Supplement material
Supplement Figure 1
[image: ]

Supplement Figure 2
[image: ]


Supplement Figure 3

[image: ]

Supplement Figure 4
[image: ]
image1.jpeg
Enrolled PeAF patients(n=78) I

Screen failure by
exclusion criteria (n=5)

PeAF patients for

groupi

ng(n=73)

Randomized group

(n=37)

STSF catheter group

DQM catheter group
(n=36)

EI-VOM unsuccessful(n=1) I——

—{ EI-VOM unsuccessful(n=4) I

(n=36)

STSF catheter group

DQM catheter group
(n=32)

FIGURE 1 Flow chart of patient enrollment and grouping.
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Figure 2 Step 2 .The difference of
LA voltage mapping before and
after EI-VOM.A. LL position of LA
before EI-VOM.B .LL position of LA
after EI-VOM.C. PA position of LA

before EI-VOM.D. PA position of LA
before EI-VOM. LA: left atrium. EI-
VOM: ethanol infusion of the vein of
Marshall. LL: left lateral. PA:
Posterior anterior.
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Figure 3. Schematic diagram. Five
representative points with
distinct bipotential were selected
to analyze the characteristics of
potential from Marshall. The light
blue dot is the ostium of VOM in
CS. The light green dots are the
points where bipotential could
be recorded on the endocardial
surface
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FIGURE4. Comparison of the time and effects of different steps in STSF and QDM group. A. Difference of successful block rate of MI after single line of step 3,step 3
and step 4. B. Comparison of time of the operations in different steps and total operation time between STSF group and QDM group. C. Difference of ablation points
between STSF group and QDM group in step 3 and step 4.




