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Abstract
Background
Wave intensity analysis (WIA) of the coronary arteries allows description of the predominant mechanisms influencing coronary flow over the cardiac cycle. The data are traditionally derived from pressure and velocity changes measured invasively in the coronary artery. Cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) allows measurement of coronary velocities using phase velocity mapping and derivation of central aortic pressure from aortic distension. We assessed the feasibility of WIA of the coronary arteries using CMR and compared this to invasive data.

Methods
CMR scans were undertaken in a serial cohort of patients who had undergone invasive WIA. Velocity maps were acquired in the proximal left anterior descending and proximal right coronary artery using a retrospectively-gated breath-hold spiral phase velocity mapping sequence with high temporal resolution (19 ms). A breath-hold segmented gradient echo sequence was used to acquire through-plane cross sectional area changes in the proximal ascending aorta which were used as a surrogate of an aortic pressure waveform after calibration with brachial blood pressure measured with a sphygmomanometer. CMR-derived aortic pressures and CMR-measured velocities were used to derive wave intensity. The CMR-derived wave intensities were compared to invasive data in 12 coronary arteries (8 left, 4 right). Waves were presented as absolute values and as a % of total wave intensity. Intra-study reproducibility of invasive and non-invasive WIA was assessed using Bland-Altman analysis and the intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC).

Results
The combination of the CMR-derived pressure and velocity data produced the expected pattern of forward and backward compression and expansion waves. The intra-study reproducibility of the CMR derived wave intensities as a % of the total wave intensity (mean ± standard deviation of differences) was 0.0 ± 6.8%, ICC = 0.91. Intra-study reproducibility for the corresponding invasive data was 0.0 ± 4.4%, ICC = 0.96. The invasive and CMR studies showed reasonable correlation (r = 0.73) with a mean difference of 0.0 ± 11.5%.

Conclusion
This proof of concept study demonstrated that CMR may be used to perform coronary WIA non-invasively with reasonable reproducibility compared to invasive WIA. The technique potentially allows WIA to be performed in a wider range of patients and pathologies than those who can be studied invasively.
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The online version of this article (doi:10.​1186/​s12968-016-0312-8) contains supplementary material, which is available to authorized users.
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Background
Within the arterial system, waves are generated proximally by the contraction and relaxation of the myocardium during ejection. In the coronary arteries, there are also distally generated waves resulting from the compression and decompression of the intra-myocardial blood vessels which make interpretation of coronary artery wave mechanics much more difficult. Wave intensity analysis (WIA) allows phasic flow to be divided into a series of wavefronts that underlie the changes in pressure and flow seen within a vessel. The wave intensity is a measure of the power per unit area carried by the waves and its sign indicates the direction in which the waves are travelling; positive for forward and negative for backward travelling waves. These waves can be further classified into compression and expansion (decompression) based on their effect on pressure and acceleration and deceleration based on their effect on flow velocity.
In the healthy heart there are 6 major waves that influence coronary flow, with the majority of coronary flow occurring in diastole due to a backward-travelling expansion wave due to decompression of the coronary microcirculation (Fig. 1). Studies in conditions with increased microvascular compression such as left ventricular hypertrophy [1] and aortic stenosis [2] have demonstrated attenuation of this wave, providing a mechanism for chest pain in these patients.[image: A12968_2016_312_Fig1_HTML.gif]
Fig. 1Wave intensity analysis in the healthy coronary circulation. A pattern of 6 waves is seen in the healthy circulation. Each acts to accelerate or decelerate the flow of blood in the epicardial coronary arteries. The top panel shows the WIA pattern. Proximally originating waves are displayed above the axis and distally originating waves below the axis. The bottom panel shows the pressure (solid line) and flow velocity (dashed line)




                     
While invasive measurement has traditionally been used to acquire data for coronary WIA, this has several limitations, including the potential for complications resulting from coronary angiography and requirement for ionising radiation. This has largely limited wave intensity to a research procedure during clinically indicated cardiac catheterisation. Therefore patient selection is skewed by clinical requirement for cardiac catheterisation, truly asymptomatic patients are unlikely to be studied and serial assessment of wave intensity over time is challenging. A non-invasive method of coronary WIA is therefore desirable.
Non-invasive wave intensity requires measurement of velocity and pressure with high temporal resolution. For the coronary arteries, velocity data has been successfully measured using ultrasound (echocardiography) [3, 4] while distension of the carotid arteries calibrated to brachial blood pressure has been used as a surrogate measure for the arterial pressure waveform [5, 6], However, visualisation of the coronary arteries using echocardiography can be challenging and is usually limited to the mid-distal LAD. Measurement is complicated by off-axis imaging planes [3]. Cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) offers several potential advantages in flow velocity measurement. While underestimating absolute measures of coronary flow velocity, high temporal resolution (19 ms) interleaved spiral phase velocity using CMR has recently been shown to allow accurate and reproducible assessment of the temporal patterns of coronary artery blood flow [6]. Using this technique, through-plane velocity data with high sensitivity to flow can be acquired in a breath-hold, with retrospective ECG gating allowing full coverage of the cardiac cycle in typically 50 frames. Although, as expected, measured velocities are under-estimated relative to invasive Doppler guide wire due to partial volume averaging, temporal flow patterns in both the left and right coronary arteries have been shown to agree well with those seen invasively [7].
CMR measurement of aortic distension has been shown to provide a good estimate of central aortic pressure [8] and central aortic pressure provides a suitable surrogate for coronary pressure [6]. WIA has recently been successfully performed using CMR in the ascending and descending aorta [9], however it has never been attempted in the highly-mobile, small-caliber, tortuous coronary arteries, nor has it been directly compared to invasively acquired data. Accordingly, we assessed the feasibility of coronary WIA using CMR and compared to invasive measures in the same patients.

