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Abstract 

Background: Beside factors such as measurement technique, equipment accuracy, patient 

anxiety, race, ethnicity, ecological factors, diet (high sodium and calorie intake, and low 

potassium), physical inactivity, health conditions, and genetic vulnerability also influence blood 

pressure. Iodinated contrast agents (ICAs) or media (ICMs) are widely applied to improve the 

visibility of internal organs and other tissues in computed tomography (CT) and magnetic 

resonance imaging (MRI) procedures. ICAs have transient vasodilatory properties which can 

influence hemodynamic parameters immediately after administration during CT scans. 

Discrepancies on the effects of ICAs following their administration on hemodynamic parameters 

in adult patients who underwent contrast-enhanced CT (CECT) examinations have been reported 

in the literature. Anecdotal evidence further suggests that limited studies of the subject in Ghana. 

Knowledge of the relationship between hemodynamic parameters and contrast media is needed 
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for prompt treatment, as well as the development of protocols to govern the administration of 

ICAs.   

Aim: This study therefore evaluated HR, systolic blood pressure (SBP), and diastolic blood 

pressure (DBP) levels in adult patients following administration of non-ionic ICA during CECT 

examinations. 

Methodology: Since data of the study variables were collected prospectively (before and after 

CT examinations) to determine SBP and DBP and HR levels following administration of non-

ionic ICA during CT examinations, a prospective case-control study design was used, while a 

non-probability convenience sampling was employed to sample a population of 128 patients 

consisting of equal numbers of cases (experimental) and controls groups. Measurements of HR, 

SPB and DBP were made before and after the scans in both groups. Data analyses were done 

with Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 23. Pearson and Spearman 

correlations were used to compare the data variables obtained between the cases and control 

group. A p-value < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.  

Results: The measured mean values of HR, SBP and DBP were higher after contrast 

administration (HR=84.75±14.00 bpm; SBP =128.39±17.98 mmHg; DBP= 80.00 ± 13.26 

mmHg) than before (HR=82.56±15.08 bpm; SBP=120.81±14.32 mmHg; DBP=78.94±11.90 

mmHg). There were insignificant differences between HR and SBP (p =0.716) and DBP (p = 

0.533) prior to contrast media. The HR increase was statistically significant after contrast media 

(p=0.008). The mean differences in the HR, SBP, and DBP between genders were statistically 

insignificant after contrast administration. 

Conclusions: Administration of non-ionic ICA increases HR but had no effects on SBP and 

DBP in both male and female adult patients who underwent diverse CECT examinations. The 
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correlation statistics established no significant relationship between doses of contrast media and 

increases in the HR. No statistically significant differences between patient gender, BMI, and age 

on the hemodynamic parameters were found.  

Keywords: Computed tomography, contrast media, systolic blood pressure, diastolic blood 

pressure, heart rate. 
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Introduction 

Iodinated contrast agent (ICAs) are used to opacify vascular structures, solid abdominal and 

pelvic organs, and widely applied in visualization of internal organs and other tissues through 

intravenous or intra-arterial, oral and rectal means, characterize soft tissue lesions, and to 

improve their diagnostic accuracies during non-invasive radiological procedures such as 

computed tomography (CT) and magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) procedures [1], [2] .The use 

of iodine in ICAs is attributed to its high contrast density, firm binding to the benzene molecule 

and low toxicity [3]  X-ray energies are attenuated by covalently bonded iodine atoms because 

their atomic radius falls within the domain of x-ray wavelengths [4].Intravenously administered 

ICAs exhibit rheological, coagulatory, physiological, electrophysiological and hemodynamic 

effects owing to their viscosity, hydrophilicity, ionicity and contrast media pH [5]. Hence, 

despite the ability to enhance the visualization of anatomic parts, ICAs have the tendency to 

cause adverse effects. In particular, adverse effects of ICA including hypersensitivity reactions, 

thyroid dysfunction, and contrast-induced nephropathy, of which hypersensitivity reactions are 

the most common have been reported [6] . According to [1],contrast media administration is 

classified as the third most common cause of iatrogenic acute kidney injury, as well as higher 

chances of major adverse events such as initiation of dialysis, renal failure, stroke myocardial 

infarction and death.  

