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Abstract

Background: Tissue tagging by cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) is a comprehensive
method for the assessment of cardiac regional function. However, imaging the right ventricle (RV)
using this technique is problematic due to the thin wall of the RV relative to tag spacing which limits
assessment of regional function using conventional in-plane tagging.

Hypothesis: We hypothesize that the use of through-plane tags in the strain-encoding (SENC)
CMR technique would result in reproducible measurements of the RV regional function due to the
high image quality and spatial resolution possible with SENC.

Aim: To test the intra- and inter-observer variabilities of RV peak systolic strain measurements
with SENC CMR for assessment of RV regional function (systolic strain) in healthy volunteers.

Methods: Healthy volunteers (n = 21) were imaged using SENC. A four-chamber view was
acquired in a single breath-hold. Circumferential strain was measured during systole at six
equidistant points along the RV free wall. Peak contraction is defined as the maximum value of
circumferential strain averaged from the six points, and regional function is defined as the strain
value at each point at the time of peak contraction.

Results: Mean values for peak circumferential strain (+ standard deviation) of the basal, mid, and
apical regions of the RV free wall were -20.4 + 2.9%, -18.8 + 3.9%, and -16.5 + 5.7%, Altman plots
showed good intra- and inter-observer agreements with mean difference of 0.11% and 0.32% and
limits of agreement of -4.038 to 4.174 and -4.903 to 5.836, respectively.

Conclusion: SENC CMR allows for rapid quantification of RV regional function with low intra-
and inter-observer variabilities, which could permit accurate quantification of regional strain in
patients with RV dysfunction.
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Background

Despite the rapid advances in the field of cardiovascular
imaging over the past decade, assessment of the right ven-
tricular (RV) function is still challenging [1]. However,
accurate assessment of RV function is an important pre-
dictor of clinical outcome in patients with congenital
heart disease, pulmonary hypertension [2,3], myocardial
infarction [4,5], heart failure [6], dilated cardiomyopathy
[7], and arrhythmiogenic RV dysplasia (ARVD) [8].

Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance (CMR) with its supe-
rior tissue contrast, high spatial and temporal resolution,
and non-invasive nature is an important modality for
assessment of global RV function [9]. By imaging the
induced magnetization of different tissues, and not just
their anatomic borders, CMR provides greater flexibility in
imaging the structure and function of the heart. Specifi-
cally, in CMR tagging, parallel planes of saturated magnet-
ization can be applied orthogonal to the imaging plane,
which create non-invasive MR-visible markers, or tags,
that move with the contraction of the heart [10,11] and
permit quantification of its strain [12] in the three-coordi-
nate directions (circumferential, longitudinal, and radial).
With advances in signal processing, the amount of dis-
placement of these tags within the myocardium can be
automatically quantified using harmonic phase (HARP)
analysis, which allows for rapid and accurate analysis of
myocardial regional function [13]. CMR tagging is consid-
ered the gold standard technique for assessment of left
ventricular (LV) regional function [14]. However, the thin
wall of the RV (normally < 5 mm) results in tags those are
too far apart for accurate assessment of thin walled RV
regional function.

In this work, we propose to use the through-plane tags in
strain encoding (SENC) CMR [15] in order to overcome
the limitations posed by the thin-walled RV and to allow
for quantitative assessment of the RV regional function.
SENC CMR has several advantages over regular tagging: 1)
Spatial and temporal resolution are improved. 2) The sig-
nal intensity depends on the spacing of the invisible tags
in the through-plane direction, which allows for strain
calculation in the direction perpendicular to the imaging
plane [16]. Because of the latter, circumferential strain can
be measured from the long-axis view, while the presence
of the tags does not affect visualization of different cardiac
structures. 3) The circumferential strain of the RV free wall
can be measured from a single four-chamber view instead
of multiple short-axis views in conventional tagging.
Despite these theoretical advantages, the value of SENC
CMR for studying human RV function has not been inves-
tigated thoroughly. In this study, the intra- and inter-
observer variabilities of SENC CMR were evaluated for
assessment of RV regional function in healthy volunteers.
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Methods

The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board
of Johns Hopkins Medical Institutions, and informed con-
sent was obtained from all participants prior to the MR
exam. The study was Health Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act (HIPAA) compliant.

