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Abstract

Background: Severity of thoracic aortic disease in Turner syndrome (TS) patients is currently described through
measures of aorta size and geometry at discrete locations. The objective of this study is to develop an improved
measurement tool that quantifies changes in size and geometry over time, continuously along the length of the
thoracic aorta.

Methods: Cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) scans for 15 TS patients [41 ± 9 years (mean age ± standard
deviation (SD))] were acquired over a 10-year period and compared with ten healthy gender and age-matched
controls. Three-dimensional aortic geometries were reconstructed, smoothed and clipped, which was followed by
identification of centerlines and planes normal to the centerlines. Geometric variables, including maximum diameter
and cross-sectional area, were evaluated continuously along the thoracic aorta. Distance maps were computed for
TS and compared to the corresponding maps for controls, to highlight any asymmetry and dimensional differences
between diseased and normal aortae. Furthermore, a registration scheme was proposed to estimate localized
changes in aorta geometry between visits. The estimated maximum diameter from the continuous method was
then compared with corresponding manual measurements at 7 discrete locations for each visit and for changes
between visits.

Results: Manual measures at the seven positions and the corresponding continuous measurements of maximum
diameter for all visits considered, correlated highly (R-value = 0.77, P < 0.01). There was good agreement between
manual and continuous measurement methods for visit-to-visit changes in maximum diameter. The continuous
method was less sensitive to inter-user variability [0.2 ± 2.3 mm (mean difference in diameters ± SD)] and choice of
smoothing software [0.3 ± 1.3 mm]. Aortic diameters were larger in TS than controls in the ascending [TS: 13.4 ± 2.
1 mm (mean distance ± SD), Controls: 12.6 ± 1 mm] and descending [TS: 10.2 ± 1.3 mm (mean distance ± SD),
Controls: 9.5 ± 0.9 mm] thoracic aorta as observed from the distance maps.

Conclusions: An automated methodology is presented that enables rapid and precise three-dimensional
measurement of thoracic aortic geometry, which can serve as an improved tool to define disease severity and
monitor disease progression.

Trial registration: ClinicalTrials.gov Identifier - NCT01678274. Registered - 08.30.2012.
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Background
Thoracic aortic disease, be it congenital or acquired, is a
major determinant of morbidity and mortality in TS [1].
Cardiovascular risk assessment in Turner syndrome
(TS), particularly for aortic dissection, unfortunately has
remained inadequate, which is due to a limited under-
standing of the pathophysiology of thoracic aortic disease
in TS with aortic events occurring at dimensions classified
as normal according to conventional size criteria [2]. Car-
diovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) is the gold stand-
ard for non-invasive assessment of thoracic aortic disease
[3]. CMR has been employed previously in TS, to identify
structural aortic anomalies and to follow aortic changes
over time [4]. Aortic diameter and growth are the only ac-
knowledged risk markers for aortic dissection [5], and as-
sessment of aortic dimensions using CMR is thereby the
established clinical practice for cardiovascular risk assess-
ment in TS [5].
Normative data on aortic dimensions in TS [6] is based

on evaluation of aortic diameter at discrete measurement
positions, with major determinants including aortic valve
morphology, age and blood pressure [7, 8]. A statistical
model, based on gold standard CMR, has been developed
to assist in the identification of patients with rapid growth
in aortic dimensions and to improve clinical decision
making [5]. Consistent with international guidelines
[9, 10], two-dimensional aortic measurements are per-
formed manually or semi-automatically at discrete loca-
tions along the length of the thoracic aorta. Manual
measurements are, however, labor-intensive and require
multi-plane reformatting to obtain accurate measurements
in the correct imaging planes [7], and techniques have
been proposed to obtain aorta diameter as well as cross-
sectional area automatically in order to overcome some of
the challenges in obtaining precise geometric measures
using the manual method [11, 12]. Statistical shape model-
ing methods have been recently developed to quantitatively
re-create the three-dimensional (3D) morphology of the
aortic arch [13–15] in patients with aortic coarctation and
hypoplastic left heart syndrome. In addition, 3D geometric
markers employed previously to characterize abdominal
aortic aneurysms [16] may further improve the ability to
describe thoracic aortic disease in TS.
The present study sets out to devise a novel continuous

measurement tool to improve the ability to, in a highly de-
tailed fashion, characterize aortic size and geometry with
the aim to improve the ability to diagnose and monitor
thoracic aortic disease in TS. To then assess the clinical
validity of our novel approach, measurements obtained
from the continuous methodology were compared using
the same methodology but different algorithms and with
the existing manual measurements, and we discuss the
preciseness of the approach and present results for the
various clinical phenotypes in TS. To further provide

insight into thoracic aortic disease in TS, geometric asym-
metry and local dimensions of normal and diseased aortae
were assessed by introducing a geometric quantity that
varies along the aorta length and circumference. To lastly
provide basis for future measurement of aortic size in TS
a novel registration method was devised to estimate 3D
visit-to-visit change in aortic geometry.

Methods
Fifteen patients, with karyotypically proven TS, were re-
cruited through the Danish National Society of Turner
Syndrome contact group and a tertiary endocrine out-
patient clinic [5]. Exclusion criteria included malignancy,
liver disease, and mechanical aortic valve prosthesis. The
TS subjects were examined at baseline (Visit 1) and two
subsequent follow-up visits (Visit 2 and 3) over a 10 year
period using CMR and transthoracic echocardiography
(for aortic valve morphology) [7]. Ten healthy subjects
were recruited as baseline controls, and examined once.
Table 1 summarizes the age and structural morphologies
encountered according to definitions described else-
where [17, 18].

CMR
CMR was performed using a 1.5 T whole-body scanner
(Philips Medical System- Best, The Netherlands). A
contrast-free, fat-saturated, nearly isotropic, 3D steady-
state-free-precession and electrocardiogram (ECG) trig-
gered gradient echo sequence with a respiratory navigator
was adopted in this study [5, 8]. The 3D image stack was
acquired during the diastolic phase of the cardiac cycle
(stack dimensions: 27 cm (anterior-posterior) × 20 cm

Table 1 Summary of turner syndrome clinical history

Patient Age (years) BAV CoA ETA

1 47 N N N

2 31 N N N

3 58 N N N

4 57 Y N N

5 38 N N Y

6 36 Y N Y

7 28 Y Y Y

8 38 Y Y Y

9 45 Y N Y

10 39 Y Y Y

11 25 Y Y Y

12 46 N Y N

13 40 N Y Y

14 42 N Y Y

15 44 N Y N

(Note: Patient age corresponds to first visit. BAV bicuspid aortic valve, CoA
coarctation, ETA elongated transverse aorta)
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(feet-head) × 36 cm (left-right)). Spatial resolution was
256 × 256 pixels (pixel spacing: 1.41 × 1.41 mm).