Types of contrast media, consideration of severity of reaction and patients histories of 

allergies are factors which influence the ratings of anaphylactic reactions of radiographic ICAs 

whose transient vasodilatory properties influence hemodynamic parameters immediately after 
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administration [7]  Using iodixanol 320 and iomeprol 350 contrast media, [8] found no effects on 

tissue temperature, heart rate (HR), systolic blood pressure (SBP) and diastolic blood pressure 

(DBP), or cardiac output per minute in patients, while [9] reported insignificant effects of non-

ionic low-osmolar contrast media (LOCM) on blood pressure in pheochromocytoma patients 

since there was no increase in plasma catecholamine levels. [10] also found no correlation 

between the mean doses of contrast material and its influence on hemodynamic parameters. On 

the contrary, recent studies have reported increases in HR, SBP and DBP following 

administration of non-ionic LOCM [11], [12]. 

According to [13]an estimated 50% of the approximately 76 million CT procedures 

performed annually use ICAs. Increasing numbers of CT radiological investigations imply 

increases in the adverse effects from ICAs and radiation-induced stochastic effects [14]. Despite 

the frequent use of contrast agents in CT and MRI examinations, there are very limited studies 

on the effects of administration of non-ionic contrast media on SBP, DBP and HRs in some 

geographical areas including Ghana. The lack of adequate knowledge on the effects of contrast 

media on patient hemodynamic parameters and HR limits the understanding of contrast effects 

on patients undergoing CT examination. Knowledge of the relationship between blood pressure 

and contrast media is needed for prompt treatment, as well as the development of protocols to 

govern the administration of ICAs. This study therefore evaluated the effects of intravascular 

administration of low-osmolar non-ionic contrast media on HR, SBP, and DBP before and after 

administration of non-ionic ICAs in contrast-enhanced CT (CECT) procedures in a tertiary 

hospital in Ghana. In particular, the study determined and compared the HRs, SBPs, and DBPs 

before and after the administration of ICAs, the influence of anthropometric factors on these 
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hemodynamic parameters after the administration of contrast media, and also compared blood 

pressure values obtained after contrast injection with internationally accepted standards.  

Methods 

  This prospective case-control study was conducted at the radiology department of a 

tertiary referral hospital in Ghana from January to August 2019. Data on the study variables were 

collected prospectively (before and after CT examinations) to determine BP and HR levels 

following administration of non-ionic contrast media during CT examinations. Due to the 

absence of appointment system as well as the need for easy accessibility to patients at the 

hospital’s CT Unit, non-probability convenience sampling was used to sample a population of 

128 patients (≧18 years) referred for CECT and non-CECT investigation for the study. Adult 

patients presenting with histories of hypertension or physiological conditions which predisposed 

them to hypertension were excluded. The study also excluded CECT examinations that exceeded 

10 minutes after contrast administration. 

A Cochran-determined sample size of 64 patients (cases) referred for CECT was obtained 

according to Eqn (1):  

2

2 )1(

d

ppz
S

−=
  (1) 

 where S is the sample size, z is standard normal variate (=1.96 at 5% type 1 error (p <0.05), d is 

absolute error (0.05) and p (0.043) is expected proportion in population based on a previous 

study [15]. In order to ensure a precise data outcome, control data of 64 patients referred for CT 

examinations without contrast media were also collected.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 26, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317583doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317583
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


7 

 

 All the 12 CT scans or procedures were performed on the 640-slice Toshiba Aquilion 

One CT scanner (Fig.1) where data acquisition was made from automatically generated volume-

weighted CT dose index (CTDIvol) and dose length product (DLP) values for each patient scan 

based on radiographer selected parameters of the scan. Automatic dose reduction was also 

ensured by integration of Toshiba’s Adaptive Iterative Dose Reduction 3D (AIDR 3D) iterative 

reconstruction technology into the imaging chain [12].  

