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A search in Scopus within “Ar cle tle, Abstract, Keywords” unveils 2,444 documents focused 

on the biomechanics of Abdominal Aor c Aneurysm (AAA), mostly on AAA wall stress. Only 

24 documents inves gated AAA kinema cs, an important topic that could poten ally offer 

insights into the biomechanics of AAA. In this paper, we present an image-based approach for 

pa ent-specific, in vivo, and non-invasive AAA kinema c analysis using pa ent’s me-resolved 

3D computed tomography angiography (4D CTA) images. Our approach relies on regularized 

deformable image registra on for es ma ng wall displacement, es ma on of the local wall 

strain as the ra o of its normal displacement to its local radius of curvature, and local surface 

fi ng with non-determinis c outlier detec on for es ma ng the wall radius of curvature. We 

verified our approach against synthe c ground truth image data created by warping a 3D CTA 

image of AAA using a realis c displacement field obtained from a finite element 

biomechanical model. We applied our approach to assess AAA wall displacements and strains 

in ten pa ents. Our kinema c analysis results indicated that the 99th percen le of 

circumferen al wall strain, among all pa ents, ranged from 3.16% to 7.31%, with an average 

of 5.36% and a standard devia on of 1.28%.  
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1. Introduc on  

Abdominal aor c aneurysm (AAA) is a permanent and irreversible dila on of the lower aorta 

that is asymptoma c and usually diagnosed incidentally during imaging for other health 

condi ons. While asymptoma c, AAA can expand to the point of rupture if le  untreated, 

leading to death in most cases (Wanhainen, Verzini et al. 2019, NICE 2020).  

The current clinical prac ce for AAA management, based on the maximum diameter and its 

growth rate is a one-size-fits-all approach that recommends clinical interven on when the 

aneurysm diameter exceeds 5.5 cm in men and 5 cm in women, or when growth rates exceed 

1 cm per year (Wanhainen, Verzini et al. 2019). The maximum diameter criteria may 

underes mate or overes mate the rupture risk in individual AAA pa ents, as evidenced by 

ruptured AAAs with diameters smaller than the cri cal diameter (Vorp 2007) and unruptured 

stable AAAs with diameters larger than the cri cal diameter (Darling, Messina et al. 1977, 

Wanhainen, Verzini et al. 2019, NICE 2020). Autopsy findings indicate that around 13% of AAAs 

with a maximum diameter of 5 cm or less experienced rupture, whereas 60% of AAAs larger 

than 5 cm in diameter remained unruptured (Kontopodis, Pan dis et al. 2016).  

AAA biomechanics, par cularly wall stress, has been extensively studied to customize disease 

management to individual pa ents (Fillinger, Raghavan et al. 2002, Fillinger, Marra et al. 2003, 

Vande Geest, Di Mar no et al. 2006, Speelman, Bohra et al. 2007, Li, U-Ying-Im et al. 2008, 

Gasser, Auer et al. 2010, Indrakusuma, Jalalzadeh et al. 2016, Joldes, Miller et al. 2016, Joldes, 

Miller et al. 2017, Faro o, Segers et al. 2018, Miller, Mu y et al. 2020, Polzer, Gasser et al. 

2020, Chung, Liang et al. 2022, Gasser, Miller et al. 2022, Singh, Moxon et al. 2023, Wang, 

Carpenter et al. 2023). While there is plenty of research on AAA stress analysis, literature on 

AAA kinema cs is scarce. 

Only a few research groups explored non-invasive, in-vivo measurement of AAA wall 

displacement and strain using sequen al images at different phases in the cardiac cycle, o en 

referred to as 4D images (Raut, Jana et al. 2014, Nagy, Csobay-Novák et al. 2015, Satriano, 

Rivolo et al. 2015, Wi ek, Blase et al. 2017, Wang, Joannic et al. 2018, Wi ek, Derwich et al. 