Volunteer selection

Healthy volunteers (n = 21) with no history of heart dis-
ease and no abnormal cardiac structure or function were
studied by CMR.

SENC CMR

SENC CMR is based on the acquisition of two images with
different frequency modulation, or "tunings", in the slice-
selection direction. We call these images the low-tuning
(LT) and high-tuning (HT) images. Bright regions in the
LT and HT images represent static and contracting tissues,
respectively [16]. The two SENC images were combined as
described in [16] to result in a strain image, where signal
intensity is proportional to through-plane strain. Strain
measurements calculated from SENC images have
recently been validated against standard Spatial Modula-
tion of Magnetization (SPAMM) tagged images [17,18].
Figure 1 shows a diagram of the SENC pulse sequence
[16]. It consists of two major modules: tagging and imag-
ing. The tagging part is implemented after the detection of
the R-wave of the electrocardiogram (ECG), and it is com-
posed of two 90° non-selective radiofrequency (RF)
pulses interspersed by a modulation gradient in the slice-
selection direction and followed by crusher gradients in
all directions. A spectral-selective fat suppression RF pulse
was applied immediately before the tagging module [19].
Imaging started directly after the tagging module, where a
series of slice-selective RF pulses were applied with alter-
nating SENC modulations (tunings) and ramped flip
angles [20]. K-space was filled in a segmented fashion
with spiral acquisition for efficient readout.

CMR scan protocol

Studies were performed on a 3.0T MR scanner (Philips
Medical Systems, Best, The Netherlands) using a 6-ele-
ment phased-array cardiac coil. Four ECG leads were
placed on the volunteers' chests for triggering the pulse
sequence at the R-wave of the ECG. The volunteers' posi-
tion was head first and supine. After initial scouting
images and reference scan, gradient echo vertical long axis
cine (pseudo two-chamber view) images were obtained
from the coronal images by aligning the left ventricular
apex with the center of the mitral valve. From the end-
systolic vertical long-axis image, an initial horizontal
long-axis plane (pseudo four-chamber view) was
obtained by aligning through the apex and the midpoint
of the mitral valve. Then, a single short-axis plane was
obtained from the end-systolic horizontal long axis
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SENC pulse sequence diagram (FS: fat suppression, RF: radiofrequency, SS: slice selection, PE: phase encod-

ing, RO: readout, HT: high-tuning, LT: low-tuning).

image. The final four-chamber view was obtained from
the-short axis plane by bisecting both ventricles and going
parallel to the diaphragm. The measurement points on
the SPAMM and SENC images were determined with the
help of the geometry scouting images, in order to assure
that the measurement positions in the SPAMM images
correspond to their counterparts in the SENC images.

The imaging parameters for the gradient echo cine acqui-
sitions were: repetition time (TR) = 5 ms; echo time (TE)
= 2.9 ms; flip angle = 15°; scan matrix = 176 x 138 recon-
structed to 256 x 256 pixels; field of view (FOV) = 35 x 35
cm; and slice thickness = 8 mm. Four-chamber SENC
images were then acquired during a single breath-hold of
13 heartbeats using prospective ECG gating. SENC imag-
ing parameters were similar to those of the cine images,
except for: spiral acquisition (for efficient signal readout)
with 12 spirals x 12 ms; scan matrix = 176 x 176; TR =
14.4 ms; TE = 0.8 ms; flip angle = 40°; and slice thickness
= 8 mm. For SENC images, the temporal resolution was
15 msec and the spatial resolution was 2 x 2 x 8 mmb3.
Finally, dynamic short-axis SPAMM grid-tagged images
were acquired at the same locations as the cine images,

and with similar imaging parameters, except for: TR = 12
ms; TE = 1.8 ms and flip angle = 35°.