 

Figure 1:  Toshiba Aquilion One CT Scanner 

 
Blood pressure (SBP and DPB) and HR were measured with a digital blood pressure monitor 

before and after the procedure in both cohorts of patient groups. To prevent errors, measurements 

were taken on the left arm of the patients seated with their arms supported against the chair, and 

elbows about heart level. The blood pressure cuff was placed around the unclothed and extended 

upper arm close to the heart around the brachial artery region after instructions pertaining to 

restricted movement and talking during measurements were given. The cuff was then inflated by 

clicking the power button on the blood pressure monitor.  
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For CECT of the abdominal regions, measurements prior to contrast examination were 

done with the patients seated, while the post-contrast administration measurements were 

performed during the delay phase with patients lying supine on the examination table. A 5-

minute time gap between the two measurements for all the examinations was allowed. 

Comparison in values between the cases and the controls was done to estimate the effect of 

contrast media on blood pressure and pulse rate. Patient demographics [patient ID, age, gender, 

height, weight, body mass index (BMI)] and hemodynamic parametric data (SBP before (SBP-

B), SBP after (SBP-A), DBP before (DBP-B), DBP after (DBP-A), HR before (HR-B), HR after 

(HR-A)) were recorded. Other data such as patient history, volume and type of contrast agent, 

region examined with or without contrast were also recorded. 

Ethical approval and permission to conduct the study were granted by the Ethical and 

Protocol Review Committee (EPRC) of the University of Ghana School of Biomedical and 

Allied Health Sciences (SBAHS-RD/10557438/SA/2018-2019) and management of the 

Radiology Department of the hospital. Patient informed consent (written and verbal) was 

obtained from consenting patients whose identities were coded to ensure their anonymity and 

confidentiality. The process was clearly explained to them in their preferred languages of 

understanding. The patients also understood that they could opt out of the study for any reason at 

any point during the study.  

Data Analysis 

  The Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 23  was used for descriptive 

and inferential data analyses. Pearson and Spearman correlational statistics were performed to 

compare and establish associations and correlations between the experimental and control 

variable. A p-value < 0.05 was considered as statistically significant difference. 
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Results 

Patient demographics   

The population consisted of equal numbers (n=64, 50.0%) of male and female patients 

with mean ages of 47.2±16.1 years and 46.6±15.9 years respectively (Table 1). The population 

mean age was 46.92 ± 15.94 years (range: 19 to 87 years). The majority of patients were aged 30 

– 39 years (n=31, 24.2%) and fewer patients 70 years and over (n=12, 9.4%). 

 
Table 1: Patient demographics: age, gender and BMI    

Age group (yrs)         Frequency   

Male [n (%)] Female [n (%)] Total [n (%)] 
19 – 29 8 (6.2) 13 (10.2) 21 (16.4) 
30 – 39 16 (12.5) 15 (11.7) 31 (24.2) 
40 – 49 13 (10.2) 7 (5.5) 20 (15.6) 
50 – 59 8 (6.2) 12 (9.4) 20 (15.6) 
60 – 69 12 (9.4) 12 (9.4) 24 (18.8) 

70+ 7 (5.5) 5 (3.9) 12 (9.4) 
Total  64 (50.0) 64 (50.0) 128 (100.0 

Mean age (yrs) 47.23 ± 16.06 46.61 ± 15.94  46.92 ± 15.94  
Anthropometrics 

Anthropometric factors Mean±SD Minimum Maximum 

M F M F M F 

Height (cm) 171.78±7.78 164.88±6.86 140 145 186 183 

Weight (kg) 67.55±11.38 71.30±18.23 35 37 94 135 

BMI (kg/cm2) 22.87±3.49 27.27±7.27 15.62 14.82 29.06 53.75 

Contrast volume (ml) 66.56±18.60 68.75±17.55 40 100 40 100 
Key: SD=standard deviation, M= Male, F=Female 

 
The male patients were generally taller (mean height= 171.78 ±7.78 cm; range:140 cm to 

186 cm) than the female patients (mean height= 164.88 ± 6.86 cm; range=145 cm to 183 cm). On 

the contrary, the female patients were heavier (mean weight=71.30 ± 18.23 kg) and hence, had 
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higher BMI (mean BMI= 27.27 ± 7.27 kg/cm2) than their male counterparts (mean weight=: 

67.55 ±11.38 kg, mean BMI= 22.87 ±3.49 kg/cm2). 