Methods
CMR scans were undertaken in a serial cohort of patients who had undergone invasive WIA (8 patients, 12 coronary arteries). Exclusion criteria were inability to undergo CMR, valvular heart disease and coronary artery disease with 50% or greater luminal stenosis in any epicardial vessel greater than 2 mm. Patients were recruited from the Royal Brompton and Harefield NHS Foundation Trust and Liverpool Heart and Chest Hospital NHS Foundation Trust. All patients gave written consent for additional research measurements. The study was approved by an independent ethics committee.
Invasive data acquisition
Following coronary angiography, if no significant epicardial coronary artery disease was identified, a Doppler velocity and pressure wire (Combowire, Volcano Therapeutic) was positioned in the proximal left anterior descending (LAD) and proximal right coronary artery (RCA). Wire position and signal were optimised and simultaneous recordings of pressure, flow velocity and electrocardiogram were acquired at 200Hz, for a period of 60 s. To assess reproducibility, a further recording was taken in the same vessel location.

Acquisition of CMR data
CMR images were acquired using a 3 Tesla Magnetom Skyra scanner (Siemens AG Healthcare Sector, Germany). Following acquisition of localiser images and vertical and horizontal long axis balanced steady state free precession (bSSFP) cine images of the heart, bSSFP cine images were acquired in the three chamber and left ventricular outflow tract views to show the ascending aorta in-plane. A breath-hold retrospectively gated segmented gradient echo sequence (TE/TR 3.6 ms/6.6 ms) was then used to acquire through-plane cross sectional area changes in the proximal ascending aorta. The spatial resolution was 1.2 × 1.2 mm (reconstructed to 0.6 × 0.6 mm) with a slice thickness of 8 mm. Five k-space lines were acquired per cardiac cycle resulting in data with a true temporal resolution of 32.8 ms which was then reconstructed over 50 cine frames (reconstructed temporal resolution 20 ms assuming a heart rate of 60 beats per minute)(Fig. 2, top panel). The acquisition plane was located 35 mm above the aortic root as this was typically in a straight section of the aorta with minimal through-plane motion through the cardiac cycle. The segmented gradient echo cine acquisition was repeated for assessment of intra-study reproducibility. In each, the aortic cross sectional area was manually contoured and plotted against time from the R wave.[image: A12968_2016_312_Fig2_HTML.gif]
Fig. 2For derivation of pressure data (top panel), a cross sectional plane was identified 35 mm above the aortic valve plane. A high temporal resolution gradient echo sequence was used to acquire aortic areas throughout the cardiac cycle and these were used to derive the central aortic pressure during the cardiac cycle. Early diastolic cross sectional imaging of LAD (middle panel) and RCA (bottom panel) using breath-hold spiral phase velocity mapping




                        
The coronary artery origins were identified using multiple transverse diastolic segmented gradient echo scout acquisitions (TE/TR: 3.3 ms/7 ms, acquired resolution 1 mm × 1 mm × 4 mm, acquisition window 110 ms). From these, oblique and double oblique images were acquired to show the left anterior descending (LAD) and right coronary artery (RCA) in-plane. Through-plane breath-hold interleaved spiral phase velocity maps (TE/TR: 5.2 ms/19 ms) were then acquired in a straight section of each proximal artery, matched as closely as possible to the locations of the invasive measurements (Fig. 2, mid and lower panels). The sequence incorporated 1–1 water excitation and 8 spiral interleaves (11.75 ms duration) were required to fill k-space. Phase map subtraction of datasets with symmetric bi-polar velocity encoding gradients resulted in through-plane velocity maps sensitive to a flow velocity of ±30 cm/s. These datasets were acquired in alternate cardiac cycles following a single dummy cardiac cycle, resulting in a total breath-hold duration of 17 cardiac cycles. The spatial resolution was 1.4 mm × 1.4 mm (reconstructed to 0.7 mm × 0.7 mm) and the slice thickness was 8 mm. Locations of velocity measurement were directed by the invasive fluoroscopic images to ensure the same location as invasive data acquisition where possible. Sensitivity to off-resonance artefact was minimised using localised second-order shimming and frequency adjustment based on the signal from a user-defined region of interest positioned over the heart. For right coronary studies, an additional breath-hold spiral phase velocity mapping acquisition was performed using fat-excitation [10]. This was later used to correct for the through-plane velocity of the RCA.
For each breath-hold acquisition, following multi-level thresh-holding [11], a circular cross-sectional area was automatically defined over the vessel on a mid-diastolic frame using a modified Hough-based transform [12]. Semi-automatic custom MATLAB software was then used to track the artery from frame to frame and to generate a velocity-time curve [7]. As the spatial resolution of the data was limited, no attempt was made to measure changes in the vessel cross-sectional area throughout the cardiac cycle. The velocity-time curves were corrected for through-plane motion of the vessel using a region of adjacent myocardium (LAD) or surrounding epicardial fat (RCA) [7, 10]. The velocity-time curves obtained with this approach have been shown to have a high inter breath-hold reproducibility and the temporal patterns measured are very similar to those obtained with invasive Doppler guidewire [7]. As expected, the CMR velocities are lower than those obtained invasively where the peak velocity is determined and while this will affect the derived absolute wave intensities, the proportional wave intensities – which are based on temporal patterns of velocity and pressure (rather than on absolute values)—should be unaffected.
To minimise circadian variation in coronary flow between the CMR and invasive studies, readings were taken under standardised conditions. Both procedures were performed on the same day if possible with 1 h between procedures. If CMR and invasive measurement were performed on separate days, they were performed at the same time of day for both studies. There was a minimum of 30 min lying supine at rest prior to data acquisition. Patients refrained from caffeine containing substances and smoking for at least 24 h prior to each procedure. There was a minimum of 30 min lying supine at rest prior to data acquisition. Patients refrained from caffeine containing substances and smoking for at least 24 h prior to each procedure. Prescribed medications were not changed between the two studies.

