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Abstract

Purpose: TAVR has emerged as a standard approach for treating severe aortic stenosis patients. However,
itis associated with several clinical complications, including subclinical leaflet thrombosis characterized
by Hypoattenuated Leaflet Thickening (HALT). A rigorous analysis of TAVR device thrombogenicity
considering anatomical variations is essential for estimating this risk. Clinicians use the Sinotubular
Junction (STJ) diameter for TAVR sizing, but there is a paucity of research on its influence on TAVR
devices thrombogenicity.

Methods: A Medtronic Evolut® TAVR device was deployed in three patient models with varying STJ
diameters (26, 30, and 34mm) to evaluate its impact on post-deployment hemodynamics and
thrombogenicity, employing a novel computational framework combining prosthesis deployment and fluid-
structure interaction analysis.

Results: The 30 mm STJ patient case exhibited the best hemodynamic performance: 5.94 mmHg mean
transvalvular pressure gradient (TPG), 2.64 cm? mean geometric orifice area (GOA), and the lowest mean
residence time (Tr) - indicating a reduced thrombogenic risk; 26 mm STJ exhibited a 10 % reduction in
GOA and a 35% increase in mean TPG compared to the 30 mm STJ; 34 mm STJ depicted hemodynamics
comparable to the 30 mm STJ, but with a 6% increase in Tr and elevated platelet stress accumulation.
Conclusion: A smaller STJ size impairs adequate expansion of the TAVR stent, which may lead to
suboptimal hemodynamic performance. Conversely, a larger STJ size marginally enhances the
hemodynamic performance but increases the risk of TAVR leaflet thrombosis. Such analysis can aid pre-
procedural planning and minimize the risk of TAVR leaflet thrombosis.
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Acronyms

Tr Residence Time.
AVR Aortic Valve Replacement.
CFD Computational Fluid Dynamics.

CT Computed Tomography.

DTE Device Thrombogenicity Emulation.
FE Finite Element.

FEA Finite Element Analysis.

FSI Fluid-Structure Interaction.

GOA Geometric Orifice Area.

HALT  Hypoattenuated Leaflet Thickening.
LES Large Eddy Simulation.

LVOT  Left ventricle outflow tract.

PDF Probability Density Function.

Rol Region of Interest.

SA Stress Accumulation.

SAVR  Surgical Aortic Valve Replacement.

SoV Sinus of Valsalva.

STJ Sinotubular Junction.

TAVR  Transcatheter Aortic Valve Replacement.
TPG Transvalvular Pressure Gradient.

WSS Wall Shear Stress.

1 Introduction

Calcific aortic valve disease (CAVD) is the most common valvular heart disease worldwide, resulting
in over 182,000 aortic valve replacements each year in the U.S. alone [1]. Surgical Aortic Valve
Replacement (SAVR) and Transcatheter Aortic Valve Replacement (TAVR) are two of the most
commonly used procedures to treat CAVD patients. TAVR, a minimally invasive procedure was initially
introduced to treat inoperable patients with severe aortic stenosis [2]. It has become the standard of care
for high- and intermediate-risk patients demonstrating comparable performance to SAVR [3-5]. Recently,
TAVR has also been extended to younger patients [6, 7]. Despite its fast adoption, the widespread use of
TAVR is hampered by the evidence of post-TAVR subclinical leaflet thrombosis [8-10], which has been
suggested as the underlying reason for HALT, leading to limited leaflet motion [11, 12]. Long-term
outcome studies have revealed that TAVR leaflet degeneration and thrombosis are increasing in number
and pose a significant risk to young and low-risk TAVR recipients [4, 5]. Recently, clinical studies have
found evidence of early leaflet thrombosis formation [5] and that is associated with an earlier risk of
structural valve degeneration. Hence, durability remains one of the major concerns for TAVR technology.
Therefore, it is important to thoroughly investigate the thrombogenic risk of TAVR devices.

While planning interventions, clinicians consider patient-specific parameters to choose the optimal
device for the patient. Previous studies analyzed the performance of TAVRs with respect to some
established anatomical parameters, such as, the aortic annulus diameter and eccentricity, degree of
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stenosis, level of calcification in leaflets, or length and diameter of the Sinus of Valsalva (SoV). The size
of the Sinotubular Junction (STJ) (see Figure 1[13]) has not been thoroughly investigated to determine its
influence on post-TAVR outcomes. Supra-annular TAVR devices primarily anchor at the annular region
with the calcified native leaflets. The crown region of the stent anchors in proximity to the STJ region that
acts as the secondary anchorage zone. The diameter of the STJ affects the eccentricity of the stent at the
crown region. Since the leaflet ends are stitched to the stent close to the crown region, it is likely that the
leaflet dynamics will be affected by the changes in STJ diameter. This may lead to inferior hemodynamic
performance.