 
Hemodynamic Parameters 

Fig. 2 shows the measured hemodynamic parameters of the patients. Among the male 

patients, the highest mean values for pulse rates (HR-B=82.4 bpm), systolic (SBP=130.6 

mmHg), and diastolic (DBP=81.3 mmHg) blood pressures were found in age groups 60-69 

years, 50-59 years, and above 70-years. Similarly, for the female patients, the highest mean pule 

rate of 83.0 bpm was recorded among female patients aged 19-29 years and 30-39-years, while 

the highest mean systolic (SBP=129.3mmHg), and diastolic (DBP=82.0 mmHg) blood pressures 

were found in patients aged 40-49 years.   

 
 

Figure 2: Hemodynamic parameters 

 
Distribution of CT Examination by Body Parts 

The types of CT procedures performed on the case and control patients is shown in Table 2.  
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Table 2: Distribution of CT examinations  

Types of CT 
procedures 

Cases group Control group Total 
Number  Percent, (%) Number Percent, (%) Number Percent,(%) 

Abdominopelvic 17  13.3 2 1.6 19 14.8 
Chest 13 10.1 0 0.0 13 10.1 
Chest and abdomen 4 3.1 0 0.0 4 3.1 
Cardiac angiogram 1 0.8 0 0.0 1 0.8 
Cervical spine 1 0.8 0 0.0 1 0.8 
Head 23 18.0 58 45.3 81 63.3 
Head and neck 2 1.6 0 0.0 2 1.6 

Neck 1 1.6 1 0.8 2 1.6 
Neck and chest  1 0.8 0 0.0 1 0.8 
Right Thigh 1 0.8 0 0.0 1 0.8 
Shoulder 0 0.0 2 1.6 2 1.6 
Thoracolumbar 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 

Total 64 50.0 64 50.0 128 100.0 
 
Head (n=81 63.3%), abdominopelvic (n=19, 14.8%), and chest (n=13, 10.2 %) CT procedures 

were most requested. The majority of the head CT examinations (n=58, 45.3%) were performed 

among the control patients, while abdominopelvic (n=17, 13.3%) and chest (n=13, 10.3%) were 

mostly done among the case patients. Thoracolumbar, right thigh, neck and chest, cervical spine, 

and cardiac angiogram were least requested for both case and control groups.  

 
Contrast and Non-Contrast Enhanced CT Examinations 

Contrast enhanced procedures were performed with either ultravist, omnipaque or iopamiro 370 

non-ionic water-soluble ICA contrast media with pharmaco-kinetic characteristics of iopamidol 

370 (Table 3). Out of the 64 CECT examinations, iopamiro ICA was used in 57 (89.1%) of the 

procedures. The volume (range: 40 ml to 100 ml) of injected ICA was based on the stature of the 

patients. Consequently, the mean contrast volumes administered to the female patients was 
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marginally higher (68.75±17.55 ml) than in males (66.56 ±18.60 ml) due to their heavier weight 

and higher BMI as seen from Table 1.  

 
Table 3: Pharmacokinetic characteristics of iopamidol 

Concentration Physical properties at 200C Osmometric values at 37°C 
iodine/ml 

mg  
iopamidol/100ml 

g 
Viscosity 
(Nsm-2)  

Pressure 
(mPa.s)  

Relative 
density  

Osmolality 
(osmol.kg1) 

OP  
(Pa) 

pH 

150 30.6 0.3 1.5 1.17 0.342 8.7 7±0.5 
200 40.8 3.3 2.0 1.22 0.413 10.5 7±0.5 
300 61.2 8.8 4.7 1.33 0.616 15.7 7±0.5 
370 75.5 20.9 9.4 1.41 0.796 20.3 7±0.5 

Types of administered ICAs in CECT examinations 
 Iopamidol Omnipaque Ultravist  Total 

Number 57 6 1 64 
Percent, % 89.1 9.3 1.6 100.0 

Volumes of administered ICAs 
Gender Average volume, ml Minimum, ml Maximum, ml 
Male 66.56 ±18.60 ml 40.00 40.00 

Female 68.75±17.55 ml 100.00 100.00 

OP=Osmotic pressure 

The relationship between patients’ weight and volume of ICAs is presented in Fig. 3.  
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Figure 3: Relationship between weight and volume of contrast (p=0.115) 

Patients with the minimum (W=35 kg) and maximum weights (W=135 kg) received 40ml and 

