for
20 % of all adult cardiac surgeries by the end of the study
period [18]. In recent years, TAVR has been successfully
applied to patients with severe AS and with high/pro-
hibitive surgical risk [5–7]; with two randomized trials
reporting the non-inferiority [8] and superiority [9] of
TAVR in respect to mortality and subsequent risk of
stroke, respectively, when compared to SAVR in low-
risk patients with severe AS. A recently reported Austra-
lian trial of TAVR applied to 199 intermediate-risk cases
of severe AS, is indicative of the changing clinical land-
scape in this regard [22].
Despite the type of data described above, determining

the actual proportion of Australians at risk of poor out-
comes associated with AS and then actively treated with
SAVR or TAVR, remains problematic; even when recon-
ciling the largely concordant data around the size of the
likely active patient population derived from the NEDA
Study and those formal projections. However, there does
appear to be a disconnect between the number of Aus-
tralians with severe AS who might benefit either SAVR
or TAVR and their subsequent access to these proce-
dures. A recent report from the ANZSCTS database re-
corded ~ 4,000 SAVR procedures overall in Australia
during the period 2009–2015 [18]. Even when account-
ing for the fact that registry did become truly national
until 2015, there appears to be a large shortfall in the ex-
pected number of such procedures per annum relative
to our projections. This may well be explained by the
demographic profile of those undergoing SAVR in
Australia. As reported [18], the mean age of SAVR cases
is around 72 years of age and only 37 % were female. Al-
ternatively, the mean age of those with severe AS (dur-
ing a similar timeframe of surveillance) within the
NEDA cohort is around 80 years of age and, consistent
with this report, more than half of cases were women.
Anecdotally, referral for SAVR in the Australian popula-
tion has typically paralleled North American trends and
the presumptions of the modelling (shown in Fig. 1) are
based on historical data from a combination of North
American and European centres. Given the lag in refer-
ral behaviour to new low-risk interventions (e.g., TAVR),
by definition, all these assumptions for the modelling
will be conservative. Critically, the availability of these

new valve technologies has developed rapidly in
Australia in the last 5 years and, other than NEDA, there
is a paucity of resources to track these changes in real-
time.
The recently reported NEDA Study data suggesting

that even mild-to-moderate forms of AS are associated
with high-levels of mortality approaching that of severe
AS within 5-years of follow-up [3], when combined with
other contemporary reports [23, 24], are likely to change
the landscape of AS management. Specifically, this will
likely reflect a recognition that a “watchful wait” ap-
proach to determine the transition from moderate to se-
vere AS and also from asymptomatic to symptomatic
status [4] may be associated with unacceptably high
mortality rates [5]. For example, reflective of concerns
around intermediate-to-high risk of surgical mortality (>
4 %) and the evolving efficacy of TAVR versus the more
costly and invasive SAVR, in the current analyses, it was
estimated that around 9,000 SAVR cases could poten-
tially be replaced with TAVR. However, determining
how and where to invest in dedicated screening pro-
grams and apply the latest evidence to prolong the lives
of those affected in Australia (noting our estimate of ap-
proximately 9,000 new cases per annum – of whom >
4,000 would be aged < 75 years) is futile without firm
evidence of the number of individuals involved. The
noted “disconnect” between the potential and actual
number of Australians who derive survival benefits from
an AVR, therefore, is likely to increase over time.

Limitations
As noted, these data do not completely rely on Austra-
lian specific data (other than population estimates/
demographic structure and NEDA-derived adjustments
to original estimates). To partially address this, we have
used a conservative estimate of the point prevalence of
severe AS and provide 95 % CI for lower and higher and
estimates. However, we acknowledge the dynamics of
medical management of severe AS (i.e., conservative
treatment versus TAVR versus SAVR) in Australia is
likely to be different than reported in Europe/North
America. The differential clinical uptake and reimburse-
ment of different procedures from a public health to pri-
vate health perspective within Australia’s increasingly
complex and hybrid health care system, is particularly
relevant - as is the variable population dynamics of each
jurisdiction across the country. Beyond the broader
demographic features of Australia and its major jurisdic-
tions, we did not consider other important factors such
as socio-economic status and the concentration of par-
ticularly high-risk groups (e.g. predominantly younger
Indigenous Australians in Central Australia who experi-
ence much higher levels of valvular disease and heart
failure [25]); nor did we consider the cost-burden of
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treating severe AS. Applying the growing resources of
NEDA, we hope to address most of these issues/limita-
tions in the future, in order to provide greater clarity
around the full spectrum of AS in Australia. Finally, it is
important to acknowledge that our mortality estimates
(even when considering that they are focussed on those
with native valves) are discordant with the low rates of
mortality reported in trials such as the PARTNER 3
Trial [9]. This discordance only reinforces the benefits of
early recognition and expert management of this other-
wise deadly condition.