2018, Cebull, Soepriatna et al. 2019, Derwich, Keller et al. 2023). (Raut, Jana et al. 2014) 

extracted the systolic and diastolic AAA geometries from MRI images using an in-house 

framework for image-based reconstruc on of tessellated surfaces to evaluate wall 
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displacement and strain. (Wi ek, Blase et al. 2017) combined speckle tracking algorithms with 

4D ultrasound for measuring displacement and strain in AAA. (Nagy, Csobay-Novák et al. 2015) 

es mated AAA kinema c fields with an isogeometric shell analysis framework with smoothing 

to mi gate measurement inaccuracy. Based on fluid-structure interac on simula on, they 

assumed that the incremental displacement vector is normal to the AAA surface. (Satriano, 

Rivolo et al. 2015) used op cal flow of me-wise consecu ve images to first compute 

deforma on and then aor c wall distensibility or deformability.  

In this paper, we developed, verified, and applied to ten real AAAs, a pa ent-specific approach 

to AAA kinema c analysis using 4D CTA image data. The remainder of the paper is organized 

as follows: In Sec on 2, we presented the image data of AAA pa ents and the methods for 

es ma ng wall displacement and strain from registra on, as well as the prepara on of 

synthe c ground truth image data. In Sec on 3, We verified our approach against synthe c 

ground truth. In Sec on 4, we presented AAA wall displacements and strains in ten pa ents, 

followed by our conclusions and discussions in Sec on 5. 

 

2. Materials and methods  

2.1. Image data   

We used anonymized contrast-enhanced 4D CTA image data sets of ten pa ents diagnosed 

with AAA. Pa ents were recruited at Fiona Stanley Hospital (Western Australia, Australia) and 

provided their informed consent prior to their involvement in the research. The study was 

conducted in accordance with the Declara on of Helsinki, and the protocol was approved by 

Human Research Ethics and Governance at South Metropolitan Health Service (HREC-SMHS) 

(approval code RGS3501), and by Human Research Ethics Office at The University of Western 

Australia (approval code RA/4/20/5913).  

As an example, Figure 1a shows the cropped 3D CTA image of Pa ent 1's AAA in the diastolic 

phase. This image has dimensions of (112, 109, 74) voxels and voxel spacing of (0.627, 0.627, 

1.000) mm along (R, A, S) axes, as illustrated in Figure 1a. In the pa ent coordinate system, 

the basis is aligned with the anatomical axes of anterior-posterior, inferior-superior, and le -

right. Specifically, the axes R, A, and S correspond, respec vely, to le -right, posterior-anterior, 

and inferior-superior direc ons.  
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(a) (b) (c) 

Figure 1. Pa ent 1’s AAA: (a) Cropped 3D CTA image in the diastolic phase, (b) AAA model, 
and (c) Hexahedral finite element mesh of AAA model. 

 

2.2. Image registra on, displacement, and strain  

In this study, we used deformable image registra on to align systolic and diastolic 3D frames 

of 4D CTA and es mate the displacement field that maps systolic to diastolic AAA geometry. 

We then extracted wall displacements from the registra on displacement map and 

subsequently computed strain. 

Regularized image registra on theory: We used MATLAB implementa on of a deformable 

image registra on with isotropic total varia on regulariza on of displacement (Vishnevskiy, 

Gass et al. 2017). The regularized image registra on, within a discre zed image domain Ω, 

es mates the three-dimensional displacement field 𝒅 ∶ Ω → ℝ that maps a moving image 𝑰  

onto a fixed image 𝑰  via the following op miza on problem:  

𝒅⋆ = argmin
𝒅

𝓕(𝒅) = argmin
𝒅

𝐸 (𝒅; 𝑰 , 𝑰 ) + 𝜆𝐸 (𝒅), (1) 

where 𝐸  is an image dissimilarity metric and 𝐸  is the displacement regulariza on term with 

coefficient 𝜆 controlling the amount of regulariza on. The fixed and moving images are 

composed of 𝐿 = |Ω| voxels. Each voxel has the physical dimensions (𝛿 , 𝛿 , 𝛿 ) along 

direc ons (1, 2, 3) and the volume 𝑣 = 𝛿 𝛿 𝛿 .  