Derivation of central aortic pressure from aortic distension data
The central aortic pressure was derived from the aortic distension calibrated to brachial blood pressure as previously described [8, 13]. This exponential model correlates well with the results of carotid artery applanation tonometry [8] which has been validated against invasive central aortic pressure measurements [14]. Subjects with maximal aortic distension of less than 10% were excluded from the study as area changes through the cardiac cycle were too small to be measured accurately.

Wave intensity analysis of invasive data
Analysis of coronary wave intensities requires simultaneous assessment of the first derivatives of central aortic pressure and of coronary blood flow velocity, together with an estimate of the wave speed. Stepwise description of data processing for wave intensity analysis is shown in Additional file 1: Figure S1. The waterhammer equations allow description of wavefronts according to the changes in pressure and velocity. They are derived from conservation of mass and momentum. The water hammer equations are used to derive the forward and backward originating waves as follows [15, 16]:
Proximally originating wave intensity:[image: $$ W{I}_{+}=\frac{1}{4\rho c}{\left(\frac{dP}{dt}+\rho c\frac{dU}{dt}\right)}^2 $$]



                        
Distally originating wave intensity:[image: $$ W{I}_{-}=-\frac{1}{4\rho c}{\left(\frac{dP}{dt}-\rho c\frac{dU}{dt}\right)}^2 $$]



                        
Where ρ is the blood density (taken as 1050 kg/m3, c is the local wave speed, dU is the incremental change in coronary flow velocity and dP is the incremental change in coronary artery pressure and + and—indicate forward and backward waves.
The wave speed is calculated using the following formula (sum of squares method), where the sums are taken over the cardiac period [17]:[image: $$ c = \frac{1}{\rho\ }\sqrt{\frac{{\displaystyle \sum }d{P}^2}{{\displaystyle \sum }d{U}^2}} $$]



                        
Cumulative wave intensity of each wave was calculated as the area under each peak. For comparison between techniques and between patients, we presented the cumulative wave intensity of a particular separated wave as a proportion of the total cumulative wave intensity, expressed as a percentage.

Wave intensity analysis of invasive and CMR data
For the invasive data, four to five beats of pressure and flow velocity data were ensemble averaged using the ECG R wave as the fiducial point. The mean aortic velocity and aortic-distension derived central aortic pressure were calculated as described above and linearly interpolated to the same sample frequency as the invasive data (200 Hz). Data from invasive and CMR methods were processed using a customised automated Matlab analysis program as previously described [1]. This used a Savitsky-Golay filter to smooth the data and estimate the derivatives [18] and the sum of squares method was used to derive the wave speed [19].

Statistical analysis
All analyses were performed using IBM SPSS Statistics 19 Package. Normally distributed data are presented as mean ± standard deviation and categorical data as number (percentage of total). Non-normally distributed data are presented as median (interquartile range). The cumulative wave intensity of the principal waves through the cardiac cycle were calculated for each subject using invasive and CMR data as described above and the values derived from the two techniques compared using Bland-Altman analysis and Pearson correlation. For both invasive and non-invasive data, intra-study reproducibility of the proportional cumulative wave intensities was determined using Bland Altman analysis and reported as mean difference (±SD of the differences), and by calculation of the intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) (two-way random effects model). The within-subject coefficient of variation was calculated as the within-subject standard deviation of the paired measurements divided by the mean of all measurements, expressed as a percentage. Agreement between the proportional cumulative wave intensities of the first invasive and first CMR measurements was assessed using Bland Altman analysis.


Results
CMR and invasive catheter measurements were completed as specified in 8 subjects (12 coronary arteries—8 LAD, 4 RCA). Baseline characteristics for these patients are summarized in Table 1. Indication for cardiac catheterisation was hypertrophic cardiomyopathy (6 patients) or atypical chest pain (2 patients). Central blood pressures derived from CMR distension were higher than invasively measured values (SBP 130 ± 22 mmHg versus 115 ± 22 mmHg, p < 0.01) and heart rate was higher (71 ± 11 versus 66 ± 9 beats per minute, p = 0.19).Table 1Characteristics of all subjects


	Age
	49.8 ± 13.3

	Male, n (%)
	6 (75%)

	Coronary flow reserve
	1.7 ± 0.7

	Co morbidities

	 Hypertension
	2 (25%)

	 Diabetes
	0 (0%)

	 Hypercholesterolaemia
	2 (25%)

	 Current Smoker
	1 (13%)

	Medications

	 Beta blockers
	5 (63%)

	 ACE inhibitors
	0 (0%)

	 Calcium channel blockers
	0 (0%)

	 Aspirin
	2 (25%)

	 Statin
	2 (25%)




                     
Agreement with invasive wave intensity analysis
Typically, wave intensity of the coronary arteries shows 6 dominant waves: the forward compression wave (FCW), forward expansion wave (FEW), second forward compression wave (FCW2), early backward compression wave (early BCW), late backward compression wave (late BCW) and backward expansion wave (BEW) (Fig. 1). However as most of our subjects had HCM, the early and late backward compression waves overlapped and were therefore measured as a single wave, the backward compression wave total (BCWtot).
Figue 3 shows CMR and invasive WIA in an example patient with CMR showing the expected pattern and relative intensity of the dominant waves (BCWtot, BEW and FCW). While the wave distribution profiles are similar, differences in the trigger times between the techniques resulted in consistently earlier timing of CMR waves compared to the invasive waves (Table 2). Summary values for invasive and CMR derived separated cumulative wave intensity values (both absolute and proportion) are presented in Table 3. The absolute values were higher for invasively derived data compared to CMR derived data as the invasive WIA uses the peak flow velocity within the vessel while with CMR the average flow velocity was measured across the vessel cross-section. Comparison of invasive and CMR-derived pressure and velocity data are shown in Additional file 2: Figure S2 and Additional file 3: Figure S3. The proportional wave intensities were similar for each technique although CMR slightly over-estimates BCWtot (41.5% vs 33.4%, p < .05). Figure 4 shows Bland Altman and linear regression plots for CMR versus invasive proportional wave intensities. The non-invasive and invasive studies showed reasonable agreement (r = 0.73, p < 0.001) with a mean difference (±SD) of 0.0 ± 11.5%. Additional file 4: Figure S4 and Additional file 5: Figure S5 show reproducibility and Bland-Altman plots for individual waves using invasive and CMR-derived wave intensity.[image: A12968_2016_312_Fig3_HTML.gif]
Fig. 3Visual comparison of WIA using invasive (left) and CMR derived (right) data in the same patient, with the corresponding pressure and flow velocity data shown below. While the absolute values for each wave were greater for invasive compared to CMR measures, the pattern of wave intensity and relative size of each wave was similar between the two traces




