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Abstract  

T1 mapping cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) imaging has been used to 

characterize pericardial effusions, and shown that routinely administered gadolinium-based 

contrast agents (GBCA) are excreted into effusion fluid. Aims: To measure pericardial fluid 

T1 before and after contrast administration in healthy volunteers to establish normal values 

and compare them to patients with pericardial effusion. Volunteers (n=30) were compared to 

retrospectively included patients with at least 5 mm of pericardial effusion (n=69). T1 maps 

were acquired at 1.5T CMR. A volume of pericardial fluid was imaged in a short-axis slice 

and in a slice perpendicular to the short-axis orientation. A reliable measurement had a region 

of interest size >10mm2, coefficient of variation <10%, and a relative difference <5% 

between the two slice orientations. In 26/30 (87%) of volunteers, there was a sufficient 

amount of pericardial fluid to enable reliable measurement. Native T1 did not differ between 

slice orientations (3262±163 vs 3267±173 ms, p=0.75). In patients, native T1 was normal in 

41%, above normal in 3%, below normal in 56%, and GBCA concentration, estimated using 

the specific relaxivity of the GBCA used, was normal in 65% and above normal in 35%. 

More than half of effusions in patients had a native T1 below normal, consistent with higher 

protein content, and a third had an above normal GBCA excretion despite dilution effects, 

suggesting an inflammatory and exudative etiology. The use of T1 mapping and contrast 

dynamics to characterize pericardial fluid merits prospective evaluation. 
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Introduction 

Pericardial fluid is a serous ultrafiltrate of plasma normally present between the layers 

of the pericardium enveloping the heart. An increase in the amount of fluid above 

approximately 30-35 ml is considered a pericardial effusion [1]. Pericardial effusions can 

have a wide variety of etiologies, and are a common clinical occurrence. The diagnostic 

approach includes categorizing the effusion as transudative, due to an imbalance in osmotic 

and hydrostatic pressures, or exudative, due to an increase in permeability of the pericardium 

secondary to local inflammation. Biochemical analysis may be performed and interpreted 

using the Light criteria, originally validated for assessing pleural effusions [2].  

With the rapid development of new techniques in cardiovascular magnetic resonance 

imaging (CMR) there have been several attempts to non-invasively characterize effusion 

fluids. Early attempts using magnetic field strengths below one tesla were largely 

unremarkable [3–7]. Later results using diffusion-weighted imaging have shown some 

promise, but also conflicting results [8–11].  

T1-mapping, a technique whereby the T1 value is directly measured has now largely 

superseded the previous T1-weighted methods where the T1 value was encoded into arbitrary 

signal intensities and only indirectly estimated. GBCA shortens T1 time in healthy tissue and 

T1-mapping CMR following the administration of a gadolinium-based contrast agent 

(GBCA) has enabled the characterization of focal and global cardiovascular pathologies, and 

made it possible to reliably and quantitatively perform longitudinal and group comparisons 

[12].   

Non-contrast (native) T1 mapping has successfully been used to classify pericardial 

and pleural effusions as transudate or exudate [13], and has further been used to successfully 

differentiate between malignant and non-malignant pleural and ascitic effusions ex vivo [14]. 

The rationale for these approaches is that proteins and cells leaking through a permeable 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 30, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.29.22279326doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.29.22279326


inflamed pericardium and into the pericardial fluid have paramagnetic properties that lower 

the T1 value of the effusion fluid. Consequently, a low native T1 value would be consistent 

with an exudate and a high value with a transudate.  

One study showed 100% positive predictive value in diagnosing exudative pleural 

effusions using T1-weighted imaging and GBCA excretion [15]. More recently, T1 mapping 

of pericardial and pleural effusion fluid has also shown that GBCA routinely administered 

during CMR exams is always excreted into the effusion fluid, albeit with considerable 

variability in the amount excreted [16].  

The current study aimed to measure T1 in pericardial fluid before, early, and late after 

intravenous GBCA administration in healthy volunteers to determine the feasibility of these 

measurements and establish normal values. We also sought to compare the normal values to 

that of a clinical cohort examined in a previously published study [16]. 

 

Methods 

The study was approved by the Swedish Ethical Review Authority (application 

number 2011/1077-31/3) and conducted according to the principles of the Declaration of 

Helsinki. All participants were enrolled following written informed consent.  