60ml contrast media respectively. Patients who received the highest volume of contrast were 

mostly above 80 kg.  
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contrast media are shown in Figs. 4 and 5 respectively. The majority of the patients referred for 
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deteriorating vision, ectopic kidney, hepatomegaly, bifascicular heart block, epilepsy were 

presented by 1 patient each. Headache (n=19, 29.7%), seizures (n=13, 20.3%), head injury 

(n=12, 18.8%), and CVA (n=6, 9.4%) were the most prevalent patient clinical histories.  
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Figure 5: Distribution of patient history without contrast media 
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The results of the comparison of hemodynamic values (case vrs. control groups) and 

effects of contrast media and demographics on blood pressure are presented in Tables 4 and 5 

respectively. 

  
Table 4: Comparison of hemodynamic parameters (case vrs. control groups)   

Comparison of hemodynamic values: case vrs. control groups 
 
Study 
cases  

 
Mean value 

(before scan) 

 
Mean value 
(after scan) 

Interaction: before and 
after CT scan  

Interaction between ICA 
and non-ICA groups  

df F-value p-value Df F- value p-value 
HR 

No contrast 77.38± 11.91 77.56 ± 12.06  
1 

 
2.996 

 
0.086 

 
1 

 
7.336 

 
0.008 With contrast 82.56± 15.08 84.75 ± 14.00 

SBP 
No contrast 123.06±11.07 124.44±11.31 1 15.523 0.000 1 0.133 0.716 

With contrast 120.81±14.32 128.39±17. 98 
DBP 

No contrast 78.17 ± 7.73 78.63 ± 8.18 1 0.171 0.680 1 0.391 0.533 
With contrast 78.94 ±11.90 80.00 ± 13.26 
 
The measured mean HR, SBP and DBP with and without ICA administration in the case and 

control groups were higher after CT scan. The differences were however, higher among the ICA-

administered case group (HR: 2.7%; SBP: 6.1%; DBP:1.3%) compared to the control group (HR: 

0.2%; SBP: 1.1%; DBP:0.6%). Statistically, there was a significant effect of the ICA on HR (p = 

0.008), but insignificant on SBP (p = 0.716) and DBP (p = 0.533). For heart rate (HR), the F-

value for the interaction before and after the CT scan is 2.996 with 1 df and a p-value of 0.086, 

while the F-value for the interaction between ICA and non-ICA groups is 7.336 with 1 df and a 

p-value of 0.008, indicating a statistically significant difference in HR due to ICA administration. 

Conversely, for systolic blood pressure (SBP), a high F-value of 15.523 with 1 df and a p-value 

of 0.000 signifies a highly significant difference before and after the CT scan but no significant 

difference between ICA and non-ICA groups, where the F-value is 0.133 with 1 df and a p-value 
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of 0.716. In the case of diastolic blood pressure (DBP), both interactions have low F-values 

(0.171 and 0.391) with 1 df and relatively high p-values (0.680 and 0.533), indicating no 

significant differences in DBP. The patients were age-categorized as young adults (19 – 39 yrs), 

middle aged adults (40 – 59 yrs) and old adults (≥ 60 yrs) (Table 5). Higher mean HR was 

measured for the middle aged adults (87.76±14.56 bpm) compared to the young (83.15±14.42 

bpm) and old adults (84.35±13.22 bpm). The same was observed for the DBP. However, the 

mean SBP increased with age among the various age groups. No significant differences were 

found between the various age groups and effect of contrast media (p > 0.05). The differences in 

the mean HR between the male and female patients after contrast media administration were 

statistically insignificant (p=0.749). Similarly, there were no significant differences in the SBP 

(p=0.325) and DBP (p=0.975) in both female and male groups after administration of contrast 

media. 

