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Abstract 

Introduction - Compliance mismatch between the aortic wall and Dacron Grafts is a clinical problem concerning 

aortic haemodynamics and morphological degeneration. The aortic stiffness introduced by grafts can lead to an 

increased left ventricular (LV) afterload. This study quantifies the impact of compliance mismatch by virtually 

testing different Type-B aortic dissection (TBAD) surgical grafting strategies in patient-specific, compliant 

computational fluid dynamics (CFD) simulations.  

Materials and Methods – A post-operative case of TBAD was segmented from computed tomography angiography 

data. Three virtual surgeries were generated using different grafts; two additional cases with compliant grafts were 

assessed. Compliant CFD simulations were performed using a patient-specific inlet flow rate and three-element 

Windkessel outlet boundary conditions informed by 2D-Flow Magnetic Resonance Imaging (2DMRI) data. The 

wall compliance was calibrated using Cine-MRI images. Pressure, wall shear stress (WSS) indices and energy loss 

(EL) were computed. 

Results – Increased aortic stiffness and longer grafts increased aortic pressure and EL. Implementing a compliant 

graft matching the aortic compliance of the patient reduced the pulse pressure by 11% and EL by 4%. The 

endothelial cell activation potential (ECAP) differed the most within the aneurysm, where the maximum percentage 

difference between the reference case and the mid (MDA) and complete (CDA) descending aorta replacements 

increased by 16% and 20%, respectively.  

Conclusion – This study highlights the negative impact of increased graft length on LV condition after surgical 

aortic replacement in TBAD. To mitigate the associated risks to the patient, graft manufacturers should allocate 

more resources toward developing compliant biomimetic grafts. 

Keywords ---- Type-B Aortic Dissection, CFD Simulation, Dacron Graft, Virtual Interventions, Compliance 

Mismatch. 

Abbreviations 

AD Aortic Dissection 

BC1 Baseline compliant one 

BC2+ Baseline compliant two plus 

BT Braciocephalic trunk 

CDA Complete descending aorta 

CT Celiac trunk 

CTA Computed tomography angiography 

DA Descending aorta 

ETR Entire thoracoabdominal replacement 

FSI Fluid-structure interaction  

LCC Left common carotid 

LEI Left exterior iliac 

LII Left interior iliac 

LR Left renal 

LSA Left subclavian 

LV  Left ventricular 

MDA Mid-descending aorta 

MBM Moving boundary method 

OS Open surgery 

PET  Primary entry tear 

PWV Pulse wave velocity 

REI Right exterior iliac 

RII Right interior iliac 

RR Right renal  

SMA Superior mesenteric 

TEVAR Thoracic endovascular aortic repair 

WSS Wall shear stress 

2DMRI  2D-flow magnetic resonance imaging  

4DMRI  4D-flow magnetic resonance imaging 
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Introduction 

Type-B Aortic Dissection (TBAD) is a cardiovascular disease involving a tear in the descending aorta where the 

dissected portion can extend into the abdomen and legs. In 91% of chronic TBADs, patients will survive the initial 

dissection, and 60% of them will develop late aneurysmal dilation of the dissected portion, organ, or limb 

malperfusion, which may require surgical treatment in 25-50% of cases [1][2]. The relative merits of Thoracic 

endovascular aortic repair (TEVAR) and open surgery (OS) have been widely debated [3]. TEVAR has better early 

outcomes than OS, but TEVAR had significantly worse long-term survival rates compared to OS in a study of over 

15,000 patients [4]. TEVAR is increasingly favoured over OS in cases of chronic dissection due to higher mortality 

risk associated with OS. In a systematic review of 19 studies, it was found that the overall mortality rate for type B 

aortic dissection open surgery is 11.1%, which is reduced to 7.5% in the endovascular era [5]. However, OS is 

necessary in about 30% of cases when the chronic dissection is complicated and not amenable to endovascular 

treatment or in the case of connective tissue disorders that compromise graft landing zones [6]. Indeed, 

complications such as pulmonary collapse, renal failure or malperfusion leading to ischemia may develop in the 

acute or chronic stages, requiring immediate surgery. During OS, the aorta is clamped, cut, and replaced with a 

Dacron Graft to reconstruct the aortic blood flow through thoraco-phreno-laparotomy. Unfortunately, OS has been 

associated with poor outcomes [7], long-term adverse effects such as retrograde left ventricular (LV) hypertrophy 

and the development of new antegrade aortic tears in the aortic wall [8].  

The compliance mismatch between the rigid graft and the remaining aorta can be detrimental as it can increase 

aortic impedance and pressure [9][10]. Aortic impedance refers to the resistance to blood flow by the aorta and is 

believed to cause increasing aortic diameter and stiffening of the vessel, which can increase the afterload and the 

amount of resistance the heart must overcome to pump blood out of the LV to the aorta. The rigid graft introduces 

an impedance mismatch with the aorta due to their different elastic properties. Reflections of pulse waves may be 

expected, which can lead to pressure increase [11][12]. Increasing aortic impedance can lead to alterations in blood 

flow and increased energy loss (EL), as blood must flow through sections of the aorta that offer more resistance to 

flow [13]. EL, defined as the comparison of how much energy is used during the stretching of the aorta in diastole 

and the relaxing of the stored energy in systole [14], subsequently increases with the rigid graft, leading to greater 

stress on the heart, and additional LV mass, ultimately resulting in hypertrophy [15].  

Furthermore, the compliance mismatch reduces the total aortic compliance, altering the ability of the aorta to expand 

during systole in response to higher blood volume and pressure. Decreasing aortic compliance is another risk factor 

for LV hypertrophy [16]. In addition, the increase in aortic impedance and decrease in aortic compliance brought by 

the graft causes pressure waves to travel faster through the aorta and increase pulse wave velocity (PWV) [17]. An 

increasing PWV has been associated with an increased risk of cardiovascular events such as myocardial infarction 

and stroke [18]. The choice of graft length and diameter is a critical choice for surgeons as the deterioration of 

cardiac function is closely linked with aortic stiffness. Clinicians must carefully balance graft length and aortic 

rigidity to lead to a favourable outcome. 