Previously, a clinical study by Nappi et al. has indicated that the dynamic variation of the STJ diameter
during the cardiac cycle may play an important role in the risk of leaflet thrombosis and degeneration post-
TAVR [14]. The STJ diameter has also been related to coronary obstruction, reporting a low STJ-to-TAVR
diameter ratio to be a predictor of left main trunk obstruction [15]. The available in-silico studies that
analyze the effect of STJ on native aortic valve performance are focused on regurgitation, tissue
mechanics, and standard metrics of AVR performance. Pan et al. used FSI simulations to study the effect
of STJ and sinus diameters on native aortic valve closure to prevent regurgitation [16]. Marom et al.
performed FSI simulations to determine the influences of aortic annulus diameter and STJ-to-aortic
annulus diameter ratio on native aortic valve hemodynamics and tissue mechanics and to suggest optimal
values [17]. However, the effect of the STJ parameters on the TAVR deployment and the resulting
hemodynamic performance of TAVR has not been studied. Therefore, analyzing the effect of STJ size on
the deployment, hemodynamic performance, and thrombogenic risk of TAVR devices, may provide
crucial information to optimize device selection. Consequently, this analysis may help reduce the risk of
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Figure 1: (a) Anatomy of the aortic root [13] (reproduced under Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International
License). (b) The FEA model (left) and the FSI ready model with the deployed TAVR device (right).

leaflet thrombosis and degeneration in the long run.

Thrombosis in prosthetic heart valves may be initiated by contact activation as well as by exposing
platelets, the principal cell initiating blood clotting, to elevated shear stresses and recirculation flow
patterns. When the cumulative effect of shear stress and exposure time is above a certain threshold,
platelets are more likely to activate, triggering the coagulation cascade [18-20]. Low flow rate, regions of
flow stasis and stagnation near the valve have been suggested as the source of leaflet thrombosis since
those have been observed in in-vitro and in-silico studies [21-26]. Identifying regions of long residence
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times, high shear, and elevated platelet stresses is crucial to assess the thrombogenic potential of
bioprosthetic aortic valves and improve their designs. Nonetheless, determining these parameters in
experimental studies or clinical measurements has proven extremely challenging. We developed a Device
Thrombogenicity Emulation (DTE) methodology [27, 28] based on flow-induced stress accumulation on
platelets that accounts for the combined effect of stress and exposure time. It has been validated and used
to analyze the thrombogenic risk associated with various cardiovascular devices, such as, Mechanical
Heart Valves (MHVs) [29-31], Mechanical Circulatory Support (MCS) devices [28, 32] and TAVR
devices [22, 33-35]. A predictive model for clinical and subclinical leaflet thrombosis has been proposed
recently, based on Eulerian flow characteristics such as the percentage of stasis volume and average Wall
Shear Stress [36, 37]. A computational study that additionally incorporates the Lagrangian flow-induced
Stress Accumulation (SA) into this Eulerian framework enables a comprehensive assessment of device
thrombogenic risk.

The current work studies the effect of the patient’s STJ diameter on standard metrics of valve prosthesis
performance [38], and the associated thrombogenic risk. Our study addresses the following questions:

1. How does the STJ diameter affect the structural implantation and hemodynamic performance of
TAVR as evaluated through the measurements of Transvalvular Pressure Gradient (TPG) and
Geometric Orifice Area (GOA) in comparison to standard values of reference?

2. What is the effect of the STJ diameter on the thrombogenic risk in TAVR patients as indicated by
Stress Accumulation (SA) on the platelets and flow characteristics, e.g., Residence Time (Tr), Wall
Shear Stress (WSS)?

2 Methods

The current work consists of two steps: the first uses structural FEA to simulate the deployment
of TAVR in reconstructed patient-specific aortic roots, including the modeling of the Neosinus cavity
formed post deployment. The second step uses the FEA simulations of the patient-specific geometries to
solve the FSI between blood flow and the TAVR device’s leaflets.

2.1 Model reconstruction

A patient with 23.5mm average CT-derived annular diameter and 30 mm STJ diameter was selected for
this study. The anonymized patient’s CT scan was acquired at Stony Brook University Hospital under the
approval of the local institutional review board. The patient model, shown in Figure 2a, was reconstructed
following the procedures described in our previous study [39]. Briefly, the pre-TAVR CT scan of the
selected patient was imported as DICOM file and segmented into 3D surface meshes using ITK-SNAP 3.6
[40]. The leaflets were reconstructed through surface interpolation, following the manually extracted
coordinates of aortic leaflet landmarks. The generated surfaces were then meshed using ANSYS
SpaceClaim and Fluent Meshing tools (ANSYS Inc., Canonsburg, PA) [34]. The meshed surface aortic
sinus was then created in Abaqus CAE (SIMULIA, Dassault Systéms, Providence, RI) [41] to incorporate
the wall thickness. Previously, clinical studies have analyzed the STJ cover index (STJCI), measured by
the ratio between the CT-derived average STJ diameter and the nominal prosthesis crown diameter, as a
parameter for analyzing the TAVR outcome [42]. To study the effect of STJ size, the concept of clinically
driven virtual patient cohort that focuses on targeting sub-populations for specific applications was
adopted [43]. In this study, the patient specific STJ size was parametrically adjusted while keeping the
aortic annulus and the left ventricle outflow tract (LVOT) unchanged (see Figure 2a), resulting in three
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models with STJ diameters of dP= 26, 30, and 34 mm. The sizes were chosen based on literature where
the STJ size of male TAVR patients is in the range of 29.8 + 4.2mm [44]. The STJCI are therefore 0.82,
0.94, and 1.06 for the patients with STJ diameters of 26, 30, and 34 mm, respectively.

