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ABSTRACT

Background

Abdominal aortic aneurysms (AAAs) are an important cause of death. Small AAAs are surveyed with
ultrasound (US) until a defined diameter threshold, often triggering a CT scan and surgical repair.
Nevertheless, 5-10 % of AAA ruptures are below threshold, and some large AAAs never rupture.
AAA wall biomechanics may reveal vessel wall degradation with potential for patient-centred risk
assessment. This clinical study investigated AAA vessel wall biomechanics and deformation patterns,
including reproducibility.

Methods

In 50 patients with AAA, 183 video clips were recorded by two sonographers. Prototype software
extracted AAA vessel wall principal strain characteristics and patterns. Functional principal
component analysis (FPCA) derived strain pattern statistics.

Results

Strain patterns demonstrated reduced AAA wall strains close to the spine. The strain pattern
‘topography’ (i.e., curve phases or ‘peaks’ and ‘valleys”) had a 3.9 times lower variance than simple
numeric assessment of strain amplitudes, which allowed for clustering in two groups with FPCA. A
high mean reproducibility of these clusters of 87.6 % was found. Median pulse pressure-corrected
mean principal strain (PPPS) was 0.038 %/mmHg (interquartile range: 0.029 to 0.051 %/mmHg) with
no correlation to AAA size (Spearman’s p = 0.02, FDR-P = 0.15). Inter-operator reproducibility of
PPPS was poor (limits of agreement: £0.031 %/mmHg).

Discussion

Strain patterns challenge previous numeric stiffness measures based on AP-diameter and are
reproducible for clustering. This study’s PPPS aligned with prior findings, although clinical
reproducibility was poor. In contrast, US-based strain patterns hold promising potential to enhance
AAA risk assessment beyond traditional diameter-based metrics.

KEYWORDS: abdominal aortic aneurysms, ultrasound, biomechanics, strain
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INTRODUCTION

Abdominal aortic aneurysms (AAA) are characterised by progressive vessel wall weakening, with a
prevalence of about 2-3 % among 65-year-old men (1, 2). This weakening can lead to rupture with a
mortality of 75-80 % (3). In contrast, the mortality associated with prophylactic AAA repair, while
comparatively low, remains non-negligible, ranging from 1-3 % (4). Overall, AAA is estimated as
the 10"-15" most common cause of death among late middle-aged men (5, 6). Repair is typically
considered for large AAAs, assessed by diameter, when the risk of rupture exceeds the procedure-
related risk. Conversely, small AAAs are routinely monitored with ultrasound (US) surveillance (7-
10). However, using diameter as the sole parameter for risk assessment may be flawed since 5-10 %
of all AAAs ruptures occur below the threshold, while other AAAs grow large without rupturing (11-
16). Declining rupture rates, attributed to AAA screening programs and smoking cessation (2, 17),
combined with a potential need for screening more senior citizens and patients with AAA ectasia
(18), may place a capacity constraint on AAA surveillance programs. Thus, a more personalised
approach is needed to detect subthreshold AAAs at risk and prevent overtreatment of low-risk AAAs
above the threshold.

In search of AAA risk factors beyond diameter, biomechanical properties, especially global stiffness
and elastic modulus of the AAA vessel wall, have been studied with US. Both are typically calculated
based on the anterior-posterior (AP) diameter dilatation within a cardiac cycle, normalised for blood
pressure (19-24). These studies correlated the global stiffness and elastic modulus with AAA
diameter, and the results ranged from negligible (19, 24) to moderate correlation (21, 23). Similarly,
studies have investigated the correlation between biomechanical properties and future growth (23,
24), rupture, or repair (20-22). Despite initially promising results, the evidence remains contradictory
and does not consistently align with findings from in vitro studies (25).