 

Volunteers  

Healthy volunteers (n=30) were recruited. Exclusion criteria included any known 

cardiovascular pathology, MRI-unsafe metallic implants, and an estimated glomerular 

filtration rate below 30 mL/min/1.73 m2 as measured by a point-of-care blood sampling of 

creatinine. 

 

Image acquisition 
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T1 maps were acquired at end diastole using a modified look-locker inversion recovery 

(MOLLI) sequence [17] at 1.5T (MAGNETOM Aera, Siemens Healthcare, Erlangen, 

Germany) using motion-correction [18]. Pre and postcontrast used a 5s(3s)3s acquisition 

scheme where two inversions were made and images acquired once per heartbeat during five 

seconds after the first inversion, followed by a three-second pause, and images acquired once 

per heartbeat during three seconds after the second inversion [19].  

Typical image acquisition parameters were: flip angle 35°, matrix size 256 × 136–

158, slice thickness 8 mm, initial inversion time 129 ms, field of view 300-410 × 241–384 

mm2, parallel imaging factor 2.  

A short-axis (SA) stack of T1-maps encompassing the heart and the ascending aorta 

was acquired and screened for the presence of pericardial fluid visible as areas with native T1 

values above 2500 ms. A slice perpendicular (P) to the short-axis (SA) slice was then 

prescribed to enable two perpendicular measurements. T1 maps were then again acquired in 

the same SA slice positions, early (6 min) and late (25 min) after administration of an 

extracellular GBCA (0.05 mmol/kg, gadobutrol, Gadovist®, Bayer AB, Solna, Sweden).  

 

Image analysis 

Image analysis was performed on clinical workstations using clinical imaging 

software (syngo.via VB30A; Siemens Healthcare GmbH, Erlangen, Germany). Regions of 

interest (ROI) were manually prescribed in the same volume of pericardial fluid of both the 

SA and P slices. A three-dimensional cursor feature was used to ensure measurement in the 

same volume of pericardial fluid in both slice orientations.  

To evaluate measurement reliability, the following criteria were used to define a 

reliable measurement: 1) the ROI size needed to be greater than 10 mm2, 2) the coefficient of 

variation of measured values within the ROI needed to be less than 10%, and 3) the relative 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 30, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.29.22279326doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.29.22279326


difference in measured values between the SA and P slice orientations needed to be below 

5%. The coefficient of variation was defined as the ratio of the standard deviation to the 

mean. The relative difference in native T1 between SA and P measurements was defined as 

|SA-P| / [(SA+P)/2]. The same volume of pericardial fluid was then identified in the SA 

stacks acquired early and late after GBCA administration and ROIs prescribed. The timing of 

contrast injection was recorded as well as the timing of early and late imaging from 

timestamps in the specific images used for measurement. 

The following variables were analysed in the pericardial fluid: T1 acquired natively, 

early, and late after contrast injection. The following variables were then calculated: the 

difference between native T1 and T1 acquired early (DT1early) and late (DT1late), the change 

in relaxation rate early (DR1early) and late (DR1late) where DR1=1/T1postcontrast-

1/T1native and the volume-independent pericardial fluid early-to-late contrast concentration 

ratio (DR1early/DR1late). An estimation of GBCA concentration was made using the formula 

[Gd] = ΔR1/r1, where r1 is the specific relaxivity of gadobutrol which has previously been 

determined to be 5.2 L/mmol−1/S−1 in plasma at 1.5 T and 37° C [20].  

The estimated glomerular filtration (eGFR) rate was calculated for all volunteers 

using the revised Lund-Malmö GFR estimating equation [21].  

 

Reanalysis of previously published data 

The same variables analysed in a previously characterized clinical cohort [16] were used for 

comparison. T1 maps were acquired at end diastole using a modified look-locker inversion 

recovery (MOLLI) sequence [17] at 1.5T (MAGNETOM Aera, Siemens Healthcare, 

Erlangen, Germany) using motion-correction [18]. Pre contrast imaging used a 5(3)3 

acquisition scheme where the first inversion as followed by acquisition over five heartbeats 

and three heartbeats pause and the second inversion was followed by acquisition over three 
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heartbeats. Post contrast imaging used either a 5(3)3 acquisition scheme or a 4(1)3(1)2 

scheme where first inversion was followed by acquisition over four heartbeats and one 

heartbeat pause and the second inversion followed by acquisition over three heartbeats and 

one heartbeat pause and the third inversion followed by acquisition over two heartbeats [22]. 