 
Table 5: Effects of contrast media and demographics  

Comparison of effects of contrast media and gender on blood pressure 
Demographic
s 

HD 
parameter 

Mean 
before 

(mmHg) 

Mean after 
(mmHg) 

Between time 
point interaction 
effects 

Effect of contrast 
application and gender on 
BP 

df F-
value 

p-value df F-value p- value 

Comparison of effects of contrast media between age group 
Young HR 

 
83.52±15.74 83.15±14.42 2 1.942 0.146 2 0.572 0.908 

Middle 83.06±17.17 87.76±14.56 
Aged 80.85±12.74 84.35±13.22 
Young  

SBP 
113.59±13.91 120.30±14.73 2 0.174 0.840 2 0.944 0.392 

Middle 125.41±13.21 133.88±15.58 
Aged 126.65±11.83 134.65±20.22 
Young  

DBP 
76.96±13.35 78.37±11.75 2 0.063 0.939 2 0.017 0.983 

Middle 80.24±10.44 82.65±10.64 
Aged 80.50±11.16 79.95±16.99 

Comparison of effects of contrast media between gender 
Male HR 81.31±16.96 84.38±14.90 1 0.059 0.808 1 0.103 0.749 
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Female  83.81±13.09 85.13±13.27 
Male SBP 121.47±15.32 129.09±16.82 1 0.465 0.497 1 0.979 0.325 
Female 120.16±13.47 127.69±19.31 
Male DBP 78.03±12.12 78.66±11.96 1 0.019 0.891 1 0.001 0.975 
Female 79.48±9.17 81.34 ± 14.5 

Comparison of effect of contrast media between BMI  
Underweight HR 80.92±12.98 86.08±11.55 3 2.881 0.039 3 2.579 0.057 
Normal 
weight 

87.19±16.54 85.85±15.64 

Overweight 78.83±14.40 82.72±14.05 
Obese 78.38±12.69 83.75±13.48 
Underweight SBP 111.08±16.14 118.17±20.12 3 0.735 0.533 3 0.918 0.435 
Normal 
weight 

118.88±12.90 126.96±13.22 

Overweight 127.61±12.27 135.83±14.51 
Obese 126.38±12.14 131.63±28.21 
Underweight DBP 73.67±15.17 73.50±13.98 3 0.375 0.771 3 0.071 0.975 
Normal 
weight 

78.46±12.35 82.00±13.35 

Overweight 81.50±8.93 80.61±10.06 
Obese 82.63±9.71 81.88±17.34 

Table 5 further shows that the HR for underweight patients was highest among the four 

BMI categories (82.72 bpm), while the highest SBP and DBP were recorded among the 

overweight (135.83 mmHg) and normal weight (82.00 mmHg) patients respectively. There was 

no significant difference in relation to mean values obtained between all the hemodynamic 

parameters and the various categories of BMI after contrast media administration. 

The Pearson and Spearman correlations between hemodynamic parameters and 

demographics (age, BMI) are shown in Table 6. The Pearson statistics showed positive 

correlations between age and SBP (r�=�0.390, p�=�0.001), and between age and DBP 

(r=0.086, p=0.499) after contrast. The relationships between age and HR as well as age and 

DBP were however, insignificant. Similarly, a statistically insignificant and negative correlation 

was identified between the contrast volume and DBP, while the positive correlations between 
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contrast volume and HR (r�=�0.020, p�=�0.877) and SBP (r=0.152, p=0.231) were 

statistically insignificant. 
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Table 6: Pearson and Spearman correlations between hemodynamic parameters and 

demographics (age, BMI) 

Parameter Pearson’s 
corr.  (r) 

p-value Pearson’s 
corr. (r) 

p-value Pearson’s 
corr. (r) 

p-value 

HR-A SBP-A DBP-A 

Age (yrs) -0.020  0.877 0.390 0.001 0.086 0.499 

Contrast volume  0.020 0.877 0.152 0.231 -0.010  0.938 
Parameter Spearman’s 

corr.  (rs) 
p-value Spearman’s 

corr. (rs) 
p-value Spearman’s 

corr. (rs) 
p-value 

HR-A SBP-A DBP-A 
BMI (kg/cm2) -0.041  0.747 0.352 0.004 0.189 0.134 
Key HR-A=HR after scan, SBP-A=SBP after scan, DBP-A= DBP after scan, corr.=correlation  

 
The HR and BMI correlated negatively (rs=-0.041) after contrast, while a positive 

correlation and statistically significant association between SBP and BMI (r�=�0.352, p=0.004) 

was established. The association between BMI and DBP (r�=�0.748, p=0.134) was 

insignificant. 