Further work has focused on localised AAA wall strains, calculated by mapping the AAA wall motion
with time-resolved two-dimensional (2D-US) (26, 27) and three-dimensional US (3D-US) (28-32).
Local strains are defined by deformation of hypothetical small segments distributed throughout the
AAA vessel wall. This allows for the computation of an entire grid of local AAA vessel wall
deformation across the cardiac cycle, or a “strain map”. One study found that such strain measures
are independent of AAA size and have a non-linear correlation to AAA growth, suggesting that
localised AAA wall strains can potentially improve the current diameter-based AAA risk prediction
(27).
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87  Thus, progress has been made from simple global stiffness and elastic modulus solely based on
88  ultrasound AP-diameter variations to full strain maps. However, only one study (27) has used these
89  new biomechanical markers in AAA risk prediction and did not investigate clinical reproducibility.
90 Also, all current studies of localised wall strains reduce the full AAA vessel wall deformation grid,
91  or strain map, to “single parameter characterisations”. Such characterisations include numeric mean
92  strain, peak strain, and heterogeneity index, which all can be calculated from the strain values of the
93 entire grid. These numeric characterisations, while ingenious, can hide nuances that can only be
94  obtained by considering the complete ‘topography’ of a full AAA strain map.
95  This paper aimed to measure and categorise localised AAA strain maps in a clinical setting using
96  outpatient-based 2D-US acquisitions and a prototype software tool based on a fast strain-mapping
97  approach and to investigate the method’s reproducibility.
98
99 MATERIALS & METHODS
100  Study design
101 A prospective single-centre, observational proof-of-concept study
102
103  Patients
104  Fifty patients from the Copenhagen Aortic CoHort (COACH) were included. COACH is a
105  prospective cohort of patients with AAAs with diameters above 30 mm and monitored with research-
106  orientated US surveillance (33). Enrolment in COACH relies on research staff and equipment
107 availability. Exclusion criteria were aorto-iliac aneurysms; suprarenal aortic aneurysms; prior aortic
108  or iliac artery repair; non-compliance with surveillance; or inability to provide informed consent. US
109  acquisitions were systematically collected and stored.
110
111  METHODS
112  US image acquisition
113 Two US operators independently and non-consecutively recorded two 10-second cross-sectional 2D-
114  UStime-resolved B-mode sequences (video clips called “cineloops”) of the AAA at the maximal AP-
115  diameter during breath-holds using an identical US-system (Epiq Elite US system and C5-1
116  transducer, Philips Medical systems, Bothell, WA, USA). Thus, for each patient, four cineloops were
117  planned (two recordings % two operators). Acquisitions were subsequently transferred to a core lab,

118  where two readers (USL and MIB) mutually and independently conducted the image post-processing
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119 in a randomised order via randomised.org, using a prototype software (Philips Health Technology
120  innovation). The image quality of every cineloop was evaluated and graded by a clinical expert reader
121 (USL). Cineloops of poor image quality were not used for further analysis.

122

123 Strain

124  Strains are the percentage deformation of the AAA vessel wall when force is applied to it, e.g., by the
125  blood pressure during the heart cycle. When overlaying a grid on the AAA vessel wall, principal
126  strain is the largest deformation value in any direction (called the “principal direction”). Higher values
127  indicate softer tissues, and lower values indicate stiffer tissues. Principal strain can then be projected
128 onto two main directions of movement along the AAA vessel wall: circumferential (stretch or
129  compression) or radial (thickening or thinning); see Figure S1.

130

131  Image post-processing

132 The image post-processing is described in detail in previous work (26), with the notable difference
133  that the present study includes principal strain in addition to circumferential and radial strain. The
134  process can be summarised as a 3-step procedure: 1) manual segmentation and automatic tracking;
135  2) automatic strain map generation; and 3) strain pattern extraction.

136

137 1) Manual segmentation and automatic tracking

138  Tracking points were manually positioned at the initial frame of the cineloop. This was done
139  circumferentially at the interface between the aneurysm wall and lumen (Figure 1B). Subsequently,
140  an automated speckle-tracking process was employed based on image gradients within an automatic
141  region of interest (Figure 1C).

142

143  2) Automatic strain map generation

144 A deformation grid was computed based on the tracking procedure, and from this, strain over the
145  cardiac cycle — from end diastole to peak systole — was directly calculated. The resulting strain data
146 were superimposed on the cineloop. This generated a comprehensive strain map (Figure 1D)
147  illustrating different zones of AAA strain, expressed as percentage changes over time. Results from
148  all cardiac cycles were then averaged.

149

150  3) Strain pattern extraction and normalisation
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151  The obtained strain maps contain local information along an irregular vessel wall. To enable inter-
152 case comparisons of strain maps, strain values were radially averaged for each degree of the AAA
153  circumference with 0° defined as the bottom of the strain map (towards the spine), see Figure 1E.
154  Thus, the total information of an AAA strain map is summarised as a polar plot, henceforth designated
155  the “strain pattern”, see Figure 1F (where the black circle represents the reference null strain). Strain
156  patterns were then smoothed to reduce sensitivity to noise.