Manual measurements
Dedicated software (Systematic Software Engineering,
Aarhus, Denmark) that allowed multiplanar reformatting
of the 3D image stack, was used by two CMR experienced
readers to manually measure maximum aortic diameter at
eight discrete locations and guided by aortic and extra-
aortic landmarks [8]. These locations were: 1) the sinotub-
ular junction 2) the ascending aorta, midway between the
sinotubular junction and the innominate artery, 3) the as-
cending aorta, immediately proximal to innominate artery,
4) the proximal transverse arch, midway between innom-
inate and left carotid artery, 5) the distal transverse arch,
just proximal to left subclavian artery, 6) Aortic isthmus,
immediately distal to the left subclavian artery, 7) the de-
scending aorta, between left pulmonary artery and top of
left atrium, 8) the descending aorta, at the caudal border
of the left atrium [7]. For the aforementioned measure-
ment stations, inter-observer variability was: (i) −0.3

(−2.3;1.8) mm; (ii) −0.1 (−1.9;1.4) mm; (iii) 0.1 (−1.6;1.7)
mm; (iv) −0.2 (−1.4;1.9) mm; (v) −0.01 (−1.6;1.4) mm;
(vi) −0.1 (−1.4;1.9) mm; (vii) 0.08 (−1.1;1.9) mm; and
(viii) 0.1 (−1.2;1.5) mm [5]. The corresponding intra-
observer measurement variability was: (i) 0.02 (−1.8;1.9)
mm; (ii) −0.1 (−1.9;1.8) mm; (iii) −0.1 (−1.9;2.1) mm; (iv)
0.20 (−1.6;2.0) mm; (v) 0.01 (−1.7;1.7) mm; (vi) 0.1
(−1.6;1.4) mm; (vii) 0.08 (−1.5;1.4) mm; and (viii) −0.06
(−1.6;1.7) mm [5].

Aortic segmentation
In order to accurately estimate aorta dimensions without
multiplanar reformatting, we first reconstructed the
thoracic aortae in 3D. Each CMR data set was then
imported into a specialized image-processing software
(Mimics, Materialise Inc., Plymouth, MI) to segment the
aorta using a thresholding algorithm, as described else-
where [12] (Fig. 1). Exclusion criteria for segmentation
included noisy datasets that exhibited random brightness
variations in the aorta lumen and image stacks that did
not encompass the entire thoracic aorta (3 out of 45

Fig. 1 Procedure to generate 3D patient-specific geometries of the thoracic aorta, exemplied for a subject with Turner sydrome (Subject 6). The
CMR images were segmented to identify a rough geometry which is subsequently smoothed and clipped for analysis. Centerlines were then
identified using VMTK (highlighted in black, overlayed on corresponding aorta geometry) and planes could be sampled normal to the centerline
(highlighted in yellow, centerline also shown for reference)
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datasets). The lower and upper threshold values for seg-
mentation of the thoracic aorta ranged from 310 to 640
Grey Values (GV). Geometries of the thoracic aorta were
then generated to include the innominate, left common
carotid and left subclavian arteries. As shown in Fig. 1, the
coarse geometries were smoothed in Mimics to minimize
surface artifacts prior to geometric analysis. Smoothed
geometries were clipped to identify inlets and outlets of
the aorta (Fig. 1) using the Paraview software (Kitware
Inc., Clifton Park, NY). The truncated geometries were tri-
angulated using 3-Matic (Materialise Inc., Plymouth, MI)
and the lumen surface was exported in stereolithography
(STL) format for geometric measurements.

Centerline extraction and geometric parameter
estimation
In order to ensure that maximum diameter measurements
were truly perpendicular to the aorta axis [5], we identified
the centerline of the reconstructed aortas [12]. The Vascu-
lar Modeling Toolkit software (VMTK) [19] has been
employed previously to identify centerlines for geometric
measurements of the thoracic and abdominal aortae [16,
20]. The open-source version of this software was adopted
here. VMTK estimates the centerlines as the weighted,
shortest paths traced between two extremal points. The
lines are ensured to be central, since they run on the
Voronoi diagram (i.e. the location where centers of
maximal inscribed spheres are defined) of the vessel
geometry. A detailed description of the methodology
used to estimate centerlines can be found elsewhere
[21]. The centerlines for continuous measurements
were identified between the inlet in the ascending aorta
and outlet in the descending aorta (i.e. excluding
branches) and smoothed using VMTK (Fig. 1). Planes
(highlighted in yellow in Fig. 1) spaced 2 mm apart
were then sampled normal to the smoothed centerlines
using VMTK. Geometric variables including maximum
aortic diameter and cross-sectional area were estimated
at the individual cross-sections. Centerlines were also
employed to calculate tortuosity of the aorta [21] and
curvature at the highest point in the aortic arch [12].
The procedure outlined was performed for the 15 TS
subjects, including baseline and subsequent follow-up
visits, in order to quantify change in aortic dimensions
over time. We defined growth or shrinkage as visit-to-visit
change in the maximum diameter above inter-observer
variability [5]. It should be noted that a sensitivity analysis
was performed to test for inter-user variability in aorta
diameter measures obtained using the presented ap-
proach. We also tested variability in aorta diameter mea-
sures with respect to choice of smoothing algorithm,
segmentation and smoothing software. The details of this
sensitivity analysis are presented in the Appendix.

Evaluation of localized dimensions and asymmetric change
In order to obtain 3D markers of thoracic aortic morph-
ology, we described methods to estimate localized dimen-
sions and regional changes between visits. We proposed a
size field on the aortic surface that was quantified by
evaluating the distance from the centerline to each point
of the lumen. This geometric variable, known as the Eu-
clidean distance, varies circumferentially (along the vessel
periphery) and axially (along the aortic length). This par-
ameter has been employed to quantify diameter growth of
the abdominal aorta [16]. We measured the Euclidean dis-
tance using VMTK for controls and TS subjects in order
to: a) assess the dimensional differences between normal
and diseased aorta, and b) quantify the anisotropy (asym-
metry) in the aortae dimensions between visits in TS. To
measure this variable, a new smoothed centerline was
computed for the thoracic aorta and its branches. We also
proposed a new method to estimate the asymmetric
change between visits (Visit 1 to 2, Visit 2 to 3 and Visit 1
to 3) using an iterative closest point (ICP) registration al-
gorithm, that minimizes the difference between a pair of
point clouds [22]. Aortic geometries to be compared were
initially registered using the ICP registration available in
VMTK [13–15]. The CloudCompare open-source mesh
processing software (http://www.cloudcompare.org) was
then employed to further align the two aortic surfaces by
picking point-pairs. Fine alignment of the aortic surfaces
was subsequently achieved by employing the ICP imple-
mentation available in CloudCompare. The difference be-
tween the aortae (i.e. change between visits) was
afterwards assessed using the surface distance module
available in VMTK, which computes the minimum point
to point distance of the target (i.e. registered) aorta surface
(Visit 2 or 3) from the reference (Visit 1 or 2) [23].

Statistical methods and data analysis
A least-squares linear regression analysis was performed
to assess the correlation between manual and continuous
measures, Bland-Altman plots were generated to estimate
the agreement between these two methods, with the re-
producibility co-efficient or limit of agreement computed
as ± 1.96SD. In these plots, the difference between the
methods was plotted on the ordinate and the average of
the continuous and manual techniques was plotted on the
abscissa. Horizontal lines were drawn to indicate the mean
difference and the upper and lower limits of agreement
[24]. In order to test for presence of constant and propor-
tional bias, Passing-Bablok regression analysis was per-
formed. As compared to the least-squares regression
method described earlier, the Passing-Bablok regression
involves no special assumptions regarding the distribution
of samples or measurement methods [25]. These analyses
were performed using MATLAB (MathWorks Inc., Na-
tick, MA). An F-test was performed using Microsoft Excel
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2010 to estimate the concordance between visit-to-visit
change in maximum diameter for the measurement posi-
tions, obtained manually and continuously. It should be
noted that we compared the F-value and corresponding
critical value in order to determine equivalence of the vari-
ances of change between visits obtained manually and con-
tinuously [26]. All continuous variables were indicated as
means ± standard deviations. A p-value of < 0.05 was con-
sidered statistically significant and R-values were employed
to describe coefficient of correlation.