                           Table 2Timing of waves using invasive and CMR measurements


	 	Onset of invasive wave peak/ms
	Onset of CMR wave peak/ms
	Difference between invasive and CMR peaks/ms

	Forward compression wave
	185 ± 21
	116 ± 17
	70 ± 28

	Forward expansion wave
	485 ± 41
	414 ± 102
	71 ± 105

	Forward compression wave 2
	540 ± 48
	502 ± 92
	37 ± 113

	Backward compression wave
	255 ± 54
	197 ± 58
	58 ± 80

	Backward expansion wave
	530 ± 33
	471 ± 100
	59 ± 111




                           Table 3Invasive and CMR derived values for separated cumulative wave intensity analysis (absolute and proportion)


	 	Separated cumulative wave
	Proportional separated cumulative wave intensity /%

	intensity /Wm−2s−1 x 106
                                          

	Invasive
	CMR
	
                                            p-value
	Invasive
	CMR
	
                                            p-value

	Forward compression wave (FCW)
	6.6 ± 4.3
	4.1 ± 2.3
	0.01
	30.0 ± 15.4
	24.4 ± 8.3
	0.10

	Forward expansion wave (FEW)
	1.7 ± 3.2
	1.2 ± 1.2
	0.98
	5.6 ± 5.4
	6.7 ± 4.9
	0.99

	2nd forward compression wave (FCW2)
	2.4 ± 3.3
	2.5 ± 0.6
	0.23
	5.2 ± 3.0
	4.2 ± 2.5
	0.38

	Backward compression wave (BCWtot)
	8.7x ± 6.0
	6.6 ± 3.4
	<0.01
	33.4 ± 11.0
	41.5 ± 11.1
	0.02

	Backward expansion wave (BEW)
	7.4 ± 5.7
	4.1 ± 2.7
	<0.01
	25.7 ± 8.6
	25.0 ± 6.3
	0.85


Mean and SD are displayed with absolute WIA values (left half of table) and as a proportion of the total wave intensity (right half of table). The absolute values were higher for invasively derived data compared to CMR. When expressed as a % of total wave intensity, the BCW was greater with CMR but the other waves were similar



                           [image: A12968_2016_312_Fig4_HTML.gif]
Fig. 4Comparison of invasive and CMR-derived proportional cumulative wave intensity analysis. All 5 waves are displayed on a single plot, assessed for agreement with invasive data as the gold standard using Bland Altman analysis (left panel, dotted lines are mean ± 2SD) and using the Pearson correlation coefficient (right panel)




                        
The intra-study reproducibilities of the proportional separated cumulative wave intensities by both invasive and CMR techniques are shown in the Bland Altman plots of Fig. 5, together with linear regression plots. The intra-study reproducibility of the CMR derived proportional separated cumulative wave intensities (mean ± standard deviation of differences) was 0.0 ± 6.8% with an ICC of 0.91 (95% confidence interval: 0.85 –0.95) and a co-efficient of variation of 23%. Intra-study reproducibility for the corresponding invasive data was 0.0 ± 4.4% with an ICC of 0.96 (95% confidence interval: 0.94 –0.98) and coefficient of variation 16%. The intra-study reproducibilities for each individual wave are shown in Table 4.[image: A12968_2016_312_Fig5_HTML.gif]
Fig. 5Reproducibility of invasive (top panels) and CMR-derived (bottom panels) wave intensity values using Bland Altman plots (left, dotted lines are mean ± 2SD) and Pearson correlation coefficient (right)




                           Table 4Mean and standard deviation of the difference for invasive and CMR proportional cumulative wave intensities (%)


	 	Invasive vs Invasive data
	CMR vs CMR data
	Invasive vs CMR data

	Forward compression wave (FCW)
	−1.6 ± 6.2
	0.2 ± 5.9
	8.3 ± 14.7

	Forward expansion wave (FEW)
	0.4 ± 2.2
	0.2 ± 4.8
	−1.2 ± 7.6

	Forward compression wave 2 (FCW2)
	−1.1 ± 3.0
	3.4 ± 4.4
	3.3 ± 4.5

	Backward compression wave total (BCWtot)
	2.1 ± 4.7
	−1.1 ± 7.3
	−9.6 ± 13.1

	Backward expansion wave (BEW)
	0.1 ± 5.1
	−2.8 ± 9.2
	0.8 ± 9.5




                        
Pearson correlation plots for individual waves (Additional file 4: Figure S4) show that BCW and FCW have the highest correlation between repeat measurements for both invasive (R 0.93 and 0.92 respectively) and CMR techniques (R 0.86 and 0.82 respectively), and also between CMR and invasive techniques (R 0.55 and 0.44 respectively). Individual wave Bland Altman plots for CMR reproducibility, invasive reproducibility and for a comparison between CMR and invasive techniques are presented in Additional file 5: Figure S5.