For subsequent analysis, we treated the images and the displacement components fields as 

vectors i.e., 𝑰 ∈ ℝ  and 𝒅 ∈ ℝ  for 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3 with 𝒅  being the 𝑖th component of the 

displacement field 𝒅 = (𝒅 , 𝒅𝟐 , 𝒅𝟑 ) ∈ ℝ × .  
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To reduce the dimensionality of search space in the op miza on problem (Eq. 1), we 

parametrized the displacement field 𝒅 by interpola ng the displacement field 𝒌 on a 

structured and evenly spaced grid of 𝑀 control points i.e., 𝒅 = 𝒅(𝒌). The control point grid 

spacing is (𝐾 , 𝐾 , 𝐾 ) voxels or in physical dimensions (𝛿 𝐾 , 𝛿 𝐾 , 𝛿 𝐾 ), along direc ons 

(1, 2, 3). Then, the cell volume of the control point grid is 𝜂 = 𝑣𝐾 𝐾 𝐾 = 𝛿 𝛿 𝛿 𝐾 𝐾 𝐾 .   

For subsequent analysis, we treated the displacement components of control points as vectors 

i.e., 𝒌 ∈ ℝ  for 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3 with 𝒌  being the 𝑖th component of the control points 

displacement field 𝒌 = (𝒌 , 𝒌𝟐 , 𝒌𝟑 ) ∈ ℝ × .  

While cubic B-splines are more common in deformable image registra on, in this study, we 

used first-order B-splines with smaller spa al support to ensure that the interpolated 

displacements are bounded by the control point displacements and to eliminate overshoo ng 

effects when approxima ng sharp image gradients, such as those in the AAA wall region.  

As a smooth image dissimilarity metric, we employed the local correla on coefficient (LCC) 

between the two images 𝑰  and 𝑰  defined as (Cachier and Pennec 2000):  

LCC(𝑰 , 𝑰 ) = − ∑
𝑰 ∘𝑰 𝑰 ∘𝑰

𝑰 𝑰 ∘ 𝑰 𝑰
𝒙∈ [𝒙]𝑣, (2) 

with ∘ deno ng the elementwise mul plica on operator. The image average 𝑰 = 𝐻 ⊗ 𝑰 is 

calculated by convolu ons using a Gaussian weigh ng kernel 𝐻  with standard bandwidth 𝑤, 

with ⊗ deno ng the convolu on operator. Also, the operator 𝑰[𝒙] interpolates the image 𝑰 at 

posi on 𝒙.  

We imposed total varia on regulariza on on the control point displacement field 𝒌 rather 

than the dense voxel displacement field 𝒅, as follows:  

𝐸 (𝒌) = 𝜂 ∑ ∑ ∇ 𝑘 [𝑚], , 
(3) 

where ∇  denotes the deriva ve operator along the 𝑖th direc on, and 𝑘 [𝑚] for 𝑗 = 1, 2, 3 

denotes the 𝑗th component of the control point displacement field at the control point index 

𝑚. Hence, 𝒌[𝑚] = (𝑘 [𝑚], 𝑘 [𝑚], 𝑘 [𝑚]) ∈ ℝ  represents the displacement vector of the 

𝑚th control point. Total varia on regulariza on is more effec ve in es ma ng displacements 

that do not align with the Cartesian coordinate axes (Vishnevskiy, Gass et al. 2017).  
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Finally, we reformulated the op miza on problem for the total varia on-regularized image 

registra on in terms of the control point displacement field, as follows:  

𝒌⋆ = argmin
𝒌

𝓕 𝒅(𝒌) = argmin
𝒅

𝐸 (𝒅(𝒌); 𝑰 , 𝑰 ) + 𝜆𝐸 (𝒌). (4) 

Wall displacement: Registering the undeformed image onto the deformed image yielded the 

control point displacement field 𝒌 that was then interpolated at the AAA wall loca on to 

obtain the wall displacement from registra on in the Cartesian pa ent coordinate system (R, 

A, S).  