Nurb-based Leaflet ‘ STJusize

CT reconstruction . . e .
surface generation reconstruction modification

TAVR Deployment
(b)
Figure 2: (a) lllustration of model reconstruction steps from CT and the modification of STJ diameter, (b) Illustration
of uncrimped stent and crimper, crimped stent placed inside the patient aortic annulus model, TAVR device
deployment, and TAVR device deployed inside the patient model with an STJ diameter of 26mm (left to right). The
native valve which is pressed against the sinus wall during deployment is shown in green.
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2.2 TAVR deployment modeling

With the abovementioned anatomical features, Medtronic Evolut® 26 mm TAVR device was
chosen and deployed in each one of the three anatomical models Figure 2b. The implantation depth was
chosen to be 4mm following the recommended implantation depth for the Medtronic Evolut® 26mm
TAVR device (3—5 mm). The crimping and deployment steps were simulated using Abaqus Explicit 2019
[41]. The stent was modeled as a superelastic Nitinol alloy (14-constants VUMAT material available in
Abaqus) [45]. Dedicated Ogden 3"-degree isotropic hyperelastic material models calibrated with biaxial
test measurements were used for the aortic wall and each leaflet correspondingly [46, 47]. The prosthetic
leaflets were then mapped to the deformed TAVR device for further hemodynamic study. Commissural
alignment was ensured during the deployment process. Detailed information on the TAVR crimping and
deployment simulations can be found in our previous studies [22, 33, 34, 48]. Subsequently, the resultant
geometries of the deployed systems were exported as STLs, which were in turn used to construct the
boundary and volume meshes with ANSA BETA CAE [49], with dimensions specified in Table 1. Linear
tetrahedra were used to discretize the fluid volumes, while a hybrid linear hexahedron pentahedron mesh
was used for the prosthesis leaflets. These meshes were then used for the FSI simulations described in the
next section. A mesh convergence analysis for an analogous setup, demonstrating mesh independence for
the aortic valve FSI problem can be found in [50].

and

Ax{vg are the minimum, maximum, and average element sizes respectively. The Reynolds number is

Table 1: Mesh and flow characteristics, for each average STJ diameter, Dgr;, where Axl Axt

min ’ max !

Re,n’ is the Kolmogorov microscale, €/ is the average rate of viscous dissipation, Q,’;ax the maximum
flow rate at the inlet. Some physiologic parameters are also given as stroke volume, heart rate, and cardiac
output.

Dgry [mm] 26 30 34
Ax!, [um] 87.4 75.6 75.6
Ax/ . [um] 765 804 828
Ax], [um] 458 495 503
Re 6600 6600 6600
n/ [um] 32 32 32
/[ cm? s73] 33x10° | 33x10° | 3.3x10°
QL ax[ cm3 s71] 405 405 405
Systolic Volume [mL] 83.33 83.33 83.33
Heart rate [bpm] 70 70 70
Cardiac output [Lmin ~1] 5.836 5.836 5.836

2.3 Flow Modeling

The blood was modeled as a Newtonian incompressible fluid with a density of p/ =
1.1 g cm~2 and a dynamic viscosity of u/ = 3.5cPa. The Newtonian behavior approximation is valid in
large blood vessels, where suspended particles (i.e., red blood cells) are far smaller than the characteristic
sizes of the vessels (i.e., LVOT, aortic root, and aorta) [51]. Dirichlet boundary conditions were set at the
inlet for the velocity, while at the outlet zero traction Neumann boundary conditions are imposed. The
Navier-Stokes equations are discretized in space using the Finite Element (FE) method with linear
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elements and equal order interpolation for velocity and pressure, while an explicit 3"-order Runge-Kutta
scheme is used for the time discretization. Given that peak flow Reynolds numbers are around Re ~ 6600,
we consider a Large Eddy Simulation (LES) model to better capture the turbulent flow that characterizes
the blood flow past TAVRs. In appendix D, the SA thrombogenic footprint is computed with and without
an LES turbulence model for the flow. Differences were observed for the particles with the largest SAs,
with higher stresses for the LES than for the laminar model, justifying the use of a turbulence model to
avoid underestimating the stresses.