Discussion
In this study, we demonstrated that CMR derived velocity and pressure data have the potential to be used for wave intensity analysis of the proximal coronary arteries. We performed CMR and invasive wave intensity analysis in 12 unobstructed coronary arteries and compared the absolute and percentage values of each wave using the two measurement techniques. CMR analysis produced similar patterns of wave intensity to invasive data and showed reasonable reproducibility compared to the invasive technique.
The need for non-invasive coronary wave intensity analysis
Invasive wave intensity in the coronary arteries provided a definitive answer to why coronary flow peaks in diastole [1]. The complex interaction between the epicardial coronary arteries, ventricular contraction and relaxation and blood within the intra-myocardial vessels was elegantly described throughout the cardiac cycle through identification of six predominant waves that governed changes in coronary flow [20]. In the healthy heart, a large backward expansion wave was responsible for the increased coronary flow in early diastole, as compression on the intra-myocardial vessels is relieved [1]. Wave intensity has been used to explain the effect of mechanical treatments such as intra-aortic balloon pumps [21] and aortic valve replacement [2] on coronary filling patterns.
While the technique has provided valuable advances in understanding of the mechanisms responsible for abnormalities in coronary filling, expansion into a wider range of pathology has been limited by the requirement for invasive study. Currently, coronary wave intensity data has largely been derived from invasive measure, requiring coronary intubation and placement of a coronary wire into the artery for measurement of phasic pressure and flow changes. This has limited recruitment of patients for research which means that healthy controls have not been studied, nor the majority of coronary pathology.
Coronary flow abnormalities have been shown in a large population of cardiovascular disease [22–25]. Study with wave intensity is likely to allow better understanding of the mechanism of chest pain and perfusion abnormalities in these disease states. Study in larger patient cohorts and with longitudinal repeat measurement may also allow assessment of medication effects and even prognosis. A non-invasive technique for coronary wave intensity analysis is therefore desirable.

CMR compared to echocardiography for non-invasive coronary artery velocity acquisition
Non-invasive wave intensity analysis in the coronary arteries was recently performed using echocardiography [6]. In that study, the cumulative separated backward expansion wave was similar to that from invasively acquired data while all other waves were underestimated. Echocardiography is limited by the need for favourable acoustic windows and the recorded coronary flow velocity will be highly dependent on the angle of the ultrasound beam in relation to the coronary artery [26]. A significant advantage of CMR is the ability for cross sectional imaging in any plane, ensuring that coronary flow is measured perpendicular to the vessel [27]. CMR will also allow measurement at any proximal location in the coronary tree and is not limited by vessel location relative to the ultrasound probe. Recent advances in CMR using a retrospectively gated flow velocity sequence allowed acquisition over the entire cardiac profile with a high temporal resolution sufficient for wave intensity analysis. The temporal patterns of velocity obtained with this technique in the coronary arteries have been shown to have a high reproducibility [7].
Biglino et al. performed wave intensity analysis using CMR in the ascending and descending aorta in healthy controls, patients with coronary heart disease [9] and congenital heart disease [28]. They demonstrated that wave intensity in the aorta was feasible using phase contrast CMR, with temporal wave intensity profiles that were in keeping with previously demonstrated invasive profiles, however they did not compare the technique with invasive data. In both their study and ours, spiral k-space trajectories allowed sufficient temporal resolution for velocity data, producing a suitable velocity profile for wave intensity analysis.

Use of aortic distension as a surrogate measure for pressure
Vessel distension has been successfully employed as a surrogate for pressure changes within the vessel of interest in the ultrasound derived carotid [5, 29] and CMR derived aortic [9, 28] WIA papers. We elected to use changes in proximal aortic distension to derive changes in central aortic pressure over the cardiac cycle as this had previously been validated using CMR [8]. This assumes linearity between pressure and area [30]. Compared to vessel diameter changes, which was the technique employed for ultrasound-derived wave intensity in the carotid arteries, measurement of cross sectional area changes offered several advantages. Firstly, measurement error in calculation of vessel distension was likely to be smaller compared to calculation from aortic diameter, since areas changes derived from vessel diameter changes required squaring of the measurements, increasing the potential for error. Secondly, contouring of vessel area meant there was no assumption of vessel circularity throughout the cardiac cycle.
Aortic distension is known to vary between individuals. Older patients and those with longstanding hypertension typically have a reduction in aortic distension and increased stiffness of the aorta [31–33]. Patients with hypertrophic cardiomyopathy have also been shown to have reduced aortic distension [34]. In this feasibility study, we included only patients with an aortic distension of 10% or greater. Use of alternative non-invasive central aortic pressure surrogates such as a supra-systolic brachial cuff [35] or tonometry may allow study of patients with minimal aortic distension and would likely improve non-invasive wave intensity analysis techniques.