Registra on is known to produce more accurate displacements in the direc on of image 

gradients (Lehoucq, Reu et al. 2021). For AAA 3D CTA images, the image gradient in the wall 

region mostly aligns with the wall normal. Therefore, for subsequent analysis, we established 

a local biological coordinate system comprising the local normal and the local tangent to the 

wall surface.  

To extract a smooth field of unit normal vectors on the AAA surface, we employed the planar 

least squares regression method in which the normal at each point in the point cloud is 

determined by fi ng a local plane using neighbouring points. For AAA, the point cloud 

consists of the STL ver ces on the external surface of the AAA wall model.  

In first-order 3D plane fi ng (Berkmann and Caelli 1994), finding the surface normal at a 

query point is simplified by es ma ng the normal of a tangent plane through a least-square 

plane fi ng approach (Shakarji 1998). The solu on for es ma ng the surface normal is 

therefore reduced to the Principal Component Analysis (PCA) of a covariance matrix created 

from the nearest neighbours of the query point. Once the neighbouring points set 𝒫  of a 

given query point 𝒑 in the point cloud are iden fied, the covariance matrix 𝑪 for the query 

point 𝒑 is assembled as 

𝑪 =
1

𝑘
(𝒑 − 𝒑) ⊗ (𝒑 − 𝒑), 

(5) 

where 𝑘 is the number of neighboring points 𝒑 ∈ 𝒫  in the vicinity of 𝒑 and 𝒑 represents the 

centroid of these neighboring points. Matrix 𝑪 is symmetric and posi ve semi-definite with 

real eigenvalues 𝜆  for 𝑗 = 1, 2, 3. The corresponding eigenvectors 𝒗  form an orthogonal 
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basis, corresponding to the principal components of 𝒫 . If 0 ≤ 𝜆 ≤ 𝜆 ≤ 𝜆 , the eigenvector 

𝒗  corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue 𝜆  is the normal. Figure 2 illustrates the unit 

normal vectors on AAA surface, obtained via planar regression, which is a smooth vector field 

suitable for defining biological coordinates. 

  

  

Figure 2. Smooth field of unit normal vectors on AAA surface using planar regression 

 

Wall strain: As will be discussed later in Sec on 3, the component-wise analysis of the 

registra on displacement field revealed that the tangen al displacement from registra on is 

an unreliable measurement. Furthermore, although the normal displacement from 

registra on was sa sfactorily es mated, it was noisy, and its spa al deriva ves for strain 

calcula on would intensify this noise. Therefore, any differen al kinema c descrip on of wall 

deforma on must be based solely on the normal registra on displacement.  

(Wi ek, Derwich et al. 2018) employed finite element method to compute strain field using 

wall mo on data from 4D ultrasound and demonstrated the predominance of circumferen al 

strain as a physiologically meaningful measurement of AAA wall strain. (Karatolios, Wi ek et 

al. 2013) demonstrated that the mean of this circumferen al strain is in good agreement with 
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the ra o of diameter change to diameter, which represents the circumferen al strain of a 

uniformly inflated membrane with circular cross-sec on (Hencky 1915, Fichter 1997, Coelho, 

Roehl et al. 2014). Similarly, (Morrison, Choi et al. 2009) calculated the Green strain 

component in the circumferen al direc on as 0.5(𝜆 − 1), where 𝜆 represented the systolic 

to diastolic circumference ra o, equivalent to the ra o of systolic to diastolic mean diameters. 

Guided by (Morrison, Choi et al. 2009, Karatolios, Wi ek et al. 2013), we adopted the 

following localized measure of circumferen al wall strain:  

𝜖 = , (6) 

where 𝑟 is the local radius of wall curvature and Δ𝑟 is the local normal displacement of the 

wall obtained via registra on. Under the assump on that the aneurysm wall locally deforms 

as a uniformly expanding (with no axial stretching) homogenous cylinder made of 

incompressible material, our simplified measure of strain (Eq. 6) corresponds to the following 

Green strain tensor in the local cylindrical coordinate system composed of radial, 

circumferen al, and axial direc ons, respec vely:  

𝑬 =
( )

− 0 0

0
( )

− 0

0 0 0

. 