A Neohookean hyperelastic material model was used to model the TAVR leaflet material, with
the Young modulus and Poisson ratio set to ES = 2MPa and v® = 0.3, respectively. The material
parameters used by Oks et al. [50], which are consistent with the range of values employed by isotropic
hyperelastic models of TAVR leaflets [52, 53]. The native aortic valves and the TAVR frame and cuff
(see Figure 1b) were assumed rigid. The attachments of the leaflets to the stent were fixed, imposing zero
Dirichlet boundary conditions on the displacement. As described in Oks et al. [50], a total Lagrangian
formulation was used to implement the governing solid equations, which were discretized in space using
the FE method and in time using an implicit generalized beta-Newmark scheme. Further details on the
solid model, implementation, and chosen parameters can be found in [50].

Heart valves consist of soft tissue of density very similar to that of blood. Their mechanics are
therefore dictated by an intricate non-linear feedback interaction between structure and flow. This makes
it mandatory to consider 2-way FSI models to correctly reproduce the dynamics for the full cardiac cycle.
This work used the immersed FSI coupling method introduced and validated in Oks et al. [50], which was
designed to couple unstructured FE discretization of fluid and solid domains in problems involving large
deformations of the fluid-solid interface. This method interpolates fluid velocities to the immersed solid
and spreads out the solid internal forces to the fluid via a volumetric body-forcing term, to impose the no-
slip boundary condition at the fluid-structure interface. A thorough description of this method can be found
in [50].

The present FSI model was implemented in Alya, Barcelona Supercomputing Center’s in-house
multi-physics simulation software designed to run efficiently on supercomputers. This software was
verified, validated, and optimized to provide accurate solutions in complex fluid and solid mechanics
problems, as well as other physics problems [54-60]. Alya has been developed to scale efficiently in
parallel on CPUs and/or GPUs using hybrid MPI, OpenMP, CUDA, and/or OpenACC models. It is one
of the twelve simulation codes of the Unified European Applications Benchmark Suite (UEABS) and thus
complies with the highest standards in HPC [61]. A multi-code partitioned parallelization strategy was
followed in this work, in which two instances of Alya were simultaneously executed, CFD in one instance
and computational solid mechanics in another instance. The previous work by Oks et al. [50] discussed
this strategy in further detail.

2.4 Lagrangian platelets tracking

To assess the risk of platelet activation by flow-induced stresses and their residence time in areas
prone to stasis, platelets were modeled as Lagrangian particles seeded into the flow field near the inlet,
with a random distribution and cutting off 4 mm away from the walls. The seeding was performed at
regular intervals, 10 times per cardiac cycle, throughout 10 cardiac cycles. In each one of the 100
injections, 2x10* Lagrangian particles were introduced into the domain, resulting in a total of 2x10°
particles introduced during the full simulation. A convergence analysis was carried out to assure that the
number of particles injected was sufficiently large to assure the independence of the computed metrics
from the seeded particles sample size. This analysis is presented in further detail in Appendix C. The
platelets trajectories were solved using a one-way fluid-particle interaction coupling, considering drag and
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advection forces, in a Lagrangian frame of reference, i.e., following each platelet along its trajectory.
Further details about platelets transport and deposition modeling are available in appendix A and literature
[62, 63].

2.5 Hemodynamic characteristics

The orifice area is a measure of the degree of opening of the valve leaflets, illustrated in Figure
3a. It can be quantified using the Geometric Orifice Area (GOA), which is defined as the area enclosed
by the projection of the leaflet commissure curves on the aortic cross-section (see Figure 3a). The GOA
calculation was carried out at each stage of the cardiac cycle depicted in Figure 3c. The algorithm
employed was further described in [50]. According to the 1SO 5840-3 standard, Transvalvular Pressure
Gradient (TPG) is an important indicator of prosthesis performance [38]. In this work, it was computed
by averaging the fluid pressure at cross-section slices 2 cm upstream P, (t™) and 2 cm downstream

Pgown (t™) of the valve plane as shown in Figure 3b, and computing the difference between them at each
time step t™: TPG (t™) = Py, (t") — Pgown (t™). The valve plane is the plane formed by the leaflet
commissures in their initial state, that is, closed. As for the GOA, phase-averaged statistics are extracted
from the TPG time series.

The Residence Time (Tr) of a fluid tracer is the total time that the tracer has spent inside a control
volume, quantifying the degree of washout of fluid at each point in space. Thrombosis is more likely to
occur in low flow regions characterized by large Tr [26, 64, 65]. In this work, Tr was computed using a
Eulerian approach: passive scalars were advected by the flow using equation (3) [66],

0, T +V - (uTg) = 1 (1)

Dirichlet boundary conditions Tz = 0 were set at the inlet, while zero-flux Neumann boundary conditions,
n- VT, = 0, were set at the outlet and vessel walls (i.e., adiabatic boundary conditions). Details are
described in literature [67]. Wall Shear Stress (WSS) was also measured at the aortic wall, and the surface
of the stent.