Results
Comparison between methods
Values of maximum aortic diameter and cross-sectional
area obtained from continuous measurements were pre-
sented as one-dimensional line plots. Geometric mea-
sures at the innominate (IA), left common carotid artery
(LCCA) and left subclavian artery (LSCA) were excluded
from the analysis, with their locations indicated using
black bands [20]. Figure 2 indicates three cases, includ-
ing one subject with regurgitant tri-leaflet aortic valve

Fig. 2 Visit based variation in maximum aortic diameter for three aortic phenotypes in TS comprised of aortic valve regurgitation (Subject 1),
elongation of the transverse aortic arch (Subject 9) and aortic coarctation (Subject 7). Visit 1 – solid blue line, Visit 2 – solid red line, Visit 3 – solid
black line. Diamond markers indicate corresponding manual measures. Data at locations of the inominate artery (IA), left common carotid artery
(LCCA), left subclavian artery (LSCA) (shaded in black) excluded from analysis. All values are in mm. Aortas for the three visits aligned at the branches
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(Subject 1), a second subject with elongated transverse
aorta (ETA) (Subject 9) and a third subject with aortic
coarctation (Subject 7), used to demonstrate the ability
of the continuous method to quantify visit-by-visit di-
mensions of the thoracic aorta with manual measures of
maximum diameter superimposed. It may be seen, that
for instance for the subject with aortic valve regurgita-
tion, maximum diameter predicted using the manual
and continuous methods were in concordance through-
out the thoracic aorta. Furthermore, aortic diameter
measures were consistent over time in the ascending,
transverse and descending aorta. For the subject with
ETA (Subject 9), both methods depicted reduction in de-
scending aorta diameter with each visit. Descending
aorta dimensions were nearly equivalent for the two
methods. The continuous method predicted smaller reg-
istered diameters in the ascending and transverse aorta.
The manual method predicted growth in the ascending
segment and stable dimensions in the transverse aorta.
Both methods predicted growth in the ascending aorta

and stable dimensions in the transverse section, for the
subject with aortic coarctation (Subject 7) (Fig. 2). The
continuous method predicted smaller registered diame-
ters in the descending aorta and the manual method in-
dicated stable dimensions over time. The continuous
method predicted larger values of maximum diameter in
the ascending aorta for all visits considered in this study.
Maximum diameter values obtained from the two
methods were similar in sections of the transverse and
descending aorta. The coarctation and its location (im-
mediately following the LSCA), was expressed more ac-
curately by the continuous method. The visit-by-visit
variation in lumen cross-sectional area for the three sub-
jects is indicated in Fig. 3. As can be seen, the trends for
variation in area were nor surprisingly similar to the
variation in maximum diameter (Fig. 2). For TS, curva-
ture at the highest point in the aortic arch was greater
for all visits (Visit 1: 0.3 ± 0.2 (1/mm), Visit 2: 0.6 ± 1.1
(1/mm), Visit 3: 0.4 ± 0.3 (1/mm)) as compared to con-
trols (0.2 ± 0.1 (1/mm)). Similar trends in aortic arch
curvatures were observed between patients with post-
coarctation repair, patients with post-arterial switch op-
eration and healthy subjects [12]. Aorta tortuosity was
also lower for the healthy individuals (1.3 ± 0.2) as com-
pared to the TS patients for all visits considered in our
study (Visit 1 and 3: 1.5 ± 0.3, Visit 2: 1.6 ± 0.3).
Scatter plots and least-squares based linear regres-

sion lines comparing maximum diameter obtained
manually and continuously, at the discrete measure-
ment positions, for all cases and visits are indicated
in Fig. 4. The overall least-squares regression coeffi-
cient was 0.77 (p-value < 0.01) and was equivalent to
the correlation coefficient reported in a previous
study [11]. Similar correlation coefficients were

obtained for the individual visits (Visit 1: R-value =
0.72, Visit 2: R-value = 0.75, Visit 3: R-value = 0.71, all
P < 0.005). The Bland-Altman plots (Fig. 5) showed a
slight negative bias of −0.78 mm between the manual
and continuous methods for all visits considered to-
gether. The reproducibility coefficient was 8.6 mm.
For the baseline (Visit 1) and second follow-up (Visit
3) visits, a negative bias was observed between the
two methods (Visit 1:-0.96 mm, Visit 3:-1.1 mm) as
compared to Visit 2 (−0.29 mm). The corresponding
limits of agreement were also smaller for Visit 2
(±7.9 mm) compared to Visit 1 (±9.4 mm) and Visit
3 (±8.4 mm). Analysis of the Passing-Bablok regres-
sion (Fig. 6) parameters indicated significant constant
bias between the manual and continuous methods
overall and for the individual visits considered in our
study (Table 2). The bias was least significant for the
first follow-up (Visit 2) and greatest for the baseline
visit (Visit 1). In addition, the slopes were lower than
one and indicated the presence of proportional bias
between the two methods. The proportional bias was
observed to be most significant for aorta maximum
diameter measurements at Visit 1. Table 3 summa-
rizes the F-test correlations for different sections of
the thoracic aorta. As can be seen, the visit-by-visit
changes for the complete thoracic aorta and the indi-
vidual segments correlated well (F < Fcrit).

Variation in localized change
Among the ten controls, the ascending aorta was larger
(12.6 ± 1 mm (mean Euclidean distance ± standard devi-
ation)) than the descending aorta (9.5 ± 0.9 mm) and
transverse aortic arch (Fig. 7). Likewise for the TS sub-
jects, the ascending aorta was larger (13.4 ± 2.1 mm)
than the descending segment (10.2 ± 1.3 mm). Figure 8
summarizes distance maps for ten subjects (baseline
visit: case no. 1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13 and 15), who
represent the various aorta phenotypes in TS. The max-
imum Euclidean distance in the ascending aorta for TS,
averaged over all visits, was greater than the corre-
sponding values for controls (F > Fcrit), and similar for
the descending aorta segments (F < Fcrit). Greater asym-
metry (anisotropy) in the Euclidean distance was ob-
served throughout the thoracic aorta in TS compared
to controls. It should be noted that for a circular (i.e.
symmetric) cross-section, the color (value of Euclidean
distance) would be unchanged along the aortic circum-
ference. The visit-by-visit Euclidean distance was nearly
unchanged throughout the aorta. Table 4 summarizes
the maximum and mean distances for the ascending
and descending aorta.
The visit-by-visit asymmetry in the aorta cross-

section is illustrated for Subject 9 in Fig. 9a. The an-
isotropy in the ascending aorta (proximal to the
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aortic root) was larger for Visit 1 compared to Visit 2
and 3, as observed in the anterior view. At the aortic
isthmus distal to the LSCA, the out-of-circularity was
similar for Visit 1 and 2 and more pronounced than
Visit 3. The 3D change in aorta geometry between
visits for patient 9, obtained using the iterative closest
point registration is presented in Fig. 9b. The refer-
ence surface indicated in blue (Visit 1 or 2) and tar-
get surface to be compared (either Visit 2 or 3)
indicated in white are shown for clarity; positive and

negative values implies growth and decrease, respect-
ively. As shown in Fig. 9b, growth resulted anteriorly
from Visit 1 to 2 and 1 to 3 in the ascending aorta
and in the descending aorta. Apparently progressive
aortic coarctation (CoA) was observed to occur in the
follow-up visits anteriorly in the descending aorta,
downstream of position 7. The 3D plots of geometry
change and Euclidean distance maps for this subject
correlated well with the corresponding line plots of
variation in maximum diameter indicated in Fig. 2.

