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Abstract

Background/Objectives

Drug-coated balloon therapy for diseased superficial femoral arteries remains controversial.

Despite its clinical relevance, only a few computational studies based on simplistic two-

dimensional models have been proposed to investigate this endovascular therapy to date.

This work addresses the aforementioned limitation by analyzing the drug transport and

kinetics occurring during drug-coated balloon deployment in a three-dimensional geometry.

Methods

An idealized three-dimensional model of a superficial femoral artery presenting with a cal-

cific plaque and treated with a drug-coated balloon was created to perform transient mass

transport simulations. To account for the transport of drug (i.e. paclitaxel) released by the

device, a diffusion-reaction equation was implemented by describing the drug bound to spe-

cific intracellular receptors through a non-linear, reversible reaction. The following features

concerning procedural aspects, pathologies and modelling assumptions were investigated:

(i) balloon application time (60–180 seconds); (ii) vessel wall composition (healthy vs. calci-

fied wall); (iii) sequential balloon application; and (iv) drug wash-out by the blood stream vs.

coating retention, modeled as exponential decay.

Results

The balloon inflation time impacted both the free and specifically-bound drug concentrations

in the vessel wall. The vessel wall composition highly affected the drug concentrations. In

particular, the specifically-bound drug concentration was four orders of magnitude lower in

the calcific compared with healthy vessel wall portions, primarily as a result of reduced drug

diffusion. The sequential application of two drug-coated balloons led to modest differences

(~15%) in drug concentration immediately after inflation, which became negligible within 10
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minutes. The retention of the balloon coating increased the drug concentration in the vessel

wall fourfold.

Conclusions

The overall findings suggest that paclitaxel kinetics may be affected not only by the geomet-

rical and compositional features of the vessel treated with the drug-coated balloon, but also

by balloon design characteristics and procedural aspects that should be carefully

considered.

1. Introduction

The number of individuals suffering from lower limb peripheral artery disease is increasing

globally. The incidence of the disease in people aged 25 years and over was reported to be

approximately 230 million in 2015, representing a notable increase compared with the esti-

mated 202 million people affected by the disease in 2010 [1]. The pathology is characterized by

the presence of atherosclerotic lesions that, by protruding into the arterial lumen, obstruct the

blood flow and impair the perfusion of the lower limb [2]. The superficial femoral artery

(SFA), the longest arterial vessel of the human body [3], is the location of around half of the

peripheral atherosclerotic lesions, due to its morphology and biomechanics [4, 5]. Given the

lower risk of complications and the lower level of invasiveness, a primary endovascular revas-

cularization is usually preferred to surgical bypass for most SFA lesions [6]. Despite the ability

of self-expandable stents to bear the dynamic load typical of the femoral arteries, the role of

these bare-metal devices has become a matter of great controversy because of the high rate of

failure due to restenosis (~30%) and stent fracture [7]. Thus, in recent years, drug-coated bal-

loons (DCBs) have emerged as an alternative to the conventional non-medicated angioplasty/

stenting treatment of atherosclerotic SFAs.

DCBs are capable of limiting excessive neointima proliferation, by combining the mechani-

cal action of the angioplasty inflation with the therapeutic action of the antiproliferative drug

released and transferred into the vessel wall during the intervention [8]. In particular, pacli-

taxel-eluting balloons have shown promising results, inducing a desirable biological effect,

namely the inhibition of cellular proliferation, without the use of permanent implants [9].

Whether by single or sequential balloon inflation, DCBs may enhance the outcome in the pri-

mary treatment of SFA restenosis, with lower risk as compared to surgical bypass [10]. Despite

the initial promising findings in the case of treatment of lower limb arteries, the safety of pacli-

taxel-based systems for the SFAs has been questioned, given the high rate of death at 2–5 years

following DCB [11]. Moreover, recurrent restenosis remains a persistent problem following

DCB use as compared to surgical bypass [12]. For these reasons, further investigations of the

DCB mode of action for the treatment of peripheral artery disease are warranted.

Computational modelling has long been recognized as an effective tool to investigate the

phenomena of drug transport and kinetics associated with drug-eluting endovascular devices

[13, 14]. Through the inclusion of a reaction term within the governing drug transport equa-

tions, computational models provide insights into paclitaxel uptake and release with a level of

detail difficult or impossible to replicate with in-vitro or in-vivo methods. Despite the useful-

ness of computational methodology to assess the safety and the performance of DCBs, to date

only a few studies have considered drug transport following release from DCBs [15–18] and

only one of these has focused on its application in SFAs. Furthermore, all of these studies are
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inherently limited by their consideration of a highly-simplified two-dimensional (2D) vessel

geometry.

