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One of the highest mortality rates of cardiovascular diseases is aortic dissections with
challenging treatment options. Currently, less study has been conducted in developing
in vitro patient-specific Type B aortic dissection models, which mimic physiological flow
conditions along the true and false lumens separated by a dissection flap with multiple
entry and exit tears. A patient-specific Stanford Type B aortic dissection scan was
replicated by an in-house manufactured automatic injection moulding system and a
novel modelling technique for creating the ascending aorta, aortic arch, and descending
aorta incorporating arterial branching, the true/false lumens, and dissection flap with
entry and exit intimal tears. The physiological flowrates and pressure values were
monitored, which identified jet stream fluid flows entering and exiting the dissection
tears. Pressure in the aorta’s true lumen region was controlled at 125/85 mmHg for
systolic and diastolic values. Pressure values were obtained in eight sections along the
false lumen using a pressure transducer. The true lumen systolic pressure varied from
122 to 128 mmHg along the length. Flow patterns were monitored by ultrasound along
12 sections. Detailed images obtained from the ultrasound transducer probe showed
varied flow patterns with one or multiple jet steam vortices along the aorta model. The
dissection flap movement was assessed at four sections of the patient-specific aorta
model. The displacement values of the flap varied from 0.5 to 3 mm along the model.
This model provides a unique insight into aortic dissection flow patterns and pressure
distributions. This dissection phantom model can be used to assess various treatment
options based on the surgical, endovascular, or hybrid techniques.

Keywords: aortic dissection, in vitro testing, phantom model, true and false lumens, blood pressure, flow
patterns, dissection flap
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INTRODUCTION

Aortic dissections have one of the highest mortality rates
when compared to other cardiovascular diseases (1). Aortic
dissections have challenging treatment options (1) and are the
only cardiovascular disease that has no improvement in survival
rates over the last four decades (2). The incidence of aortic
dissection ranges from 5 to 30 cases per million people per year,
depending on the prevalence of risk factors. Each year in Europe,
an estimated 16,000 people are diagnosed with descending
thoracic aortic pathology-complicated diseases. Although the
disease is uncommon, its outcome is frequently fatal, and many
patients with aortic dissections die before presentation to the
hospital or prior to diagnosis (3, 4). Aortic dissections originate
either at (1) the ascending aorta near the aortic valve or at (2)
the descending aorta just distal to the origin of the left subclavian
artery. The former is termed as Stanford Type A, and the latter,
Stanford Type B (3), with approximately one-third of all aortic
dissection cases attributed to acute Type B aortic dissections (5).
Both the classified types of aortic dissections are caused by a
tear between the intima and media layers creating true and false
lumens, occurring anywhere along the human aorta which can
affect some or the entire aorta from the aortic valve right down
to the aortic bifurcation (6, 7). This tear creates a dissection flap
comprised of intima, thin layer of media, and multiple intimal
injury sites facilitating flow communication between the true
and false lumens (8). During the past two decades, a variety of
treatment options are available for aortic dissections. In general,
Type A aortic dissections are treated surgically while medical
management or endovascular stent grafts are used to treat Type
B dissections (9). However, despite recent advances in medical,
surgical, and endovascular treatments, this disease remains a
formidable clinical challenge with high hospital mortality rates of
20% pre-admission mortality and 30% inhospital mortality, with
many chronic Type B dissections developing complications (10).
There are no reported differences in the long-term survival rates
between Stanford Type A and Type B dissections (11).

Computational and experimental modelling can assist in
understanding the haemodynamic phenomena that occur
within aortic dissections. Both Schlicht (12) and Rudenick
et al. (13) assessed pressure and velocity profiles within
flexible straight dissection phantom models, under pulsatile
flow conditions. A haemodynamic study was also conducted
within an in vitro patient-specific Type B aortic dissection
phantom model under steady (14) and pulsatile (15) flow
conditions with undocumented stiffness or compliance values.
Zadrazil et al. (16) performed steady flow computational and
experimental simulations on an idealised Type B aortic dissection
without branching vessels. Patient-specific computational studies
incorporating branching vessels along a Type B dissection have
previously been reported (17, 18). Pirola et al. (18) also compared
their computational analysis with four-dimensional (4D) MRI.
Bonfanti et al. (19) conducted pulsatile in silico and in vitro
analysis on the patient-specific Type B aortic dissection models.
At present, no fluid-structure interaction (FSI) studies have been
published on aortic dissections (20). Few in vitro haemodynamic
studies have been completed on aortic dissection models. There

are currently no reported experiment models incorporating
branches along the aortic dissection and patient-specific intimal
tears. All documented aortic dissection models are limited to
rigid walls. The addition of the aortic branches can promote
further skewing of the flow with a spiral flow effect.

Aortic dissections are difficult to replicate due to their split
lumen configuration and dissection tears. The majority of thin-
walled flexible arterial phantom models, manufactured at present,
are mostly comprised of single-lumen vessels replicating, for
example, cerebral, coronaries, and aortic aneurysms with some
models including layers for mimicking thrombus or lesions.
However, very few experimental aortic dissection models exist
which incorporate a true and false lumen separated by a
dissection flap comprising of multiple intimal tears.

There is a requirement for aortic dissection simulator rigs
to mimic physiological flow conditions through patient-specific
thin-walled flexible aortic dissection models. Such test systems
would allow for the haemodynamic analysis and the assessment
of various treatment options based on the surgical, endovascular,
or hybrid techniques. As far as the authors are aware, there is no
patient-specific thin-walled aortic dissection model comprising
of branching vessels and the true geometry of entry and exit
tears, connected to a flow simulator capable of replicating
the haemodynamic effects along a dissection model, assessing
the flow communication through the dissection flap based on
medical image datasets.

The main aim of this study was to (1) replicate a thin-walled
flexible Type B aortic dissection model with branching vessels
based on medical images and (2) assess the haemodynamic effects
along this aortic dissection model with particular emphasis on the
effects that the dissection flap has on flow patterns and pressure
distributions within the true and false lumens.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Virtual Model
A set of anonymised medical images in Digital Imaging and
Communications in Medicine (DICOM) format were acquired
from a CT scanner comprising of one patient-specific Stanford
Type B aortic dissection case. This case was of a 30-year-
old woman obtained from the Multi-Flow Modular (MFM)
Global Registry hosted by the Western Vascular Institute.
The open-source software, 3D Slicer, was used to generate a
virtual three-dimensional (3D) model of the patient-specific
aortic dissection comprising of the ascending aorta, aorta arch,
descending aorta, iliac vessels with associated branching and
dissection flap with three initial tears as shown in Figure 1.