Fig. 3 Visit based variation in cross-sectional area for three aortic phenotypes in TS comprised of aortic valve regurgitation (Subject 1), elongation
of the transverse aortic arch (Subject 9) and aortic coarctation (Subject7). Visit 1 – solid blue line, Visit 2 – solid red line, Visit 3 – solid black line. Dia-
mond markers indicate corresponding manual measures. Data at locations of the inominate artery (IA), left common carotid artery (LCCA), left sub-
clavian artery (LSCA) (shaded in black) excluded from analysis. All values are in mm2. Aortas for the three visits aligned at the branches
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Discussion
We present a novel continuous method for assessment
of thoracic aortic diameter and geometry. The continu-
ous method has several advantages over the manual ap-
proach. Firstly, the continuous method eliminates the
need for measurement at both identical locations and
cross-sectional angles. Secondly, the continuous meas-
urement method provides complete anatomical informa-
tion about the entire thoracic aorta. Thereby, the new
method is capable of highlighting features, such as the
extent and location of any aortic abnormalities and
localized increment or decrement, including out-of-
circularity changes, unlike manual single-point measure-
ments. It also produces optimum measurements near
steep gradients (i.e. at CoA or near branch points),
where manual overestimation may occur. Least-squares
and Passing-Bablok regression analysis indicated good
concordance between values of maximum diameter at
the discrete measurement positions obtained using man-
ual and continuous methods. The continuous method
was observed to generally predict a higher diameter at
different stations along the aorta as indicated by slope
values less than one for the least-squares and Passing-
Bablok regression lines. The negative bias obtained using
the Bland-Altman plots also provided evidence of this
trend. Differences in positioning of the discrete measure-
ment stations for the manual or continuous

measurement methodology would potentially increase
the bias obtained from the Passing-Bablok regression
analysis. The outliers indicated in the Bland-Altman
plots (Fig. 5) corresponded to aorta scans that concluded
at station 8 (i.e. at the caudal border of the left atrium).
Improved concordance between the methods could be
potentially obtained by extending the scans below the
diaphragm level (i.e. inclusion of the abdominal aorta).
In addition to the statistical approach presented in this
study, validation of aorta lumen segmentation would
have to be performed using probabilistic models to
minimize under or over-estimation of aortic diameter
and enhance the agreement between the continuous and
manual methods. The same can be achieved by consider-
ing a set of segmentations of the aorta lumen performed
manually and automatically and computing a probabilis-
tic estimate of the true segmentation and performance
level represented by each segmentation [27]. The pre-
sented method estimated stable aortic dimensions over
time for most cases as compared to the manual method,
which predicted larger changes. The need for unneces-
sary intervention based on overestimation of growth
may thus be potentially minimized with the continuous
approach. This approach prevents missing changes
between manual locations and neighboring points and
establishes continuity and validation. A previously pro-
posed automated method involved fitting of an elliptic
cross-section to identify the minimum and maximum
aorta diameters [11]. Our method could potentially pro-
vide a better estimate of the true maximum diameter
given the full circumferential cross-sectional informa-
tion. Moreover, the plots describing the variation in
cross-sectional area (Fig. 3) could be used to obtain
measures of localized aortic compliance and the corre-
sponding change over time [12]. The Euclidean distance
maps enabled us to not only elucidate dimensional dif-
ferences between TS and controls, but also to recognize
regions that exhibited the greatest asymmetry, and may
also provide a better understanding of the aortic patho-
physiology in Turner syndrome, especially the localized
changes that seem to take place over time. The pre-
sented approach to estimate 3D growth or shrinkage is a
multi-step registration process that requires low compu-
tational effort. Statistical shape atlas techniques based
on deformable registration have been demonstrated to
precisely reconstruct complex aorta shapes for several
cardiovascular disorders [14, 15], by employing suitable
values of transformation resolution and stiffness pa-
rameters to capture small features [13]. These compu-
tational template methods would be considered in a
future study to quantify visit-to-visit change in aorta
morphology for TS patients.
The continuous measurement method was observed

to be more sensitive to the choice of segmentation

Fig. 4 Scatter plot and linear regression lines for maximum diameter
at select locations along the thoracic aorta for all cases and visits.
Visit 1 - blue diamond markers and solid line, Visit 2 - red diamond
markers and solid line, Visit 3 - black diamond markers and solid line.
Forty-five degrees dashed green line also shown to indicate deviation
of manual measures relative to the corresponding continuous values
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software and smoothing algorithm as compared to the
inter-user variability or choice of smoothing software.
Recognizing this large variability, surface area measure-
ments using the different segmentation software were
compared with the corresponding analytical values for a
modified 3D Shepp-Logan phantom. The errors in sur-
face area measurements were: a) Mimics: 0.8 ± 4.6%, b)
ITK-Snap: 1.5 ± 4.5%, c) 3D Slicer: 1.1 ± 4.7%. The abso-
lute error in surface area values was greater for 3D Slicer
(~1.5%) as compared to Mimics (~0.2%) and ITK-Snap
(~0.4%), for ellipsoids with gray values similar to that of
the aorta. Although these aforementioned observations
imply that Mimics is potentially more suitable for recon-
struction of the aorta geometry using CMR, further val-
idation of the same would be performed in a future
study using cardiac phantoms [28]. The average inter-
user variability was evaluated to be approximately one
pixel (~1.5 mm) and was similar to the values reported

previously [5]. Errors in measurement of the aorta diam-
eter using the presented method stem from a variety of
sources. Firstly, segmentation of the thoracic aorta was
achieved by setting the upper and lower threshold
values. Variation in the threshold could potentially result
in over or under prediction of the aorta lumen, prior to
surface smoothing. Noisy images and low spatial reso-
lution significantly influence the choice of threshold
levels needed to segment the vessel lumen. Secondly,
smoothing of the aortic geometries was achieved using a
fixed number of iterations and smoothing factor. Few it-
erations or a low smoothing factor could result in more
surface artifacts. Smoothing of the centerline prior to
sampling of planes could lead to variations in the refer-
ence point needed to evaluate the maximum aortic
diameter. Thirdly, visit-to-visit changes in the orienta-
tion of the branch arteries from the transverse arch
present challenges in accurately aligning the aortae