To assess the stress history experienced by the platelets that act as an indicator of their activation state,
the Stress Accumulation (SA) is calculated for each platelet along its trajectory [29]. By analyzing the
distribution of stress accumulation value reached in each of these numerous platelet trajectories, a
“thrombogenic footprint” of the TAVR device can be generated for each patient model. This
“thrombogenic footprint” is represented by the Probability Density Function (PDF) of stresses
accumulated on the platelets, as described in appendix B. Based on Hellums’ criterion, used in previous
studies of thrombogenic risk, SA values > 3.5 Pa X s may drive the platelets beyond their activation
threshold [30]. The platelets are here modeled as Lagrangian particles advected by the flow, considering
drag forces, as explained in section 2.3. The stress tensor, defined as the symmetric gradient of the fluid
velocities, is multiplied by the dynamic viscosity u”:

1y = w (0y + o) ()

The components of the stress tensor 7;; are reduced into a scalar stress, o, based on the formulation of

Bludszuweit [68] that is analogous to the von-Mises stress, typically used to predict the onset of yield in
ductile solid materials.:

3
1 Z 2
o = E (3TijTij - TiiTjj) (3)

ij=1
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The scalar shear stress is then integrated over time along each particle trajectory C,; . This integral is

approximated by summing the instantaneous product of ¢ and the exposure time between timesteps At of
the platelet trajectory where Ni;,,. is the number of time steps.

Ntime

SA=f odt = Z oAt
¢

traj

(4)

n=1

(a)

(b)
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Figure 3: (a) GOA- the area enclosed by the projection of the leaflet edges on the valvular plane, shown in green,
(b) Diagram of upstream (red) and downstream (blue) slices used to compute Transvalvular Pressure Gradient
(TPG), (c) Leaflet motion during the cardiac cycle, with the dot indicating the time of the snapshot.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.13.23298476

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.13.23298476; this version posted November 16, 2023. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Results

Results obtained from structural, hemodynamic, and thrombogenic risk analyses of the TAVR
device in the three models with varying STJ are presented. A quantitative summary of several pertinent
hemodynamic performance metrics obtained from the analysis is summarized in Table 2.

Table 2: Results for time-statistics of volume-averaged quantities of interest. Values for Residence Time
(Tr), and Wall Shear Stress (WSS) correspond to the median computed over successive full cycles (shown
with upper and lower deviations computed over the systolic periods of 2" to 10" cardiac cycles).

Diameter [mm] 26 30 34
Quantity of interest
Tx[ s] 1.611332 1.51%332 1.71433,
WSS[dyne x cm 2] 1.6813:47 1.613:53 1.341349
GOA[cm?] 2.39+0:98 2.64191, 2.661098
TPG [mmHg] 8.05%1:32 5.941299 6.07137

2.6  TAVR implantation structural analysis

The expansion of the TAVR device was affected by the size of the STJ. In the crown region where
the leaflet tips are connected, the cross-sectional area of the TAVR stents was reduced by 61%, 46%, and
33% for the models with STJ diameters of 26 mm, 30 mm, and 34 mm, respectively (as shown in Figure
4a). Additionally, Figure 4b illustrates that the cross-sectional area at the belly region of the TAVR stents
is reduced by 13%, 8%, and 6% for the models with STJ diameters of 26 mm, 30 mm, and 34 mm,
respectively. The reduction in cross-sectional area at the left ventricular outflow tract region was similar
for all three models, at approximately 40% (Figure 4c).

. A N\
Diameter __f ' ‘V\v "'..
A 20 20 20
3zmm Vm#.g.v‘ | 2 : g
NAAL i
\ e
'b\ ‘ // R , \
r o ‘
-20 20 | -20 \\i/ g 20 | -20 20
Diameter
26 mm -20 -20 -20

Figuré 4: Cross-sections of the undeformed (blue), and deformed stents implanted inside models with 26 mm (red),
30 mm (grey), and 34 mm (yellow) STJ at the joint of leaflet tip and crown of the stent (a), the belly of the stent (b),
and bottom end of the stent (c). The cross-sections are presented in mm scale.
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2.7 Device hemodynamic performance