The present work addresses the aforementioned limitation by computationally investigat-

ing the efficacy and mode of action of DCBs in a three-dimensional (3D) SFA geometry. In

detail, an idealized asymmetric 3D computational model of a diseased SFA treated with a DCB

is presented to investigate the impact on the paclitaxel transport and kinetics of the following

features: (i) DCB inflation time, which may vary according to the device under consideration

and the preferences of the vascular surgeon; (ii) vessel wall material properties; (iii) sequential

application of multiple DCBs and; (iv) drug wash-out by the blood stream as opposed to the

permanence of DCB coating adhered to the lumen wall.

2. Material and methods

2.1 Computational model of a diseased SFA treated with a DCB

An idealized 3D model of a diseased SFA treated with a paclitaxel coated balloon was created

using the computer aided-design modeler Rhinoceros 3D (v.6, Robert McNeel & Associates,

Seattle, WA, USA) (Fig 1), assuming a complete patency (100%) achieved during the balloon

Fig 1. A) Geometrical model of a 3D idealized portion of diseased superficial femoral artery (SFA), highlighting the computational grid employed within the wall at the

inlet cross-section (on the left) and cross-section of the diseased portion characterized by the presence of a calcific plaque (on the right). B) Section along the

longitudinal direction of the SFA model, with the definition of the computational domains and boundaries.OHEAL: healthy domain;OCALC: calcific plaque domain;

OBLOOD: lumen domain (not meshed); ΓLUMEN: lumen wall; ΓBALL: lumen wall in contact with the balloon; ΓOP: lateral openings of the vessel wall; ΓADV: adventitial wall.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g001

PLOS ONE 3D modelling of DCBs for diseased SFAs

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783 October 11, 2021 3 / 17

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g001
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783


inflation, resulting in a constant lumen diameter of 7.3 mm [4]. The vessel model was subdi-

vided in a central diseased portion, which was treated with the DCB, and two healthy portions

proximal and distal to the lesion. The diseased portion included a calcific plaque (OCALC),

causing a lumen area reduction of 40% prior to DCB inflation. In accordance with Glagov’s

phenomenon of vascular remodeling [19], the vessel wall presented an increased thickness in

the proximity of the atherosclerotic plaque. By considering a thickness of 1.6 mm for the

healthy portions (22% of the lumen diameter, as measured in human SFAs through the Dopp-

ler ultrasound technique [20]), the thickness of the diseased portion was set equal to 1.9 mm,

slightly larger (~18%) than that of the healthy portions. The properties of the calcific plaque

OCALC in terms of drug diffusivity (1.99�10−7 mm2/s) and maximum density of drug binding

sites (1.3 mmol/L) were derived from existing literature [21]. The properties of the healthy tis-

sue OHEAL, obtained from studies on healthy arterial vessels [18, 22], were assumed to be

5.41�10−5 mm2/s for the drug diffusivity and 4.2 mmol/L for the maximum density of binding

sites.

To simplify the complex interaction between the inflated balloon and the vessel wall, the

action of the device was imposed as a boundary condition. According to the instruction for

use of the IN.PACT Admiral device (Medtronic, Dublin, Ireland), whose characteristics were

representatively employed in this work, a balloon of 7.0x40 mm was considered to match the

dimensions of the idealized SFA model.

To perform the mass transport simulations, the geometrical model of the vessel wall was

discretized through ICEM CFD (v.18.2, Ansys Inc., Canonsburg, PA, USA) into tetrahedral

elements (global minimum element size set to 0.4 mm and local minimum size set to 0.025

mm) and 20 layers of prismatic elements with a gradual smaller size close to the lumen wall

ΓBALL and ΓLUMEN (with an exponential growth rate of 1.1 and a total height of 0.05 mm). A

mesh independence analysis was conducted to choose the mesh size in terms of element size

and number of prismatic layers. This analysis was based on the validation of the computational

model against the analytical solution of the transient linear diffusion equation in an idealized

hollow cylinder (detailed in the S1 File, Section “Analytical validation and sensitivity analy-

sis”), resulting in a final mesh cardinality of ~23 million elements. The blood domain was not

included in the analysis and, hence, it was not discretized. Our justification for this is based on

the fact that during balloon inflation the blood stream is impeded by the presence of the device

itself. Once the device is deflated and removed, blood wash-out may be modeled through the

prescription of a boundary condition on the lumen side of the wall, without increasing the

computational effort, as described in detail in section 2.2.2.