Blood pressure is currently the standard metric used in clinical practice as high blood pressure (i.e., >140 mmHg) 

have been linked with increasing risk of AD [19]. Other metrics such as velocity, aortic wall displacement can be 

derived from MRI images. While they are not yet of standard use, these metrics have the potential to guide surgical 

decision-making by more directly influencing physiological mechanisms than existing anatomical predictive 

metrics. Wall shear stress (WSS) and pressure distributions have been shown to affect the homeostatic regulation of 

vessel wall structure and are linked to aortic wall degeneration [2][20]. Thus, precise quantification of these metrics 

may help predict wall degeneration and unfavourable disease progression. Non-invasive medical imaging techniques 

such as 2D-Flow Magnetic Resonance Imaging (2DMRI) and 4D-Flow MRI (4DMRI) can measure aortic blood 

velocity, while Cine-MRI can measure wall displacement [20]. However, the metal coil within grafts can produce 

image noise during acquisition, and MRI scanners are not available in all clinical settings [21][22]. Furthermore, 

2DMRI and 4DMRI are subject to numerous errors, cannot measure pressure distributions and fail to accurately 

capture WSS [23].  Computational fluid dynamics (CFD) can enhance in vivo imaging by accurately calculating 

relevent haemodynamic metric. This is even more relevant in the case of limited clinical datasets. CFD allows for 
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higher spatial and temporal resolution than most imaging techniques [24][25], and can enable virtual testing of 

various surgical techniques and sizing of medical devices, which is impossible to do during surgery [26][27].  

Although CFD has shown potential to help understanding disease mechanisms, it is not yet suitable for treating 

patients with TBAD. This is due to a lack of large-scale clinical studies and standardised simulation practices. 

There are several challenges in employing CFD for aortic dissection (AD) intervention planning. AD is complex and 

highly patient specific. The aortic wall is compliant, i.e., it can stretch and contract with the pulsatile flow of blood 

[28] while devices such as grafts are rigid which may cause mechanical deformation of the aortic wall, affecting the 

blood flow dynamics and leading to tissue damage or rupture [8]. Therefore, robust flow modelling techniques that 

account for aortic wall compliance are necessary to accurately capture the interaction of surgical devices such as 

grafts with the aortic wall and the impact of aortic compliance in a patient-specific manner [29][30]. While the 

assumption of rigid wall can provide a simple and fast approach to virtual surgical intervention planning, 

particularly in cases where AD wall movement is minimal,  compliant simulations have been found to yield more 

accurate predictions of WSS calculations than rigid wall simulations [31][32]. The stiffness of the aortic wall and 

intimal flap are important factors that affect haemodynamics and WSS distribution in TBAD [33][34]. 

Consequently, to investigate the effect of TBAD OS on LV afterload, it is necessary to use a compliant simulation 

method that can accurately model the interaction between the grafts, aortic wall, and blood flow [17].  

Fluid-structure interaction (FSI) is commonly employed to account for wall compliance in patient specific 

cardiovascular modelling.  An FSI study of aortic valve sparing reconstruction [35] were shown to correctly capture 

the haemodynamic effects induced by the compliance mismatch between the stiff grfat an dthe native vessel. FSI has 

been also applied in the context of TBAD  to study the effect of endograft length on LV; a simplified geometry and 

literature-based boundary conditions  were employed  [36]. The LV workload was reduced when using a medium-

length endograft; the latter also resulted in false lumen flow reversal which is thought to induce false lumen 

thrombosis. However, FSI is associated with various limitations, such as its dependence on assumptions about the 

mechanical properties of the vessel wall, which are patient-specific and cannot be directly measured in vivo. It also 

requires substantial computational resources and is particularly challenging to implement. The Moving Boundary 

Method (MBM) [33], is an efficient alternative to FSI, eliminating the need for structural modelling of the aortic 

wall and the associated material assumptions. The MBM is less computationally demanding than FSI, whilst capable 

of providing the same level of accuracy in mimicking aortic wall displacement [33]. 

In the present study we employ the MBM [33] method to account for graft and aortic wall compliance in patient-

specific CFD simulations to provide insights into the clinical significance of graft length and aortic compliance 

mismatch in the context of OS for TBAD, which has been limited to date.  CFD simulations are informed by a set of 

routinely obtained medical imaging data, including, computed tomography angiography (CTA) and limited time-

resolved Cine-MRI and 2DMRI data and used to explore a number of surgical graft scenarios and their impact on 

blood flow distribution and LV afterload both proximal and distal to the graft site.  

Materials and Methods 

Data acquisition 

A patient with a complicated chronic TBAD was presented at St Bartholomew’s Hospital, London, UK. The patient 

underwent OS where a dissected portion of the thoracic aorta was replaced with a graft (Gealweave, Terumo Aortic, 

Vascutek LTD, UK). The graft was 130 mm long with a 32 mm diameter (see Fig. 1A).  Their aorta was imaged 

prior to and after OS. Following an ethically approved protocol (St Bartholomew’s Hospital BioResource ethical 

application number 97), Cine-MRI and 2DMRI were acquired pre-operatively using a Siemens MAGNETOM Aera 

1.5T (Siemens Healthcare GmbH, Erlangen, Germany) with a resolution of 1.7  mm*1.7mm. 2DMRI were acquired 

at one plane 5 cm distal to the primary entry tear (PET), located 36 mm distal to the aortic arch. CTA images were 

also acquired as part of the routine post-operative clinical examination (see Fig. 1A) using a Siemens SOMATOM 

Definition Edge with a resolution of 0.73 mm*0.73 mm*0.75 mm. Brachial pressures were acquired post-

operatively. It should be noted that the patient was on medication with beta-blockers to reduce arterial pressure. 
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Image processing and Virtual Surgical Interventions 