Typical image acquisition parameters were otherwise identical to that of the healthy 

volunteers.  

The GBCA used for the clinical cohort was gadoteric acid (0.2 mmol/kg, Dotarem®, 

Gothia Medical AB, Billdal, Sweden).  

An estimation of GBCA concentration was made using the formula [Gd] = ΔR1/r1, 

where r1 is the specific relaxivity of gadoteric acid which has previously been determined to 

be 3.6 L/mmol−1/S−1 in plasma at 1.5 T and 37° C [20].  

 

Statistical analysis 

The normality of distributions was assessed both visually using Q-Q plots and the 

Shapiro-Wilks test and data reported as median [interquartile range] or mean±SD as 

appropriate. Mean value comparisons were made using parametric paired or unpaired t-tests 

as appropriate. A p-value of less than 0.05 was considered statistically significant. Normal 

reference ranges were calculated as mean ± 1.96*standard deviation. Statistical calculations 

were performed using the software package R (R Core Team 2020, Vienna, Austria).  

 

Results  

The healthy volunteers averaged 35 (range 20–61) years of age, 14 (46 %) were 

female and 26/30 (87 %) had a sufficient amount of pericardial fluid to enable reliable 

measurement. The characteristics of the volunteers are shown in table 1 and an example set of 
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T1 maps from one volunteer is shown in figure 1. Early imaging was performed (6±1 min) 

after, and late imaging (25±2 min) after contrast administration. 

Native T1 in short-axis and perpendicular slice orientations did not differ (3262±163 

vs 3267±173 ms, p=0.75). T1early was 2458±294 and T1late 1552+325 yielding a DT1early 

of 804±285 ms and a DT1late of 1710±344 ms. DR1early was 0.11±0.05 s-1, DR1early 

0.37±0.15 s-1 and the effusion-volume-independent early-to-late contrast concentration ratio 

DR1early/DR1late of 0.30±0.10. 

There were no sex differences in native T1 (female 3311±177 vs. male 3220±142 ms, 

p=0.17), DT1early (female 769±276 vs. male 834±300), T1late (female 1669±381 vs. male 

1745±319, p=0.59), DR1early (female 0.09±0.04 vs. male 0.12±0.06, p =0.24), DR1late 

(female 0.33±0.15 vs. male 0.40±0.15, p=0.24) or DR1early/DR1late (female 0.30±0.10 vs. 

male 0.30±0.11, p=0.97). The time course of T1 values is shown in figure 2. 

Estimated GBCA concentration in pericardial fluid at the early timepoint, [Gd]early 

was (20±9 mmol/mL) and at the late timepoint [Gd]late was (70±28 mmol/mL). ROI size in 

the volume of pericardial fluid in short-axis and perpendicular slice orientations did not differ 

(18 [14-27] vs 16 [12-23] mm2, p=0.49). Resulting normal reference ranges are shown in 

Table 2. 

Early imaging of the clinical cohort was performed (3 [2-3] min), and late imaging 

(24 [19-25] min) after contrast administration. As the early imaging timepoint and the 

specific GBCA used differed between the healthy volunteers and the clinical patient cohort, 

the comparison was limited to native T1 and the late estimated GBCA concentration [Gd]late. 

Results when applying the reference ranges to the previously published clinical cohort 

are shown in figure 3 and were as follows: In the clinical cohort native T1 of the pericardial 

fluid, was normal in 41 % of patients, above normal in 3% and below normal 56 %. The late 
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estimated concentration of GBCA, [Gd]late was normal in 65 %, above normal in 35 % and 

below normal in 0 % of patients.  

 

Discussion 

The main finding of the study is that native T1 and contrast excretion into pericardial 

fluid can be reliably measured in healthy volunteers, and normal reference ranges are 

presented.  

Agreement between perpendicularly planned imaging slices showed that T1 can be 

reliably measured in a normal volume of pericardial fluid in healthy volunteers. All healthy 

volunteers with reliably measurable T1 showed contrast excretion into the pericardial fluid 

after GBCA administration. The native T1 values of pericardial fluid in the healthy 

volunteers in the current study are higher and less variable than the corresponding values in a 

previously reported cohort study of clinically referred patients [16].  