2.2 Computational analysis

2.2.1 Transport equations. To describe the transport of paclitaxel within the arterial tis-

sue, a transient diffusion-reaction model was defined in accordance with previous studies [18,

23]. In the absence of realistic values of the pressure gradient induced by DCB inflation across

the vessel wall, the contribution of advection to drug transport within the wall was neglected.

The interaction of paclitaxel with the components of the vessel wall was modelled as a non-lin-

ear, saturable, reversible reaction term [24]. In detail, the reversible binding of ligands (i.e. the

free paclitaxel molecules) with receptors (i.e. the specific intracellular receptors, corresponding

to the microtubules [25]) leading to the formation of a ligand-receptor complex was described.

This biological process, being reversible, is governed by the association and dissociation rate

constants, which are related to tissue properties. Fig 2 shows a schematic representation of the

biological processes and current understanding of the action of paclitaxel. Only the reversible

and saturable specific binding was integrated in this model, neglecting the non-specific
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binding of paclitaxel (namely the binding of the paclitaxel molecule to various extracellular

matrix components [15]). This is biologically translated into the exertion of the effect (i.e. inhi-

bition of the cellular proliferation or migration) by the specific intracellular receptors, which

leads to the arrest of the cellular mitosis (as schematically represented in Fig 2). Moreover, the

extracellular and intracellular free drug concentrations were assumed to be equal at all times,

an approximation that is valid when the transport across the cell membrane is sufficiently fast.

Therefore, the overall mathematical model of paclitaxel kinetics in the SFA wall was described

through the following system of equations:

@CF

@t
¼ r � DeffrCF

� �
�
@CSB

@t
@CSB

@t
¼ kon Ciðbmax � CSBÞ � kDCSB½ �

Ci ¼ CF

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

ð1Þ

Fig 2. Schematic representation of the biological process occurring during the cell cycle and the current understanding of the action of paclitaxel. After the phase

of growth and initial metabolic activity, the cell undergoes the phase of DNA replication and ulterior growth. Once maturity has been reached, the cell prepares for the

mitotic process, which in physiological conditions would lead to cell division into two identical daughter cells. However, when the system is subjected to the anti-

proliferative paclitaxel, the cell cycle is interrupted in the mitotic phase. The specific binding of paclitaxel molecules (CSB) to the intracellular microtubules determines

their stabilization and impedes their reorganization essential for the cellular division. Part of the paclitaxel exchanged from the extracellular (CF) to the intracellular

ambient (Ci) may remain unbound.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g002
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where CF and Ci represent the extracellular and intracellular concentration of the free pacli-

taxel (i.e. not bound to receptors), respectively; Deff is the effective diffusion coefficient (which

varies between the healthy and calcified vessel portions); CSB is the concentration of the specifi-

cally-bound drug; kon and kD are the association and dissociation rate constants, respectively

and; bmax is the maximum concentration of binding sites (i.e. active receptors available to

uptake paclitaxel, assumed to vary between the healthy and calcified portions) [26]. Summariz-

ing, the paclitaxel kinetics were described as a function of the free (CF) and the specifically-

bound drug concentrations (CSB). Table 1 summarizes the parameters of the mass transport

model, with the related values.

2.2.2 Boundary conditions. With reference to Fig 1B, the lumen wall in contact and not

in contact with the DCB were denoted ΓBALL and ΓLUMEN, respectively, the adventitial wall was

denoted ΓADV, and the lateral opening of the vessel was denoted ΓOP. Following a previous

work [28], a zero-flux condition was applied to ΓOP: due to the large distance from the region of

interest, this choice of boundary condition had negligible impact on the results. A perfect sink

condition was applied to ΓADV [18]. As a first approximation, the drug was not allowed to enter

the ΓLUMEN, and thus a zero-flux condition was applied. While all the other boundary condi-

tions were kept constant, at the beginning of the DCB inflation the drug concentration on

ΓBALL was set equal to the value of the initial concentration present on the DCB surface, assum-

ing a large excess of paclitaxel (3.5 μg/mm2, as declared in the instruction for use of IN.PACT

Admiral device). After DCB application, to mimic the removal of the balloon and the wash-out

of the blood, the drug concentration on ΓBALL was set to 0. In an attempt to understand the

impact of coating retention on the lumen wall, we also considered the case of an exponential

decay of drug concentration on ΓBALL [29] after removal of the balloon. The exponential decay,

defined as a negative, concentration-dependent flux, included a rate constant k (Table 1), which

was derived from previous experimental considerations [30]. In particular, it was assumed that

more than half of the coating load was lost in the first 20 minutes after balloon deflation.