Conclusions
These unique estimates provide an important insight
into the current and future treatable burden of severe
AS in Australia. At the most conservative level, the likely
number of currently affected Australians aged 55 years
and over will soon rise to 100,000 people. Moreover, the
number of new cases with this potentially deadly condi-
tion is likely approaching 10,000 per annum. Based on
current clinical practice/recommendations, around two-
thirds of such cases should be actively managed due to
their symptomatic status (predominantly with a combin-
ation of SAVR and TAVR) and a high-risk of mortality.
However, it is unclear if that is truly the case. Whether
there is sufficient clinical awareness of AS and pro-
active referral patterns (particularly for Australian
women) for active management is yet to be determined.

Abbreviations
AS: Aortic stenosis; AV: Aortic valve; SAVR: Surgical aortic valve replacement;
TAVR: Transthoracic surgical aortic valve replacement; 95 % CI: Confidence
interval; NEDA: National Echocardiography Database of Australia;
ABS: Australian Bureau of Statistics; ANZSCTS: Australian and New Zealand
Society of Cardiac and Thoracic Surgeons

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.
org/10.1186/s12913-021-06843-0.

Additional file 1: Supplementary Figure 1. Population Distribution of
Australians Aged ≥55 years. Legend: Australia is a federated country,
comprising the main populated States (Northern Territory and Capital
Territory not shown) of Western Australian (WA), South Australia (SA),
Victoria (VIC), Tasmania (TAS), New South Wales (NSW) and Queensland
(QLD).

Additional file 2: Supplementary Figure 2. Estimated Treatable
Burden/Management of Severe AS in Australia (Based on Incident Cases
per Annum).

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Authors’ contributions
SS and GS conceived the study. SS designed and performed the data
analysis and written the manuscript. SS, GS, GMS and DP interpreted the
data and made substantial contributions to the revision and have approved
the submitted version.

Funding
This study was funded by an unconditional grant provided by the Edwards
Lifesciences Australia. SS was supported by the NHMRC of Australia Research
Fellowship.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used are all available on public sources. Australian population
data − 1) official 2016 Census (http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/
mf/3101.0); 2) future projection (https://www.abs.gov.au/Population).

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
No Ethics approval required.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors have no competing interest to declare.

Author details
1School of Medicine, University of Notre Dame, 32 Mouat St, WA 6160
Freemantle, Australia. 2Department of Cardiology, Royal Prince Alfred
Hospital, Sydney, NSW, Australia. 3Royal Prince Alfred Hospital, Sydney, New
South Wales, Australia. 4Heart Research Institute, Sydney, Australia. 5Prince
Charles Hospital, University of Queensland, Brisbane, QLD, Australia. 6Torrens
University Australia, Adelaide, SA, Australia. 7University of Glasgow, Glasgow,
Scotland.

Received: 14 May 2021 Accepted: 29 July 2021

References
1. Benjamin EJ, Virani SS, Callaway CW, Chamberlain AM, Chang AR, Cheng S,

Chiuve SE, Cushman M, Delling FN, Deo R, et al. Heart disease and stroke
statistics-2018 update: a report from the American heart Association.
Circulation. 2018;137(12):e67-e492.

2. Bohbot Y, Rusinaru D, Delpierre Q, Marechaux S, Tribouilloy C: Risk
Stratification of Severe Aortic Stenosis With Preserved Left Ventricular
Ejection Fraction Using Peak Aortic Jet Velocity: An Outcome Study. Circ
Cardiovasc Imaging. 2017;10(10):e006760. https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCIMA
GING.117.006760.