The CTA data (Fig. 1A) were segmented using automatic thresholding and manual correction of the mask 

implemented in ScanIP (Synopsis Simpleware, USA). The clinical team verified the segmented geometry, 

confirming the location of the tears. The resulting mask was then smoothed using Meshmixer (Autodesk, USA). The 

inlet and all outlets, namely the brachiocephalic trunk (BT), left common carotid (LCC), left subclavian (LSA), 

celiac trunk (CT), superior mesenteric artery (SMA), right (RR) and left renal (LR), left exterior (LEI) and interior 

iliac (LII), right exterior (REI) and interior iliac (RII), were trimmed so that their cross-sectional areas were 

perpendicular to the flow direction using Fluent Mesh (Ansys Fluent, USA) (Fig. 1B). Three virtual grafting 

scenarios were subsequently created in consultation with the clinal team, by extending the graft using ScanIP and 

Meshmixer. Two lengths corresponding to the descending half and total length of the aorta were considered, denoted 

as mid-descending (MDA) and complete descending (CDA) aorta, respectively. The third grafting scenario involved 

an entire replacement of the thoracoabdominal aorta (ETR) to the iliac bifurcation. Two additional cases with 

compliant graft were simulated using the baseline case geometry. The first was named baseline compliant 1 (BC1), 

the second case, named BC2+. The two cases are described further down in the section “simulation of wall 

dispalcement and compliant graft cases”.  

FIGURE 1 A Automatic 3D rendering of the CTA, with, in red, the aortic vessel and, in green, the graft; next is 
the segmented DA resulting from the CTA. B The three virtual surgeries created from the baseline case by 
varying the length of graft. The red centreline from which the grafts have been swept is shown on the post-
operative geometry. Red and green dashed lines indicate the extent of the 32mm graft and 28mm 
thoracoabdominal graft of ETR, respectively. The length of each graft is in blue. 

 

Computational Mesh 

Tetrahedral computational meshes were created for each domain using Fluent Mesh 19.0 (Ansys Inc., USA). 

Maximum and minimum cell sizes were identical across cases (4 mm, 0.35 mm). Ten prism layers with a first layer 

corresponding to a y+ of 1 were used to ensure appropriate boundary layer modelling for each mesh. A mesh 

independence study was conducted using the baseline case; coarse, medium, and fine meshes were generated by 

approximately doubling and dividing the maximum and minimum element sizes. The Grid Convergence Index, 
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detailed by Craven et al. [37], was used to assess the quality of the baseline mesh. The index did not exceed 4.5% on 

every mesh for all metrics, consistent with past research [37]. More details are available in the supplementary 

materials. Using the final mesh resolution determined from the mesh independence study, the baseline, MDA, CDA 

and ETR cases contained 1.35, 1.2, 1.1 and 0.9 million elements, respectively. 

Boundary Conditions 

The inlet flow rate was extracted from the pre-operative 2DMRI data near the aortic arch using GTFlow (GyroTools 

LLC., Switzerland) (Fig 2A). It has been reported that approximately 30% of the blood leaves the aorta through the 

supra-aortic branches supra-aortic branches [38]. Hence, the measured flow rate at the arch was scaled by 30% to 

represent the inlet flow rate. The flow rate curve was spline-interpolated in MATLAB (MathWorks Inc., USA) to 

match the CFD timestep of 1 ms and was used to apply a uniform inlet velocity profile (Fig 2A). 

Three-element Windkessel (WK3) outlet pressure boundary conditions were applied to mimic the effects of the 

peripheral vascular system. WK3 are electrical analogues in which a proximal resistance 𝑅𝑝, a distal resistance 𝑅𝑑 

and a capacitance 𝐶𝑊𝐾3 are used to the haemodynamic behaviour of the distal vasculature. The systolic 

pressure 𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑎, diastolic pressure 𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎 and the mean flow rates at the outlets are required to calibrate the WK3 

elements. These were obtained from brachial measurements ( 𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑏 ,  𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑏) were used to calculate  𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑎 and 

 𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎. Following Westerhof et al. [28], the diastolic pressure was taken to be constant in the arterial tree, such that 

 𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎 =  𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑏, and the systolic aortic pressure was set to be equal to  𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑎 = 0.83 𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑏 + 0.15 𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑏 . Target 

mean flow rates at each outlet were split as follows: 30% of the flow was assigned to the supra-aortic branches, and 

the mean flow rates for each branch were calculated by dividing the total supra-aortic branches flow by their 

respective cross-sectional area ratio, such that: 

�̅�𝑆𝐴𝐵,𝑖 = 0.3�̅�𝑖𝑛𝑙𝑒𝑡

𝐴𝑆𝐴𝐵,𝑖

𝐴𝑡𝑜𝑡,𝑆𝐴𝐵

 

where �̅�𝑖𝑛𝑙𝑒𝑡 is the mean flow rate at the inlet over a cardiac cycle (mL/s), 𝐴𝑆𝐴𝐵,𝑖 is the cross-sectional area of the 

supra-aortic branches outlet (𝑚2), and 𝐴𝑡𝑜𝑡,𝑆𝐴𝐵 the sum of the supra-aortic branches cross-sectional area (𝑚2). The 

distribution of blood flow in the abdominal region varies among patients and can be affected by the precise nature of 

the dissection. A study by Amanuma et al. [39]  found that the blood flow leaving the abdominal branches ranged 

from 25% to 75% in a group of 10 patients. After consultation with the medical team, the mean flow leaving the 

abdominal arteries was set as 40% of the residual flow in the descending aorta after OS. The abdominal branches are 

perfused by both lumens, as shown in Figure 2B-C. Hence, the mean flow rates to the abdominal branches were 

determined using a cross-sectional area split method, such that: 

�̅�𝐴𝑏𝑑𝑜,𝑖 = 0.4�̅�𝐷𝐴

𝐴𝐴𝑏𝑑𝑜,𝑖

𝐴𝑡𝑜𝑡,𝐴𝑏𝑑𝑜

 

where �̅�𝐷𝐴 and �̅�𝐴𝑏𝑑𝑜  are the descending aorta and abdominal branches mean flow rates over a cardiac cycle (mL/s), 