157

158  Data analysis and statistics

159  Functional data analysis of strain patterns

160 To analyse strain patterns without reducing them to single parameter characterisations, functional
161 data analysis (FDA) with alignment was performed (34). Alignment is the process of elastically
162  synchronizing (or “warping”) functional data sets to a common reference, enabling comparative
163  analysis and inference across patients. The mean strain pattern was calculated on smoothed and
164 elastically aligned strain patterns to reduce noise and account for minor scan variations (e.g., in
165 insonation angles). Further, using function principal component analysis (FPCA), the strain patterns
166  were decomposed into their principal modes of variations (PMV) with associated scores for each
167  cineloop. The scores for each PMV was analysed for correlation with AAA size using Spearman’s
168  rank correlation. A positive or negative coefficient of 0 to 0.3 was considered weak correlation, 0.3
169 to 0.5 low, 0.5to 0.7 moderate, 0.7 to 0.9 high, and 0.9 to 1.0 very high (35). P-values were corrected
170  using the Benjamini-Hochberg false discovery rate (FDR) procedure. Only FDR-P-values < 0.05
171 were considered statistically significant.

172

173  Clustering

174  Subsequently, spectral consensus clustering (36, 37) was then used to split the cineloops into an
175  optimal number of clusters based on the PMV scores.

176

177  Single parameter strain characterisations

178  As described in other work on strain mapping (27-29), single numeric parameter strain
179  characterisations can be calculated from the end-diastolic to peak-systolic strain based on the
180  principal strains across the vessel wall: mean strain; pulse pressure-normalised mean strain (PPPS);
181  peak strain; heterogeneity index, ie., the ratio of the SD of wall strain to the mean wall strain; and

182  local strain ratio, i.e., the ratio between the peak strain and mean strain.
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183

184  Single parameter strain characteristics were summarised across all patients with frequency-weighted
185 medians and interquartile ranges (IQR), due to non-normality. All single parameter strain
186  characteristics were analysed for correlation with AAA size using Spearman’s rank correlation
187  similarly to the PMVs.

188

189  Reproducibility

190 For strain pattern clusters, the “cluster reproducibility” was calculated, which was defined as the
191  percentage of an individual patient’s four cineloops that belong to the majority (or tie for majority)
192  cluster (e.g., three out of four scans within the same cluster equals 75 %). By aligning all of a patient’s
193  scans to each other (within-patient alignment), amplitude and phase variations for each patient could
194  be extracted. These were averaged across patients for an overall amplitude-phase variation ratio.
195  For single parameter characterisations, Bland-Altman limits of agreement (LoA) on inter-reader
196  comparisons were calculated, comparing readers USL and MIB on the same cineloops. The LoA were
197  quantile-based, due to non-normality, and were converted into a range of variance (RoV, i.e. half the
198  quantile distance) and displayed as a percentage of the median. To calculate LoA for inter-operator
199  considerations, a linear mixed-effects model was utilised, accounting for multiple acquisitions by the
200  same operator.

201

202  All statistical analyses described above were performed in R version 4.3.3 using RStudio version
203  2023.12.1 build 402 (Posit software, PBC, Boston MA, USA). The packages: Hmisc, mgcv, fdasrvf,
204  fdapace, and M3C were used for weighted statistics, strain pattern smoothing, alignment, FPCA, and
205  clustering, respectively.

206

207  Ethics

208  This study was approved by the The Regional Ethics Committee of the Capital Region of Denmark
209  (protocol no. H-20001116).

210

211  RESULTS

212 The present study utilised a prototype US tool to estimate AAA vessel wall strains from 183 clinical

213 US cineloops acquired on 50 AAA patients scanned by two independent operators. The frequency-
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214  weighted median AAA size with US was 45.1 mm (weighted IQR: 41.7 to 49.4 mm), and all AAA’s
215  were asymptomatic. Further demographics can be seen in Table 1.