 It is not surprising that healthy volunteers show higher native T1 values and less 

variance. A clinical cohort is likely to contain some patients with inflammatory effusion 

etiologies, which would have a lower T1 value due to proteins present in the effusion fluid. 

Indeed, the native T1 was below normal in roughly half of patients in the clinical cohort. Yet 

only 20 % had a presumably exudative etiology such as malignancy, myocarditis, sarcoidosis 

or amyloidosis and the majority had presumably transudative ischemic heart disease, dilated 

left ventricle or left ventricular hypertrophy. This discrepancy could be due to the fact that 

diuretics, mainstay in the treatment of heart failure, have been found to increase the 

concentration of protein, or rather, lower the water content of effusion fluid leading to false 

positive classification as exudate using Light criteria [23]. As a negative correlation between 

protein levels and native T1 has been found in phantoms as well as in vitro [13] and ex vivo 
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[14] effusion fluids, it is reasonable to assume that effusions in patients treated with diuretics 

are at risk of false positive classification as exudates by T1 mapping.  

 Light´s criteria misclassifies 25% of pleural transudates as exudates [2], and doubts 

have been raised on whether it is at all feasible to use Light´s criteria for pericardial 

effusions, as the cut off values were validated for pleural effusions. In a recent study 

involving native T1 measurements of pleural and pericardial effusions, biochemical data 

enabling the use of Light´s criteria were available mostly for exudates and the cohort was 

therefore supplemented with presumed transudates by including patients with pericardial 

and/or pleural effusions and chronic severe left ventricular systolic dysfunction [13]. The 

validity of this approach is questionable as several studies have shown that most pericardial 

effusions are misclassified as exudate by Light’s criteria, and most if not all normal 

pericardial fluid is classified as exudate [24–26]. We argue that any attempt to classify 

pericardial effusions as exudate or transudate should be restricted to predefined diagnostic 

categories reflecting the etiology of the effusion in lack of biochemical testing data validated 

specifically for pericardial effusions.   

 Native T1 values of pericardial fluid should at best be seen as a surrogate for 

biochemical testing measuring total protein content. Contrast dynamics may offer additional 

insights into the state and permeability of the pericardium. 

The variability in post-contrast T1 values increases at the early and further increases 

at the late time point after contrast administration. The increasing variability over time after 

contrast administration is expected. As the permeability of the pericardium is variable 

between subjects, this will likely be evident as an increasing variability in the amount of 

contrast excreted over time after administration. Furthermore, given identical rate of 

excretion into pericardial fluid, varying amounts of fluid volume will lead to differences in 

contrast agent concentration in the pericardial fluid over time. The effusion-volume-
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independent early-to-late contrast concentration ratio, DR1early/DR1late was conceived of to 

address this. 

 

Limitations 

Perhaps the most striking difference between a tissue such as the myocardium and 

pericardial fluid is that the latter is not perfused by capillaries. This precludes any analysis 

based on conventional tracer kinetics and 2- or 3-compartment models. 

A limitation of this study is the size of ROI required to measure the small volumes of 

normal pericardial fluid present in healthy volunteers. The matrix size, field of view and slice 

thickness used in this study are equal to those in routine clinical use and translates to voxel 

dimensions of approximately 1.5 by 1.5 by 6 mm or 13.5 mm3. The median ROI size of 18 

mm2 translates to 8 in-plane voxels, or image pixels, per ROI whereas international CMR 

guidelines recommend avoiding ROI sizes below 20 image pixels for T1 mapping of the 

myocardium [27]. Even though some partial volume is inevitable, we attempted to overcome 

this limitation by employing a minimum ROI size criteria, a within-ROI variance criteria, and 

a between-ROI variance criteria with perpendicular measurements. There are currently no 

studies or guidelines available to inform the choice, or specific values, of the above criteria 

for measurements of T1 in pericardial fluid. They were chosen for purposes of consistency 

based on clinical judgement. 