Feasibility of CMR-derived WIA
This study is the first to successfully use CMR data to derive wave intensity of the proximal coronary arteries and showed acceptable agreement with invasive data. Compared to invasively derived WIA, CMR data showed greater standard deviation of the difference. The variability may be reduced by averaging the results of several breath-hold acquisitions. However, this would increase acquisition and analysis time, with potential for mis-registration between breath-holds.
A further challenge is that CMR measurement of coronary flow velocity requires data acquisition over several cardiac cycles. Variation in cardiac cycle length may affect wave intensity values, potentially more so during diastole and is a disadvantage of the CMR technique. Patients had a higher resting heart rate and blood pressure during the invasive data acquisition compared to CMR, so the pattern of waves governing coronary haemodynamics may not have been the same between the two techniques. Table 2 shows that on average, CMR waves were approximately 60 ms earlier than the corresponding invasive waves. This difference is reasonably consistent and is likely to be due to differences in the R-wave detection algorithms used in the invasive and non-invasive acquisitions. The greater spread in the timing of CMR wave peaks potentially results from the reduced temporal resolution of the non-invasive technique, or may be a result of R-R interval variability through the data acquisition. The latter would potentially broaden the peaks and make it more difficult to determine the peak position.
Bland Altman analysis showed that reproducibility of both techniques was acceptable although better for the invasive studies (SD of differences 4.4% compared to 6.8%). Analysis of within-subject CoV similarly showed better reproducibility of the invasive studies (16% compared to 23%) although it should be noted that both CoV values are inflated as the analyses are performed for the proportional wave intensities, rather than for the absolute values —since the proportional wave intensities in any subject must add to 100%, errors in any single wave automatically result in errors in the others (to maintain a sum of 100%) which leads to increased CoV values. ICC values were high for both invasive and CMR techniques (0.96 and 0.91 respectively).
The BCW and FCW had the highest correlation between repeat measurements for both invasive (R 0.93 and 0.92 respectively) and CMR techniques (R 0.86 and 0.82 respectively), and the highest correlation between invasive and CMR measures (R 0.55 and 0.44 respectively).
Currently, compared to CMR, invasive data acquisition is simpler and allows acquisition of multiple cardiac cycles, although it significantly limits the population likely to be studied. CMR WIA may allow longitudinal follow up of the same patient, to assess response to treatment and may allow derivation of normal ranges for individual waves in the entirely healthy population (Table 5). Further work to evaluate alternative pressure-surrogate measures and establish whether averaging across multiple velocity and pressure cycles derived from CMR results in improved reproducibility may further improve the technique.Table 5Comparison of invasive and CMR wave intensity analysis


	 	Advantages
	Disadvantages

	Invasive WIA
	• More reproducible
• More established evidence base in different pathologies
	• Requirement for ionising radiation
• Potential complications of invasive catheterisation
• Difficult to measure bi-directional flow
• Data quality very operator dependent

	CMR WIA
	• No ionising radiation
• Easier to perform serial studies
• Allows study of healthy population
	• More time consuming post-processing
• Requirement for pressure surrogate rather than direct pressure measurement
• May not be valid in patients with increased aortic stiffness
• Limited spatial resolution and partial volume averaging result in underestimation of flow velocities and absolute wave intensity peaks
• Data acquired over multiple cardiac cycles




                        

Study limitations
This was a small feasibility study. In the CMR study, pressure and flow velocity data were not acquired simultaneously and the pressure data were derived from the proximal ascending aorta rather than the coronary artery. However, all data were gated to the R wave which enabled alignment of the velocity and derived pressure traces. We assumed linearity between pressure and area in the range of aortic distention measured in this study which was in keeping with previous work [8].
Due to the selection of our subjects, who largely had hypertrophic cardiomyopathy, reversal of coronary flow during systole was common. This produced limitations in the measurement of invasive data, as the internal algorithm of the Combowire struggled to identify small reversals in coronary flow and often instead traced the positive reflected “mirror” of the coronary flow trace. With CMR data, there was no mirroring and the technique clearly differentiated forward and reverse flow.
Where possible, CMR and invasive measures were obtained on the same day, however this was not always possible due to patient preference and work flow logistics. Measurements were taken for both CMR and invasive wave intensity analysis with patients supine and resting for at least half an hour before data acquisition, however the physical and physiological added stresses of the invasive procedure meant that resting blood pressure and heart rate were higher at the time of invasive measurement compared to CMR measurement.
As expected, CMR measured velocities were under-estimated relative to invasive Doppler guide wire due to partial volume averaging, leading to lower absolute values of WIA using CMR compared to invasive. Application of a Poiseuille or Womersley model to the invasive data would allow estimation of average flow velocities and potentially improve agreement between invasive and non-invasive estimates of flow but would require multiple assumptions that may not be valid in the coronary circulation. We have, instead, focussed on proportional cumulative wave intensities which require temporal patterns of velocity and pressure, rather than absolute values of both.


Conclusion
CMR derived pressure and flow data can be used to perform coronary wave intensity analysis. The technique may not be suitable in older and hypertensive patients in whom increased aortic stiffness leads to lower aortic distension. However, in selected patients, there was acceptable agreement with invasive data and good reproducibility.

Acknowledgements
We acknowledge the support of the British Heart Foundation (BHF), NIHR Biomedical Research Unit, the Rosetrees Trust and the Wellcome Trust.
Funding
We acknowledge the support of the British Heart Foundation (BHF), NIHR Biomedical Research Unit, the Rosetrees Trust and the Wellcome Trust. AH received support from the Biomedical Research Centre Award to University College London Hospital. CER was funded by the BHF (FS/14/13/30619).

Availability of data and material
No data has been published elsewhere.

Authors’ contributions
CER, JK, SKP, DF and KHP designed the study. MF, DJP, JED, ADH and KHP provided detailed review of the study design, results and conclusions. JK, RS and DF designed the flow velocity mapping CMR sequence. SS and JK designed the analysis software for the CMR data. JED, KHP and ADS designed the analysis for the invasive data. JC, RdS, RC, RHS and CdM acquired the invasive data and provided valuable input on data quality. RW, PD and VV acquired the CMR data and provided input on CMR methodology and optimization of data quality. All authors approved the final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Consent for publication
All authors have approved the final manuscript and give consent for publication.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study received approval by the National Research Ethics board (Hampshire NRES committee, 12/SC/0732). All participants gave written informed consent.