216

217  Strain patterns

218  The strain patterns were extracted as the strain values at each degree on a circle and illustrated as
219  polar plots in Figure 2. The mean principal strain pattern behaved as a triphasic, though almost
220  quadriphasic, curve with three definitive local maxima and a plateau. At the posterior wall, two
221  definitive peaks (3.5 % and 3.2 %) were detected on each side of the spine (320° and 60°). At the
222 anterior wall, one definitive peak (2.1 % at 244°) was identified at the patient's right. In order words,
223 AAA principal strain patterns reveal that, on average, the vessel wall was the softest bilaterally
224 adjacent to the spine and on the right side of the anterior wall while demonstrating maximal stiffness
225  directly over the spine. The mean strain patterns were generally consistent across the two operators.
226 Results for circumferential and radial strain can be seen in Figure S2 and Table S1.

227

228  Three of the eight PMVs extracted with FPCA (see Figure S3) showed evidence of a statistically
229  significant correlation with AAA size (Table 2). The PMV#2 had a p of -0.24 (FDR-P = 0.005),
230 PMV#4 had a p of -0.20 (FDR-P = 0.02), and PMV#8 had a p of 0.29 (FDR-P < 0.001). The PMVs
231  with the most negative and positive correlations to AAA size, PMV#2 and #8, are illustrated in Figure
232 3 alongside scatterplots of their correlations to AAA size. From this, it can be inferred that large
233  AAAs tend towards more strain at the anterior wall with two peaks to the right and left side, while
234 small AAAs tend towards less strain at the anterior wall, but retaining strain peaks in relation to the
235  spine. Also, these two PMVs show that large AAAs tend to have less strain at the lateral walls, while
236 small have more.

237

238  Clustering

239  With spectral consensus clustering, the strain patterns from all cineloops were split into an optimum
240  of two clusters by the algorithm (P = 0.04), the aligned means of which can be seen in Figure 4 (and
241 Figure S4). Generally, the clusters’ aligned mean strain patterns were similar in shape, but differed
242 in the amplitudes of the shape.

243

244 Single parameter characterisations
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245  Single parameter characterisations are summarised in Table 3. The pulse pressure-corrected mean
246  principal strain (PPPS) displayed a weighted median of 0.038 %/mmHg (IQR: 0.029 to 0.051
247  %/mmHg). As also seen in Table 3, none of the single parameter characterisations showed evidence
248  of correlation with AAA size, indicating that these values contain additional information to AAA
249  diameter.

250

251  Reproducibility

252 Mean cluster reproducibility across patients were 86.2 % (95 % CI: 81.4 % to 91.1 %) for principal
253  strain (range of possible values with two clusters and four scans pr. patient is 50-100 %, see also
254  Figure S5). From the alignment procedure, amplitude and phase variations were extracted.
255  Amplitude-phase variance ratios were calculated for principal strain and was 3.9 (95 % CI: 3.3t0 4.7)
256 on average. Thus, the phases of the strain patterns were vastly more reproducible than their specific
257  amplitudes. Example cases with high amplitude-phase variance ratios can be seen in Figure S6.

258

259  Bland-Altman statistics comparing two readers post-processing the same images were converted to
260 RoVs. The PPPS’ inter-reader RoV was low at 0.007 %/mmHg, which translated to 20 % of the
261  median value, indicating good reproducibility of the post-processing. The RoVs for other strain
262  parameters were similar, ranging from 14 % for local strain ratio to 22 % for peak strain. Based on a
263  linear mixed-effects model, inter-operator LOA were calculated; for PPPS this was quite high at
264  +0.031 %/mmHg (82 % of the median). Further reproducibility of principal strain single parameter
265  characterisations can be seen in Table 4. The principal strain was the most reproducible method
266 compared to circumferential and radial strain in Table S3.

267

268

269 DISCUSSION

270  Vessel wall biomechanics have been explored to discover future AAA risk factors. Global stiffness
271  and elastic modulus based on AP-diameter variations seem inconclusive (20, 22, 24), and this study
272 presents an approach using conventional 2D-US to detect local strain changes along the entire AAA
273  circumference.