CMR data analysis

Tagging and SENC CMR data were analyzed using the
HARP and SENC software packages (Diagnosoft Inc., Palo
Alto, California), respectively. For each four-chamber
SENC image (Figure 2), six points were manually selected
(by observer AY) along the RV free wall in the end systolic
frame, starting from the base toward the apex with equal
distances from each other. Systolic circumferential strain
was calculated at each of the six points on the SENC
image, as described in [16]. Strain estimates were also
computed from the short-axis SPAMM tagged images, as
described in [13]. Myocardial strain was defined here as
the percentage change in tissue length from the resting
state at end-diastole (ED) to the one achieved following
myocardial contraction at end-systole (ES): Myocardial
strain = (ED - ES)/ED x 100%.

In order to detect the timing of end-systole in the SENC
cine, the time point of maximum average strain was
selected to represent end-systole with the peak systolic
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Figure 2
Four-chamber SENC CMR view at the end-systolic frame. A) The RV as appears on the acquired image before soft-
ware processing. B) The processed image showing the position of the six points along the RV free wall and the corresponding
strain curve. Y-axis shows the strain values while the X-axis shows the time frames.

strain is the stain estimate recorded at this time point as
shown in figure 2B at time frame 21.

The SENC derived myocardial strain values were calcu-
lated by the same observer (AY) two weeks after the first
reading to report the intra-observer variability. The strain
values were also calculated by a second independent
observer (GK), blinded to the results obtained by the first
observer, to determine inter-observer variability. SENC
and SPAMM strain estimates of the interventricular sep-
tum were calculated by the first observer, using the same
method described above, to serve as a reference for the RV
free wall strain estimates.

Strain noise was then calculated for the RV free wall in the
21 SENC CMR scans. This was done by quantifying the
noise in the strain estimate by examining a small region
around points within the base, mid and apical RV free
wall and reporting the standard deviation in the strain
estimate at those points. The standard deviation in the

strain estimates were divided by the mean strain estimates
at those regions. Then, SENC strain estimate was corre-
lated with strain noise. A subgroup of SENC CMR scans
with the least strain noise and absence of image artifacts
were then selected. The purpose of this sub-grouping was
to examine the effect of image quality on the intra- and
inter observer variabilities of the strain estimates.

Statistical analysis

Statistical analysis was performed using commercially
available software (STATA, version 9.2, College Station,
Texas). Strain estimates were presented as mean + stand-
ard deviation (SD). Circumferential strain estimates were
compared using a paired t-test for normally distributed
data, Wilcoxon signed rank sum test for non-normally dis-
tributed data. Multiple measures analysis of variance
(ANOVA) analysis was used to compare the average cir-
cumferential strain measurements of the base, mid, and
apical parts of the RV free wall. P < 0.05 was considered
statistically significant.
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Intra- and inter-observer agreements were evaluated using
the 95% limits-of-agreement approach proposed by
Bland and Altman [21], by plotting the differences
between each pair of measurements against their means.
"Limits of agreement" was presented as mean difference +
2 SD. Assuming normal distribution, it is expected that
most differences (>95%) would lie between mean - 25D
and mean + 2SD (limits of agreement). To test if the vari-
ances of strain estimates were the same within the same
observer and between observers, Pitman's test [22] for cor-
related variances was used. Also, linear regression analysis
was performed between the end-systolic circumferential
strains of the RV free wall measured by the first observer
two weeks apart, and between the first and second observ-
ers. Intra-observer and inter-observer variabilities were
calculated from the linear regression analysis using the
intra-class correlation coefficient (r).

Results

Twenty-one healthy volunteers with ages ranging from 23
to 45 years (mean age of 35 + 7 years standard deviation)
were included in the study. All the scans were done at
Johns Hopkins University during the year 2006. The aver-
age scanning time was 35 minutes. All the images
acquired from the twenty-one studies were suitable for
analysis. The contracting RV gives bright signal on the
four-chamber SENC CMR against a dark background (Fig-

0 -
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ure 2). The acquired images were then processed for strain
analysis using the SENC software.