(7) 

Wall curvature: As AAA wall is represented by image-based point cloud data, tradi onal 

deriva ve-based methods for es ma ng local wall curvature cannot yield reliable results due 

to their high sensi vity to errors in the primi ve data. On the other hand, the accuracy of 

least-squares methods for locally fi ng a cylinder to a neighbourhood of points is diminished 

by outliers. Therefore, we used a variant of Random Sample Consensus (RANSAC) algorithm 

that iden fies outliers and es mates the desired model using just inliers (Fischler and Bolles 

1981).  

To es mate the local radius of curvature for the wall point cloud, we u lized a variant of the 

RANSAC algorithm known as the M-es mator SAmple Consensus (MSAC) algorithm (Torr and 

Zisserman 2000), available in MATLAB. We modified the na ve MATLAB MSAC algorithm to fit 

a cylinder to a local neighbourhood of points around a typical query point in the wall point 

cloud. We adopted the radius of the fi ed cylinder as the local radius of curvature of the wall 
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at that query point. The local neighbourhood of points consists of the K-nearest neighbours 

of the query point, determined by the k-d tree based search algorithm (Muja and Lowe 2009), 

available in MATLAB. To achieve a reliable curvature measurement, we applied an orienta on 

constraint to align the fi ed cylinder axis with a reference orienta on vector chosen as the 

inferior-superior or S axis for AAA (see Figure 1 for S axis defini on).  

Figure 3 shows the contour plots for radius of curvature for the external surface of AAA wall. 

The vector plots in Figure 3 illustrate that the modified MSAC algorithm effec vely constrains 

the orienta on of the fi ed cylinder to align with the S axis. We verified the curvature 

es ma on method using benchmark geometries with known distribu ons of radius of 

curvature, but these verifica on results are not reported here for brevity. 

 

Figure 3. Contour plots for AAA wall radius of curvature and vector plots for orienta on of 
the cylinder fi ed to a local neighbourhood of points.   

 

2.3. Synthe c ground truth  

For verifica on of our method, we created synthe c ground truth image data by warping 

Pa ent 1’s 3D CTA image using a realis c wall displacement obtained from a pa ent-specific 

finite element biomechanical model. 

Biomechanical model: We segmented Pa ent 1’s AAA image in Figure 1a, using the Segment 

Editor module in the 3D Slicer image compu ng pla orm (Fedorov, Beichel et al. 2012, Slicer 

2024), to extract the voxelated geometries of AAA wall and blood. We used these geometries 

and the assumed wall thickness of 1.5 mm (Raut, Jana et al. 2013) as input for the BioPARR 

(Biomechanics-based Predic on of Aneurysm Rupture Risk) so ware package (Joldes, Miller 

et al. 2017, Joldes 2024) to automa cally create AAA model, as shown in Figure 1b. We used 

hexahedral elements to mesh the model in HyperMesh (Alkha b, Bourantas et al. 2023, Altair 
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2024). We imported the mesh into the Abaqus finite element so ware (Simulia 2024). The 

mesh, shown in Figure 1c, consists of 49530 nodes and 8892 20-node quadra c hexahedral 

elements with hybrid formula on and constant pressure (element type C3D20H in Abaqus) 

(Alkha b, Wi ek et al. 2023). We fixed the top and bo om ends of AAA and applied a uniform 

pressure of 13 kPa on the inner surface of the wall. We used a hyperelas c material model for 

the wall ssue material, with the polynomial strain energy poten al given by (Raghavan and 

Vorp 2000):  

𝑊 = 𝛼(𝐼 − 3) − 𝛽(𝐼 − 3) , (8) 

where 𝐼  is the first invariant of the le  Cauchy–Green or Finger deforma on tensor 𝑩. The 

material parameters 𝛼 = 0.174 MPa and 𝛽 = 1.881 MPa are from the literature (Raghavan 

and Vorp 2000, Raghavan, Vorp et al. 2000, Fillinger, Raghavan et al. 2002, Doyle, Callanan et 

al. 2007). Finally, we solved Pa ent 1’s AAA finite element model using Abaqus/Standard 

solver (Simulia 2024). 