3. Strange G, Stewart S, Celermajer D, Prior D, Scalia GM, Marwick T, Ilton M,
Joseph M, Codde J, Playford D, et al. Poor long-term survival in patients
with moderate aortic stenosis. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2019;74(15):1851–63.

4. Nishimura RA, Otto CM, Bonow RO, Carabello BA, Erwin JP 3rd, Fleisher LA,
Jneid H, Mack MJ, McLeod CJ, O’Gara PT, et al. 2017 AHA/ACC Focused
Update of the 2014 AHA/ACC Guideline for the Management of Patients
With Valvular Heart Disease: A Report of the American College of
Cardiology/American Heart Association Task Force on Clinical Practice
Guidelines. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2017;70(2):252–89.

5. Kennon S, Archbold A. Expert opinion: guidelines for the management of
patients with aortic stenosis undergoing non-cardiac surgery: out of date
and overly prescriptive. Interv Cardiol. 2017;12(2):133–6.

6. Genereux P, Stone GW, O’Gara PT, Marquis-Gravel G, Redfors B, Giustino G,
Pibarot P, Bax JJ, Bonow RO, Leon MB. Natural history, diagnostic
approaches, and therapeutic strategies for patients with asymptomatic
severe aortic stenosis. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2016;67(19):2263–88.

7. Villablanca PA, Mathew V, Thourani VH, Rodes-Cabau J, Bangalore S, Makkiya
M, Vlismas P, Briceno DF, Slovut DP, Taub CC, et al. A meta-analysis and
meta-regression of long-term outcomes of transcatheter versus surgical
aortic valve replacement for severe aortic stenosis. Int J Cardiol. 2016;225:
234–43.

8. Popma JJ, Deeb GM, Yakubov SJ, Mumtaz M, Gada H, O’Hair D, Bajwa T,
Heiser JC, Merhi W, Kleiman NS, et al. Transcatheter aortic-valve
replacement with a self-expanding valve in low-risk patients. N Engl J Med.
2019;380(18):1706–15.

9. Mack MJ, Leon MB, Thourani VH, Makkar R, Kodali SK, Russo M, Kapadia SR,
Malaisrie SC, Cohen DJ, Pibarot P, on behalf of the PARTNER 3 Investigators,

Strange et al. BMC Health Services Research          (2021) 21:790 Page 8 of 9

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-021-06843-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-021-06843-0
http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/3101.0
http://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/mf/3101.0
https://www.abs.gov.au/Population
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCIMAGING.117.006760
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCIMAGING.117.006760


et al. Transcatheter aortic-valve replacement with a balloon-expandable
valve in low-risk patients. N Engl J Med. 2019;380(18):1695–705.

10. Playford D, Stewart S, Celermajer D, Prior D, Scalia GM, Marwick T, Ilton M,
Codde J, Strange G. Poor survival with impaired valvular hemodynamics
after aortic valve replacement: the national echo database Australia study. J
Am Soc Echocardiogr. 2020;33(9):1077-1086.e1071.

11. Osnabrugge RL, Mylotte D, Head SJ, Van Mieghem NM, Nkomo VT, LeReun
CM, Bogers AJ, Piazza N, Kappetein AP. Aortic stenosis in the elderly: disease
prevalence and number of candidates for transcatheter aortic valve
replacement: a meta-analysis and modeling study. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2013;
62(11):1002–12.

12. Durko AP, Osnabrugge RL, Van Mieghem NM, Milojevic M, Mylotte D,
Nkomo VT, Pieter Kappetein A. Annual number of candidates for
transcatheter aortic valve implantation per country: current estimates and
future projections. Eur Heart J. 2018;39(28):2635–42.

13. Ball J, Thompson DR, Ski CF, Carrington MJ, Gerber T, Stewart S. Estimating
the current and future prevalence of atrial fibrillation in the Australian adult
population. Med J Aust. 2015;202(1):32–5.