The peak circumferential systolic strain estimates of RV
free wall and interventricular septum

The average peak circumferential strain of the RV free wall
measured by SENC CMR was -18.7 + 4.3% (the minus
sign means positive contraction). The average strain +
standard deviation for the basal, mid, and apical regions
of the RV free wall were -20.7 + 2.8%, -19.1 + 3.3% and -
16.9 + 4.8%, respectively (Table 1 and Figure 3). There is
a statistically significant difference in the SENC circumfer-
ential systolic strain estimates among the base, mid and
apical segments of the RV free wall (P = 0.0015). Myocar-
dial areas of consistent low circumferential strain were
found in 8 out of the 21 scans close to the site of insertion
of the papillary muscle into the RV free wall (Figure 4).

The average RV free wall circumferential strain measured
from the short-axis SPAMM tagged slices in the same sub-
jects was -18.5 + 2.7% (P = 0.42). The SPAMM circumfer-
ential strain estimates for the base, mid, and apical slices
of the RV free wall were -18.8 + 2.5% (P = 0.03), -18.5
2.7% (P=0.35) and -18.3 + 3.0% (P = 0.08), respectively.
There is no statistically significant difference in the
SPAMM circumferential systolic strain estimates between

204

RV end-systolic drcumferentia strain

30 Base Mid-wall Apex

Figure 3

Box-and-whisker plots of peak SENC strain estimates for the base, mid-wall and apex of the RV free wall. The
whiskers are drawn from the box to the highest and lowest values that are within 1.5 times the interquartile range of the
median with any points more extreme than this are plotted individually.
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Table I: The average values for SENC peak circumferential systolic strain estimates of the RV free wall.

Region/Observer Average SENC peak Average SENC peak Average SENC peak Average SPAMM peak
systolic strain estimate systolic strain estimate systolic strain estimate systolic strain estimate
(£ SD) measured by the (£ SD) measured by the (* SD) measured by the (£ SD) (P value)
Ist observer Ist observer (second second observer
time)
Basal segment of RV -20.7% (+ 2.8) -20.4% (+ 2.8) -19.9% (+ 2.9) -18.8% (+ 2.5) (P =0.03)
free wall
Middle segment of RV -19.1% (£ 3.3) -19.0% (+ 3.4) -19.6% (+ 3.8) -18.5% (£ 2.7) (P = 0.35)
free wall
Apical segment of RV -16.9% (+ 4.8) -16.7% (£ 5.1) -17.8% (+ 4.6) -18.3% (£ 3) (P = 0.08)
free wall

the base, mid and apical segments of the RV free wall (P =
0.67).

The average value of the circumferential peak systolic
strain estimate of the interventricular septum was -21.2 +
3.2% as measured by SENC CMR in four-chamber view

Figure 4
Site of attachment of the papillary muscle into the RV free wall shows area of low strain as compared to the
rest of the RV free wall. A) Gradient echo image with the arrow pointing to the papillary muscle. B) Same view on SENC
CMR. C) SENC strain analysis showing area of low strain estimate on RV free wall corresponding with the site of attachment
of papillary muscle.

and -20.6 + 2% (P = 0.14) as measured by HARP analysis
of grid tagging in short-axis views. The SENC circumferen-
tial strain estimates for the base, mid, and apical slices of
the interventricular septum were -20.5 + 2.7%, -21.7 +
3.1% and -20.3 + 3.0%, respectively. Compared with
SENC circumferential systolic strain estimates of the RV
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free wall, there was no significant difference between the
basal segments (P = 0.13), while mid and apical segments
of the RV free wall were significantly less (P < 0.01) than
those of the interventricular septum.

Intra-observer and inter-observer agreements

Regional peak circumferential systolic strain measure-
ments demonstrate low intra- and inter-observer variabil-
ities (Figure 5) as indicated by the interclass correlation
coefficient (r = 0.82/0.81; 0.80/0.79; 0.94/0.81 for the
basal, mid, and apical regions, respectively). The overall
intra- and inter-observer variabilities were r = 0.88 and
0.80, respectively.