Figure 4 displays the synthe c ground truth AAA wall deforma on calculated using the AAA 

biomechanical model shown in Figure 1c. This figure highlights a non-uniform distribu on of 

wall displacement, with a maximum of 1.37 mm.  

 

Figure 4. Contour plots of displacement magnitude and vector plots of displacement from 
the biomechanics-calculated AAA wall deforma on used as ground truth for method 
verifica on.  

 

Verifica on approach and synthe c systolic image: We warped Pa ent 1's AAA image in the 

diastolic phase, shown in Figure 1a, using 3D Slicer Transforms module to create the synthe c 

systolic image. We used the Sca ered Transform Extension (Joldes 2017) in 3D Slicer to create 

a B-Spline warping transform based on the biomechanics-calculated AAA wall displacement 

as ground truth. The Sca ered Transform was originally developed to warp preopera ve brain 
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images based on a deforma on field obtained from a biomechanical model (Joldes, Wi ek et 

al. 2012).  

 

3. Method verifica on  

Image registra on: To es mate wall displacement from registra on, we employed Pa ent 1’s 

diastolic (undeformed) and synthe c systolic (deformed) images as the moving and fixed 

images, respec vely, in deformable image registra on. We set the control points spacing 

(𝐾 , 𝐾 , 𝐾 ) = (6, 6, 6) voxels, and the regulariza on coefficient 𝜆 = 0.05. 

Figure 5 compares the moving versus fixed and the registered versus fixed images by their 

Canny edge overlays (Canny 1986). While the Canny edge overlays demonstrate a good match 

between the fixed and registered images, we carefully examined the registra on displacement 

field, as follows, before strain calcula on.  

 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 5. Overlay of the Canny edges for (a) moving (diastolic or undeformed AAA) image 
versus fixed (synthe c systolic or deformed AAA) image, and (b) registered image versus 
fixed image, on a selected R-A plane. Fixed image Canny edges are in green, moving image 
and registered image Canny edges are in magenta, and white shows overlap.  
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Wall displacement: With the local biological coordinates established, as described in Sec on 

2.2, we decomposed the local wall displacement vector into its normal and tangen al 

components. Figure 6 shows the contour plots of displacement magnitude, normal 

displacement, and tangen al displacement for both the registra on and ground truth 

displacement fields. Figure 7 provides a closer examina on of the displacements through 

sca er plots depic ng the registra on versus ground truth displacements for displacement 

magnitude, normal displacement, and tangen al displacement. 

Figure 7 shows that the normal displacement component exhibits a rela vely ght sca er 

around the iden ty line, sugges ng a be er correspondence between registra on and ground 

truth, when compared to the tangen al displacement component. Noteworthy is that both 

the registra on and ground truth normal displacement vectors align with the surface normal 

and differ only in magnitude. However, the registra on and ground truth tangen al 

displacement vectors differ in both magnitude and direc on.  

Figure 7 also demonstrates that the tangen al displacement component displays a wide 

sca er around the iden ty line, indica ng significant discrepancies between the registra on 

and ground truth tangen al displacement magnitude. Furthermore, the colour code in the 

tangen al displacement sca er plot in Figure 7 illustrates large differences in tangen al 

displacement direc on between registra on and ground truth, par cularly pronounced for 

smaller values of tangen al displacement.  

Therefore, we discarded the unreliable tangen al displacement and used only the normal 

displacement in strain calcula on. The prominence of the normal wall displacement has 

previously been hypothesized based on observa ons from fluid-structure interac on 

simula ons (Nagy, Csobay-Novák et al. 2015).  
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(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 6. Contour plots of AAA wall displacement magnitude, normal displacement, and 
tangen al displacement for (a) registra on displacement field and (b) ground truth 
displacement field.  
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(a) (b) (c) 

Figure 7. Sca er plots of registra on versus ground truth displacements for (a) 
displacement magnitude, (b) normal displacement, and (c) tangen al displacement. Each 
sca er plot is coloured by the angle between the corresponding registra on and ground 
truth displacement vectors. 