274  When measuring the strain on 183 cineloops in 50 patients, notable variations in the localised strain

275  were detected, indicating that ‘global stiffness’ and elastic modulus, based on AP-diameter variations,
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276  seem oversimplified. These ‘topographic’ variations were closely related to the spine, suggesting that
277  the surrounding tissue has a profound, and perhaps overlooked, impact on AAA wall biomechanics.
278  For ease of interpretation, earlier works have reduced these localised variations (called ‘strain
279  patterns’ in the present paper) into numeric parameters as a simplified description of the AAA vessel
280  wall motion (26-32). Of these, one (27) has investigated strain mapping from conventional 2D-US,
281  and have reduced the strain patterns to pulse pressure-corrected mean principal strains (€,5/PP, here
282  called PPPS), finding evidence of a connection between intermediate values at baseline and future
283  AAA growth. Interestingly, they found a mean PPPS of 0.034 %/mmHg in 113 AAA patients, which
284  is very close to the weighted median in the present study (0.038 %/mmHg). This similarity in results
285 implies that the measured phenomenon reflects genuine deformation characteristics of the AAA
286  vessel wall.

287  From the current work on strain patterns, the shape, or ‘topography’, of the AAA wall motion curve
288 is quite reliable and easy to reproduce across operators. An example is the almost four-fold decrease
289 invariance when looking at strain pattern phases rather than amplitudes. This is particularly important
290  because, even though a few measures (e.g. heterogeneity index) superfluously describe characteristics
291  of local variations, all characteristics described in earlier work entirely ignore positions of strain
292  variations along the AAA vessel wall. When considering these shapes, clustering based on strain
293  patterns becomes feasible and reproducible, as illustrated by the 86 % cluster reproducibility for
294  principal strain, meaning that an average of about 3.5 out of 4 cineloops belong to the same cluster.
295  Strain pattern clusters are a data-driven way to stratify AAAs. The clusters may reflect important
296  differences in wall characteristics; in this initial study, about half of the patients exhibited stiffer
297 aneurysms. Theoretically, these clusters could be correlated with AAA growth and even rupture.
298 Compared to the reproducibility of strain pattern clusters, Zottola et al. (27) investigated the
299  reproducibility of US-generated AAA vessel wall motion characteristics. On the log scale, they
300 reported an LoA of PPPS that can be translated into an RoV of 15.6 % — slightly better than the RoV
301 of 20 % found in the present study. A notable difference between these methods, is that this study
302  averages strains across all cycles of a 10-second cineloop, while Zottola et al. selected a single cycle
303 from each cineloop. Both Zottola and this study reported inter-reader reproducibility. However, the
304 present study is the first to include inter-operator reproducibility, which is essential if the method
305 should play a role in risk assessment in future AAA surveillance. Unfortunately, reproducibility was
306 challenging for all the investigated parameters, with measurement errors as large as the actually

307 measured values. While this does not invalidate correlation and follow-up studies’ ability to detect
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308 essential associations, the transfer into clinical practice on an individual patient level becomes
309 problematic. The reproducibility issue may have plagued early studies based on AP-diameter
310  variations (19-24).

311

312  Many factors can affect strain measurements, and reproducibility issues were expected. Common
313  ultrasound challenges such as adipose tissue, patient breathing, and bowel movements may
314  additionally have an impact. Strain measurement can theoretically be further hampered by operator-
315 related issues such as insonation angle, cross-section deviations, transducer rotation, and even
316  transducer pressure (38-40). Unlike in diameter measurement, patient factors such as heart rate and
317  Dblood pressure may also limit strain measurements. Despite this, strain patterns appear markedly
318  stable, and their relation to AAA size suggests that AAA strain patterns should be investigated as a
319  viable supplement for a more patient-centred AAA risk stratification. It is conceivable that the
320  progression and rupture of AAA are influenced not by the overall AAA strain but more by localised
321  vessel wall weakness, or ‘weak spots’, and the dynamic interactions with adjacent tissue structures.
322  The surrounding tissue must be essential in restricting AAA wall motion (38), which should also be
323  considered.

324

325  Limitations

326  Further studies with follow-up data should determine the added clinical value of strain pattern
327 analysis and AAA biomechanics for improved AAA risk prediction. Larger cross-sectional studies
328  could provide insights into a correlation between biomechanical measures and patient characteristics:
329 demographics, diabetes, hypertension, medication and sex.

330 The use of repeated measurements mitigates the impact of the relatively small size of this study;
331  however, because of repeated measures and FDA, a preceding power calculation was unfeasible.
332  Therefore, these results must be evaluated considering a potential Type Il error.