Bland Altman plots have shown the mean difference
between the SENC strain estimates obtained by the same
observer to be 0.11% (95% confidence interval = -0.24%
to 0.46%) and between the two observers to be 0.32%
(95% confidence interval = -0.14 to 0.79%). The intra-
observer and inter-observer limits of agreement were -
4.038 to 4.174 and -4.903 to 5.836, respectively (Figure
6). There was no significant intra-observer or inter-
observer difference in variances (Pitman's coefficient [1] =
0.1, P=0.28; and [r] = 0.14, P = 0.13, respectively).

Effect of image quality on strain estimates, intra- and
inter-observer agreements

The SENC average peak circumferential systolic strain esti-
mates from the group of subjects with highest image qual-
ity was 1.8% (-20.5 + 2.8% versus -18.7 + 4.3%, P < 0.02)
higher than the average strain estimates. Also, there was
slightly higher agreement among the group of highest
image quality scans than the average agreement on Bland

Intraobserver variability
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Altman plots with a mean intra-observer difference of
0.027% (95% confidence interval = -0.53% to 0.58%)
and inter-observer difference of 0.30% (95% confidence
interval = -0.35 to 0.94) and limits of agreement of -3.3 to
3.3 and -3.5 to 4.1 for the intra-observer and inter-
observer, respectively (Figure 6).

Discussion

This study demonstrates that circumferential strain of the
RV free wall can be obtained using SENC CMR with low
intra- and inter-observer variabilities. The average RV free
wall circumferential strain estimate with SENC (-18.9 =
4.1%) was in good agreement with previous results
obtained by CMR tagging [23] using one-dimensional
SPAMM tagging. In that study, the RV free wall average cir-
cumferential strain in normal volunteers ranged from -
16.4 + 1% in the RV outflow tract to -22.4 + 1.5% at the
RV apex. However, the lower strain values of the RV apex
in our study could be attributed to 1) the method of
selecting the points for strain analysis from areas with low
signal (e.g., around the insertion site of the papillary mus-
cle); and/or 2) the weaker signal captured from the thin
walled apex in low image quality studies, which resulted
in abnormally low strain values, shown as outliers in Fig.
3. In our study, the SPAMM grid-tagged circumferential
systolic strain estimates from the apical portion of the RV
free wall was -1.4% higher than the SENC strain estimates,
but this difference did not reach statistical significance (P
= 0.08). With not much difference in the strain estimates
between SENC and SPAMM grid tagging for the RV free
wall, the major advantages of SENC are 1) obtaining the
entire strain data from a single view rather than 3 short-
axis views in grid tagging; 2) better visualization of the

Interobserver variability
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Inter-observer Agreement
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Bland-Altman plots for intra-observer and inter-observer agreements. Higher image quality scans showed higher
degree of agreements. In all plots, the dashed lines represent the mean difference and the gray shaded areas represent the lim-

its of agreements.

contracting myocardium which allows for more accurate
localization of the region of interest; and 3) the resulting
strain curves are interpretable from the entire RV free wall.

To be more confident about our strain estimates and to
avoid any systematic bias, we used both SENC and
SPAMM grid-tagging circumferential strain estimates of
the interventricular septum, where excellent strain curves
were obtained in almost all subjects, as a reference. There
was no significant difference in the circumferential strain
estimates of the interventricular septum between the
methods (-21.2 + 3.2% for SENC CMR versus -20.6 + 2%
for SPAMM grid tagging (P = 0.14)). Also, there was no
significant difference between the basal segments of RV
free wall and interventricular septum (P = 0.13). However,
the circumferential strain estimates of the mid and apical
segments of the RV free wall were significantly less (P <

0.01) than those of the interventricular septum. This
could be attributed to the lower strain SNR of apical
regions in images with marginal quality or the attachment
site of the papillary muscle into the RV free wall in other
images.

The completely automatic calculation of RV strain values
with SENC produces good intra-observer and inter-
observer agreement. This was particularly evident in the
high-quality images where there is less noise to confound
the actual strain results.