Fig. 5 Bland-Altman analysis comparing maximum aortic diameter obtained using manual and continuous methods for individual visits and all
visits considered. Visit 1 - blue diamond markers, solid blue line – mean, light blue lines - ±1.96SD, Visit 2 – red diamond markers, solid red line – mean,
light red lines - ±1.96SD, Visit 3, All Visits - black diamond markers, solid black line – mean, gray lines - ±1.96SD
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necessary to compare geometry changes over time, espe-
cially in the transverse section. Correlation with manual
measurements is also subsequently influenced by the
preciseness of this alignment. Our study assumes no var-
iations in the ECG triggering between visits (i.e., all
scans are acquired during the same time point in the
diastolic phase of the cardiac cycle). The TS subjects ex-
amined were prescribed anti-hypertensive treatment
during the first follow-up visit. Changes in diastolic pres-
sure influenced by the treatment and variations in

Fig. 6 Passing-Bablok regression plots comparing manual and continuous methods for individual visits and all visits considered. Visit 1 - blue diamond
markers, solid blue line – regression line, light blue dashed lines – upper and lower bounds, Visit 2 – red diamond markers, solid red line – regression line,
light red lines – upper and lower bounds, Visit 3, All Visits - black diamond markers, solid black line – regression line, gray lines – upper and lower bounds

Table 2 Passing-Bablok regression analysis comparing
maximum aortic diameters obtained using manual and
continuous methods (Note: Values in parenthesis indicate lower
and upper bounds)

Visit Intercept (95% CI) Slope (95% CI)

1 4.01 (0.53 to 7.0) 0.85 (0.71 to 1)

2 0.48 (−3.59 to 3.82) 0.99 (0.85 to 1.16)

3 1.97 (−1.72 to 4.98) 0.97 (0.81 to 1.14)

All Visits 2.11 (0.14 to 4.09) 0.93 (0.84 to 1.02)

Table 3 Summary of correlations of change between visits
obtained using continuous and manual measurement methods
(Note: F-test employed in all cases. F-value and corresponding
critical value were compared in order to determine equivalence
of the variances of change between visits obtained manually
and continuously. For good concordance between methods we
tested whether F < Fcrit [26])

Case F < Fcrit

Overall Visit 1 to 2 Y

Overall Visit 2 to 3 Y

Overall Visit 1 to 3 Y

Ascending Visit 1 to 2 Y

Ascending Visit 2 to 3 Y

Ascending Visit 1 to 3 Y

Transverse Visit 1 to 2 Y

Transverse Visit 2 to 3 N

Transverse Visit 1 to 3 Y

Descending Visit 1 to 2 N

Descending Visit 2 to 3 Y

Descending Visit 1 to 3 Y
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hemodynamic flow variables such as wall shear stress
with time [29] could potentially alter the aortic geometry
between visits. Additionally, increasing aortic stiffness
with age [30] could generate changes in aortic morph-
ology for a fixed aortic pressure. Dilatation of the aortic
root may be observed in TS [31, 32]. The methods pre-
sented here have been enhanced to include aorta sinuses
for 3D measurements of aorta morphology in controls
and TS, the details of which would be presented in a fu-
ture study. The methodology and descriptive statistics
reported in this study were performed for a relatively
small sample size of 15 subjects, and future studies
would include additional diseased subjects and longitu-
dinal scans for healthy individuals. However, with the
present sample size we are able to demonstrate the val-
idity of our novel approach. Hierarchical clustering has

been employed previously to detect patterns of aortic
dilatation in patients with BAV disease [33]. A similar
cluster analysis will be performed in a future study to
define growth or shrinkage patterns of the aorta in TS.
Evaluating hemodynamic parameters and aortic flow

patterns in patient-specific deformed aortae is one of the
further necessary steps to improve risk stratification of
aortic disease in TS [34, 35]. The one-dimensional con-
tinuous measurement method proposed in this study
has been previously utilized to explain changes in aortic
flow patterns over time, in animal models [20] and the
same approach may prove valuable in a future research
into associations of variation in flow patterns and wall
shear stress with changes in aortic geometry in TS.
Spiraling nature of blood flow in the aortic arch has also
been observed to correlate with aortic arch curvature

Fig. 7 Color plots indicating circumferential and axial variation in Euclidean distance from centerlines for controls included in this study. All
dimensions are in mm. Anterior and posterior views of the aorta are shown for each case
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[36] and tortuosity [37]. Furthermore, correspondence
between mechanical stresses and Euclidean distance
maps has been reported previously for dilated aortae
[38, 39]. In addition to the statistical model based on
manual measurements developed previously by us [5], a
mathematical model based on continuum mechanics has
also been described previously to predict vessel growth

[40, 41]. The changes between visits obtained using one-
dimensional line plots and 3D surface change maps
could be utilized to validate and advance models of
growth prediction and disease progression such as the
aforementioned. Surgical planning for interventions on
diseased thoracic aortae or aortic valves [42] requires
precise dimensional information prior to surgical

Fig. 8 Color plots indicating circumferential and axial variation in Euclidean distance from centerlines for 10 TS patients (patient nos. 1, 4, 5, 6, 8,
9, 10, 11, 13 and 15). All dimensions are in mm. Anterior and posterior views of the aorta are shown for each subject

Table 4 Summary of Euclidean distance variation (mean ± standard deviation, mm) for the ascending and descending thoracic aorta
in controls and TS

Euclidean distance Controls TS (Overall) TS (V1) TS (V2) TS (V3)

ASCENDING Mean 12.6 ± 1 13.4 ± 2.1 13.4 ± 2 13.4 ± 2.2 13.3 ± 2.3

Maximum 14.8 ± 0.95 16.5 ± 2.7 16.8 ± 2.8 16.6 ± 2.8 16.1 ± 2.6

DESCENDING Mean 9.5 ± 0.9 10.2 ± 1.3 10.3 ± 1.4 10.3 ± 1.4 10 ± 1.1

Maximum 11.9 ± 1 13.2 ± 1.6 13.2 ± 1.5 13.4 ± 1.8 13 ± 1.5
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intervention [11]. The measurement approaches pro-
posed in the study can be used for such pre-operative
surgical planning. The described methodology improved
to include the aortic sinus, can be applied to cardiovas-
cular disorders such as Marfan syndrome and compara-
tive studies between conditions such as TS and other
aortopathies would potentially be of value in delineating
differences in pathophysiology and how this manifests in
different geometries and changes over time.

Conclusions
A novel automated continuous measurement tool of
maximum aortic diameters was presented in TS, which
offers several advantages including: a) elimination of

individual user bias resulting in more accurate and re-
producible monitoring of abnormal changes in aorta
geometry; b) robustness of data and assessment of the
entire aortic geometry (i.e. maximum diameter and cir-
cumferential location, area, aspect ratio, curvature, tor-
tuosity); c) significant decrease of time spent when
manually obtaining aortic dimensions following segmen-
tation of the aorta (less than 5 min per visit), reducing
costs. Furthermore, a new 3D method to quantify aortic
anisotropy was devised that may improve representation
of aortic morphology and could potentially enable better
identification and characterization of additional sub-
groups of aortic phenotypes based on cardiovascular dis-
ease progression over time.