 

Wall strain: Figure 8 compares the wall strain obtained from registra on, defined as the ra o 

of normal registra on displacement to the local wall radius of curvature, against the ground 

truth wall strain. Figures 8a and 8b display the contour plots of registra on and ground truth 

wall strain, respec vely. Figure 8c offers a detailed analysis of strain verifica on through a 

sca er plot comparing the registra on and ground truth strain. The rela vely ght sca er in 

Figure 8c verifies the methods we developed for AAA kinema c analysis.  

Due to the features of the methods that we used for es ma ng wall displacement and 

curvature, the wall strain may include outliers arising from large displacement outliers and 

small radius of curvature outliers. Therefore, following the prac ce used in AAA stress analysis 

(Speelman, Bosboom et al. 2008, Wi ek, Alkha b et al. 2022, Alkha b, Jamshidian et al. 

2024), we reported the 99th percen le of strain, rather than the peak strain. The 99th 

percen le of wall strain from the registra on and ground truth were 5.49% and 5.36%, 

respec vely, implying a rela ve difference of 2.4%. This further verifies our AAA kinema c 

analysis method.  
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(a) 

 

(b) 

 

(c) 

Figure 8. Contour plots of (a) wall strain from registra on and (b) ground truth wall strain, 
(c) the sca er plot of wall strain from registra on versus ground truth wall strain.  
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4. Results  

We employed our methods to assess AAA wall displacements and strains in ten pa ents. For 

each pa ent, we used the diastolic and systolic phases of 4D CTA image data as the moving 

and fixed images in deformable image registra on, respec vely. 

Table 1 and Table 2 present AAA kinema c analysis results for our ten pa ents. Table 1 

reports, for each pa ent, the AAA wall geometry, vector plots of wall displacement, contour 

plots of wall normal displacement, and contour plots of wall strain, using pa ent-specific 

contour limits. Table 2 reports, for each pa ent, the 99th percen le of wall displacement 

magnitude 𝑈∘, 99th percen le of wall normal displacement 𝑢∘, and 99th percen le of wall 

strain 𝜖∘.  

At first glance, the strain maps in Table 1 reveal that, in most cases, the highest strain occurs 

in the anterior regions of AAA wall, with the spine limi ng stretching in the posterior region. 

In par cular, comparing Pa ent 1’s AAA strain map in Figure 8, obtained using the 

biomechanical model, against Pa ent 1’s AAA actual strain map in Table 1 reveals that, 

according to biomechanical simula on, the wall stretches freely in both the posterior and 

anterior regions, while in reality, the spine restricts wall stretch in the posterior region.  

Table 2 shows that, among all pa ents, the 99th percen le of actual wall displacement 

magnitude ranged from 0.75 mm to 1.40 mm, with an average of 1.14 mm and a standard 

devia on of 0.23 mm, while the 99th percen le of actual wall normal displacement ranged 

from 0.53 mm to 1.20 mm, with an average of 0.88 mm and a standard devia on of 0.20 mm. 

The 99th percen le of actual wall strain among all pa ents ranged from 3.16% to 7.31%, with 

an average of 5.36% and a standard devia on of 1.28%. The small ra o of standard devia on 

to average in these results suggest consistency in AAA kinema cs across all pa ents.  
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Table 1. AAA kinema c analysis results for ten pa ents. For each pa ent, the AAA wall 

geometry, vector plots of wall displacement, contour plots of wall normal displacement, and 

contour plots of wall strain are displayed. Pa ent-specific contour limits, including the 99th 

percen le of wall displacement magnitude 𝑈∘, 99th percen le of wall normal displacement 

𝑢∘, and 99th percen le of wall strain 𝜖∘, are reported for each pa ent.  