[image: Creative Commons]
                           Open AccessThis article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://​creativecommons.​org/​licenses/​by/​4.​0/​), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creativecommons.​org/​publicdomain/​zero/​1.​0/​) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

References
1.
Davies JE, Whinnett ZI, Francis DP, et al. Evidence of a dominant backward-propagating “suction” wave responsible for diastolic coronary filling in humans, attenuated in left ventricular hypertrophy. Circulation. 2006;113(14):1768–78. doi:10.​1161/​CIRCULATIONAHA.​105.​603050.CrossRefPubMed

2.
Davies JE, Sen S, Broyd C, et al. Arterial pulse wave dynamics after percutaneous aortic valve replacement: fall in coronary diastolic suction with increasing heart rate as a basis for angina symptoms in aortic stenosis. Circulation. 2011;124(14):1565–72. doi:10.​1161/​CIRCULATIONAHA.​110.​011916.CrossRefPubMed

3.
Voci P, Pizzuto F, Romeo F. Coronary flow: a new asset for the echo lab? Eur Heart J. 2004;25(21):1867–79. doi:10.​1016/​j.​ehj.​2004.​07.​029.CrossRefPubMed

4.
Kenny A, Wisbey CR, Shapiro LM. Profiles of coronary blood flow velocity in patients with aortic stenosis and the effect of valve replacement: a transthoracic echocardiographic study. Br Heart J. 1994;71(1):57–62.CrossRefPubMedPubMedCentral

5.
Niki K, Sugawara M, Chang D, et al. A new noninvasive measurement system for wave intensity: evaluation of carotid arterial wave intensity and reproducibility. Heart Vessels. 2002;17(1):12–21. doi:10.​1007/​s003800200037.CrossRefPubMed

6.
Broyd CJ, Nijjer S, Sen S, et al. Estimation of coronary wave intensity analysis using noninvasive techniques and its application to exercise physiology. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2016;310(5):H619–27. doi:10.​1152/​ajpheart.​00575.​2015.CrossRefPubMed

7.
Keegan J, Raphael CE, Parker K, et al. Validation of high temporal resolution spiral phase velocity mapping of temporal patterns of left and right coronary artery blood flow against Doppler guidewire. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson. 2015;17(1):85. doi:10.​1186/​s12968-015-0189-y.CrossRefPubMedPubMedCentral

8.
Quail MA, Steeden JA, Knight D, Segers P, Taylor AM, Muthurangu V. Development and validation of a novel method to derive central aortic systolic pressure from the MR aortic distension curve. J Magn Reson Imaging. 2014;40(5):1064–70. doi:10.​1002/​jmri.​24471.CrossRefPubMed

9.
Biglino G, Steeden JA, Baker C, et al. A non-invasive clinical application of wave intensity analysis based on ultrahigh temporal resolution phase-contrast cardiovascular magnetic resonance. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson. 2012;14(1):57. doi:10.​1186/​1532-429X-14-57.CrossRefPubMedPubMedCentral

10.
Keegan J, Gatehouse PD, Yang G-Z, Firmin DN. Spiral phase velocity mapping of left and right coronary artery blood flow: correction for through-plane motion using selective fat-only excitation. J Magn Reson Imaging. 2004;20(6):953–60. doi:10.​1002/​jmri.​20208.CrossRefPubMed

11.
Otsu N. A Threshold Selection Method from Gray-Level Histograms. IEEE Trans Syst Man Cybern. 1979;9:62–6.CrossRef

12.
Atherton T, Kerbyson D. Size invariant circle detection. Image Vis Comput. 1999;17:795–803.CrossRef

13.
Meinders JM, Hoeks APG. Simultaneous assessment of diameter and pressure waveforms in the carotid artery. Ultrasound Med Biol. 2004;30(2):147–54. doi:10.​1016/​j.​ultrasmedbio.​2003.​10.​014.CrossRefPubMed

14.
Kelly R, Fitchett D. Noninvasive determination of aortic input impedance and external left ventricular power output: a validation and repeatability study of a new technique. J Am Coll Cardiol. 1992;20(4):952–63.CrossRefPubMed

15.
Parker KH. An introduction to wave intensity analysis. Med Biol Eng Comput. 2009;47(2):175–88. doi:10.​1007/​s11517-009-0439-y.CrossRefPubMed

16.
Hughes AD, Parker KH, Davies JE. Waves in arteries: A review of wave intensity analysis in the systemic and coronary circulations. Artery Res. 2008;2(2):51–9. doi:10.​1016/​j.​artres.​2008.​02.​002.CrossRef

17.
Davies JE, Whinnett ZI, Francis DP, et al. Use of simultaneous pressure and velocity measurements to estimate arterial wave speed at a single site in humans. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2006;290(2):H878–85. doi:10.​1152/​ajpheart.​00751.​2005.CrossRefPubMed

18.
Savitsky AGM. Smoothing and differentiation of data by simplified least squares fit procedures. Anal Chem. 1964;36:1627–39.CrossRef

19.
Parker KH, Jones CJ. Forward and backward running waves in the arteries: analysis using the method of characteristics. J Biomech Eng. 1990;112(3):322–6.CrossRefPubMed

20.
Sen S., Petraco R., Mayet J., Davies J. Sen WIA in the human coronary circulation in health and disease. Curr Cardiol Rev 2013;May 3.:[ePub ahead of print].