Phantom Model
A thin-walled flexible model was manufactured by the lost-
wax process. Previous in vitro models for simulating blood flow
through a single lumen within the coronaries (21, 22), cerebral
(23–27), and aortic aneurysms (28–30) were previously replicated
in our laboratory. An in-house automatic injection system was
designed and manufactured in order to control the injection
process. This aortic dissection model would be difficult to inject
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FIGURE 1 | Three-dimensional generated patient-specific Type B aortic dissection model showing the dimensions of the various geometrical parameters.

manually due to its split lumen configuration, thin walls, length
(aortic valve to iliac vessels), and the entry/exit tears. The manual
injection of a dissection model would lead to voids along the
flap, which could not be easily filled in later. The automated
injection moulding system controlled the feed rates and time
delays for injecting silicone mixtures into different moulds and
improved the quality of the models by eliminating the majority
of bubbles (<5%) during the injection process. Previous manual
injection methods had a reject/fallout rate of 55%, producing
uneven wall thicknesses with air bubbles. A translucent two-
part silicone elastomer Elastosil M4641 (Wacker Chemie AG,
Germany) mixed in a ratio of 10:1 by weight, with 5% silicone
fluid (Dow Corning, United Kingdom), was injected into a series
of inner and outer mould cavities to create a thin-walled flexible
Stanford Type B aortic dissection (Figure 2A). The Young’s
modulus of this mixture was 1.2 MPa as determined by testing
dog bone samples (BS ISO 37:2005, type 2) in a uniaxial tensile
testing machine (Instron 5544, United Kingdom), equipped with
10N static load cell.

Biosimulator
The pulsatile flow was replicated using a linear actuator
(Aerotech, United Kingdom) that displaced a piston pump
connected with two check valves. A steady flow circuit was set
up in series with the pulsatile circuit using a direct drive pump
(RD-05HV24, Iwaki Direct Drive Pump, Japan) capable of a
maximum flowrate of 6 L/min and 9 m maximum head. The
direct drive pump was controlled by a DC power supply. This in-
line steady flow circuit allowed a non-positive flowrate waveform
to be generated by superimposing the steady flow line on the

pulsatile flow circuit. A commercially available Blood Mimicking
Fluid (BMF, Model 046, CIRS, United States) was used in this
system. It simulated the acoustic and physical characteristics
of the blood, thus providing a stable and reliable fluid for
Doppler studies. The temperature of the blood fluid replica was
maintained constant at 37◦C with the use of a heating unit (Julabo
Ltd., United Kingdom). This heating unit provided continuous
stirring and mixing of the fluid mixture. The inlet flowrates were
measured by an ultrasonic flowmeter (TS410 plug-in module,
Transonic, United States) with a flow sensor (25PXN Inline
Flow Sensor, Transonic, United States) having an inner diameter
of 25.4 mm. The flow sensor had a resolution of 1 ml/min
for a scale of ±25 L/min for steady and pulsatile flows. The
pressure transducer (Model FPG, R.D.P. Electronics Ltd., UK,
with a range of 5 PSIG and output: 9.9556 mV/V) was used
to measure pressures. A ∅1.2-mm (O.D.) angiographic access
catheter (Terumo, Europe) was connected into the false lumen
port comprising of the pressure transducer (R.D.P. Electronics
Ltd., UK), to record pressures along the false lumen.

The outer wall displacements were monitored and recorded
with a vision system connected to a CCD camera (Dalsa 4M30,
Dalsa Corporation), with a frame rate of 30 frames per second,
and a 4 MP resolution with attached Schneider Enlarger lens
(aperture F 2.8). A circular fluoroscope light (CFVI Model 10,
Coherent) positioned around the camera’s lens was applied to
give the correct image brightness and contrast. The flow patterns,
velocity profiles, and inner flap motion were visualised in real-
time using the LOGIC-e Oxygen Care Ultrasound machine
(GE Healthcare, IL, United States) and a VF13-5 128 Element
Linear Array transducer probe, with a frequency range of
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FIGURE 2 | (A) Manufactured thin-walled flexible Type B aortic dissection model, (B) experimental flow rig, (C) zoomed in of attached aortic dissection model within
the test rig, (D) measured inlet flowrate along the ascending aorta, and (E) measured inlet pressure within the ascending aorta.

5–13 MHz. Figures 2B,C show the in vitro test rig. Figure 2D
shows the generated inlet flowrate with a mean flowrate of
3.4 L/min, and Figure 2E shows the inlet pressure within the
ascending aorta. Table 1 shows the % outflows for the various
arterial branches.

Pressure measurements and visualising various flow patterns
were selected along the descending aorta as shown in Figure 3.
These selected regions were in accordance with other clinical
reporting standards (31).

RESULTS

Geometrical Check
The aortic dissection model was scanned with an in-house
Fluoroscopy X-ray machine [Ziehm Vision R Fluoroscope
(Mobile C-arm), Germany]. The diameter sizes were analysed in
Adobe Photoshop R© CS5 software package (Adobe, United States).
There was a 1.3–2.4% difference in geometry between the 3D
virtual model and the manufactured phantom model.