𝐴𝐴𝑏𝑑𝑜,𝑖 is the cross-sectional area of the abdominal branches outlet (𝑚2), and 𝐴𝑡𝑜𝑡,𝐴𝑏𝑑𝑜 the sum of the abdominal 

branches cross-sectional area (𝑚2). The remaining mean flow was split using a 70/30% balance between the 

external and internal iliac arteries based on the work of Bonfanti et al. [40], as shown in Figure 2B. The same flow 

split methodology was applied to the four geometries and is summarised in Table 1. 
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Figure 2 A 2DMRI plane showing in blue and green the false and true lumen respectively; below are the 
extracted raw and rescaled by 30% flow rates,  B Flow split at the outlets: 30% of the flow leaves through the 
supra-aortic branches, and 40% of the remaining DA flow leaves through the abdominal arteries following the 
true and false lumen shown in C. The remaining abdominal false and true lumen flows are split as 70/30% 
between the exterior and interior iliac arteries; the right exterior (REI) and interior (RII) iliac arteries are 
shown as an example. D Sample cine-MRI planes used to measure the stiffness of the aorta. The aortic arch 
of BC1 is zoomed in to show the distribution of local stiffness values K  obtained for the case of a compliant 
graft. 

 

Table 1 Mean flow rates at the outlets for each case. Flow splits are very close between the post-operative, 
MDA and CDA cases due to close morphological similarities. Differences are found in the abdominal and iliac 
arteries of the ETR case due to idealised abdominal branches of the graft 

Calibration of the boundary conditions using an analogue 0D model was performed to obtain the WK3 parameters 

following the work of Bonfanti et al. [40] and Stokes et al. [41]. The WK3 parameters obtained after calibration for 

the post-operative, MDA, CDA and ETR cases are presented in Table 2. The BC1 and BC2+ cases are not included 

in the table for clarity since the resistances are the same as those of the baseline case where the same flow split is 

applied to the same geometry. 

 

 

𝑸𝒎𝒆𝒂𝒏
̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅  [mL/s] Baseline MDA CDA ETR 

BT 18.5 18.5 18.5 18.5 

LCC 5.1 5.1 5.1 5.1 

LSA 12.1 12.1 12.1 12.1 

CT 15.0 15.0 14.9 6.5 

SMA 28.4 28.5 27.2 24.2 

LR 12.2 12.2 11.6 11.6 

RR 6.7 6.6 7.9 9.8 

LEI 2.9 2.8 3.4 4.5 

LII 2.5 2.5 2.7 6.5 

REI 10.2 10.2 10.1 10.2 

RII 5.7 5.7 5.7 10.2 
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Table 2 WK3 parameters for the Baseline, MDA, CDA and ETR cases, 𝑹𝒑 and 𝑹𝒅 are in (𝒎𝒎𝑯𝒈 ∗ 𝒔/𝒎𝑳) , 𝑪𝑾𝑲𝟑 

is in (𝒎𝑳/𝒎𝒎𝑯𝒈) 

 

Simulation of Wall Displacement and Compliant Graft Cases 

The MBM developed by Bonfanti et al. [33] was applied to simulate aortic wall compliance. The wall displacement 

follows the surface node normal and is proportional to the difference between local and external pressures; the 

proportionnality constant is the stiffness coefficient, 𝐾𝑖. The displacement of each mesh node is thus calculated as 

follows: 

𝛿𝑖 =
𝑝𝑖 − 𝑝𝑒𝑥𝑡

𝐾𝑖

�⃗� 𝑖 

where the local pressure is 𝑝𝑖  (Pa), 𝑝𝑒𝑥𝑡  (Pa) is the external pressure (equal to  𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎). The stiffness coefficient 𝐾𝑖 

(N/m3) is equal to: 

𝐾𝑖 =
2

𝐷
√

𝜋

𝐴𝑖
0 

where 𝐴𝑖
0 (m2) is the local diastolic cross-sectionnal area and D (1/Pa) is the local wall distensibility. D was 

calculated using wall movement data extracted from Cine-MRI (Fig 2D) as follows: 

𝐷 =
𝐴𝑚𝑎𝑥,𝑘 − 𝐴𝑚𝑖𝑛,𝑘

𝐴𝑚𝑖𝑛,𝑘∆𝑝𝑘

 

where 𝐴𝑚𝑎𝑥,𝑘 and 𝐴𝑚𝑖𝑛,𝑘 (m2) are the maximum and minimum cross-sectional area of the aortic vessel in a given 

region k and ∆𝑝𝑘  is the average pulse pressure in that region, as estimated from a rigid, transient CFD simulation. 

When axial Cine-MRI images were unavailable, for example at the aortic arch, sagittal images were used to measure 

wall displacement. The assumption of a circular cross-section in the aorta and supra-aortic branches was employed 

so that diameters could be used in lieu of the cross-sectional area to calculate distensibility. The distensibility of 

each region was used to calculate the stiffness coefficient K, which was then mapped to its respective region of the 

geometry using an in-house MATLAB code. As observed in Fig 2D, and following the work of Stokes et al. [41], 

three smoothing iterations were done to avoid discontinuities between regions of different stiffness. The graft was 

considered very stiff (K=1.0 109N/m3) in the baseline case, MDA, CDA and ETR cases. Two additional cases were 

simulated.  In the first, BC1, the graft was identical to the baseline geometry but the graft stiffness was equal to the 

measured aortic stiffness at the ascending aorta (𝐾𝐵𝐶1 = 7.5 106N/m3) (Fig 2 D). The second case, BC2+, also had 

an identical geometry to the baseline case but with a graft stiffness two times smaller than BC1 (𝐾𝐵𝐶2+ =

3.75 106N/m3). This latter case aimed to simulate a graft which was more compliant than any region of the aorta. 