The effect of image quality on circumferential myocardial
strain quantification was also addressed in our study. The
average RV circumferential strain measured from the
group of scans with the least strain noise and image arti-
fact was found to be statistically significant higher than
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the average strain estimate of the 21 studies (-20.5 + 2.8%
versus -18.7 + 4.3%, P < 0.02). Also, plotting the SENC
strain estimates against noise in the strain estimates
revealed a significant linear relation. It should be noted
that SENC imaging is one type of STEAM (stimulated-
echo acquisition mode) pulse sequence, which suffers
from 50% signal loss, making SENC imaging sensitive to
image SNR.

Circumferential strain measurements were conducted in
this study based on the observation that myocardial con-
traction is principally circumferential [24]. On the con-
trary, tissue Doppler data suggested that RV contraction is
mainly longitudinal [25]. However, tissue Doppler could
only reliably calculate the longitudinal functional param-
eters of the RV due to its thin wall [26]. Another study of
the RV strain in open-chest, open-pericardium animal
models [27] showed that the RV longitudinal strain corre-
lates with the RV global function during both basal condi-
tions and following an increase in afterload, whereas
circumferential strain is influenced by changes in after-
load. This could make circumferential strain analysis even
more specific and clinically useful in pressure overload
conditions, like pulmonary hypertension, which consti-
tute the majority of RV pathologies.

Overall, it should be noted that the use of spiral acquisi-
tion for data readout, automated software for strain anal-
ysis and acquisition of circumferential strain estimates for
the entire RV from a single four-chamber view made the
entire process time-efficient and practical.

Study limitations and future directions

As this study was conducted only on normal volunteers,
one limitation is that the diagnostic utility of the strain
measurements were not tested on patients with known RV
dysfunction. However, this did not interfere with the aim
of this study which was mainly designed to test the feasi-
bility and applicability of circumferential strain estimates
of the RV free wall as a surrogate of function before testing
this method on patients with RV dysfunction. It should be
noted that although the current study addressed intra-
observer, inter-observer and inter-subject reproducibility,
the scan-rescan reproducibility for the same subjects was
not examined. This point is intended to be addressed in a
more comprehensive future study.

It should also be noted that evaluation of regional heart
function, which naturally occurs in the three dimensions,
from a single circumferential plane is another limitation
of the method used. Also, the imaging technique used did
not correct for tissue through-plane motion that could
affect the accuracy of the strain estimates. However, devel-
opment of new methods for tissue slice-following [28]

http://www.jcmr-online.com/content/10/1/33

and motion tracking [29] could correct for this through-
plane displacement.

Finally, areas with consistent low circumferential strains
were found at the insertion site of the papillary muscle
into the RV free wall. These areas are not likely identified
in prior studies relying on imaging techniques with intrin-
sically lower spatial resolution. These findings direct
attention to the cautious interpretation of strain estimates
in light of image quality and the presence or absence of
image artifacts, especially in high-field CMR systems.

Conclusion

SENC CMR allows for rapid quantification of RV regional
function with low intra- and inter-observer variabilities,
which could permit accurate quantification of regional
function in patients with RV dysfunction.

Competing interests

Dr. Nael F. Osman is a founder and shareholder in Diag-
nosoft Inc. The terms of this arrangement have been
approved by the Johns Hopkins University in accordance
with its conflict of interest policies.

Authors' contributions

AY participated in the study design and CMR exams, car-
ried out the image and statistical analysis, and wrote and
revised the manuscript. EHI assisted in the development
of the CMR pulse sequence and participated in the CMR
exams. GK participated in the analysis of the CMR data
and in manuscript editing. MRA participated in the study
design. RGW participated in the study design and critically
reviewed the manuscript. NFO conceived and supervised
the study and participated in its revision. All authors read
and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Ahmed S. Fahmy, PhD; Li Pan, PhD and
Hugh Wall for their help in MR imaging, as well as Dr. Shenghan Lai and his
team for their help in recruiting volunteers.

References

. Menteer |, Weinberg PM, Fogel MA: Quantifying regional right
ventricular function in tetralogy of Fallot. | cardiovasc Magn
Reson 2005, 7:753-761.