The pathological anatomical features found in CAVD patients lead to complex flow patterns are
depicted in Figure 5. Performance of prosthetic heart valves typically involves analyzing various
parameters, such as the systolic orifice area and the TPG, as specified in 1ISO 5840-3 [38]. Figure 5a
displays the velocity distribution, while Figure 5b illustrates the pressure distribution during peak systole
for the three models with varying STJ sizes. The effect of the STJ size manifests in the different jet
formation dynamics and flow patterns formed downstream. In the model with the smallest STJ, a high-
velocity jet was observed, which propels the major vortex away from the region during systole. As the
STJ size increased, the major vortex was observed to transport more slowly through the aortic outflow
tract, increasing the flow stagnation duration inside the Sinus of Valsalva (SoV). (Supplementary
animations 1 and 2).
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Figure 5: Snapshots of (a) velocity, (b) pressure, (c) wall shear stress contours, for 26, 30, and 34 mm STJ diameter

parametric models during systole.
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The Geometric Orifice Area (GOA) was computed for each model with different STJ diameters as
described in section 2.5. The orifice area of the 30 mm and 34 mm STJ models were comparable (Table 2).
However, the GOA was decreased for the smallest STJ, approximately 10 % as compared to the larger STJ
30 mm and 34 mm diameters models. The larger outflow produced a lower downstream pressure, facilitating
the easier opening of the leaflets. The systolic Transvalvular Pressure Gradient (TPG) decreased for larger
STJ models, with a reduction of 25% from the smallest to the largest STJ models as indicated in Table 2.
Higher TPGs typically lead to reduced ejection fractions and higher pressure loads on the left ventricle.
Therefore, the 1SO 5840-3 standard [38] defines critical maximum thresholds for devices.

Snapshots for WSS fields are shown in Figure 5c, that depicts a decrease in WSSs for larger STJs.
For the narrowest geometry (26 mm STJ model), stresses are highly concentrated on the stents which can
be seen to produce the onset of WSS streaks at the aortic outflow tract. Moreover, Table 2 shows a 20%
decrease of WSS for 34 mm STJ diameter model compared to 26 mm STJ diameter model.

2.8 Device thrombus formation and thrombogenic risk analysis

The Residence Time (Tg) is an indicator of the degree of flow stasis that may promote thrombus
formation. Figure 6a shows vertical and horizontal cross-sections of the Tr distribution patterns for the
three models during early systole of the 10" cardiac cycle. The longest Trs are observed in the cusps of

26 mm 30 mm 34 mm
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Figure 6: (a) Axial and cross-sectional snapshots of residence time (b) stress accumulation of particles seeded near
the inlet of the domain, with a diameter of 3um. Zoom-ins show the number of platelets with high SA in the sinus region,
for 26, 30, and 34 mm STJ diameter models during early systole of the 10" cardiac cycle. NCC= Non coronary cusp,
LCC= Left coronary cusp, and RCC= Right coronary cusp. (Particles are scaled up for visualization).
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the sinus of Valsalva and Neosinus. Figure 6a shows that the right and left coronary cusps of the 26 mm
STJ model had relatively higher local Tz compared to the 30 mm STJ model due to a partial obstruction
of washout caused by the native valve leaflets which are pushed against the walls by the TAVR stent.
However, a strong jet close to the non-coronary cusp enabled an efficient washout at the non-coronary
cusp of the 26 mm STJ model compared to 30 mm and 34 mm STJ models. An overall increase in Trcan
be observed in the SoV and Neosinus regions (Figure 6a) for the 34 mm STJ model compared to 30 mm
STJ model which indicates that the model with 30 mm STJ experienced the shortest Tr. Comparing the
model with a 34 mm STJ diameter to the one with a 26 mm STJ diameter reveals an increase of 6% in the
median of volume-averaged Tr (Table 2)

Stress Accumulation analysis in Lagrangian framework indicated that the incidence of platelets
exhibiting higher SA values in the SoV and Neosinus regions is more prominent in models with larger
STJ sizes (Figure 6b). In order to compare this trend quantitatively, we conducted a comparative analysis
among the three models with varying STJ sizes, the SA values for all platelets for each model were
collapsed into a probability density function (PDF). Figure 7 shows the PDFs for the stress accumulations
of platelets in each one of the regions of interest for analyzing the thrombogenic risk: the Sinus of Valsalva
and the Neo sinus. Zoomed-in insets are provided for the SA tail range of the PDF distribution that exceeds
107'to 10 Paxs - representing the most thrombogenic platelets in the ensemble. In both regions of interest,
a majority of platelets have SA values below 1072 Paxs, indicating a low risk of platelet activation. The
portion of platelets within this range increases with the STJ diameter. Conversely, for intermediate SA
values ranging from 1072to 10 Paxs, this trend is reversed, and the portion of platelets decreases with
larger STJ diameters. The trend is once again reversed at the tail of the PDF which is the range associated
with the highest potential for platelet activation, i.e., above 10 Paxs. The portion of platelets in this range
increases with larger STJ diameters mainly due to an elevated residence time within the domain (refer to
insets in Figure 7).
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—— D=34mm 50 —— D=34mm
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5 5 "‘.
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(a) Sinus of Valsalva

(b) Neosinus

Figure 7: Probability density function of stress accumulation distributions for 26 mm (blue), 30 mm (green), and 34
mm (red) STJ diameter geometries computed in (a) sinus of Valsalva, and (b) neosinus. These distributions can be
interpreted as the thrombogenic footprint of each device-patient configuration. The horizontal axis is in logarithmic
scale for clarity.