Pre- and post-contrast T1 maps in the healthy volunteers were acquired using the 

5s(3s)3s acquisition scheme whereas the pre-contrast T1 maps of the clinical cohort was 

acquired using the 5(3)3 acquisition scheme. The 5s(3s)3s acquisition scheme was designed 

to mitigate heart rate dependence by allowing for a more complete recovery at high heart 

rates [19]. All of the healthy volunteers had normal heart rates, therefore the use of different 

pre-contrast acquisition schemes should not have influenced the results of this study. Post-
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contrast T1 maps in the clinical cohort was acquired the using 5(3)3 acquisition scheme or 

the 4(1)3(1)2 acquisition scheme, due to a change in the clinical protocol during the inclusion 

period. The 4(1)3(1)2 acquisition scheme was designed to improve the precision of 

measurements of the low T1 values in post-contrast myocardium (200 – 600 ms) [19]. While 

this could mean a lower precision at the longer T1 values of post-contrast pericardial fluid 

(900-2000 ms), it is not expected to introduce systematic bias.  

 A further limitation of this study is that the timing of early imaging after contrast 

injection differs between the healthy volunteers and clinical patients. To compare 

measurements of contrast dynamics, a homogeneous timing of early imaging between 

subjects is crucial. As early post-contrast CMR imaging usually involves single minutes, even 

a small discrepancy in timing can have drastic consequences. Unfortunately, a volume-

independent comparison between the healthy volunteers and clinical patients was therefore 

not possible. 

The use of different GBCAs in the healthy volunteers and clinical patients is also not 

ideal. We attempted to overcome this by estimating the GBCA concentration using the 

predetermined relaxivity of each specific GBCA in plasma at 1.5 T and 37° C.  

 

Clinical applications 

In one study, 0.6% of CMR exams were found to have incidental findings of clinically 

significant pericardial effusion [28]. A non-invasive alternative to diagnostic 

pericardiocentesis would have clinical significance as all invasive procedures involve some 

degree of risk. International guidelines recommend pericardiocentesis with biochemical 

testing upon suspicion of bacterial or neoplastic pericardial effusion [29]. A non-invasive 

method of characterizing pericardial fluid as transudate, and hence not of bacterial or 

neoplastic etiology, could then be used to avoid unnecessary diagnostic pericardiocentesis. If 
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on the other hand a pericardial effusion is characterized as an exudate, CMR imaging 

provides detailed anatomical information highly relevant to the pericardiocentesis procedure 

itself. 

 

Conclusions 

T1 can be reliably measured in a normal volume of pericardial fluid in healthy 

volunteers, and normal reference values are presented. Furthermore, T1 mapping shows a 

promising ability to differentiate normal pericardial fluid from pericardial effusion fluid in 

patients. The use of native T1 mapping and contrast excretion to characterize pericardial fluid 

is currently in its infancy and further research is required to determine the value of this 

approach. 
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Table 1. Baseline variables for healthy volunteers 
 
Characteristic   

Reliably measurable T1, n/n (%) 26/30 (87)  

Female sex, n/n (%) 12/26 (46)  

Age, years 35 [46-65]  

Height, cm 174±10  

Weight, kg 71±12  

Body mass index, kg/m2 22±2  

Body surface area, m2 1.8±0.2  

eGFR, ml/min/1.73m2 95±15  

Data are presented as numbers (n) and percent, mean±SD, or median [interquartile range]. 
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Table 2. Means and normal reference ranges for characteristics of pericardial fluid 

 mean   95% limits  

Native T1, ms 3262  2943-3581  

T1early, ms 2458  1882-3034  

T1late, ms 1552  916-2188  

DT1early, ms 804  245-1363  

DT1late, ms 1710  1036-2384  

DR1early, s-1 0.11  0.01-0.20  

DR1late, s-1 0.37  0.08-0.66  

DR1early/DR1late, unitless 0.30  0.10-0.50  

[Gd]early, mmol/mL 20  2-39  

[Gd]late, mmol/mL 70  15-126  

Early values were imaged 6 minutes after contrast injection with and late values were imaged 
26 minutes after contrast injection. The GBCA used was gadobutrol and the dose used 0.05 
mmol/kg. 
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Figure 1. Example T1 maps taken before contrast administration in short axis (top left) and 

perpendicular (top right) slice orientation, and in short axis early post contrast (bottom left) 

and late post contrast (bottom right).  
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Figure 2. T1 measurements in a volume of pericardial fluid before, early and late after 

GBCA injection for each individual healthy volunteer. Mean and standard deviation is 

displayed at each timepoint. Note that all effusions had a reduction in T1 indicating contrast 

excretion. 
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Figure 3. Stacked bar plots showing the percentage of clinical patients above, within and 

below the normal reference ranges determined from the healthy volunteers. No patients had a 

Gd[late] below the normal range. 
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