2.  Sandoval J, Bauerle O, Palomar A, Gomez A, Martinez-Guerra ML,
Beltran M, Guerrero ML: Survival in primary pulmonary hyper-
tension. Validation of a prognostic equation. Circulation 1994,
89(4):1733-1744.

3. Chin KM, Kim NH, Rubin LJ: The right ventricle in pulmonary
hypertension. Coron Artery Dis 2005, 16(1):13-18.

4. Goldstein JA: Pathophysiology and management of right heart
ischemia. | Am Coll Cardiol 2002, 40(5):841-853.

5.  Zehender M, Kasper W, Kauder E, Schonthaler M, Geibel A, Ols-
chewski M, Just H: Right ventricular infarction as an independ-
ent predictor of prognosis after acute inferior myocardial
infarction. N Engl | Med 1993, 328(14):981-988.

6.  Polak JF, Holman BL, Wynne ], Colucci WS: Right ventricular ejec-
tion fraction: an indicator of increased mortality in patients
with congestive heart failure associated with coronary artery
disease. | Am Coll Cardiol 1983, 2(2):217-224.

Page 9 of 10

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16353435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16353435
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8149539
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8149539
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15654194
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15654194
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12225706
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12225706
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8450875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8450875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8450875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6306086
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6306086
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6306086

Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance 2008, 10:33

7. Sun P, James KB, Yang XS, Solankhi N, Shah MS, Arheart KL, Thomas
D, Stewart WJ): Comparison of mortality rates and progres-
sion of left ventricular dysfunction in patients with idiopathic
dilated cardiomyopathy and dilated versus nondilated right
ventricular cavities. Am J Cardiol 1997, 80(12):1583-1587.

8.  McKenna W], Thiene G, Nava A, Fontaliran F, Blomstrom-Lundqvist
C, Fontaine G, Camerini F: Diagnosis of arrhythmogenic right
ventricular dysplasia/cardiomyopathy. Task Force of the
Working Group Myocardial and Pericardial Disease of the
European Society of Cardiology and of the Scientific Council
on Cardiomyopathies of the International Society and Fed-
eration of Cardiology. Br Heart ] 1994, 71(3):215-218.

9. Manning W]J, Pennel D: Cardiovascular magnetic resonance
imaging. Oxford, UK: Chrchill Livingstone; 2002.

10.  Zerhouni EA, Parish DM, Rogers W), Yang A, Shapiro EP: Human
heart: tagging with MR imaging — a method for noninvasive
assessment of myocardial motion. Radiology 1988,
169(1):59-63.

1. Axel L, Dougherty L: MR imaging of motion with spatial modu-
lation of magnetization. Radiology 1989, 171(3):841-845.

12. Moore CC, O'Dell WG, McVeigh ER, Zerhouni EA: Calculation of
three-dimensional left ventricular strains from biplanar
tagged MR images. | Magn Reson Imaging 1992, 2(2):165-175.

13.  Osman NF, Kerwin WS, McVeigh ER, Prince JL: Cardiac motion
tracking using CINE harmonic phase (HARP) magnetic res-
onance imaging. Magn Reson Med 1999, 42(6):1048-1060.

14.  Zipes DP, Libby P, Bonow RO, Braunwauld E: Braunwauld's heart
disease: a textbook of cardiovascular medicine. Philadelphia,
USA: Saunders; 2005.

15. Osman NF: Detecting stiff masses using strain-encoded
(SENC) imaging. Magn Reson Med 2003, 49(3):605-608.

16. Osman NF, Sampath S, Atalar E, Prince JL: Imaging longitudinal
cardiac strain on short-axis images using strain-encoded
MRI. Magn Reson Med 2001, 46(2):324-334.

17. Garot |, Bluemke DA, Osman NF, Rochitte CE, McVeigh ER,
Zerhouni EA, Prince JL, Lima JA: Fast determination of regional
myocardial strain fields from tagged cardiac images using
harmonic phase MRI. Circulation 2000, 101(9):981-988.

18. Korosoglou G, Youssef AA, Bilchick KC, Ibrahim el S, Lardo AC, Lai
S, Osman NF: Real-time fast strain-encoded magnetic reso-
nance imaging to evaluate regional myocardial function at
3.0 Tesla: Comparison to conventional tagging. | Magn Reson
Imaging 2008, 27(5):1012-1018.