3 Discussion
This study analyzed the structural and hemodynamic impact of STJ diameter in TAVR devices
implanted supra-annularly. The structural analysis indicated that the smallest STJ size (26 mm) reduced

the cross-sectional area of the TAVR at the crown region by more than a half. Reduction in cross-sectional
area depicts the under-expansion of the stent struts in leaflet tip and belly regions that may affect the leaflet
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dynamics. The hemodynamic analysis confirms this by illustrating that the smaller STJ diameter impairs
the hemodynamic performance of supra-annular TAVR devices by reducing the available GOA and
elevating the TPG. This smaller GOA generates a narrow high-velocity jet that impinges the endothelial
lining at the ascending aorta and elevating the WSS. Elevated WSS at the ascending aorta often leads to
endothelial damage and further complications. The diameter of the considered stent at the crown region
was 32 mm which is structurally favorable for the 30 mm STJ model with an STJ cover index closest to 1
(0.94). The 34 mm STJ on the other hand allows the stent to have a moderately larger opening at the crown
region that translates into a marginal increase in GOA, resulting in a relatively lower jet velocity and WSS
as compared to the 30 mm STJ.

The incidence of thromboembolic events in TAVR devices primarily occurs due to abnormal
blood flow patterns through narrowed conduits leading to increased shear stresses on platelets and
prolonged exposure time in recirculation zones where platelets get trapped. We analyzed flow stasis and
stagnation in a Eulerian framework and additionally applied the DTE approach, which considers the
combined effect of the shear stress and the duration of platelet exposure to it, i.e., the residence time. In
the case of the 26 mm STJ model, an incomplete vortex formation during systole was observed, which
propelled the majority of platelets out of the Sinus of Valsalva (SoV) and beyond the domain. Conversely,
larger STJ models exhibited a prominent vortex that moved relatively slower along the domain, leading to
increased flow stagnation in both the SoV and the Neosinus as the STJ size increased. Consistently, a
larger number of platelets with higher SA magnitudes were observed within the SoV and Neosinus regions
of the larger STJ models, as manifested in the zoom-ins of Figure 6b. Interestingly, the 26 mm STJ model
demonstrated high local stagnation zones at the LCC and RCC due to narrower sinus openings caused by
the TAVR prosthesis pushing the native leaflets closer to the aortic wall. This can potentially lead to
coronary occlusion, increasing the risk of myocardial infarction [69]. These observations are analyzed by
the stress accumulation on advected platelets, as depicted in Figure 7.

The statistical distribution (PDF) of seeded platelets’ stress accumulation (SA) depends both on
the patient-device scenarios and the different STJ diameters. In both Rols (Sinus of Valsalva and
Neosinus), most platelets reside in the lower SA range with a low risk of platelet activation. The portion
of platelets in this range increases with increasing STJ diameter. For intermediate SA range, this tendency
is inverted, and the portion of platelets at this SA range decreased with the STJ diameter. Smaller STJ
diameters generate stronger jets; however, those induce recirculation formation further downstream in the
aortic outflow tract, yielding more platelets with SA values within this intermediate range, resulting in the
number of platelets at this range inversely correlated with the STJ diameter. These platelets may
experience further free flow shear stress downstream and may reach the critical activation threshold that
may result in thromboembolism. Finally, this trend is reversed once again with the portion of platelets at
the tail of the PDF, associated with elevated platelet-activation potential. Larger STJ diameters provide
larger space for recirculation formations trapping a large number of the platelets inside the domain that
accumulate stress because of the increased residence time (Figure 6b). Platelets in this range are more
likely to be activated inside the domain and may cause HALT. It is worth mentioning that other factors
such as paravalvular leakage, unique patient-specific anatomical features, or biochemistry may further
increase the thrombogenic risk [34]. No significant fraction of the PDF distribution is above the critical
platelet activation threshold of 3.5 Paxs. However, this threshold that was established by Hellums for
various combinations of constant shear stress and exposure times is not necessarily translatable to all
dynamic conditions and scenarios. Moreover, the PDF thrombogenic footprint is most useful for
comparative applications, contrasting the different distributions to further elucidate the effect of different
patient-specific anatomies and devices on the stress experienced by platelets in blood flow [16].