333

334  Current and future work

335  With the reservation that this is not a follow-up study, this study suggests that, as the AAAs grow,
336  strain pattern changes may occur at the anterior AAA wall, while the posterior wall strain is constant.
337  The lateral wall strains also showed relation to AAA diameter, though these locations are subject to
338  poorer image quality. Further investigation into these correlations will be an important feature in
339  future studies.
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Conclusion

This proof-of-concept study presents the first experiences for detecting, visualising, and quantifying
circumferential AAA vessel wall strain patterns based on conventional US scanning. Interestingly,
deformation along the circumference of the aneurysm wall was heterogenous, specifically for the wall
close to the spine. These results open the possibility for prospective studies investigating not just

global, but local strain as a risk factor for growth.
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LEGENDS TO TABLES AND FIGURES

Table 1: Demographics table.

SD = standard deviation. N = patients with demographics data. NYHA = New York Heart
Association score.

Table 2: Frequency-weighted medians and interquartile ranges (IQR) along with Spearman’s rank
correlation with abdominal aortic aneurysm (AAA) size for each of the principal strain single
parameter characterisations.

PPPS = pulse pressure-normalised mean principal strain, p = Spearmans’ p, P = P-value, FDR-P =
false discory rate-corrected P-value (FDR-P).

Table 3: Inter-reader and inter-operator reproducibility for principal strain single parameter
characterisations, denoted by range of variance (RoV) and limits of agreement (LoA) from the
quantile-based Bland-Altman statistics and the linear mixed-effects model, respectively.

Both RoV and LoA are shown as absolute values (percentage of median).

Figure 1: Overview of procedure for strain pattern generation. The steps are: A) acquisition of a 10-
second cineloop; B) manual segmentation, placing tracking points along the AAA wall/lumen
border; C) automatic speckle tracking; D) generation of strain map; E) extrapolation of strain values

to a circle; and F) plotting the strain pattern in a polar plot.

Figure 2: Polar plots illustrating aligned mean principal strain across all cineloops. Larger values
indicate softer tissues and smaller values indicate stiffer tissues. The averages are shown comparing

operators.

Figure 3: Polar plots of the principal mode of variation (PMV) with the most negative correlation
(PMV #2) and of the PMV with the most positive correlation (PMV #8) to abdominal aortic aneurysm
(AAA ) size. These are placed next to a scatterplot of the PMV score as a function of AAA size with

a simple linear trend line for clarity.
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Figure 4: The mean principal strain patterns split into two clusters by the expectation-maximisation

clustering algorithm. Note scale difference compared to Figure 2.
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TABLES

Table 1: Demographics table.
SD = standard deviation. N = patients with demographics data. NYHA = New York Heart
Association score.

Overall (N=47)

Sex

Female 9 (19 %)

Male 38 (81 %)
Age (years)

Mean (SD) 73(4.7)
Height (m)”

Mean (SD) 1.8 (0.075)
Weight (kg)"

Mean (SD) 85 (17)
Body mass index (kg/m?)”

Mean (SD) 27 (4.7)
Hypertension

No 14 (30 %)

Yes 33 (70 %)
Ischaemic heart disease

No 40 (85 %)

Yes 7 (15 %)
NYHA

None 5 (11 %)

I 39 (83 %)

I 2 (4 %)

" 1(2 %)

v 0 (0 %)
Blood thinner

None 7 (15 %)

Platelet inhibitor 36 (77 %)

Anticoagulant 3 (6 %)

Dual-pathway inhibition 1 (2 %)
Cholesterol lowering

No 8 (17 %)

Yes 39 (83 %)
Smoking”

Never 2 (4 %)

Past 24 (51 %)

Current 20 (43 %)
Diabetes”

No 37 (79 %)

Yes 9 (19 %)
Pulmonary disease

None 39 (83 %)

Obstructive 7 (15 %)

Restrictive 1 (2 %)

“Further n = 1 missing.
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Table 2: Correlations between abdominal aortic aneurysm (AAA) size and each of the principal
strain pattern principal modes of variation (PMV) from the functional principal component analysis.
p = Spearmans’ p, P = P-value, FDR-P = false discovery rate-corrected P-value.

Statistically significant FDR-P is marked with *.