19.  Fahmy AS, Pan L, Osman NF: Artifact-free black-blood cine car-
diac imaging in a single breath-hold. Magn Reson Imaging 2006,
24(10):1303-1310.

20. Stuber M, Spiegel MA, Fischer SE, Scheidegger MB, Danias PG, Peder-
sen EM, Boesiger P: Single breath-hold slice-following
CSPAMM myocardial tagging. MAGMA 1999, 9(1-2):85-91.

21. Bland JM, Altman DG: Statistical methods for assessing agree-
ment between two methods of clinical measurement. Lancet
1986, 1(8476):307-310.

22. Bartko JJ: Measures of agreement: a single procedure. Stat Med
1994, 13(5-7):737-745.

23. Fayad ZA, Ferrari VA, Kraitchman DL, Young AA, Palevsky HI,
Bloomgarden DC, Axel L: Right ventricular regional function
using MR tagging: normals versus chronic pulmonary hyper-
tension. Magn Reson Med 1998, 39(1):116-123.

24. Greenbaum RA, Ho SY, Gibson DG, Becker AE, Anderson RH: Left
ventricular fibre architecture in man. Br Heart | 198I,
45(3):248-263.

25. Kukulski T, Hubbert L, Arnold M, Wranne B, Hatle L, Sutherland GR:
Normal regional right ventricular function and its change
with age: a Doppler myocardial imaging study. | Am Soc
Echocardiogr 2000, 13(3):194-204.

26. Teske AJ, De Boeck BW, Melman PG, Sieswerda GT, Doevendans
PA, Cramer MJ: Echocardiographic quantification of myocar-
dial function using tissue deformation imaging, a guide to
image acquisition and analysis using tissue Doppler and
speckle tracking. Cardiovasc Ultrasound 2007, 5:27.

27. Leather HA, Ama R, Missant C, Rex S, Rademakers FE, Wouters PF:
Longitudinal but not circumferential deformation reflects
global contractile function in the right ventricle with open
pericardium. Am | Physiol Heart Circ Physiol 2006,
290(6):H2369-2375.

http://www.jcmr-online.com/content/10/1/33

28. Ibrahim EH, Stuber M, Fahmy AS, Abd-Elmoniem KZ, Sasano T, Abra-
ham MR, Osman NF: Real-time MR imaging of myocardial
regional function using strain-encoding (SENC) with tissue
through-plane motion tracking. | Magn Reson Imaging 2007,
26(6):1461-1470.

29. Fischer SE, McKinnon GC, Scheidegger MB, Prins W, Meier D,
Boesiger P: True myocardial motion tracking. Magn Reson Med
1994, 31(4):401-413.

Publish with Bio Med Central and every
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."
Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK
Your research papers will be:
« available free of charge to the entire biomedical community
« peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance
« cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central
« yours — you keep the copyright

Submit your manuscript here:

O BioMedcentral
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

Page 10 of 10

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9416940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9416940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9416940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8142187
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8142187
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8142187
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3420283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3420283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3420283
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2717762
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2717762
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1562767
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1562767
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1562767
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10571926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10571926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10571926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12594769
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12594769
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11477637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11477637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11477637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10704164
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10704164
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10704164
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18407541
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18407541
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18407541
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17145401
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17145401
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10555178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10555178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2868172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2868172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8023046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9438445
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9438445
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9438445
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7008815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7008815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10708468
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10708468
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10708468
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17760964
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17760964
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17760964
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16399859
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16399859
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16399859
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17968902
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17968902
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17968902
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8208116
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Hypothesis
	Aim
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Volunteer selection
	SENC CMR
	CMR scan protocol
	CMR data analysis
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	The peak circumferential systolic strain estimates of RV free wall and interventricular septum
	Intra-observer and inter-observer agreements
	Effect of image quality on strain estimates, intra- and inter-observer agreements

	Discussion
	Study limitations and future directions

	Conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References