Pressure Measurements
Eight pressure readings were taken along the model including
three dissection tear openings as shown in Figure 3A. Section 1
was measured directly by the pressure transducer, while Sections
2–8 were measured by the catheter attached to the pressure
transducer within the false lumen. Figure 4 shows the pressure
measurements for the ascending aorta (true lumen) and all eight
sections along the false lumen. The pressure in the aorta’s true
lumen region was controlled at 125/85 mmHg for systolic and

diastolic values. The false lumen pressures differed in each region,
ranging from a peak systolic value of 130 mmHg to a minimum
diastolic value of 87 mmHg. It was found that the peak systolic
pressure values (130 mmHg) at the top of the false lumen region
had similar systolic pressure values in the true lumen. At the same
location, the diastolic values increased from 87 to 110 mmHg
in the false lumen. The false lumen pressures were lower than
the true lumen pressures. At the first dissection tear, pressure
values decreased slightly in the false lumen region by 2 mmHg
in both systolic and diastolic values from 130 to 128 mmHg and
110 to 108 mmHg, respectively. This signifies that the flowrates
were similar in both regions at this point of the aorta. At the
second tear, pressure values dropped again in the false lumen to
118 mmHg systolic and 98 mmHg diastolic values. At the celiac
trunk and superior mesenteric arteries, pressure values dropped
by approximately 5 mmHg for systolic and diastolic values in
the false lumen, while increasing again by 5 mmHg below both
arteries. For the third and final tear, a noticeable drop in pressure
of 8 mmHg was determined in the false lumen for both diastolic
and systolic pressure readings.

Flow Patterns Along the Patient-Specific
Aorta
The patient-specific silicone model was monitored along 12
sections as shown in Figure 3B by the dashed lines. The direction
of the flow is shown by arrows.

Sections 1, 2, and 3
Along the ascending aorta, there was a counterclockwise
rotational flow pattern as viewed from the inlet (Figure 5 –
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FIGURE 3 | (A) Location of the pressure readings measured along the model and (B) locations of the flow patterns visualised along the model.

TABLE 1 | Flowrates through the various arterial branches.

Arterial branching % outflow Flowrate (L/min)

Innominate 10 0.333

Left common carotid 10 0.333

Left subclavian 10 0.333

Celiac 10 0.333

Superior mesenteric 10 0.333

Left and right renals 20 0.666

Left common iliac 15 0.500

Right common iliac 15 0.500

Section 1 – S1 A) that travelled toward the upper branching
vessels. The ultrasound colour Doppler (Figure 5 – S1 B) showed
this rotational flow pattern with red and blue regions identifying
flow travelling toward and away from the transducer.

The transducer probe was positioned along the centre line on
the anterior side, showing a spiral flow as visualised by the colour
Doppler ultrasound (Figure 5 – S2 B).

Section 3
With the transducer probe positioned at the left subclavian artery
“Section 3,” the fluid flow pattern rotated toward the centre of the
vessel. The white solid arrow signifies the fluid direction. There
was rotational flow from the posterior to the anterior side.

Section 4
This section was 10 mm downstream from Section 3. Two
(double) vortex flow patterns were observed as shown in
Figure 5 (S4 A, S4 B).

Section 5
This section was at the proximal end of the aortic dissection
and proximal to the first tear. There were two vortexes in the
false lumen region with recirculating regions. Both vortexes are
located close to the internal adventitia wall (Figure 5 – Section 5).

Section 6
Section 6 was along the first dissection tear measuring
approximately 8 mm in length and located 30 mm from the top of
the false lumen. There was a jet stream travelling across the tear,
creating a large singular vortex motion within the false lumen.
The dashed lines represent the intima flap with entry dissection
(Figure 5 – Section 6).

Section 7
Section 7 was between the first and second tears (Figure 6, Section
7). The flow within the true lumen is skewed toward the posterior
wall. The false lumen had a singular vortex spinning toward the
centre and parallel to the intima flap (Figure 6 – dashed line –
S7 A). Figure 6 (Section 7 – S7 B) shows the mixing of the blood
mimicking fluid as shown by the mosaic of colours.
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FIGURE 4 | Pressure measurements for (A) the ascending aorta (true lumen) and (B–I) all eight sections along the false lumen.
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FIGURE 5 | Monitored flow patterns by ultrasound for Sections 1–6.

FIGURE 6 | Monitored flow patterns by ultrasound for Sections 7–12.

Section 8
Section 8 was across the second dissection tear located 110 mm
from the top of the false lumen. The tear was approximately
5 mm in length and 3 mm in width. There were multiple vortices
visualised within the false lumen (Figure 6 – Section 8). Possible
reasons for these multiple vortices are due to a small split tear
in the intima flap at the second tear. There was an increase in
flowrates across the second tear, due to a combined flowrate
between the first and second tears.

Section 9
The velocity through the true lumen was much quicker than that
of the false lumen region due to the narrowing of the true lumen
(Figure 6 – S9 A, S9 B).

Section 10
Section 10 was distal of the superior mesenteric artery; the true
lumen had no recirculation regions while the false lumen had
slower fluid flow with one vortex at the base of the vessel and

a smaller vortex along the side of the intima flap (Figure 6 –
S10 A, S10 B).

Section 11
The ultrasound video imaging distinguished geometrical
parameters for the third dissection hole in the vicinity of the
region (Figure 6 – S11 A, S11 B). This third and final dissection
tear were located 300 mm distally of the descending aorta’s false
lumen. This exit dissection tear/hole measured 5 mm in diameter
and was positioned at the very base of the false lumen region. For
this particular tear, the fluid flow was exiting the false lumen and
re-entering the true lumen. The flow through the third dissection
hole was similar to the entry flow of the second dissection hole.
One particular difference between the second entry dissection
hole and the third was that the exit tear velocity shifted the true
lumen flow against the artery wall (Figure 6 – S11 A, S11B).

Section 12
This section defined the flowrate exiting both iliac arterial vessels.
The flowrate on the iliac left side was exiting quicker than the iliac
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FIGURE 7 | Flow patterns and peak pressure values in the false lumen.

on the right side, as monitored by the ultrasound colour Doppler
(Figure 6 – S12 B).

Figure 7 shows the flow patterns and peak pressure values in
the false lumen.

Flap Movement
The movement of the flap was assessed in four sections as shown
in Figure 8. The displacement of the flap varied from 0.5 to 3 mm.
The largest displacement occurred at the first aortic dissection
tear. This was possibly due to the large dissection entry tear at
the upper proximal section of the aorta. The final two dissections
had displacement values ranging between 0.5 and 1 mm. This
displacement value of 1 mm was consistent prior to the superior
mesenteric region. The smallest displacement occurred after the
third dissection. The intimal flap was slightly curved toward the
false lumen for all stages of the cardiac cycle.