Fig. 9 Three dimensional visit-to-visit variation in aorta geometry (Subject 9). a Color plots indicating circumferential and axial variation in Euclidean
distance from centerlines. All dimensions are in mm. Anterior and posterior views of the aorta are shown for each visit. b Color plots
indicating circumferential and axial variation in visit-by-visit change, obtained using point registration. Positive indicates increasing and
negative indicates decreasing dimension of Visit 2 / Visit 3 relative to Visit 1 / Visit 2. Reference aortic surface (Visit 1 or 2) and registered aorta (Visit 2
or 3) are shown in blue and white, respectively. All values in mm. Anterior views shown for the three cases. Arrows shown to indicate location of
progressive coarctation
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Appendix
In order to evaluate the sensitivity of the continuous
measurement methodology to the choice of segmentation
software, we also tested the methodology using both ITK-
Snap [43] and 3D Slicer software (http://www.slicer.org)
for identification of the aorta. The same threshold values
were used for the three different approaches to aortic seg-
mentation. We also tested the simple, C0 and C1 smooth-
ing algorithms available in the OpenFlipper software [44],
to assess the sensitivity of measurements to the choice of
smoothing software and smoothing methodology (Figs. 10
and 11). The simple or Laplacian smoothing method ad-
justs the location of each vertex to the geometric center of
its neighboring vertices [45]. C0 smoothing assumes the
individual curves defining the surface to remain connected
at common vertices and C1 smoothing ensures tangential
continuity between the curves [46]. In order to evaluate
inter-user variability in the measurements obtained con-
tinuously, we compared aorta geometries reconstructed
and smoothed by two users independently using Mimics
(Fig. 11).
Figure 10 depicts the sensitivity of continuous mea-

surements to the choice of segmentation software and

smoothing algorithm in a sample subject (Subject 6),
and when comparing different segmentation software
with identical smoothing, the maximum diameter mea-
sures obtained using Mimics and ITK-Snap were in good
agreement compared to 3D Slicer (Difference between
Mimics and ITK-Snap: −0.01 ± 2.5 mm, Difference be-
tween Mimics and 3D Slicer: −1.4 ± 3.6 mm, Difference
between ITK-Snap and 3D Slicer: −1.4 ± 3.5 mm). Re-
garding the impact of using different smoothing algo-
rithms exemplified for the same subject (Subject 6) in
Fig. 10, the diameters obtained using C0 and simple
smoothing were comparable. The C1 smoothing resulted
in a coarser lumen surface as compared to the C0 or
simple smoothing (Difference between C0 and simple:
0.4 ± 0.6 mm, Difference between C0 and C1: 1 ±
1.5 mm, Difference between simple and C1: −0.5 ±
1.2 mm). Figure 11 indicates the sensitivity of continu-
ous measures to choice of smoothing software and inter-
user variability in the same subject (Subject 6). The
inter-user variability in maximum diameter was 0.2 ±
2.3 mm, and the differences in measures resulting from
selecting the simple smoothing available in Mimics or
OpenFlipper was 0.3 ± 1.3 mm.

Fig. 10 Sensitivity of continuous measurements to choice of segmentation software and smoothing algorithm, exemplified for a subject with
Turner syndrome (Subject 6). a Software 1 (solid blue line) – Mimics, Software 2 (solid red line) – ITK-Snap, Software 3 (solid black line) – 3D Slicer.
b Smoothing Algorithm 1 (solid blue line) – C0 Smoothing, Smoothing Algorithm 2 (solid red line) – C1 Smoothing, Smoothing Algorithm 3 (solid
black line) – Simple Smoothing. Aorta geometries were smoothed using OpenFlipper

Subramaniam et al. Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance  (2017) 19:20 Page 14 of 17

http://www.slicer.org


Abbreviations
3D: Three-dimensional; BAV: Bicuspid aortic valve; CMR: Cardiovascular
magnetic resonance; CoA: Coarctation; ECG: Electrocardiogram;
ETA: Elongated transverse aorta; GV: Grey values; IA: Innominate artery;
ICP: Iterative closest point; LCCA: Left common carotid artery; LSCA: Left
subclavian artery; STL: Stereolithography; TI: Regurgitant tri-leaflet aortic valve;
TS: Turner syndrome; VMTK: Vascular modeling toolkit

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Funding
This study was supported by the Chain of Love Foundation for Turner
Syndrome – Chester County Community Foundation (Iris Gutmark-Little),
Novo Nordisk Foundation (Claus H. Gravholt), Lundbeck Foundation (Claus H.
Gravholt), Aarhus University (Claus H. Gravholt), the Danish Ministry for Science
Technology and Innovation (Claus H. Gravholt), the Danish Heart Foundation
(Claus H. Gravholt), Aase og Ejnar Danielsens Fond (Claus H. Gravholt), Korning
Fonden (Claus H. Gravholt), Hede Nielsens Fond (Claus H. Gravholt), Eva and
Henry Frænkels Minde Fond (Claus H. Gravholt), and Snedkermester Sophus
Jacobsen and hustru Astrid Jacobsens Fond (Claus H. Gravholt).

Availability of data and materials
Not applicable.

Authors’ contributions
DRS, WAS, GM, EJG, IG-L designed the study, collected, analyzed, interpreted
data and drafted the manuscript. CT, KHM, SR, CHG designed the study,
collected data and drafted the manuscript. PFB drafted the manuscript.
All authors read and approved the manuscript.

Authors’ information
DRS: PhD graduate student, specializing in the area of biomechanical fluid
flow modeling.
WAS: PhD graduate student, specializing in the area of biomechanical fluid
flow modeling.
KHM: MD with expertise in cardiovascular imaging, with additional
experience specifically in Turner syndrome aortopathy.
SR: PhD magnetic resonance physicist, with additional experience specifically
in Turner syndrome aortopathy.
CT: MD with expertise in Turner syndrome research and clinical care.
CHG: MD, PhD world-renowned expert in Turner syndrome; head of recent
guidelines effort in Turner syndrome.
EJG: PhD fluid dynamics expert, with particular experience in biofluids.
GM: PhD specializing in the area of biomechanical fluid flow modeling.
PFB: MD expert in Turner syndrome; co-head of recent guidelines effort in
Turner syndrome.
IGL: MD expert in Turner syndrome, with particular experience in aortopathy
in this population.

Fig. 11 Sensitivity of continuous measurements to choice of smoothing software and user, exemplified for a patient with Turner syndrome
(Subject 6). a Segmentation of aorta performed using Mimics. Smoothing Software 1 (solid blue line) – Mimics, Smoothing Software 2 (solid red
line) – OpenFlipper. b Solid blue line – User 1, Solid red line – User 2

Subramaniam et al. Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance  (2017) 19:20 Page 15 of 17



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

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study was approved by the Aarhus County Ethical Scientific Committee
(Denmark) (#20010248). Informed consent was obtained from all study
participants.

Author details
1Department of Aerospace Engineering and Engineering Mechanics, CEAS,
University of Cincinnati, Cincinnati, OH, USA. 2Cardio-respiratory Unit, Great
Ormond Street Hospital for Children NHS Foundation Trust, London, UK.
3Institute for Clinical Medicine, Aarhus University, Aarhus N, Denmark.
4Department of Endocrinology and Internal Medicine, Aarhus University
Hospital, Aarhus C, Denmark. 5Department of Molecular Medicine, Aarhus
University Hospital, Aarhus N, Denmark. 6UC Department of Otolaryngology,
Head and Neck Surgery, Cincinnati, OH, USA. 7Division of Pulmonary
Medicine, Cincinnati Children’s Hospital Medical Center, Cincinnati, OH, USA.
8Division of Endocrinology, Department of Pediatrics, Cincinnati Children’s
Hospital Medical Center, Cincinnati, OH 45229, USA.