 
Discussions 

Demographic Characteristics  

In case-control studies, it is necessary that every control group must consist of elements 

that exactly present the same features as the case group, except for applied interventions. In this 

regard, there were equal numbers of 64 patients in the case group who received ICA, and 64 

patients in the control group who received no ICA. The wide age range of patients could be 

attributed to physician referrals of patients for other recommended imaging modalities other than 

CT in order to decrease the probability of carcinogenic risk following radiation exposure in the 

elderly. 
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Contrast and non-contrast enhanced examinations 

Head and spine were the most and least referred anatomic sites for both CECT and non-contrast 

CT examinations. Other studies have also reported head and spine CT examinations as the most 

common and least performed CT examinations [16]. Headache (29.7%) was the most prevalent 

indication presented by the patients. Consistent with this, [17] also reported headache as the most 

common indication (48 %) presented for CT scan. This could be explained by the fact that head 

CT scans are more often referred for adult patients who present with headache to rule out 

suspected tumor or subarachnoid hemorrhage since headache is a common symptom of brain 

tumor.  Predominance of head CT scan over other body parts may be related to the consideration 

of CT and MRI as gold standards for identification of problems pertaining to the central and 

peripheral nervous system [18]. Also, CT scan is known for its ability to produce non-

superimposed cross-sectional images of different anatomic parts such as bones, blood vessels 

and soft tissues inside the human body within the shortest period of time. This makes it possible 

for detection tiny fractures in head injuries and other abnormalities [19]. 

Most often, non-contrast head CT remains the primary technique for the initial evaluation 

of patients with suspected stroke [20] This is important because it excludes intracerebral 

hemorrhage and lesions that might mimic CVA, like a tumor [21]. A study has shown that the 

detection of hemorrhage via non-contrast CT has the advantage of fast acquisition and wide 

availability [22].This accounts for the higher numbers of non-contrast head exams compared to 

CECT for head exams as the ACR guidelines ,suggest that non-contrast head CT is sufficient to 
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diagnose abnormalities which would eliminate ,the unnecessary administration of intravenous 

contrast media [23].  

CECT was requested for the main indications (Fig. 4) because it is useful for staging and 

identification of tumour size. Iopamidol 370 LOCA was mostly used (89.1%) compared with 

iohexol and iopromide (1.56%) because of the higher adverse effects associated with iohexol 

(0.82%) and iopromide (0.65%) as compared with iopamidol (0.29%) reported by [24]. 

 
Relationship between patients’ weight and volume of contrast  

Body weight is the most important patient-related factor which impacts or influence the 

magnitude of vascular and parenchymal contrast media enhancement. Weight-based contrast 

administration protocols are therefore utilized in CECT modalities. This requires that higher 

contrast volumes are administered to heavier and larger patients due to their larger blood 

volumes. Consequently, administration of low volumes of ICA to heavy patients may result in 

image blurrness and compromised image quality. Repeat procedures resulting from poor or 

compromised image quality would further lead to increased patient radiation dose and elevated 

risk of biological damage, especially in the CT modality which is already associated with high 

patient radiation dose. It is therefore imperative that the correct volumes of ICAs are 

administered in CECT in order to avert these challenges.  

In this study, the mean ICA volumes administered to female patients (68.75 ± 17.55 ml) 

was marginally higher because of their heavier weight and higher BMIs. [25] recommended 

administration of weight-related volumes of ICAs ranging from 30 ml (for pediatric patients), to 

100 mls (for patients whose weight exceeded 120 kg). The lowest (40 ml for 35 kg patients) and 

highest (60 ml for 135 kg patients), as well as the mean contrast volumes applied in this study 
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are within this range. The differences could be attributed to radiographers’ decisions regarding 

utilization of weight-based contrast administration protocols in CT imaging.  

 
Hemodynamic parameters and patient demographics 

The study showed differences in the variation of HR with age among the male and female 

patients. The observed decreasing HR with age among females in this study is consistent with the 

literature where [26] reported similar findings. According to [27] the higher levels of estrogen in 

pre-menopausal women could account for this trend.  