Velocity and Flowrate Measurements
Along the True/False Lumens and Across
the Tears
The average velocity profiles measured by the ultrasound
machine are shown along three sections of the aortic dissection
model (Figure 9) and across the tears (Figure 10). The Pulse
Wave Doppler (PWD) mode was applied. The Doppler sample
volume (gate) was adjusted to completely encompass the vessel

and tears. The Doppler sample volume was positioned parallel to
the flow, and the transducer was positioned on the anterior side.
The average velocity profiles across the vessels were measured

FIGURE 8 | Dissection flap displacement.

Frontiers in Cardiovascular Medicine | www.frontiersin.org 8 March 2022 | Volume 9 | Article 797829

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cardiovascular-medicine
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cardiovascular-medicine#articles


fcvm-09-797829 March 11, 2022 Time: 16:48 # 9

Morris et al. Aortic Dissection: In vitro Assessment

FIGURE 9 | The average velocity profiles measured by Pulse Wave Doppler (PWD) along three sections of the aortic dissection model between (A) the first and
second tears, (B) the second tear and superior mesenteric, and (C) the third tear and iliac vessels.

between the first and second tears (Figure 9A), between the
second and third tears (Figure 9B), and between the third tear
and the iliac vessels (Figure 9C). There was a higher velocity
magnitude along the true lumen when compared to the false
lumen. The inlet velocities entering the false lumen peaked
at ∼15 cm/s (Figure 10A) for the first tear and ∼11 cm/s
(Figure 10B) for the second tear and re-entered the true lumen
through the third tear with a maximum recorded velocity of
∼11 cm/s. The average estimated flowrates through tears 1 and
2 into the false lumen were 0.08 L/min (2.6% of total inlet flow
over one cardiac cycle) and 0.05 L/min (1.6% of total inlet flow
over one cardiac cycle), respectively. The peak systolic flowrates
entering the false lumen through tears 1 and 2 were 0.25 and
0.1 L/min, respectively.

DISCUSSION

As far as the authors are aware, this is the first flexible thin-
walled patient-specific aortic dissection model that included
the full human aorta with branching vessels and intima tears,
based on medical images. In particular, branching vessels were
incorporated along the aortic dissection with patient-specific
entry and exit tear geometries. No other reported experimental
model has incorporated these patient-specific features. This
in vitro model is a much-improved representation of the in vivo

scenario that has not been experimentally replicated before. The
geometrical accuracy of previously reported in vitro models is not
documented. The phantom model presented in this study was
scanned along different planes by a Fluoroscopy X-ray machine
and compared against the original CT-scanned datasets. There
was less than a 3% geometrical difference between the phantom
model and CT-scanned datasets.

Physiological pressure values were determined for the true
and false lumens. It is straightforward to take true and false
lumen pressure measurements intraoperatively. However, this
could only be carried out at the time of repair and could never
be justified to be undertaken explicitly for the purposes of
research. Therefore, getting patient-specific measurements in a
patient who is under surveillance and not scheduled for repair
would not be possible. To put this into context, intervention for
patients with Type B aortic dissection is only indicated when they
have complications. Such complications may include false lumen
aneurysm formation, malperfusion (visceral, spinal, and lower
limb), refractory pain, refractory hypertension, and rupture, and
the majority of patients (57% based on the International Registry
of Acute Aortic Dissection data) are treated medically (i.e., no
intervention) (32).

In vivo studies have shown the existence of anticlockwise flow
rotation in the descending aorta during systole (33, 34) similar
to our observed flow patterns. Several different types of vortex
patterns occurred within our phantom model commencing at
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FIGURE 10 | The average velocity profiles measured by PWD across (A) tear
1, (B) tear 2, and (C) tear 3.

the false lumen. A vortex can shield the surrounding blood
flow causing platelet activation causing thrombus formation (35),
which leads to arterial wall hypoxia, increased local inflammation
resulting in localised wall weakening, and subsequent rupture
(36). Karmonik et al. (37) observed significant aneurysmal
dilation within a chronic dissection case and believed that this
was due to thrombus formation. To the authors’ knowledge,
these flow patterns and pressure values have not been
determined before in a Type B aortic dissection model with
arterial branching.

The intimal flap displacements measured within our model
were in agreement with in vivo observed intimal flap motions of
0.5± 0.2 mm (38) and a range of 1.8–10.2 mm (39). Our findings
were lower than that of Birjiniuk et al. (15), who experimentally
obtained a maximum displacement of 14.3± 0.5 mm. A possible
discrepancy in this displacement, with the displacement reported
in our study, is that the model developed by Birjiniuk et al.
(15) had an intimal flap thickness of 0.5 mm, which was thinner
than our flap, and there could have been a greater pressure
variation that was undocumented between the true and false
lumen regions, in their study. The intima flap motion can be
affected by the prognosis of late or chronic dissection tears,
where the flap motion is more rigid or stiffer in nature, due
to the progression of the disease (40). The wall thickness of
the intimal flap may have an influence on the flap motion
throughout the model.