14. Chan YK, Tuttle C, Ball J, Teng TK, Ahamed Y, Carrington MJ, Stewart S.
Current and projected burden of heart failure in the Australian adult
population: a substantive but still ill-defined major health issue. BMC Health
Serv Res. 2016;16(1):501.

15. Larsson SC, Back M, Rees JMB, Mason AM, Burgess S. Body mass index and
body composition in relation to 14 cardiovascular conditions in UK Biobank:
a Mendelian randomization study. Eur Heart J. 2020;41(2):221–6.

16. Nkomo VT, Gardin JM, Skelton TN, Gottdiener JS, Scott CG, Enriquez-Sarano
M. Burden of valvular heart diseases: a population-based study. Lancet.
2006;368(9540):1005–11.

17. Puskas JD, Kilgo PD, Thourani VH, Lattouf OM, Chen E, Vega JD, Cooper W,
Guyton RA, Halkos M. The society of thoracic surgeons 30-day predicted risk
of mortality score also predicts long-term survival. Ann Thorac Surg. 2012;
93(1):26–33 discussion 33 – 25.

18. Si S, Hillis GS, Sanfilippo FM, Smith J, Tran L, Reid CM, Briffa T. Surgical aortic
valve replacement in Australia, 2002–2015: temporal changes in clinical
practice, patient profiles and outcomes. ANZ J Surg. 2019;89(9):1061–7.

19. Lancellotti P, Magne J, Dulgheru R, Clavel MA, Donal E, Vannan MA,
Chambers J, Rosenhek R, Habib G, Lloyd G, et al. Outcomes of Patients With
Asymptomatic Aortic Stenosis Followed Up in Heart Valve Clinics. JAMA
Cardiol. 2018;3(11):1060–8.

20. Pellikka PA, Sarano ME, Nishimura RA, Malouf JF, Bailey KR, Scott CG, Barnes
ME, Tajik AJ. Outcome of 622 adults with asymptomatic, hemodynamically
significant aortic stenosis during prolonged follow-up. Circulation. 2005;
111(24):3290–5.

21. Nazarzadeh M, Pinho-Gomes AC, Bidel Z, Dehghan A, Canoy D, Hassaine A,
Ayala Solares JR, Salimi-Khorshidi G, Smith GD, Otto CM, et al. Plasma lipids
and risk of aortic valve stenosis: a Mendelian randomization study. Eur Heart
J. 2020;41(40):3913–20.

22. Lee P, Byrnes J, Mervin M, Scuffham P: Outcomes of transcatheter aortic
valve implantation for intermediate-risk patients in Australia: the SOLACE-AU
trial. J Med Econ. 2019;22(12):1-9.

23. van Gils L, Clavel MA, Vollema EM, Hahn RT, Spitzer E, Delgado V, Nazif T, De
Jaegere PP, Geleijnse ML, Ben-Yehuda O, et al. Prognostic Implications of
Moderate Aortic Stenosis in Patients With Left Ventricular Systolic
Dysfunction. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2017;69(19):2383–92.

24. Delesalle G, Bohbot Y, Rusinaru D, Delpierre Q, Marechaux S, Tribouilloy C.
Characteristics and Prognosis of Patients With Moderate Aortic Stenosis and
Preserved Left Ventricular Ejection Fraction. J Am Heart Assoc. 2019;8(6):
e011036.

25. McGrady M, Krum H, Carrington MJ, Stewart S, Zeitz C, Lee GA, Marwick TH,
Haluska BA, Brown A. Heart failure, ventricular dysfunction and risk factor
prevalence in Australian Aboriginal peoples: the Heart of the Heart Study.
Heart. 2012;98(21):1562–7.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Strange et al. BMC Health Services Research          (2021) 21:790 Page 9 of 9


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Introduction
	Study aims

	Methods
	Study design
	Study setting
	Study data
	Estimating the prevalence & treatable burden of severe AS
	Mortality
	Incident cases of severe AS
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Prevalent cases of severe AS
	Aortic valve replacement
	AS-related mortality
	Incident cases

	Discussion
	Limitations

	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Supplementary Information
	Acknowledgements
	Authors’ contributions
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Declarations
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Author details
	References
	Publisher’s Note