This present study showed increases in SBP and DBP with age up to 40-49 yrs for female 

patients, and 50 - 59 yrs in male patients (Fig.1). In a previous [28] reported similar findings of 

continuous increases in SBP between the ages of 30 and 84 years or over. The observed 

variations of SBP and DBP with age could be attributed to changes in arterial and arteriolar 

stiffness, and to increased peripheral vascular resistance in small vessels.  

 
Effect of contrast media on hemodynamic parameters 

Post-contrast CT scans showed statistically significant increases in the patients’ HR. Other 

studies on post LOCM injection, and comparisons of the effects of iodixanol and ioxaglate 

during left ventriculography reported similar findings [12], [29]. The increases in HR could be 

attributed to the vasodilatory properties of contrast media and the effects of psychological factors 

resulting from heat sensation after contrast administration  

Contrary to the findings of this study, [8] and [30] found no significant effects of iodixanol 320 

and iomeprol 350 ICA on HR. According to [31] such inconsistencies could be explained by 

influences of physiochemical properties of contrast media, differences in volume of injected 
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contrast, route of administration, radiographic procedures and study population on outcomes of 

hemodynamic parameters after contrast examination 

This study found statistically significant differences in HR after contrast among patients who 

underwent CECT with non-ionic ICAs, while differences in the SBP and DBP were 

insignificant. The increase in SBP among the CECT patients (6.3%) was significantly higher 

compared to the almost negligible increase of SBP in control patients who received no contrast 

(0.3%). The increases in the DBP between the CECT and non-CECT examinations were also 

statistically insignificant. The findings of the current study are supported by [9] and [32] who 

reported no significant differences in terms of effects on arterial BP in in patients with coronary 

diseases after contrast administration or on LV pressures in patients undergoing contrast 

administration. In other studies, [8] found no effect of the contrast media on tissue temperature, 

SBP and DBP, or cardiac output per minute in patients who underwent CECT examination with 

iodixanol 320 and iomeprol 350, while [9] also reported insignificant effects of non-ionic LOCM 

on blood pressure in pheochromocytoma patients since there was no increase in plasma 

catecholamine levels.  

On the contrary,  [11]reported increases in SBP and DBP after administration of non-

ionic ICA in patients, while [12] reported increases in SBP and DBP after using non-ionic 

(iohexol) contrast in assessing hemodynamic effects of contrast media in patients undergoing 

CECT examination. [33] reported a hypertensive crisis from a study in which non-LOCM caused 

an increase in pulmonary artery pressure during CT examination. In quantifying the effects on 

hemodynamic parameters and kidney function following intravenous administration of non-ionic 

LOCM with normal and low osmolality, [5] also observed a significant transient decrease in 

blood pressure following the administration of low-osmolar iopromide but not with iodixanol.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 26, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317583doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.23.24317583
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


24 

 

The observed discrepancies could be attributed to factors that influence outcome of 

hemodynamic parameters after contrast examination such as differences in volume of injected 

contrast, route of administration, physiochemical properties of contrast media, radiographic 

procedures and study population.  

 
Correlation between anthropometric factors and hemodynamic parameters 

Post-contrast SBP correlated positively with age and BMI (p=0.001, p=0.004) (Table 6) as 

similarly reported [34], [35]. The absence of any effects of contrast volume on SBP and DBP is 

supported [10] who found no correlation between doses of contrast material and its influence on 

hemodynamic parameters.  

This study found no statistically significant differences between patient demographics (gender, 

BMI, and age) in terms of measured blood pressure and HR. This is consistent with previous 

studies which found no difference between the incidence of adverse reactions to contrast media 

and patient characteristics such as sex, gender, weight, flow amount and flow ratio [10]. 

Conclusion 

The study found increases in HR but no effects of non-ionic ICA on SBP and DBP in both male 

and female adult patients who underwent diverse CECT examinations. Although no statistically 

significant differences between patient gender, BMI, and age on the hemodynamic parameters, 

an insignificant relationship was observed between the dose of contrast media and increase in the 

HR observed in this study. The measured SBP and DBP of the majority of patients in the cases 

were within the internationally recommended standards. 

 
Limitations 
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The high cost of CECT examinations limited the sample size as some patients who satisfied the 

inclusion criteria could be afford the fee. The effects of iopromide (ultravist) could not be 

compared with the other ICA since it was rarely used for scanning adult patients. 
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