The accurate calculation of the flowrates along the true and
false lumens was not possible using the ultrasound machine.
The PWD mode measures only the velocity, and the flowrate
is found by multiplying the area by the velocity obtained
across the vessel. The area is normally calculated by measuring
the distance between the gates and assuming a circular cross-
section. The flowrate is simply found by multiplying the area
by the velocity obtained across the vessel. The cross-sections
along both true and false lumens are of a half-moon shape
and not circular in shape. For accurate flowrate measurements,
PWD should be measured where the vessel is relatively circular
(41). Hoyt et al. (42) evaluated five commercially available
duplex ultrasound machines by three blinded experienced users
within an in vitro test system comprising of a 6-mm inner
diameter straight tube. They found an underestimation of the
true flowrate for the flowrates exceeding 350 ml/min, except for
one system that overestimated these values. They acknowledged
the simplicity of their test setup, and further measurement
imprecisions would occur within an animal model. Van Canneyt
et al. (43) demonstrated, within an arteriovenous fistula model,
that the PWD-based flowrate estimates are subject to a high
degree of inaccuracy. This further demonstrates the difficulty in
acquiring accurate flowrates from duplex ultrasound, especially
for the patient-specific aortic dissection cases. The PWD mode
measures in 1D and only captures the velocity component in the
direction of the beam (43). The PWD captures the axial flow and
not the resultant flow through the vessel caused by the spiral flow
effects that were shown to occur within our model. Chen et al.
(44) computationally simulated pulsatile flow within a patient-
specific Type B dissection model and reported 25.4% of the inlet
flow travelled through two entry tears into the false lumen over
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the cardiac cycle. This is a sixfold increase in flow travelling into
the false lumen when compared to our findings. However, their
study did not report the tear area, and this may explain this
sixfold difference. Cheng et al. (45) simulated computationally
eight patient-specific Type B aortic dissection cases. Their study
found 6–82% of the systolic flow travelling through the tears into
the false lumens for a wide variation of primary tear areas of 10–
599 mm2. Over 50% of the systolic flow travelled into the false
lumen for large enter primary tear areas of greater than 240 mm2.
Much lower primary tear areas (∼10 mm2) have less than 10% of
the systolic flow travelling entering the false lumens, similar to
our study, which has a low primary tear area of 27 mm2. The
maximum velocities along the main trunk before the first tear
were 12 cm/s while along the true lumen the velocities varied
from 40 cm/s (distal of the first tear) to 20 cm/s (distal of the
third tear and proximal to the iliac vessels). This increase in
velocity along the true lumen when compared to the main trunk
proximal to the first tear was due to a reduction in the true lumen
cross-sectional area. There was an increase of 25% in first tear
velocity when compared to the main trunk velocity proximal to
the first tear with a reduction of 8% in velocity for the second
and third tears. The velocities along the true lumen exceeded
the first tear velocity by 33–166%. This was due to the low tear
area that reduced the systolic flow travelling into the false lumen.
The exact phase difference between the aortic velocities and tear
velocities could not be determined. Only one transducer could
be positioned at any one time, and the ultrasound system could
not be triggered. It was clear from the video evidence that the
maximum tear velocities occurred during the systolic phase.

A patient-specific mould and an inner core model were
created using a rapid prototyping machine. The automated
injection moulding system assisted in injecting the patient-
specific mould to produce the model. The patient-specific model
was injected at a consistent feed rate with a silicone mixture
using three injection ports on the mould, which is difficult
to achieve manually. It was paramount to inject the patient-
specific model on a first-time basis, due to the number of labour
hours involved in printing and assembling the inner core and
outer mould. The injection system provided complete control
in injecting the silicone mixture into the patient-specific mould
and minimised any unwanted variables (voids/bubbles) in the
manufacturing process.

There remains much debate on the optimal management of
aortic dissection. There has been increased use of endovascular
techniques due to evidence suggesting that early endovascular
management of Type B aortic dissection with thoracic
endografting, although not enhancing survival, promotes
aortic remodelling, which may, in turn, reduce the need for
aortic reintervention (INSTEAD Trial and Adsorb Trial).
However, the endovascular management of aortic dissection
is not suitable in all patients due to anatomical constraints,
in particular adequate proximal landing zones of the normal
aorta to provide enough seal. Additionally, in the acute phase,
endografting is associated with a risk of retrograde Type A
dissection, whereas, in the chronic phase, endografting may be
compromised by a small true lumen which becomes difficult to
open due to the stiff uncompromising septum. Patient-specific

phantom models may help to determine the feasibility of
endovascular interventions in situations in which anatomical
constraints are difficult to adequately quantify.

Other limitations to endovascular interventions in Type B
dissections are the unknown long-term durability of stent grafts,
which is of particular concern in younger patients. However,
of greater concern is the adverse effects of aortic endografts
on cardiac function. Current stent grafts have biomechanical
properties that are several orders of magnitude stiffer than the
native aorta. The materials used in TEVAR devices enhance the
durability and reduce the risk of type IV endoleaks, but they
stiffen the aorta. The aortic compliance serves a critical function
to reduce the impedance and workload of cardiac ejection (46).
Preclinical (30, 47–49) and preliminary clinical (50) studies have
reported on acute stiffening of the aorta following TEVAR,
resulting in acute elevated pulse pressure, hypertension, reduced
coronary perfusion, and eventually heart failure (47, 48).

The lack of suitability of TEVAR devices for more proximal
aortic applications has been demonstrated by the CORE group
of investigators (51). They performed a computational study on
eight patients and confirmed the deleterious late consequences
of increased in vivo impedance and stiffness mismatch after
TEVAR on left ventricular (LV) remodelling and coronary artery
perfusion. They used a computational modelling workflow that
enabled the quantification of LV Stroke Work from non-invasive
imaging and pressure data. They demonstrated increases in LV
mass and an increased requirement for intensive antihypertensive
therapy to control blood pressure after TEVAR. Our pulsatile
phantom model offers the potential to test aortic endograft
stiffness relative to the specific aorta into which it is planned
to be implanted and serves as an interesting test bed for the
development of future devices with more favourable compliance,
which can restore the functionality of the aorta to that of
the non-diseased state and so preserve cardiac function (30).
This model setup can alter physiological flow parameters from
resting to exercise for pre- and post-operative testing. This
would be an advantage that would not be easily performed
in the clinical environment or simulated computationally,
especially for turbulent flow and flexible wall conditions. Current
computational models do not include flexible walls and tear
flap motion. This setup is a pre-operative surgical planning
tool, which would allow for various surgical scenarios and
medical device types to be tested. Replicating the in vivo
tear geometries would assess the performance of stent diverter
systems such as the multilayer flow modulator stent for reducing
or eliminating flow into the false lumen. It can also be used
to validate computational models for various physiological flow
scenarios. Further studies will be evaluated within our newly
acquired Philips Azurion image-guided therapy platform capable
of automated 3D motion capturing and flow evaluation. The
novel manufacturing method outlined in this study can be
applied to replicate Type A dissections.

There are a few limitations to this study. Only one subject
case was tested, and the reported results may be difficult to
generalise. There was no validation against in vivo measured data.
The results reported in this study are unique to this patient-
specific model geometry under the imposed physiological test
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parameters as would be the case for any patient-specific model.
However, similarities in flow patterns and intimal flap motion
were observed with other published in vivo studies providing
confidence in the validity of our observed findings. Cheng
et al. (45) further emphasised the requirement of incorporating
septum motion within computational models. The septum
motion will affect the pressures within the true/false lumens and
flow distribution through the tears, which is currently absent
from reported computational simulations. We have developed an
established process that can be readily applied to other patient-
specific models and clinical scenarios.