Pa
en

t n
um

be
r 

AAA wall 
geometry  

Wall displacement vector 
(mm) 

 

Wall normal displacement 
(mm) 

 

Wall strain 

 

 

1 

 

 

𝑈∘ = 1.32 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.97 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 6.73 % 

2 

 
 

𝑈∘ = 1.31 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 1.20 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 7.31 % 

3 

 

 

𝑈∘ = 0.86 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.55 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 3.16 % 

4 

 
 

𝑈∘ = 1.20 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.94 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 5.15 % 
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5 

 
 

𝑈∘ = 1.13 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.91 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 4.12 % 

6 

 
 

𝑈∘ = 0.99 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.93 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 5.21 % 

7 

 

 

𝑈∘ = 1.40 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 1.03 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 6.18 % 

8 

 
 

𝑈∘ = 1.02 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.80 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 5.53 % 

9 

 

 

𝑈∘ = 0.75 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.53 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 4.14 % 

10 

 
 

𝑈∘ = 1.39 mm 

 

𝑢∘ = 0.92 mm 

 

𝜖∘ = 6.07 % 



19 
 

Table 2. AAA kinema c analysis results for ten pa ents. For each pa ent, the 99th percen le 

of wall displacement magnitude 𝑈∘, 99th percen le of wall normal displacement 𝑢∘, and 99th 

percen le of wall strain 𝜖∘, are reported.  

Pa ent number 𝑼∘ (𝐦𝐦) 𝒖∘ (𝐦𝐦) 𝝐∘ (%) 

1 1.32 0.97 6.73 

2 1.31 1.20 7.31 

3 0.86 0.55 3.16 

4 1.20 0.94 5.15 

5 1.13 0.91 4.12 

6 0.99 0.93 5.21 

7 1.40 1.03 6.18 

8 1.02 0.80 5.53 

9 0.75 0.53 4.14 

10 1.39 0.92 6.07 

Minimum  0.75 0.53 3.16 

Maximum  1.40 1.20 7.31 

Average  1.14 0.88 5.36 

Standard devia on 0.23 0.20 1.28 

 

5. Conclusions and discussions 

We developed an image registra on-based approach for pa ent-specific AAA kinema c 

analysis, enabling non-invasive, in-vivo measurement of AAA wall displacements and strains 

from me-resolved 3D computed tomography angiography (4D CTA) images.  

We es mated the wall displacement by registering the diastolic phase image of 4D CTA image 

data (moving image), onto the systolic phase image (fixed image). We used deformable image 

registra on with isotropic total varia on regulariza on of displacement. Using planar 

regression and Principal Component Analysis, we established local biological coordinate 

systems, including local normal and tangen al direc ons to AAA wall, and decomposed the 

local wall displacement into its normal and tangen al components. The component-wise 

analysis of the wall registra on displacement indicated that the tangen al displacement 



20 
 

component was unreliable, whereas the normal wall displacement was sa sfactorily 

es mated and hence used for strain calcula on. 

We calculated the local AAA wall strain as the ra o of displacement normal to the wall to its 

local radius of curvature, with clear interpreta on in terms of Green strain components. We 

es mated the local radius of wall curvature using local cylinder fi ng with a Random Sample 

Consensus (RANSAC) algorithm.  

We verified our approach by demonstra ng an excellent match between the registra on and 

biomechanically established ground truth wall displacements and strains.  

We assessed wall displacements and strain in ten pa ents. Among all pa ents, the 99th 

percen le of circumferen al wall strain ranged from 3.16% to 7.31%, with an average of 5.36% 

and a standard devia on of 1.28%. Noteworthy was that the spine restricted AAA stretching 

in the posterior region.  

Nevertheless, limita ons of our method need to be clearly ar culated. In current clinical 

prac ce of AAA diagnosis and treatment, 4D CTA is not used. However, it is a common imaging 

modality in cardiology and therefore easily translatable to vascular disease management. 

As image gradients in direc on tangen al to AAA wall are small, our image registra on 

method is unable to capture reliably the tangen al components of AAA wall displacements. 

Therefore, in strain es ma on we must rely only on the normal component of the 

displacement vector and not on all three displacement vector components. This clearly 

inhibits the ability to iden fy a full finite strain tensor.  

Despite these limita ons, our approach offers the clear advantage of evalua ng aneurysm 

displacements and strains locally, allowing for point-by-point evalua on.  
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