21.
De Silva K, Lumley M, Kailey B, et al. Coronary and microvascular physiology during intra-aortic balloon counterpulsation. JACC Cardiovasc Interv. 2014;7(6):631–40. doi:10.​1016/​j.​jcin.​2013.​11.​023.CrossRefPubMed

22.
Skalidis EI, Parthenakis FI, Patrianakos AP, Hamilos MI, Vardas PE. Regional coronary flow and contractile reserve in patients with idiopathic dilated cardiomyopathy. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2004;44(10):2027–32. doi:10.​1016/​j.​jacc.​2004.​08.​051.CrossRefPubMed

23.
Aburawi EH, Munkhammar P, Carlsson M, El-Sadig M, Pesonen E. Coronary flow dynamics in children after repair of Tetralogy of Fallot. Int J Cardiol. 2014;172(1):122–6. doi:10.​1016/​j.​ijcard.​2013.​12.​188.CrossRefPubMed

24.
Zografos T, Kokladi M, Katritsis D. Coronary artery ectasia and systolic flow cessation in a patient with hypertrophic cardiomyopathy: a case report. Int J Cardiol. 2010;145(3):e114–5. doi:10.​1016/​j.​ijcard.​2009.​08.​029.CrossRefPubMed

25.
Celik S, Dagdeviren B, Yildirim A, et al. Determinants of coronary flow abnormalities in obstructive type hypertrophic cardiomyopathy: noninvasive assessment by transthoracic Doppler echocardiography. J Am Soc Echocardiogr. 2004;17(7):744–9. doi:10.​1016/​j.​echo.​2004.​03.​028.CrossRefPubMed

26.
Rigo F. Coronary flow reserve in stress-echo lab. From pathophysiologic toy to diagnostic tool. Cardiovasc Ultrasound. 2005;3:10.1186/1476-7120-3-8.CrossRef

27.
Gatehouse PD, Keegan J, Crowe LA, et al. Applications of phase-contrast flow and velocity imaging in cardiovascular MRI. Eur Radiol. 2005;15(10):2172–84. doi:10.​1007/​s00330-005-2829-3.CrossRefPubMed

28.
Biglino G, Ntsinjana H, Plymen C, et al. Ventriculovascular interactions late after atrial and arterial repair of transposition of the great arteries. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 2014;148(6):2627–33. doi:10.​1016/​j.​jtcvs.​2014.​07.​072.CrossRefPubMed

29.
Zambanini A, Cunningham SL, Parker KH, Khir AW, McG Thom SA, Hughes AD. Wave-energy patterns in carotid, brachial, and radial arteries: a noninvasive approach using wave-intensity analysis. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2005;289(1):H270–6. doi:10.​1152/​ajpheart.​00636.​2003.CrossRefPubMed

30.
Quail MA, Knight DS, Steeden JA, et al. Noninvasive pulmonary artery wave intensity analysis in pulmonary hypertension. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2015;308(12):H1603–11. doi:10.​1152/​ajpheart.​00480.​2014.CrossRefPubMedPubMedCentral

31.
Laurent S, Cockcroft J, Van Bortel L, et al. Expert consensus document on arterial stiffness: methodological issues and clinical applications. Eur Heart J. 2006;27(21):2588–605. doi:10.​1093/​eurheartj/​ehl254.CrossRefPubMed

32.
Mackey RH, Sutton-Tyrrell K, Vaitkevicius PV, et al. Correlates of aortic stiffness in elderly individuals: a subgroup of the Cardiovascular Health Study. Am J Hypertens. 2002;15(1 Pt 1):16–23.CrossRefPubMed

33.
Vlachopoulos C, Aznaouridis K, Stefanadis C. Prediction of cardiovascular events and all-cause mortality with arterial stiffness: a systematic review and meta-analysis. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2010;55(13):1318–27. doi:10.​1016/​j.​jacc.​2009.​10.​061.CrossRefPubMed

34.
Biglino G, Schievano S, Steeden JA, et al. Reduced ascending aorta distensibility relates to adverse ventricular mechanics in patients with hypoplastic left heart syndrome: noninvasive study using wave intensity analysis. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 2012;144(6):1307–-4. doi:10.​1016/​j.​jtcvs.​2012.​08.​028.CrossRefPubMed

35.
Park CM, Korolkova O, Davies JE, et al. Arterial pressure: agreement between a brachial cuff-based device and radial tonometry. J Hypertens. 2014;32(4):865–72. doi:10.​1097/​HJH.​0000000000000082​.CrossRefPubMedPubMedCentral




OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Fig1_HTML.gif
10 Proximally originating wases

LLFEW

Wave inensity/ 2
W s

v
Wave imensiy/ -1
Wt s
2 | [pySTe——
3 Deceleruing wases
Distally originting waves
Simultaneous pressure and velocity
03
selocity 1
02
Velociyim s' \ O bpmmrg
o1/ . . m
= e
v W &0 @






OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Fig4_HTML.gif
VOilerence between invasive anc

CWR proportonalwave nteniy 09

EEERNEEEE.

Invasiva wave inensly ()

Invasive wave inensiy (%)

T S





OEBPS/cc-by.png
() _®





OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Article_Equa.gif
Wi,

=5

(

dpP

TP

du’
dr






OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Fig3_HTML.gif
Velocity/m &~

‘Wave intensity/
Wt s

Invasive

% 0 proximally originating waves

3
2

I

Fow

Bew

Distlly originating waves

m oW M
“Time /ms

BEW

£

™

velocity

O]

o

1000

CMR

[ Accciccatag woves

Decelerating waves.

g0 Prosimaly originating waves
Fow
L8
i P
£ N
2%
EE
Baw
s
Bow
Distlly orginatng waves

a3
N - w
Lo . seocity »
20 .
g . i

o - —
> pressure i
a1 " i

"W @0 an @ G0 w0 wn aw @0 b i

Time s

SHumygg





OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Fig2_HTML.gif
i
H
H
8
8
i
g
H
8
g

IEEEEERERE

(BHuwiw) ansseid

time/ms





OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Article_Equc.gif





OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Article_Equb.gif
WI =

1 (dP
Gpe\dr

- pe

du
ar






OEBPS/A12968_2016_312_Fig5_HTML.gif
£ =

. s g of
s '3 H
: H

H H

H : :

8 ]
561z amsoou o aaum oS

N €
A 1 g
Vel 2 i
by H
ey H m
o ¥ H
T, d g
,.Hm. m [
E S |
& i
RN EEE AR EE]
suBunfid ovsons ol

SuowINSIOW WD PuoooS.

puE: D 158 USAMIE SaUBIBI

\ UsBEq SaURRHO