CONCLUSION

An automatic injection system is required to manufacture thin-
walled flexible dissection models. The pressures within the false
lumen were lower than the true lumen along the descending
aorta. Vortex flow patterns were found within the true and false
lumen sections. The intimal flap showed movement from top to
bottom of the false lumen, with a displacement ranging from
0.5 to 3 mm. Such a simulator would provide a surgical training
platform and assessment of procedure/device performance. This
would provide a valuable test facility that would assist clinicians
on the optimum treatment option.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article
will be made available by the authors, without undue
reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and
approved by MFM Global Registry hosted by the Western
Vascular Institute. The patients/participants provided their
written informed consent to participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

All authors listed have made a substantial, direct, and intellectual
contribution to the work, and approved it for publication.

FUNDING

The Enterprise Ireland grant provided funds to develop the
test rig facility.

REFERENCES
1. Fattori R, Montgomery D, Lovato L, Kische S, Di Eusanio M, Ince H, et al.

Survival after endovascular therapy in patients with type B aortic dissection: a
report from the international registry of acute aortic dissection (IRAD). JACC
Cardiovasc Interv. (2013) 6:876–82. doi: 10.1016/j.jcin.2013.05.003

2. DeMartino RR, Sen I, Huang Y, Bower TC, Oderich GS, Pochettino A, et al.
Population–based assessment of the incidence of aortic dissection, intramural
hematoma, and penetrating ulcer, and its associated mortality from 1995
to 2015. Circ Cardiovasc Qual Outcomes. (2018) 11:e004689. doi: 10.1161/
CIRCOUTCOMES.118.004689

3. Khan IA, Nair CK. Clinical, diagnostic, and management perspectives of aortic
dissection. Chest. (2002) 122:311–28. doi: 10.1378/chest.122.1.311

4. Lu QM, Feng J, Zhou MJ, Zhao Z, Bao M, Feng R, et al. Endovascular repair
of ascending aortic dissection. A novel treatment option for patients judged
unfit for direct surgical repair. J Am Coll Cardiol. (2013) 61:1917–24. doi:
10.1016/j.jacc.2012.08.994

5. Patel AY, Eagle KA, Vaishnava P. Acute type B aortic dissection: insights from
the international registry of acute aortic dissection. Ann Cardiothorac Surg.
(2014) 3:368–74. doi: 10.3978/j.issn.2225-319X.2014.07.06

6. Tsai TT, Schlicht MS, Khanafer K, Bull JL, Valassis DT, Williams DM, et al.
Tear size and location impacts false lumen pressure in an ex vivo model of
chronic type B aortic dissection. J Vasc Surg. (2008) 47:844–51. doi: 10.1016/j.
jvs.2007.11.059

7. Khanafer K, Schlicht MS, Vafai K, Prabhakar S, Gaith M. Validation of a
computational model vs a bench top model of an aortic dissection model. J
Biomed Eng Inform. (2016) 2:1. doi: 10.5430/jbei.v2n1p82

8. Maldjian PD, Partyka L. Intimal tears in thoracic aortic dissection: appearance
on MDCT with virtual angioscopy. AJR Am J Roentgenol. (2012) 198:955–61.
doi: 10.2214/AJR.11.7327

9. Rehders TC, Ince H, Nienaber CA. Aortic dissection: from aetiology
to therapeutic management. Medicine. (2006) 34:296–301. doi: 10.1053/j.
mpmed.2006.06.001

10. Thrumurthy SG, Karthikesalingam A, Patterson BO, Holt PJE, Thompson
MM. The diagnosis and management of aortic dissection. BMJ. (2012)
344:d8290. doi: 10.1136/bmj.d8290

11. Evangelista A, Salas A, Ribera A, Ferreira-González I, Cuellar H, Pineda
V, et al. Long–term outcome of aortic dissection with patent false lumen.
Predictive role of entry tear size and location. Circulation. (2012) 125:3133–41.
doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.111.090266

12. Schlicht MS. An Experimental Model of Human Aortic Dissection. Doctor of
Philosophy thesis. Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan (2011).

13. Rudenick P, Bijnens BH, García-Dorado D, Evangelista A. An in vitro phantom
study on the influence of tearsize and configuration on the hemodynamics of
the lumina in chronic type B aortic dissections. J Vasc Surg. (2013) 57:464.e–
74.e. doi: 10.1016/j.jvs.2012.07.008

14. Birjiniuk J, Ruddy JM, Iffrig E, Henry TS, Leshnower BG, Oshinski JN, et al.
Development and testing of a silicone in vitro model of decending aortic
dissection. J Surg Res. (2015) 198:502–7. doi: 10.1016/j.jss.2015.03.024

15. Birjiniuk J, Timmins LH, Bradley MY, Leshnower G, Oshinski JN, KuRavi DN,
et al. Pulsatile flow leads to intimal flap motion and flow reversal in an in–vitro
model of type B aortic dissection. Cardiovasc Eng Technol. (2017) 8:378–89.
doi: 10.1007/s13239-017-0312-3

16. Zadrazil I, Corzo C, Voulgaropoulos V, Markides CN, Xu XY. A combined
experimental and computational study of the flow characteristics in a type B
aortic dissection: effect of primary and secondary tear size. Chem Eng Res Des.
(2020) 160:240–53. doi: 10.1016/j.cherd.2020.05.025

17. Stefanov F, Sultan S, Morris L, Elhelali A, Kavanagh EP, Lundon V, et al.
Computational fluid analysis of symptomatic chronic type B aortic dissections
managed with the streamliner multilayer flow modulator. J Vasc Surg. (2017)
65:951–63. doi: 10.1016/j.jvs.2016.07.135

18. Pirola S, Guo B, Menichini C, Saitta S, Fu W, Dong Z, et al. 4-D Flow
MRI-based computational analysis of blood flow in patient–specific aortic
dissection. IEEE Trans Biomed Eng. (2019) 66:3411–9. doi: 10.1109/TBME.
2019.2904885