2.2.3 Numerical solver. The mathematical model described in the system of Eq (1) was

solved using the commercial software CFX (v.18.2, Ansys Inc., Canonsburg, PA, USA). The

solver settings are summarized in Table 2.

2.3 Investigated scenarios

Based on the guidelines of the IN.PACT Admiral DCB, which suggests a balloon dilatation

time of 180 seconds for obtaining an optimum mechanical dilatation and a minimum time for

Table 1. List of the parameters of the drug transport model.

Parameter Ref. Value Description

Deff, H [22] 5.41�10−5 mm2/s Effective diffusion coefficient in the healthy wall

Deff, C [21] 1.99�10−7 mm2/s Effective diffusion coefficient in the diseased wall

C0
� 3.5 μg/mm2 Surface concentration of paclitaxel for the IN.PACT Admiral balloon

bmax,H [18] 4.2 mmol/L Maximum density of the binding sites in the healthy wall

bmax,C [21] 1.3 mmol/L Maximum density of the binding sites in the diseased wall

kD [25] 5�10−6 mmol/m3 Specific equilibrium dissociation constant

kon [27] 8�1011 mm3 /

(mol s)

Specific drug binding rate constant

k �� 6.5�10−7 kg / (m2

s)

Rate constant to define an exponential decay of drug concentration on the

lumen wall in contact with the balloon

� IN.PACTTM AdmiralTM drug coated balloon (Medtronic) instruction for use

�� Estimated from experimental considerations [30].

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.t001
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adequate drug transfer of 60 seconds, different clinical scenarios were considered for this

study. In detail, the effect on drug uptake and distribution was investigated when:

i. DCB inflation time was varied (i.e. 60, 120 and 180 seconds), for a single DCB application;

ii. sequential application of two DCBs was considered. An inflation time of 60 seconds was

simulated for the first DCB, followed by a clinically realistic interlude of 5 minutes before a

further inflation of a second fully loaded DCB for a time of 60 seconds. This double DCB

application (total inflation time of 60+60 seconds) was compared to the corresponding sin-

gle DCB application of 120 seconds;

iii. the coating was assumed to be retained on the lumen wall for a period of time after infla-

tion. The results of a single DCB application with 60-, 120- and 180-second inflation time

performed with the presence of the coating (i.e. exponential decay applied on ΓBALL) were

compared to the analyses with an efficient blood wash-out (i.e. null concentration applied

on ΓBALL).

2.4 Analysis of the results

For each investigated scenario, the free (CF) and the specifically-bound (CSB) drug concentra-

tions were compared immediately after DCB inflation (60, 120 or 180 seconds) and then sub-

sequently 10 minutes and 1 hour later. The temporal profiles of CF and CSB were analyzed

across the wall thickness in the healthy OHEAL and the calcific OCALC regions of the diseased

vessel wall. To simplify the comparison, the drug concentrations were normalized by the maxi-

mum concentration value (relative to OHEAL), for both CF and CSB concentrations. The free

drug was maximal during the balloon inflation in the proximity of ΓBALL. Thus, CF was nor-

malized by that value. On the contrary, CSB was normalized by the final value of the longest

DCB exposure (i.e. 180 seconds) observed at 1 hour after the DCB deflation.

3. Results

3.1 Impact of DCB inflation time

Fig 3 shows contour maps of the normalized specifically-bound (CSB) drug concentrations, fol-

lowing the 180-second exposure-time. The drug concentration was captured in 2D on both

the diseased and healthy portions of the lumen wall along the main vessel direction at 4 time

instants: the beginning and end of the DCB inflation (t0 and tEND), at 10 minutes and 1 hour

after DCB deflation. It is qualitatively observable that, due to the lower diffusivity of drug in

the calcific regionOCALC, drug penetration was limited inOCALC as compared toOHEAL. More-

over, the drug concentrations at 10 minutes and 1 hour after DCB deflation were almost

Table 2. List of the solver settings.