 

 
Baseline MDA CDA ETR 

 
𝑹𝒑 𝑹𝒅 𝑪𝑾𝑲𝟑 𝑹𝒑 𝑹𝒅 𝑪𝑾𝑲𝟑 𝑹𝒑 𝑹𝒅 𝑪𝑾𝑲𝟑 𝑹𝒑 𝑹𝒅 𝑪𝑾𝑲𝟑 

BT 0.24 4.0 0.32 0.24 4.0 0.31 0.24 4.0 0.30 0.24 4.0 0.28 

LCC 0.85 14.38 0.09 0.85 14.38 0.09 0.85 14.38 0.08 0.85 14.38 0.08 

LSA 0.36 6.1 0.21 0.36 6.1 0.21 0.36 6.1 0.20 0.36 6.1 0.19 

CT 0.74 12.51 0.10 0.74 12.48 0.10 0.74 12.54 0.09 0.42 7.08 0.16 

SMA 0.42 7.1 0.18 0.42 7.09 0.17 0.42 7.13 0.17 0.42 7.08 0.16 

LR 1.41 3.62 0.26 1.39 3.56 0.25 1.4 0.26 0.25 3.28 8.43 0.10 

RR 8.45 21.74 0.04 8.54 21.95 0.04 7.95 20.44 0.04 3.28 8.44 0.10 

LEI 0.15 2.48 0.50 0.15 2.48 0.48 0.15 2.61 0.45 0.17 2.94 0.37 

LII 0.35 5.89 0.21 0.35 5.88 0.21 0.37 6.18 0.19 0.37 6.19 0.18 

REI 0.64 10.75 0.12 0.66 11.05 0.11 0.54 9.06 0.13 0.44 7.36 0.15 

RII 1.49 25.05 0.05 1.51 25.53 0.05 1.25 21.11 0.06 0.94 15.85 0.07 
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Computational Model 

The three-dimensional, transient Navier-Stokes equations were solved using the finite-volume solver ANSYS CFX 

19.0 using the Carreau-Yasuda viscosity model and empirical constants from Tomaiulo et al. [42]. Blood was 

modelled as an incompressible non-Newtonian fluid with a density of 1056 kg/m3. By using the Reynolds number 

descriptions for pulsatile blood flow in cardiovascular systems as outlined by Peacock et al. [43], determining the 

effective shear rate based on the research of Cagney et al. [44], and increasing the maximum velocity from the 2D 

magnetic resonance (2DMRI) plane by 30% to account for supra-aortic branches flow loss, the peak 𝑅𝑒𝑝  and 

critical 𝑅𝑒𝑐 were calculated as 1281, and 5007 respectively. Under these conditions, a laminar flow assumption was 

used. An implicit, second-order backward Euler scheme with a time step of 1ms was used to solve the Navier Stokes 

and continuity equations. During the final cycle, all equations within each timestep had a root-mean-square residual 

value of 10−5. After seven cycles, the compliant simulations reached periodic conditions, i.e., less than 1% variation 

in systolic and diastolic pressures between cycles. Simulations were run on the high-performance computing cluster 

of the UCL Computer Science Department (computational time: 23h/cycle). 

Haemodynamic Parameters 

EL and WSS-driven indices were calculated in this work. EL describes the Windkessel function of the aorta, which 

stores blood and elastic energy due to aortic compliance during systole and releases back the energy as fluid 

momentum during diastole. EL is a measurement of the amount of energy that is lost as heat and other energy forms 

in this process, and thus the amount of energy that is not returned as fluid momentum [14]. EL is related to pressure 

and flow rate within the aorta. As a result, EL often increases in the case of AD due to increased blood pressure [45]. 

The heart must work harder to compensate for the increased pressure, EL, and reduced blood flow, potentially 

leading to heart failure [46]. The rigidity introduced by the graft can also increase EL, possibly contributing to 

poorer outcomes after OS [8]. 

The EL is calculated from the difference in the sum of static and dynamic pressures between the inlet and outlets 

during a cardiac cycle and is defined as follows [47]:  

𝐸𝐿 = 𝑇𝑃𝑖𝑛𝑄𝑖𝑛 − ∑𝑇𝑃𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑄𝑜𝑢𝑡  

where 𝑇𝑃𝑖 = 𝑃𝑖 + 0.5𝜌|𝑢𝑖⃗⃗  ⃗|2, 𝜌 is the blood density (kg/m3), 𝑄𝑖  the volume flow rate (m3/s), 𝑃𝑖  the pressure (Pa), 

and |𝑢𝑖⃗⃗  ⃗| the velocity magnitude (m/s). 

Measured as the shear force applied to the inner surface of the arteries divided by area, WSS has been linked to the 

development of aortic disease [48]. WSS-related metrics usually quantify three indices: time average wall shear 

stress (TAWSS), oscillatory shear index (OSI), and endothelial cell activation potential (ECAP) [49]. TAWSS is the 

averaged WSS over a cardiac cycle and measures the total shear stress applied to the wall. OSI measures the axial 

directional changes of the WSS vector over the cardiac cycle. By definition, OSI varies between 0 to 0.5, indicating 

unidirectional WSS vector for low values and a fluctuating WSS vector for high values. ECAP is defined as the ratio 

of OSI and TAWSS and quantifies the degree of thrombogenic susceptibility of the aortic wall. High values of 

ECAP (>1.4 Pa-1) correspond to regions where the OSI is high and the TAWSS is small, which indicates regions 

susceptible to high endothelial cell deposition and thrombosis [50]. These WSS indices are as follows [51]: 

𝑇𝐴𝑊𝑆𝑆 =
1

𝑇
∫ |𝜏|𝑑𝑡

𝑇

0

 

𝑂𝑆𝐼 = 0.5 [1 − (
| ∫ 𝜏𝑑𝑡|

𝑇

0

∫ |𝜏|d𝑡
𝑇

0

)] 

𝐸𝐶𝐴𝑃 =
𝑂𝑆𝐼

𝑇𝐴𝑊𝑆𝑆
 

where T is the cardiac cycle period (s), and 𝜏 the instanteneaous WSS vector.  
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To better elucidate the impact of the various grafts on hemodynamics, the TAWSS and ECAP differences between 

the baseline and the five cases examined are computed. The latter are normalized by the baseline average as:  

𝑇𝐴𝑊𝑆𝑆𝑑𝑖𝑓𝑓 =
(𝑇𝐴𝑊𝑆𝑆𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒

𝑖 − 𝑇𝐴𝑊𝑆𝑆𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒
𝑖 )

𝑇𝐴𝑊𝑆𝑆̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅
𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒

 

𝐸𝐶𝐴𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑓𝑓 =
(𝐸𝐶𝐴𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒

𝑖 − 𝐸𝐶𝐴𝑃𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒
𝑖 )

𝐸𝐶𝐴𝑃̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅
𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒

 

Results 

Comparisons Between Base Case CFD Results and Targeted Clinical Data 

Validation was performed via qualitative and quantitative comparisons between the CFD simulations of the baseline 

case and the target values from clinical data. The relative error in metrics of interest was calculated and shown in 

Table 3.  

 𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑎 and  𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎 were obtained within 1% of relative error against the brachial pressure cuff measurements. The 

simulated aortic wall displacement was compared against the Cine-MRI measurements; the maximum diameter 

variation over a cardiac cycle was measured. Measurements were taken at the AA and supra-aortic branches where 

most displacement occurs (Fig 2D); relative errors between the Cine-MRI and baseline measurements were under 

2%. The coordinates of the 2DMRI plane were extracted and registered onto the CFD domain to compare the mean 

flow at the same location. The relative error between the mean flow rates was 3.2% (Fig 2A). As errors remained 

minor (i.e., 3.2%) between the CFD simulation and the clinical data measurements, the simulation settings were 

deemed suitable to be applied to the additional intervention cases. 

 

Table 3 Systolic  𝑷𝒔𝒚𝒔,𝒂 and diastolic  𝑷𝒅𝒊𝒂,𝒂  pressures, mean flow rate 𝑸𝒎𝒆𝒂𝒏 at the registered plane location 

and maximum diameter variation at regions of interest for the baseline simulation and clinical data 
measurements 

Pressure, Wall Displacement and Energy Loss (EL) 

The LV pressure has been reported to vary linearly with AA pressure [52]; if the AA pressure increases, so does the 

LV pressure. We report the  𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑎 and  𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎 at the inlet of the baseline case (Fig 3A) and the relative error with 

respect to the five additional cases to show the impact of graft length and compliance in pressure values (Fig 3B). 

Inlet pressure increased with longer grafts. The ETR case had the highest systolic and diastolic pressures, however, 

the increasing pressure trend with longer graft was not followed, as there was no significant pressure increase 

compared to CDA. The compliant graft used in BC1 reduced the inlet pressure; however, the trend was not linear as 

the pressure of BC2+ increased compared to BC1.  

The pulse wave velocity (PWV) between the pressure peak at the inlet and the celiac trunk was calculated from the 

temporal difference in pressure wave peaks at a proximal and distal location in each case (Fig 3D). The PWV 

decreased by up to 15.4% in the cases where the graft was more rigid and increased up to 12 ms in BC2+, where the 

graft was the most compliant.   

The maximum diameters of the AA, LCC and graft were compared between the baseline and the five additional 

virtual intervention cases (for clarity purposes, only the LCC is showed in Fig 3C as the displacements of the two 

other supra-aortic branches followed the same trend). The maximum diameters increased along with the pressures in 

    Diameter Variation (mm) 

 Psys (mmHg) Pdia (mmHg) 
𝑄𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛(

𝑚𝐿

𝑠
) 

AA BT LCC LSA 

Measured 96.5 68 83.5 1.3 0.7 0.5 0.5 

Baseline 97.5 68.4 84.9 1.26 0.69 0.49 0.49 

Error -1.0% -0.6% -3.2% 1.4% 2.0% 2.0% -1.0% 
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the rigid graft cases, with maximum values found in the ETR case. The AA and supra-aortic branches maximum 

diameters were reduced in the BC1 case, while the maximum diameter of the compliant graft expanded by 3%. 

Maximum diameters at the three locations of interest of the BC2+ case were all larger than those to the baseline 

case, the compliant graft of BC2+ expanded by 6%. 

The maximum increase in EL between the inlet and the outlets was observed in the CDA, while EL drastically 

decreased in the ETR case (Fig. 3D). EL was also slightly reduced in the BC1 case, while the change was negligible 

in BC2+. 

 

Fig 3 A Baseline case: inlet systolic and diastolic pressure, diameter at maximum displacement of the AA, 
left common carotid (LCC) and graft; PWV and EL. B, C and D Relative errors between the baseline and 
virtual intervention cases 

WSS-Based Indices 

Contours of TAWSS and ECAP, capped between the critical ranges (0-5 Pa) and (0-1.4 Pa-1) according to literature 

[48][53] are plotted in Fig 4, 5 and 6. WSS distributions are similar among all cases, as the same inlet condition was 

applied and the geometries are similar. The PET, aneurysm and graft sutures are the main clinical regions of interest 

and hence differences in estimated indices between cases are illustrated therein. For compliteness, the BC1 and 

BC2+ cases are left on the different figures even if differences are negligeable. 
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Fig 4 Front view of the TAWSS. On the left, values over 5 Pa are found at the PET, the abdominal arteries, and 
the left iliac of the baseline case. The black arrow indicates the maximum TAWSS at the PET. On the right, 
the TAWSS differences between the baseline and the five cases are shown. A zoom is made on the AA and 

aortic arch as regions of interest where the TAWSS is high  

High TAWSS is observed at the vinicity of PET, graft sutures, and abdominal and iliac arteries in every case due to 

high velocities in these locations, as observed in other studies  [54][55][56]. Differences are primarily observed at 

the PET and graft sutures where TAWSS is high. The TAWSS maximum values at locations of interest are indicated 

on the baseline case in Fig 4 and Fig 5 by a black arrow. TAWSS marginally increases at the sutures and PET with a 

longer graft graft minimum and maximum differences are -0.8% and -1.37% at the PET and 1.87% and 2.28% at the 

sutures for the MDA and CDA cases, respectively. TAWSS distributions were qualitatively similar between the 

baseline and the ETR case. Normalised differences in BC1 and BC2+ were insignificant as these cases share 

identical boundary conditions and geometries. 
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Fig 5 Front view of the TAWSS. On the left, values over 5 Pa are found at the PET and sutures with the graft 
of the baseline case. The black arrow indicates the maximum TAWSS at the PET. On the right, the TAWSS 
differences between the baseline and the five other cases are shown. A zoom is made on the AA and aortic 

arch as regions of interest where the TAWSS is high 

ECAP values vary mostly within the aneurysm.  They are generally over the critical value of 1.4 𝑃𝑎−1 [57] with a 

maximum baseline value of  4.49 𝑃𝑎−1 , indicated by a black arrow in Fig 6. Critical ECAP values are also observed 

around the multiple re-entry tears proximal to the abdominal branches and the narrowing of the aortic lumens. 