19. Bonfanti M, Franzetti G, Homer-Vanniasinkam S, Díaz-Zuccarini V, Balabani
S. A combined in vivo, in vitro, in silico approach for patient–specific
haemodynamic studies of aortic dissection. Ann Biomed Eng. (2020) 48:2950–
64. doi: 10.1007/s10439-020-02603-z

20. Naim WNWA, Ganesan PB, Sun Z, Chee KH, Hashim SA, Lim E. A
perspective review on numerical simulations of hemodynamics in aortic
dissections. Sci World J. (2014) 2014:652520. doi: 10.1155/2014/652520

Frontiers in Cardiovascular Medicine | www.frontiersin.org 12 March 2022 | Volume 9 | Article 797829

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcin.2013.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCOUTCOMES.118.004689
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCOUTCOMES.118.004689
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.122.1.311
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2012.08.994
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2012.08.994
https://doi.org/10.3978/j.issn.2225-319X.2014.07.06
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2007.11.059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2007.11.059
https://doi.org/10.5430/jbei.v2n1p82
https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.11.7327
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.mpmed.2006.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.mpmed.2006.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.d8290
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.111.090266
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2012.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jss.2015.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13239-017-0312-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cherd.2020.05.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2016.07.135
https://doi.org/10.1109/TBME.2019.2904885
https://doi.org/10.1109/TBME.2019.2904885
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-020-02603-z
https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/652520
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cardiovascular-medicine
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cardiovascular-medicine#articles


fcvm-09-797829 March 11, 2022 Time: 16:48 # 13

Morris et al. Aortic Dissection: In vitro Assessment

21. Finn R, Morris L. An experimental assessment of catheter trackability forces
with tortuosity parameters along patient–specific coronary phantoms. Proc
Inst Mech Eng H. (2016) 230:153–65. doi: 10.1177/0954411915623815

22. Morris L, Fahy P, Stefanov F, Finn R. The effects that cardiac motion has on
coronary hemodynamics and catheter trackability forces for the treatment of
coronary artery disease: an in vitro assessment. Cardiovasc Eng Technol. (2015)
6:430–49. doi: 10.1007/s13239-015-0241-y

23. Fahy P, Delassus P, McCarthy P, Sultan S, Hynes N, Morris L. An in vitro
assessment of the cerebral hemodynamcis through three patient specific circle
of willis geometries. J Biomech Eng. (2014) 136:011007. doi: 10.1115/1.4025778

24. Fahy P, McCarthy P, Sultan S, Hynes N, Delassus P, Morris L. An experimental
investigation of the hemodynamic variations due to aplastic vessels within
three–dimensional phantom models of the circle of willis. Ann Biomed Eng.
(2014) 42:123–38. doi: 10.1007/s10439-013-0905-4

25. Fahy P, Malone F, McCarthy E, McCarthy P, Thornton J, Brennan P, et al. An
in vitro evaluation of emboli trajectories within a three–dimensional physical
model of the circle of willis under cerebral blood flow conditions. Ann Biomed
Eng. (2015) 43:2265–78. doi: 10.1007/s10439-015-1250-6

26. Malone F, McCarthy E, Delassus P, Buhk JH, Fiehler J, Morris L. Embolus
analogue trajectory paths under physiological flowrates through patient
specific aortic arch models. J Biomech Eng. (2019) 141:101007. doi: 10.1115/
1.4043832

27. Malone F, McCarthy E, Delassus P, Buhk JH, Fiehler J, Morris L.
Investigation of the hemodynamics influencing emboli trajectories through
a patient–specific aortic arch model. Stroke. (2019) 50:1531–8. doi: 10.1161/
STROKEAHA.118.023581

28. Ene F, Gachon C, Delassus P, Carroll R, Stefanov F, O’Flynn P, et al. In vitro
evaluation of the effects of intraluminal thrombus on abdominal aortic
aneurysm wall dynamics. Med Eng Phys. (2011) 33:957–66. doi: 10.1016/j.
medengphy.2011.03.005

29. Morris L, Stefanov F, McGloghlin T. Stent graft performance in the treatment
of abdominal aortic aneurysms: the influence of compliance and geometry. J
Biomech. (2013) 46:383–95. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiomech.2012.11.026

30. Morris L, Stefanov F, Hynes N, Diethrich EB, Sultan S. An experimental
evaluation of device/arterial wall compliance mismatch for four stent-graft
devices and a multi–layer flow modulator device for the treatment of
abdominal aortic aneurysms. Eur J Vasc Endovasc Surg. (2016) 51:44–55. doi:
10.1016/j.ejvs.2015.07.041

31. Lombardi JV, Hughes GC, Appoo JJ, Bavaria JE, Beck AW, Cambria RP, et al.
society for vascular surgery (SVS) and society of thoracic surgeons (STS)
reporting standards for type B aortic dissections. J Vasc Surg. (2020) 71:723–47.
doi: 10.1016/j.jvs.2019.11.013

32. Evangelista A, Isselbacher EM, Bossone E, Gleason TG, Di Eusanio M,
Sechtem U, et al. Insights from the international registry of acute aortic
dissection: a 20-year experience of collaborative clinical research. Circulation.
(2018) 137:1846–60. doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.117.031264

33. Chandran KB. Flow dynamics in the human aorta. J Biomech Eng. (1993)
115:611–6. doi: 10.1115/1.2895548

34. Bogren HG, Buonocore MH. Helical–shaped streamlines do not represent
helical flow. Radiology. (2010) 257:895–6. doi: 10.1148/radiol.101298

35. Biasetti J, Hussain F, Gasser TC. Blood flow and coherent vortices in the
normal and aneurysmatic aortas: a fluid dynamical approach to intra-luminal
thrombus formation. J R Soc Interface. (2011) 8:1449–61. doi: 10.1098/rsif.
2011.0041

36. Tsai TT, Evangelista A, Nienaber CA, Myrmel T, Meinhardt G, Cooper JV,
et al. Partial thrombosis of the false lumen in patients with acute type B aortic
dissection. New Engl J Med. (2007) 357:349–59. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa063232

37. Karmonik C, Partovi S, Muller-Eschner M, Bismuth J, Davies MG, Shah DJ,
et al. Longitudinal computational fluid dynamics study of aneurysmal dilation
in a chronic DeBakey type III aortic dissection. J Vasc Surg. (2012) 56:260–3.
doi: 10.1016/j.jvs.2012.02.064