Type ANSYS CFX–pressure-based

Pressure-velocity coupling method Coupled

Spatial discretization scheme–gradient Least squares cell based

Spatial discretization scheme–pressure Second order

Spatial discretization scheme–momentum Second order upwind

Transient scheme Second order Backward Euler

Convergence control (max coefficient loops) 5

Convergence criterion for the global residuals 10−6

Time-step size 10 seconds

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.t002
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identical, highlighting the strong retention of the drug in the tissue. The penetration front of

CSB progressively moved towards the adventitia, following the free drug (CF) distribution (not

shown).

To gain a more quantitative insight, spatial profiles of CF and CSB along a line extending

from the lumen to the adventitia are shown for the three different inflations times for both the

healthy (Fig 4) and calcific tissues (Fig 5). Results are shown immediately after DCB inflation

and 10 minutes after DCB deflation. Considering firstly the comparison at the end of the DCB

inflation, the drug penetration front for the longest exposure (180 seconds) reached approxi-

mately 100 μm in the healthy portion (Fig 4), while in the calcific region the drug penetrated

only 50 μm (Fig 5), due to the lower diffusivity exhibited in OCALC. Focusing on OHEAL, differ-

ences up to ~30% in CF were observed between the 60- and 180-second exposures (Fig 4A).

Considering CSB, the largest difference between 60-second and longest 180-second DCB infla-

tions was visible in proximity of the lumen wall, where the free concentration was maximal

(Fig 4B). Despite the non-linearity of the specific binding kinetics, the maximal CSB value for

an inflation time of 180 seconds was almost three-fold the corresponding value for a 60-second

inflation.

The maximum value of CF observed for the 180-second exposure was approximately 4

orders of magnitude lower in OCALC (Fig 5A) compared with OHEAL (Fig 4A). Analogous find-

ings emerged for the bound drug (Figs 4B and 5B). Moreover, the reduction in the maximal

value of bound drug with decreasing inflation time in OCALC was non-linear, possibly

explained by the 3 orders of magnitude lower binding site density compared with the healthy

tissue.

Fig 3. Spatial maps of normalized specifically-bound (CSB) drug concentration on the section along the main direction in the case of DCB inflation of 180

seconds. The temporal evolution is studied at 4 time instants: the beginning (t0) and end (tEND) of the DCB inflation, at 10 minutes (10 min) and 1 hour (1h) after DCB

deflation. The location of the color maps is indicated at the top of the schematic.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g003
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Analyzing the drug concentration profile at 10 minutes after the DCB application, a

significant reduction of the free drug was observed in both OHEAL and OCALC particularly

near the lumen wall where blood wash-out conditions were imposed (on ΓBALL) (Figs 4A

and 5A). By this time, the drug had penetrated the full wall thickness in OHEAL (Fig 4A),

while the penetration distance inOCALC remained limited to 50 μm, owing to the presence of

the calcification (Fig 5A). At the lumen wall, due to the fast binding of paclitaxel, CBS was max-

imum for the case with 180-second exposure (Figs 4B and 5B). However, in the wall tissue far

from the lumen wall, the CBS penetration distance more than trebled in 10 minutes as a conse-

quence of increased CF penetration (Fig 4B). The diffusion-limited behavior of paclitaxel

kinetics can be better observed in the calcific portion where the distribution of CBS (whose

concentration increase 5-fold in 10 minutes, Fig 5B) declined rapidly, as with the free drug

concentration.

At 1 hour after DCB application, the free drug concentrations CF were negligible in the ves-

sel wall (results not shown). Furthermore, negligible differences (lower than 0.3%) in terms of

CSB emerged between the 10-minute and 1-hour distributions (Fig 3). This was a consequence

of the rapid withdrawal of the free drug by the blood wash-out, which limited the amount of

free drug that could subsequently be uptaken into the intracellular region and made available

for binding to the microtubule receptors.

Fig 4. Impact of DCB inflation time on normalized free CF (A) and bound CSB (B) drug concentrations along the vessel wall thickness in healthy regionsOHEAL. Results

are displayed for inflation times of 60, 120 and 180 seconds. The location of the profile analyzed is indicated on the cross-section.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g004
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Given the negligible drug concentrations in the OCALC, in the following sections the results

are shown for the OHEAL region only. Instead, the results for the OCALC are reported in the S1

File (Section “Supplementary results”) for the sake of completeness.