Maximum differences in ECAP varied between 16% and 20% in the MDA and CDA cases, respectively. and were 

much smaller, within 7% in the ETR case. Similarly, to TAWSS distributions, ECAP distributions were very similar 

in BC1, BC2+ and baseline cases.   

 

 

Fig 6 ECAP distributions, front view. On the left, ECAP absolute values for baseline case; values over 1.4 

𝐏𝐚−𝟏 are noted in the aneurysm. The black arrow indicates the maximum ECAP value in the aneurysm. On the 

right, ECAP differences between the baseline and the five virtual cases 

Discussion 

The blood pressure is controlled in TBAD patients, often using beta-blockers [58].  𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑎 and 𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎 are used as 

primary monitors of aortic and cardiovascular diseases; aortic pressure increase usually occurs after a TBAD [59].  

Surgical Aortic repairs using grafts have been shown to lead to unfavourable, immediate and long-term cardiac 

outcomes, such as LV hypertrophy [60][61], due to increased aortic stiffness and pressure. 

Pressure and Wall Displacement 

In this study, aortic pressure increased with longer virtual grafts due to the associated increase in aortic stiffness and 

impedance. Compared to the baseline simulation,  𝑃𝑠𝑦𝑠,𝑎 and 𝑃𝑑𝑖𝑎,𝑎 increased by approximately 4% in the MDA and 

CDA cases. In ETR, pressures remained close to those in MDA and CDA, while the pulse pressure decreased by 

2.0% compared to the baseline case. The abdominal portion of the ETR case is grafted and has four circular outlets, 

which is considered ideal compared to the dissected and narrowed portion of the baseline, MDA and CDA cases. 

This most likely reduces the pressure waves reflection. Hence, even if the graft is longer and the aortic compliance 
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smaller in the ETR case, the pressure did not increase as much as expected. In the BC1 case, the patient-specific 

compliant graft led to a decrease of 10.6% in pulse pressure. This suggests that a patient-specific compliant graft, 

may decrease the risk of LV hypertrophy. However, in BC2+, the pulse pressure increased by 3.6% compared to the 

baseline case. This suggests that adding too much compliance to the aorta can be detrimental and can increase aortic 

impedance. The implication is that the compliance mismatch between the graft and the aorta works in two ways; a 

graft more compliant than the natural aorta promotes as much a pressure increase as a rigid one.  

The pressure wave transmission in an infinitely rigid straight tube is instantaneous. In cardiology, a stiffer aorta 

results in a higher PWV and is known to impair its ability to accomodate the cardiac output, acting to increase the 

LV load [62]. Due to the increased aortic rigidity and impedance introduced by longer grafts, which act to reduce 

volume compliance, we observed higher PWV. Similarly, compliant grafts that matched aortic compliance, reduced 

PWV between the inlet and the CT, thus reducing LV afterload. This difference in PWV reflects well the impact of 

the different grafting strategies; the more compliant the aorta, the larger the PWV due to the damping effect of the 

graft.  

In recent rigid grafts studies, Rong et al.  [63] and Nauta et al. [64] found increasing diameters in supra-aortic 

branches and DA after ascending and thoracic repairs. They noted an increase in pulse pressure and deformation of 

the AA and aortic arch, increasing the risk of dissection propagation or aneurysmal degeneration. Increased aortic 

distensibility is a risk factor for AD [65][66]. Our results show that the maximum displacements of the AA and 

supra-aortic branches increased with longer grafts. This phenomenon can be attributed to the formulation of the 

MBM, in which wall displacement is directly proportional to the local wall pressure difference and stiffness.Our 

findings indicate that longer grafts might increase the risk of dissection propagation and additional aortic tearing 

[66]. In the BC1 case, maximum displacements were reduced at the AA and supra-aortic branches due to the 

compliance of the graft, which also dilated and added aortic compliance, resulting in pressure reduction. The AA 

and aortic root axial displacement and motion are known risk factors of AD [67]. The buffer effect of the graft of the 

BC1 case may have potentially reduce the risk of ascending aortic aneurysm or additional tears in the arch or supra-

aortic branches [68]. The BC2+ case exhibited higher displacements despite the graft been compliant. This is in line 

with the discussion as a more compliant graft than the adjacent tissue can increase the resistance to blood flow and 

introduce impedence mismatch, hence pressures and aortic wall displacements increase. This highlights that a too 

compliant graft can be as detrimental as a rigid one and that an optimum level of compliance exists to account for 

impact of compliance mismatch on hemodynamics. 

Energy Loss  

EL is a marker of clinical interest used in cardiology and following visceral interventions, due to its association with 

poorer TBAD outcomes such as heart disease and heart failure [69][70]. EL has been used in CFD studies of virtual 

TEVAR [71] and idealised diseased aortas [72] using FSI. It was reported by Qiao et al. [71] that the interaction of 

the implanted graft and wall movement may be responsible for increased EL. In an FSI study comparing a pre-and 

post-TEVAR case of TBAD, van Bakel et al. [10] showed an increase in LV stroke work after the intervention. 

They concluded that the increaed aortic impedance and decreased aortic compliance between the endovascular stent 

and the aorta led to an increased LV afterload and proposed that compliant devices should be used. The same 

conclusions can be reached in terms of both stents and grafts as they are rigid devices that introduce a compliance 

mismatch with the aorta.  