38. Karmonik C, Duran C, Shah DJ, Anaya-Ayal JE, Davies MG, Lumsden AB,
et al. Preliminary findings in quantification of changes in septal motion during
follow–up of type B aortic dissections. Society for vascular surgery. J Vasc Surg.
(2012) 55:1419–26. doi: 10.1016/j.jvs.2011.10.127

39. Yang S, Li X, Chao B, Wu L, Cheng Z, Duan Y, et al. Abdominal
aortic intimal flap motion characterization in acute aortic dissection:

assessed with retrospective ECG-Gated toracoabdominal aorta dual-source
CT angiography. PLoS One. (2014) 9:e87664. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.008
7664

40. Girish A, Padala M, Kalra K, McIver BV, Veeraswamy RK, Chen EP,
et al. The impact of intimal tear location and partial false lumen
thrombosis in acute type B aortic dissection. Ann Thorac Surg. (2016)
102:1925–32.

41. Zierler RE, Leotta D, Sansom K, Aliseda A, Anderson M, Sheehan F. Factors
influencing accuracy of volume flow measurement in dialysis access fistulas:
analysis based on duplex ultrasound simulation. J Vasc Surg. (2018) 68:e37–8.
doi: 10.1016/j.jvs.2018.06.086

42. Hoyt K, Hester FA, Bell RL, Lockhart ME, Robbin ML. Accuracy of volumetric
flow rate measurements: an in vitro study using modern ultrasound scanners.
J Ultrasound Med. (2009) 28:1511–8. doi: 10.7863/jum.2009.28.11.1511

43. Van Canneyt K, Swillens A, Lovstakken L, Antiga L, Verdonck P, Segers
P. The accuracy of ultrasound volume flow measurements in the complex
flow setting of a forearm vascular access. J Vasc Access. (2013) 14:281–90.
doi: 10.5301/jva.5000118

44. Chen D, Müller-Eschner M, von Tengg-Kobligk H, Barber D, Böckler D,
Hose R, et al. A patient–specific study of type-B aortic dissection: evaluation
of true–false lumen blood exchange. Biomed Eng Online. (2013) 12:65. doi:
10.1186/1475-925X-12-65

45. Cheng Z, Wood NB, Gibbs RG, Xu XY. Geometric and flow features of type
B aortic dissection: initial findings and comparison of medically treated and
stented cases. Ann Biomed Eng. (2015) 43:177–89. doi: 10.1007/s10439-014-
1075-8

46. Redheuil A, Wu CO, Kachenoura N, Ohyama Y, Yan RT, Bertoni AG,
et al. Proximal aortic distensibility is an independent predictor of all-cause
mortality and incident CV events. The MESA study. J Am Coll Cardiol. (2014)
64:2619–29. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2014.09.060

47. Dobson G, Flewitt J, Tyberg JV, Moore R, Karamanoglu M. Endografting of
the descending thoracic aorta increases ascending aortic input impedance and
attenuates pressure transmission in dogs. Eur J Vasc Endovasc Surg. (2006)
32:129–35. doi: 10.1016/j.ejvs.2006.01.020

48. Zacharoulis AA, Arapi SM, Lazaros GA, Karavidas AI, Zacharoulis AA.
Changes in coronary flow reserve following stent implantation in the swine
descending thoracic aorta. J Endovasc Ther. (2007) 14:544–50. doi: 10.1177/
152660280701400417

49. Vardoulis O, Coppens E, Martin B, Reymond P, Tozzi P, Stergiopulos N.
Impact of aortic grafts on arterial pressure: a computational fluid dynamics
study. Eur J Vasc Endovasc Surg. (2011) 42:704–10. doi: 10.1016/j.ejvs.2011.08.
006

50. Takeda Y, Sakata Y, Ohtani T, Tamaki S, Omori Y, Tsukamoto Y, et al.
Endovascular aortic repair increases vascular stiffness and alters cardiac
structure and function. Circ J. (2014) 78:322–8. doi: 10.1253/circj.cj-13-
0877

51. van Bakel TMJ, Arthurs CJ, Nauta FJH, Eagle KA, van Herwaarden JA, Moll
FL, et al. Cardiac remodelling following thoracic endovascular aortic repair
for descending aortic aneurysms. Eur J Cardiothorac Surg. (2019) 55:1061–70.
doi: 10.1093/ejcts/ezy399

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Morris, Tierney, Hynes and Sultan. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No
use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Cardiovascular Medicine | www.frontiersin.org 13 March 2022 | Volume 9 | Article 797829

https://doi.org/10.1177/0954411915623815
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13239-015-0241-y
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4025778
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-013-0905-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-015-1250-6
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4043832
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4043832
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.118.023581
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.118.023581
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medengphy.2011.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medengphy.2011.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2012.11.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2015.07.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2015.07.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2019.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.117.031264
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.2895548
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.101298
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2011.0041
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2011.0041
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa063232
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2012.02.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2011.10.127
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087664
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087664
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2018.06.086
https://doi.org/10.7863/jum.2009.28.11.1511
https://doi.org/10.5301/jva.5000118
https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-925X-12-65
https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-925X-12-65
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-014-1075-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-014-1075-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2014.09.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2006.01.020
https://doi.org/10.1177/152660280701400417
https://doi.org/10.1177/152660280701400417
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2011.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejvs.2011.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1253/circj.cj-13-0877
https://doi.org/10.1253/circj.cj-13-0877
https://doi.org/10.1093/ejcts/ezy399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cardiovascular-medicine
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/cardiovascular-medicine#articles

	An in vitro Assessment of the Haemodynamic Features Occurring Within the True and False Lumens Separated by a Dissection Flap for a Patient-Specific Type B Aortic Dissection
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Virtual Model
	Phantom Model
	Biosimulator

	Results
	Geometrical Check
	Pressure Measurements
	Flow Patterns Along the Patient-Specific Aorta
	Sections 1, 2, and 3
	Section 3
	Section 4
	Section 5
	Section 6
	Section 7
	Section 8
	Section 9
	Section 10
	Section 11
	Section 12
	Flap Movement
	Velocity and Flowrate Measurements Along the True/False Lumens and Across the Tears

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References