3.2 Impact of single vs. double DCB application

Fig 6 depicts the spatial profiles of the normalized free CF and bound CSB drug concentrations

in the healthy OHEAL regions of the treated portion of the lumen wall, comparing the single

with the sequential double DCB application (with the same total exposure time of 120 sec-

onds). As expected, CF and CSB displayed similar distributions in OHEAL between the single

and double DCB applications. Comparing the results at the end of the procedure (Fig 6, left

column), the values of CF were lower in the double DCB application compared with the single

application, with a maximum percentage difference of ~15% at a depth of 0.035 mm from the

lumen wall (Fig 6A). This follows from the shorter (60 seconds) application of the second load-

ing, which took place after the interlude of 5 minutes, interval long enough to consent a com-

plete removal of the free drug in the tissue. Since the single application presented a continuous

exposure for a longer time (120 seconds), at the end of the procedure CF resulted higher in the

tissue (Fig 5A). The values of CSB were lower (~38%) in the proximity of the lumen wall in case

of the double DCB application, due to the loss of free drug during the “interlude” between the

two inflations (Fig 6B). This effect was caused by the rapid blood wash-out that limited the

Fig 5. Impact of the DCB inflation time on normalized free CF (A) and bound CSB (B) drug concentrations along the vessel wall thickness in the calcific regionsOCALC.

Results are displayed for inflation times of 60, 120 and 180 seconds. The location of the profile analyzed is indicated on the cross-section.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g005
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quantity of drug available for the specific binding. However, moving towards the adventitia

(e.g. at a depth of 0.040 mm from the lumen wall), CSB was ~12% higher in the double DCB

application case, suggesting that the interlude phase promoted increased binding in the inter-

nal tissue (Fig 6B).

Concerning the results at 10 minutes after DCB application (Fig 6, right column), the differ-

ences in terms of free and bound drug were negligible between the two scenarios, because of a

larger availability of CF initially present after the longer single DCB application (Fig 6A). For

this reason, CSB was also comparable between the two scenarios, even if slightly larger in case

of the double DCB application (maximum difference < 5%, Fig 6B).

3.3 Impact of DCB coating retention

Fig 7 illustrates the spatial profiles of CF and CSB drug concentrations following inflations of 60

(Fig 7A), 120 (Fig 7B) and 180 (Fig 7C) seconds, examined at 10 minutes and 1 hour after

DCB application. From the comparisons performed between the coating retention and blood

wash-out cases, it emerged that the drug kinetics were not affected during the DCB inflation

and the spatial profiles of CF and CSB at the end of DCB application were identical (not

shown). The impact of coating retention is evident beginning from the comparison at 10 min-

utes. Indeed, in the case of coating retention, CF lost ~80% of the initial load in the proximity

Fig 6. Results of the sequential application of multiple DCBs. Profiles along the wall thickness immediately after and 10 minutes after DCB application. Plots display

(A) free (CF) and (B) specifically-bound (CSB) drug concentrations for the healthy region for the single (green line) and double (orange line) DCB applications. CF was

normalized by the initial values (initial drug loading, 3.5 μg/mm2); CSB was normalized by the maximum measured values, namely at 1 hour from the DCB removal.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g006
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of the lumen wall (for the 60 second exposure) but was still 3.5-fold larger than in case of effi-

cient blood wash-out (Fig 7A). As established in Section 3.1, the longer the initial DCB infla-

tion, the larger the amount of free drug remaining in the tissue, though the 3.5-fold difference

was maintained between the coating retention and wash-out cases.

The retention of the coating also induced notable differences in the profiles of CSB along the

wall thickness. In fact, with the coating retention the maximum concentration of CSB following

the 60-second inflation evaluated at 10 minutes reached the values observed in case of efficient

blood wash-out evaluated at 1 hour after the 180-second DCB application (see Fig 7A and Sec-

tion 3.1). Coherently, the maximal value of CSB at 1 hour was 10-fold higher assuming coating

retention compared with the assumption of blood wash-out. Similar trends were observed in

the cases of 120- and 180-second exposure time (Fig 7B and 7C, respectively). As previously

observed (Section 3.1), the longer the DCB inflation, the higher the observed bound drug con-

centrations in the tissue. However, the maximum differences of ~6% between the 60- and

Fig 7. Simulations of DCB inflation for (A) 60, (B) 120, and (C) 180 seconds in case of efficient blood wash-out (red) and coating retention (blue). The spatial profiles

of the free CF and bound CSB drug concentrations are compared at 10 minutes (continuous line) and at 1 hour (dotted line) after DCB application. Both CF and bound