Correlation to AAA size

PMV  p P  FDR-P
#1 -0.02 078 0.78
#2 -0.24  0.001 0.005*
#3 013 007 015
#4 -0.20 0.008 0.02*
#5 -0.09 020 033
#6 007 035 0.6
#7 -0.05 054  0.62

#8

0.29 <0.001 <0.001*
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Table 3: Frequency-weighted medians and interquartile ranges (IQR) along with Spearman’s rank
correlation with abdominal aortic aneurysm (AAA) size for each of the principal strain single
parameter characterisations.

PPPS = pulse pressure-normalised mean principal strain, p = Spearmans’ p, P = P-value, FDR-P =
false discovery rate-corrected P-value.

Overview Correlation to AAA size
Parameter Median IQR p P FDR-P
Mean strain (%) 21 (1.7 to 2.6) -0.02 0.80 0.94
PPPS (%/mmHg) 0.038 (0.029t00.051) 0.09 0.22 0.94
Peak strain (%) 4.6 (3.4t06.1) 0.01 094 094

Heterogeneity index  0.54  (0.44 to 0.65) 0.02 0.76 0.94
Local strain ratio 2.1 (1.8t02.4) 0.06 041 094
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Table 4: Inter-reader and inter-operator reproducibility for principal strain single parameter
characterisations, denoted by range of variance (RoV) and limits of agreement (LoA) from the
quantile-based Bland-Altman statistics and the linear mixed-effects model, respectively.

Both RoV and LoA are shown as absolute values (percentage of median).

Inter-reader Inter-operator

Parameters RoV LoA
Mean strain (%) 0.33 (16 %) 1.4 (69 %)
PPPS (%/mmHg) 0.007 (20 %) 0.031 (82 %)
Peak strain (%) 0.99 (22 %) 3.7 (81 %)

Heterogeneity index  0.099 (19 %) 0.43 (82 %)
Local strain ratio 0.29 (14 %) 1.2 (55 %)
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FIGURES

Figure 1: Overview of procedure for strain pattern generation. The steps are: A) acquisition of a 10-
second cineloop; B) manual segmentation, placing tracking points along the AAA wall/lumen
border; C) automatic speckle tracking; D) generation of strain map; E) extrapolation of strain values

to a circle; and F) plotting the strain pattern in a polar plot.
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Figure 2: Polar plots illustrating aligned mean principal strain patterns across all cineloops from al

patients. Larger values indicate softer tissues and smaller values indicate stiffer tissues. The

averages are shown comparing operators.
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Figure 3: Polar plots of the principal mode of variation (PMV) with the most negative correlation
(PMV #2) and of the PMV with the most positive correlation (PMV #8) to abdominal aortic aneurysm
(AAA ) size. These are placed next to a scatterplot of the PMV score as a function of AAA size with

a simple linear trend line for clarity.
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Figure 4: The mean principal strain patterns split into two clusters by spectral consensus clustering.

Note scale difference compared to Figure 2.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Table S1: Local extrema describing the aligned mean curves for the principal, circumferential, and
radial strains.

Principal strain Circumferential strain Radial strain
Position (°)  Strain (%) Position (°)  Strain (%) Position (°)  Strain (%)
12 Min: 2.2 9 Min: -0.9 9 Max: 0.3
60 Max: 3.2 70 Max: 2.1 55 Min: -0.6
189 Min: 1.1 128 Min: 0.5 104 Max: 0.3
244 Max: 2.1 152 Max: 0.7 177 Min: -1.3
266 Min: 1.9 191 Min: 0.0 274 Max: 0.4
320 Max: 3.5 238 Max: 1.3 321 Min: -0.9
271 Min: 0.4
315 Max: 2.5

Table S2: Correlations between abdominal aortic aneurysm (AAA) size and each of the
circumferential and radial strain pattern principal modes of variation (PMV) from the functional
principal component analysis.

p = Spearmans’ p, P = P-value, FDR-P = false discovery rate-corrected P-value.

Statistically significant FDR-P is marked with *.