In our study, energy loss increased by approximately 4% in the MDA and CDA cases where grafted regions were 

more extensive. This suggests that the heart would need to exert more ejection force during each cardiac cycle. As 

mentioned in previous sections and discussed by Takeda et al. [73], increasing vascular stiffness and aortic 

impedance increases the EL, thus increasing the risk of LV hypertrophy. However, the ETR case showed a 

remarkable reduction in EL of 24.3%. This suggests that replacing the total dissected portion in TBAD leads to a 

notable reduction in EL and may be a favourable surgical option if no other factors are considered. That been said, 

complete replacement of the aorta has been associated with serious negative consequences, such as spinal cord 

injury resulting in paraplegia, as most segmental arteries are no longer attached to the aorta [74]. Also, in the case of 

a more extensive dissection, kidneys adjust to a physiologically abnormal level of perfusion. Therefore, recovering a 

physiologically typical flow split after surgery may lead to the deterioration of renal function [75]. Additionally, due 
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to the added aortic compliance introduced by the use of a compliant graft, EL decreased by 4% in the BC1 case 

compared to the baseline. This phenomenon should reduce the risk of LV hypertrophy [73]. Counterintuitively the 

BC2+ case resulted in a slight elevation in EL was simulated in the BC2+ case compared to the baseline. This 

emphasises that an increase in aortic compliance can lead to an increase of aortic impedance leading to an  increase 

in pressure and EL. These findings support that a graft with excessive compliance is also unfavourable for the 

treatment of TBAD [76]. 

WSS-Based Indices 

High TAWSS values are commonly found in narrowed regions such as the PET and re-entry tears due to higher 

velocity gradients in these regions [40]. Our results showed qualitatively similar TAWSS distributions across all 

cases. The major normalised differences were found between the baseline and MDA and CDA cases near the PET 

and graft sutures. High TAWSS has been linked with aortic wall degeneration and rupture [77]. However, it was 

reported by Alimohammadi et al. [31], that in regions of high TAWSS, minimal differences are observed between 

equivalent rigid and compliant simulations. Similarly, our results show that normalised relative differences between 

the baseline case, BC1 and BC2+, were negligible. 

Higher TAWSS was observed in the MDA and CDA at PET compared to the baseline case; this could indicate a 

higher risk of aortic growth, dissection and tear expansion  [78][79][80]. TAWSS was slightly lower at the sutures, 

which may suggest that the risk of rupture is also lower. However, values were still above the critical value of 5 Pa, 

which has been linked to dissection tear initiation [53]. The ETR case exhibited a TAWSS distribution nearly 

identical to the baseline case. This resulted in the same findings regarding potential risk areas, such as the PET, 

sutures, and aneurysms. 

The differences in TAWSS and ECAP between the baseline case and BC1 and BC2+ were minimal across the whole 

geometry. This indicates that using a compliant graft does not significantly impact the distribution of WSS 

compared to a rigid graft when applying the same boundary conditions to the same geometry. 

ECAP was high throughout the aneurysmal region in the baseline case. High ECAP may indicate regions with an 

elevated risk of atherosclerotic plaque formation and calcification, a known risk factor for aortic rupture commonly 

found in TBAD [81]. Noticeable differences in ECAP were observed between the baseline and the CDA and MDA 

cases, with mximum increases of 16% and 20% at the aneurysm, respectively. This indicates that graft length 

directly affects ECAP and thus may influence aortic wall remodelling and disease progression. 

Compliant Biomimicking Grafts  

Research has demonstrated significant progress in 3D bioprinting technology. In recent years, tissue analogues for 

aortic valves or blood vessels, have been successfully produced [82]. However, biomimicking technologies for 

compliant tissues have been mostly applied to smaller vessels [83]. Reproducing or mimicking the characteristics of 

the aorta remains complex and costly and has been scarcely reported [84]. Our findings suggest that compliant grafts 

may benefit TBAD patients after OS by reducing EL and thus reducing the risk of LV hypertrophy and heart failure. 

Combining in silico virtual grafting and in vivo imaging data, 3D bioprinting technology may facilitate further 

research and attract graft and stent manufacturers interest in this direction. 

Limitations 

In this study, we investigated the impact of graft length and compliance in a patient-specific case of chronic TBAD 

using routinely acquired clinical data includinglimited pre-operative 2DMRI and Cine-MRI data. Using pre-

operative data may introduce inaccuracies in post-intervention virtual scenarios due to changes in inlet flow rate and 

aortic wall compliance after the intervention. However, previous research by Pirola et al. [85] demonstrated the 

feasibility of using preoperative data to tune postoperative boundary conditions by using post-intervention invasive 

aortic pressure measurements acquired during a follow-up, and showed overall acceptable agreement with their 

simulated post-intervention pressure. Our results suggest that this methodology can be valuable in the absence of 

clinical data during the follow-up of TBAD patients with graft. 
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Future work will endeavour to incorporate 4DMR and Cine-MRI datasets to improve the accuracy of the 

simulations. These datasets will enable a more comprehensive description of the haemodynamics and wall 

movement of the aorta and facilitate further validation of the simulations. This approach may lead to well validated 

simulations informed by rich datasets, with the potential to capture more accurately key haemodynamic variables of 

interest. 

Conclusions 

This study simulated a patient-specific post-operative case of TBAD and explored the impact of different surgical 

strategies via virtual grafting. Specifically, we conducted five simulations, i.e., virtual interventions, including three 

virtual surgeries using varying graft sizes and two cases with compliant graft. To the authors knowledge, this study 

is the first investigation in the literature aiming to evaluate the influence of various potential surgical strategies for 

TBAD on key haemodynamic markers, WSS distribution, and LV workload, considering the effects of graft length 

and compliance.  

Our findings suggest that reducing aortic volume compliance by increasing the length of rigid grafts increases 

pressure and EL. Furthermore, a graft with a compliance matching the natural aortic compliance of the patient 

lowered the inlet and pulse pressures and EL. ECAP differed greatly between different grafting strategies within the 

aneurysmal region of the dissection, with maximum increases of 16% and 20% between the baseline case and MDA 

and CDA, respectively. In conclusion, optimal graft selection cannot be determined without considering the 

morphology and condition of the aorta of each individual patient.  Exploring various virtual grafting strategies via 

patient-specific simulations can aid this process as illustrated in this study. graft manufacturers should consider 

developing biomimetic grafts to reduce the risk of LV hypertrophy and heart failure in future TBAD patients. 
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