In clinical practice, self-expandable devices are oversized with respect to the annulus diameter to
ensure proper anchorage and minimize paravalvular leakage. Patients with smaller STJ size are generally
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recommended for relatively smaller device oversizing. However, clinical studies have indicated that
patients with smaller STJ cover index (STJCI) are prone to device malposition, and paravalvular leakage
[42]. In this study, we observed that the STJ size affects the structural implantation, hemodynamic
performance, and thrombogenic risk of supra-annular TAVR devices. In summary, the 26 mm Evolut®
supra-annular TAVR device performed the best for the patient with STJCI closest to 1 (30 mm STJ size)
with an optimal GOA, TPG, residence time, and thrombogenic footprint. Narrow STJ (STJCI<<1) caused
under-expansion of the TAVR that led to inferior hemodynamic performance with increased risk of
coronary occlusion indicating potential thromboembolic complications downstream. Patients with a
narrower range of STJ size may require consideration for alternative procedures. In contrast, larger STJ
(STJCI>1) facilitated larger expansion of the TAVR prosthesis at the crown region and demonstrates
comparable hemodynamic performance to the patient with 30 mm STJ. However, larger STJs produce
larger stasis regions that allows more platelets already with high SA values to remain in the Neosinus that
may lead to HALT, and/or leaflet degeneration. The patients with larger STJ size may need more
aggressive anticoagulation therapy.

The present study provides a novel refined computing framework that evaluates the impact of
patient-specific anatomic parameters on the thrombogenic risk associated with TAVR and the potential
for HALT formation. Moreover, the study highlights the value of employing virtual patient populations
to elucidate the influence of anatomical parameters on device performance and associated risks.
Specifically, the development of subclinical leaflet thrombosis poses significant concerns for patients,
clinicians, and device manufacturers, and addressing it is of utmost importance. The introduced
framework holds significant potential in addressing this critical need, with the goal of improving
preprocedural planning of TAVR devices for better clinical outcomes, ultimately saving lives.

4 Limitations

Although this study presents noteworthy contributions, it is important to recognize some limitations.
One patient model was considered for this study along with two virtual patient cohorts with varying STJ
sizes to study the effect of the STJ size, while keeping the other anatomical and procedural parameters
unchanged. While numerous studies have emphasized the need of using virtual patient cohorts in boosting
the capacity to conduct diagnosis, prognosis, and procedural planning [43, 70], the application of our
methodology to a specific TAVR device is a potential limitation. A large patient cohort may be required
to confirm the findings presented. Nevertheless, this study serves as a methodological approach that
combines highly complex and computationally demanding methods (patient-specific model
reconstruction, FEA, FSI, Lagrangian particle tracking, etc.) to assess the device thrombogenic risk
associated with an anatomical parameter (STJ size). The presented framework can be used to study the
effect of other anatomical and procedural parameters on the thrombogenic risk of TAVR.

The FEA-based TAVR deployment simulation assumed a uniform aortic wall thickness, whereas in
wall thickness may vary. The aortic wall, native leaflets, as well as the TAVR device porcine pericardium
leaflets were simulated using isotropic hyperelastic material models, assuming that the anisotropic
behavior of the leaflets is negligible. This assumption is supported by our previous studies where we
demonstrated that these material models effectively approximate TAVR deployment simulations,
exhibiting close agreement with in vitro results [48]. In the FSI simulations rigid aortic walls and stents
were assumed, assuming that their compliance is negligible during the cardiac cycle. In the CFD model
used for studying the thrombogenic risk, pressure in the ascending aorta changes dynamically due to the
compliance and resistance offered by the systemic circulation. However, given the complexity of the
simulations involved we applied a set constant pressure boundary condition at the outlets of the domain
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(and a flow rate waveform at the inlet). While this assumption is commonly used in such simulations, it
may affect the values of TPGs.

5 Conclusions

In this study, patient-specific TAVR device deployment, hemodynamic performance,
thrombogenic risk and the potential for thrombus formation that may lead to subclinical leaflet thrombosis
leading to Hypoattenuated Leaflet Thickening (HALT) were simulated in a supra-annular Medtronic
Evolut® TAVR device, in order to examine the relation between the Sinotubular Junction (STJ) diameter
used by clinicians for TAVR sizing, to the resultant device performance. The abovementioned metrics
were rigorously analyzed to assess their effects on the potential clinical outcomes of the procedure in
respect to the STJ sizing criteria. Structural analysis of the device deployment, fluid-structure interaction
of the hemodynamic performance and CFD analysis of the thrombogenic potential were performed in
three virtual patient cohorts of a patient-specific model with varying diameters of the STJ. The studies
revealed an intricate interplay between the anatomical and procedural parameters that affects the
hemodynamic performance and the risk of leaflet thrombosis. The model with STJCI closest to 1 (30 mm
STJ model) exhibited optimal structural and hemodynamic performance. Under-expansion of the TAVR
device in the smallest STJ model resulted in inferior hemodynamic performance with a potential risk of
thromboembolic complications downstream. In contrast, the 34 mm STJ model demonstrated comparable
hemodynamic performance to the best performing 30 mm STJ model, with the exception of higher count
of platelet with stress accumulation captured in the neo-sinuses, indicating an elevated risk of leaflet
thrombosis that may lead to HALT. This refined biomechanical analysis may aid clinicians in enhancing
their pre-procedural planning for TAVR and making informed decisions regarding post-procedural
anticoagulant therapy, while considering each patient’s unique anatomical characteristics.
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