Received: 21 January 2017 Accepted: 2 February 2017

References
1. van den Berg J, Bannink EM, Wielopolski PA, Pattynama PM, de Muinck

Keizer-Schrama SM, Helbing WA. Aortic distensibility and dimensions and
the effects of growth hormone treatment in the turner syndrome. Am J
Cardiol. 2006;97(11):1644–9. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amjcard.2005.12.058.

2. Mortensen KH, Andersen NH, Gravholt CH. Cardiovascular phenotype in
Turner syndrome–integrating cardiology, genetics, and endocrinology.
Endocr Rev. 2012;33(5):677–714. doi:10.1210/er.2011-1059.

3. Matura LA, Ho VB, Rosing DR, Bondy CA. Aortic dilatation and dissection in
turner syndrome. Circulation. 2007;116(15):1663–70. doi:10.1161/
circulationaha.106.685487.

4. Gutmark-Little I, Backeljauw PF. Cardiac magnetic resonance imaging in
Turner syndrome. Clin Endocrinol. 2013;78(5):646–58. doi:10.1111/cen.12157.

5. Mortensen KH, Erlandsen M, Andersen NH, Gravholt CH. Prediction of aortic
dilation in Turner syndrome - enhancing the use of serial cardiovascular
magnetic resonance. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson. 2013;15(1):1–11. doi:10.
1186/1532-429x-15-47.

6. Cleemann L, Mortensen K, Holm K, Smedegaard H, Skouby S, Wieslander S,
et al. Aortic dimensions in girls and young women with turner syndrome: a
magnetic resonance imaging study. Pediatr Cardiol. 2010;31(4):497–504. doi:
10.1007/s00246-009-9626-8.

7. Hjerrild B, Mortensen K, Sorensen K, Pedersen E, Andersen N, Lundorf E, et
al. Thoracic aortopathy in Turner syndrome and the influence of bicuspid
aortic valves and blood pressure: a CMR study. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson.
2010;12(1):12.

8. Mortensen K, Hjerrild B, Stochholm K, Andersen N, Sorensen K, Lundorf E, et al.
Dilation of the ascending aorta in Turner syndrome - a prospective cardiovascular
magnetic resonance study. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson. 2011;13(1):24.

9. Erbel R, Aboyans V, Boileau C, Bossone E, Bartolomeo RD, Eggebrecht H,
et al. 2014 ESC Guidelines on the diagnosis and treatment of aortic
diseases. Eur Heart J. 2014;35(41):2873–926. doi:10.1093/eurheartj/ehu281.

10. Hiratzka LF, Bakris GL, Beckman JA, Bersin RM, Carr VF, Casey DE, et al. 2010
ACCF/AHA/AATS/ACR/ASA/SCA/SCAI/SIR/STS/SVM Guidelines for the
Diagnosis and Management of Patients With Thoracic Aortic Disease: A
Report of the American College of Cardiology Foundation/American Heart
Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines, American Association for
Thoracic Surgery, American College of Radiology, American Stroke
Association, Society of Cardiovascular Anesthesiologists, Society for
Cardiovascular Angiography and Interventions, Society of Interventional
Radiology, Society of Thoracic Surgeons, and Society for Vascular Medicine.
Circulation. 2010;121(13):e266–369.

11. Bersvendsen J, Beitnes JO, Urheim S, Aakhus S, Samset E. Automatic
measurement of aortic annulus diameter in 3-dimensional

Transoesophageal echocardiography. BMC Med Imaging. 2014;14(1):1–8.
doi:10.1186/1471-2342-14-31.

12. Ntsinjana H, Biglino G, Capelli C, Tann O, Giardini A, Derrick G, et al. Aortic
arch shape is not associated with hypertensive response to exercise in
patients with repaired congenital heart diseases. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson.
2013;15(1):101.

13. Bruse JL, McLeod K, Biglino G, Ntsinjana HN, Capelli C, Hsia T-Y, et al. A
statistical shape modelling framework to extract 3D shape biomarkers from
medical imaging data: assessing arch morphology of repaired coarctation of
the aorta. BMC Med Imaging. 2016;16(1):40. doi:10.1186/s12880-016-0142-z.

14. Bruse JL, Khushnood A, McLeod K, Biglino G, Sermesant M, Pennec X, et al.
How successful is successful? Aortic arch shape after successful aortic
coarctation repair correlates with left ventricular function. J Thorac
Cardiovasc Surg. 2017;153(2):418.

15. Bruse JL, Cervi E, McLeod K, Biglino G, Sermesant M, Pennec X, et al. Looks
do matter! Aortic arch shape after hypoplastic left heart syndrome palliation
correlates with cavopulmonary outcomes. Ann Thorac Surg. 2017;103(2):645.

16. Arzani A, Suh G-Y, Dalman RL, Shadden SC. A longitudinal comparison of
hemodynamics and intraluminal thrombus deposition in abdominal aortic
aneurysms. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol. 2014;307(12):H1786–95. doi:10.
1152/ajpheart.00461.2014.

17. Mortensen KH, Hjerrild BE, Andersen NH, Sørensen KE, Hørlyck A, Pedersen
EM, et al. Abnormalities of the major intrathoracic arteries in Turner
syndrome as revealed by magnetic resonance imaging. Cardiol Young.
2010;20(02):191–200. doi:10.1017/S1047951110000041.

18. Sybert VP, McCauley E. Turner’s syndrome. N Engl J Med. 2004;351(12):1227–
38. doi:10.1056/NEJMra030360.

19. Antiga L, Piccinelli M, Botti L, Ene-Iordache B, Remuzzi A, Steinman D. An
image-based modeling framework for patient-specific computational
hemodynamics. Med Biol Eng Comput. 2008;46(11):1097–112. doi:10.1007/
s11517-008-0420-1.

20. Yap CH, Liu X, Pekkan K. Characterizaton of the vessel geometry, flow
mechanics and wall shear stress in the great arteries of wildtype prenatal
mouse. PLoS One. 2014;9(1):e86878. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0086878.

21. Piccinelli M, Veneziani A, Steinman DA, Remuzzi A, Antiga L. A framework
for geometric analysis of vascular structures: application to cerebral
aneurysms. IEEE Trans Med Imaging. 2009;28(8):1141–55. doi:10.1109/TMI.
2009.2021652.

22. Besl PJ, McKay ND. A method for registration of 3-D shapes. IEEE Trans
Pattern Anal Mach Intell. 1992;14(2):239–56. doi:10.1109/34.121791.

23. Auricchio F, Conti M, Ferrazzano C, Sgueglia GA. A simple framework to
generate 3D patient-specific model of coronary artery bifurcation from
single-plane angiographic images. Comput Biol Med. 2014;44:97–109. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compbiomed.2013.10.027.

24. Rosero EB, Peshock RM, Khera A, Clagett GP, Lo H, Timaran C. Agreement
between methods of measurement of mean aortic wall thickness by MRI. J
Magn Reson Imaging. 2009;29(3):576–82. doi:10.1002/jmri.21697.