Correlation to AAA size

PMV p P FDR-P
Circumferential strain
#1 -0.15 0.05 0.07
#2 0.21 0.004 0.01*
#3 -0.12 011 0.14
#4 0.19 0.01 0.03*
#5 -0.11 012 0.14
#6 0.05 050 0.50
#7 0.23 0.002 0.01*
#8 0.16 0.03 0.06
Radial strain

#1 -0.03 064 0.64
#2 0.07 036 048
#3 0.06 040 048
#4 0.24 0.001 0.007*
#5 0.10 0.18 0.36
#6 0.10 0.17 0.36

Table S3: Frequency-weighted medians and interquartile ranges (IQR) along with Spearman’s rank
correlation with abdominal aortic aneurysm (AAA) size for each of the principal strain single
parameter characterisations. The pulse pressure- normalised mean strains are denoted ‘PP’ and are
similar to the pulse pressure-corrected mean principal strains, PPPS, in the paper.

p = Spearmans’ p, P = P-value, FDR-P = false discovery rate-corrected P-value (FDR-P).
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Overview Correlation to AAA size

Parameter Median IQR p P FDR-P
Circumferential strain

Mean strain (%) 0.78 (0.50t0 1.1) -0.05 0.50 0.96
PP (%/mmHg) 0.013 (0.009t00.019) 0.02 0.83 0.96
Peak strain (%) 3.5 (2.61t04.9) 0.00 0.96 0.96
Heterogeneity index 1.7 (1.1t02.7) 0.01 0.90 0.96
Local strain ratio 4.6 (3.3t07.2) 0.04 0.63 0.96

Radial strain
Mean strain (%) -0.30 (-0.71t00.098) -0.04 0.59 0.69
PP (%/mmHg) -0.005 (-0.012t00.002) -0.05 0.50 0.69
Peak strain (%) 2.2 (1.3t03.4) -0.03 0.71 0.71
Heterogeneity index  -1.5 (-3.4t01.9) -0.11 0.15 0.51
Local strain ratio -1.7 (-5.0t04.5) -0.10 0.19 0.51

Table S4: Inter-reader and inter-operator reproducibility for circumferential and radial strain single
parameter characterisations, denoted by range of variance (RoV) and limits of agreement (LoA)
from the quantile-based Bland-Altman statistics and the linear mixed-effects model, respectively.
Both RoV and LoA are shown as absolute values (percentage of median).

Inter-reader Inter-operator

Parameters RoV LoA
Circumferential strain
Mean strain (%) 0.20 (26 %) 1.0 (128 %)
PP (%/mmHg) 0.004 (29 %) 0.021 (152 %)
Peak strain (%) 0.92 (27 %) 3.4 (97 %)
Heterogeneity index 4.1 (226 %) 13 (703 %)
Local strain ratio 8.3 (182 %) 23 (503 %)
Radial strain
Mean strain (%) 0.40 (129%) 1.9 (621 %)
PP (%/mmHg) 0.008 (149 %) 0.038 (711 %)
Peak strain (%) 1.1(48%) 3.5(152 %)

Heterogeneity index 42 (2663 %) 45 (2861 %)
Local strain ratio 72 (4102 %) 81 (4650 %)
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Figure S1: Overview of circumferential and radial strain types with a sample strain map in the centre.
Circumferential strain is defined as compression or stretch along the circumference of the AAA vessel
wall. Radial strain is thinning or thickening of the vessel wall and surrounding tissue. Both types of
strain are visualised in the same manner: zero strain is green, positive strain (stretch) is blue, and

negative strain (compression) is red.
Circumferential strain Radial strain
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Figure S2: Polar plots illustrating mean circumferential and radial strain across all cineloops. For
circumferential and radial strain, respectively, positive values indicate stretching or thickening of

the AAA vessel wall, and negative values indicate compression or thinning. The averages are

shown comparing operators.
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Figure S3: Polar plots of the all principal modes of variation (PMVs) derived from the functional
principal component analysis of principal, circumferential, and radial strain. The purple lines show
the mean strain pattern, and the pink areas show the mean plus 10 - PMV.
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Figure S4: The mean circumferential and radial strain patterns each split into two clusters by the

spectral consensus clustering algorithm.
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Figure S5: Distribution of patient cluster reproducibilities measured by the percentage of a patient’s

cineloops belonging to the same cluster.
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Figure S6: Strain patterns extracted from cineloops acquired on the same patients. Examples are
chosen purely to illustrate how phases can vary little compared to the amplitude variation.

Note, while each polar plot depicts strain patterns from the same patient, the principal,
circumferential, and radial strain pattern polar plots are from different patients. These curves

represent the smoothed strain patterns, before any alignment.
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