25. Passing H, Bablok. A new biometrical procedure for testing the equality of
measurements from two different analytical methods. Application of linear
regression procedures for method comparison studies in clinical chemistry,
Part I. J Clin Chem Clin Biochem. 1983;21(11):709–20.

26. Snedecor GW, Cochran WG. Statistical methods. 7th ed. Iowa: Iowa State
University Press; 1980.

27. Warfield SK, Zou KH, Wells WM. Simultaneous truth and performance level
estimation (STAPLE): an algorithm for the validation of image segmentation.
IEEE Trans Med Imaging. 2004;23(7):903–21. doi:10.1109/tmi.2004.828354.

28. Wissmann L, Santelli C, Segars WP, Kozerke S. MRXCAT: Realistic numerical
phantoms for cardiovascular magnetic resonance. J Cardiovasc Magn Reson.
2014;16(1):63. doi:10.1186/s12968-014-0063-3.

29. van Ooij P, Garcia J, Potters WV, Malaisrie SC, Collins JD, Carr JC, et al. Age-related
changes in aortic 3D blood flow velocities and wall shear stress: implications for
the identification of altered hemodynamics in patients with aortic valve disease. J
Magn Reson Imaging. 2015:n/a-n/a. doi:10.1002/jmri.25081.

30. Roccabianca S, Figueroa CA, Tellides G, Humphrey JD. Quantification of
regional differences in aortic stiffness in the aging human. J Mech Behav
Biomed Mater. 2014;29:618–34. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2013.01.026.

31. Isselbacher EM. Thoracic and abdominal aortic aneurysms. Circulation. 2005;
111(6):816–28. doi:10.1161/01.cir.0000154569.08857.7a.

32. Lin AE, Lippe B, Rosenfeld RG. Further delineation of aortic dilation,
dissection, and rupture in patients with turner syndrome. Pediatrics. 1998;
102(1):e12-e.

Subramaniam et al. Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance  (2017) 19:20 Page 16 of 17

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amjcard.2005.12.058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1210/er.2011-1059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/circulationaha.106.685487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/circulationaha.106.685487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cen.12157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1532-429x-15-47
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1532-429x-15-47
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00246-009-9626-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehu281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2342-14-31
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12880-016-0142-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/ajpheart.00461.2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/ajpheart.00461.2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1047951110000041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra030360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11517-008-0420-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11517-008-0420-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0086878
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMI.2009.2021652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMI.2009.2021652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/34.121791
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compbiomed.2013.10.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compbiomed.2013.10.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jmri.21697
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/tmi.2004.828354
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12968-014-0063-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jmri.25081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2013.01.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/01.cir.0000154569.08857.7a


33. Fazel SS, Mallidi HR, Lee RS, Sheehan MP, Liang D, Fleischman D, et al. The
aortopathy of bicuspid aortic valve disease has distinctive patterns and
usually involves the transverse aortic arch. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg. 2008;
135(4):901–7. e2. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtcvs.2008.01.022.

34. Chen J, Gutmark E, Mylavarapu G, Backeljauw PF, Gutmark-Little I. Numerical
investigation of mass transport through patient-specific deformed aortae.
J Biomech. 2014;47(2):544–52. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2013.10.
031.

35. Prahl Wittberg L, van Wyk S, Fuchs L, Gutmark E, Backeljauw P, Gutmark-
Little I. Effects of aortic irregularities on blood flow. Biomech Model
Mechanobiol. 2015:1-16. doi:10.1007/s10237-015-0692-y.

36. Kilner PJ, Yang GZ, Mohiaddin RH, Firmin DN, Longmore DB. Helical and
retrograde secondary flow patterns in the aortic arch studied by three-
directional magnetic resonance velocity mapping. Circulation. 1993;88(5):
2235–47. doi:10.1161/01.cir.88.5.2235.

37. Liu X, Fan Y, Deng X. Effect of spiral flow on the transport of oxygen in the
aorta: a numerical study. Ann Biomed Eng. 2010;38(3):917–26. doi:10.1007/
s10439-009-9878-8.

38. Georgakarakos E, Ioannou CV, Kamarianakis Y, Papaharilaou Y, Kostas T,
Manousaki E, et al. The role of geometric parameters in the prediction of
abdominal aortic aneurysm wall stress. Eur J Vasc Endovasc Surg. 2010;39(1):
42–8. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2009.09.026.

39. Humphrey JD, Holzapfel GA. Mechanics, mechanobiology, and modeling of
human abdominal aorta and aneurysms. J Biomech. 2012;45(5):805–14.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2011.11.021.

40. Valentín A, Cardamone L, Baek S, Humphrey JD. Complementary
vasoactivity and matrix remodelling in arterial adaptations to altered flow
and pressure. J R Soc Interface. 2009;6(32):293–306. doi:10.1098/rsif.2008.
0254.

41. Valentín A, Humphrey JD. Evaluation of fundamental hypotheses underlying
constrained mixture models of arterial growth and remodelling. Philos Trans
A Math Phys Eng Sci. 2009;367(1902):3585–606. doi:10.1098/rsta.2009.0113.

42. El Khoury G, Vanoverschelde J-L, Glineur D, Pierard F, Verhelst RR, Rubay J,
et al. Repair of Bicuspid aortic valves in patients with aortic regurgitation.
Circulation. 2006;114(1 suppl):I-610-I-6. doi:10.1161/circulationaha.105.
001594.

43. Yushkevich PA, Piven J, Hazlett HC, Smith RG, Ho S, Gee JC, et al. User-
guided 3D active contour segmentation of anatomical structures:
Significantly improved efficiency and reliability. NeuroImage. 2006;31(3):
1116–28. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2006.01.015.

44. Möbius J, Kobbelt L. OpenFlipper: an open source geometry processing and
rendering framework. In: Boissonnat J-D, Chenin P, Cohen A, Gout C, Lyche
T, Mazure M-L, et al., editors. Curves and surfaces: 7th International
Conference, Avignon, France, June 24 - 30, 2010, Revised Selected Papers.
Berlin: Springer Berlin Heidelberg; 2012. p. 488–500.

45. Sorkine O, Cohen-Or D, Lipman Y, Alexa M, Rössl C, Seidel H-P. Laplacian
surface editing. Proceedings of the 2004 Eurographics/ACM SIGGRAPH
symposium on Geometry processing. Nice: ACM; 2004. p. 175–84.

46. Barsky BA, DeRose TD. Geometric continuity of parametric curves: three
equivalent characterizations. IEEE Comput Graph Appl. 1989;9(6):60–9.
doi:10.1109/38.41470.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Subramaniam et al. Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance  (2017) 19:20 Page 17 of 17

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtcvs.2008.01.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2013.10.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2013.10.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10237-015-0692-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/01.cir.88.5.2235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10439-009-9878-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10439-009-9878-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2009.09.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2011.11.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2008.0254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2008.0254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2009.0113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/circulationaha.105.001594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/circulationaha.105.001594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2006.01.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/38.41470

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions
	Trial registration

	Background
	Methods
	CMR
	Manual measurements
	Aortic segmentation
	Centerline extraction and geometric parameter estimation
	Evaluation of localized dimensions and asymmetric change
	Statistical methods and data analysis

	Results
	Comparison between methods
	Variation in localized change

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Appendix
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Authors’ information
	Competing interests
	Consent for publication
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Author details
	References