CSB were normalized by their relative maximum values. CF was normalized by the initial values (initial drug loading); CSB was normalized by the maximum measured

values, namely at 1 hour after the DCB removal. When not visible, the red dotted line is overlapped to red solid line.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.g007
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180-second exposure cases found on the lumen wall were negligible as compared to the varia-

tions introduced by the coating (Fig 7A and 7C). Indeed, the retention of the coating, even if

rapidly decaying in time, increased the retention of paclitaxel, and, consequently, the quantity

of CF available for specific binding. For this reason, despite 85% of the drug coating being lost

by 1 hour, CSB still increased up to 4-fold (in the case of 180-second exposure time, Fig 7C)

compared to the efficient blood wash-out scenario.

4. Discussion

In this computational study, a 3D mass transport model was proposed to describe drug deliv-

ery from a paclitaxel DCB for the treatment of diseased SFAs. Several features were investi-

gated including the impact of different procedural aspects (inflation time, multiple DCB

application), pathologies (healthy vs. calcified wall) and modelling assumptions (drug wash-

out by the blood stream vs. coating retention). The key findings of the work can be summa-

rized as follows: (i) the DCB inflation time impacts not only the free drug concentrations in

the arterial wall, but most importantly the amount of specifically-bound drug; (ii) specific

binding of paclitaxel is greatly reduced in calcific plaques, as compared to healthy portions of

the wall, primarily as a result of significantly reduced drug diffusion; (iii) a sequential applica-

tion of two fully-loaded DCBs leads to modest differences in drug concentration in the inner

part of the wall immediately after inflation, but the differences rapidly become negligible

(within 10 minutes); and (iv) retention of the DCB coating may lead to notable variation of the

drug free and specifically-bound drug concentrations in the vessel wall.

In contrast to the vast literature considering computational modeling of the drug eluting

stents (e.g. [28, 31–33]), where drug delivery is typically sustained over a period of weeks, the

number of published studies considering computational modeling of DCBs (and specifically

for diseased SFAs) is extremely low [15–18]. Given the limited time of contact between the

DCB external surface and the arterial wall, an adequate understanding of drug transport and

retention in a realistic arterial model and of the impact of procedural aspects becomes of

extreme importance for the success of DCB treatment for diseased SFAs [34].

The main methodological novelty of this work is the extension of the mass transport model

to the 3D setting, allowing the drug kinetics to be assessed in more realistic asymmetrical geo-

metrical configurations. The results are particularly interesting for the analysis of the treatment

of vascular segments characterized by lesions of unique composition and extent. Furthermore,

compared to other anatomical locations, DCB inflation in SFAs may be prolonged for several

minutes [35]. In accordance with the recent findings for 2D cross-sectional diseased coronary

arteries [15], the longer the DCB application, the deeper the penetration front within the tis-

sue. Moreover, the introduction of the behavior of the paclitaxel within the intracellular envi-

ronment through specific binding provides interesting insights coherent with previous

experimental findings [36], in which paclitaxel retention remained particularly high in the first

hour after DCB implantation.

From the findings on the impact of different tissue composition on drug transport, and in

accordance with previous literature on DCB computational modelling [15, 16, 18], marked dif-

ferences in terms of free and bound concentrations were found between the regions OHEAL

and OCALC. These results reflected the difference in terms of effective drug diffusivity, which

was 4 orders of magnitude lower in the diseased region than in the healthy one, and the lower

maximum binding sites density [21]. In particular, even after a 180-second DCB inflation,

which is suggested on the device instructions for use, the free drug concentrations in the cal-

cific region were 1000-fold lower than in the healthy tissue. Consequently, the diffusion-lim-

ited nature of paclitaxel transport [26] dictates that CSB in OCALC was also significantly
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reduced (approximately 4 order of magnitudes lower as compared to healthy regions). These

findings suggest that the mode of action of a DCB, besides the simplicity of the implantation

technique as compared to other treatments, might not be trivial. Specifically, in terms of the

drug concentrations that may be achieved in the vessel wall, our results indicate that this device

may well be highly-effective in healthy vessel tissue, yet possibly ineffective in calcified arteries

which are the ones that usually require intervention.

In the current clinical practice, a single DCB application is usually performed. However, to

avoid recurrent restenosis, multiple DCB applications may also be performed [10]. From this

analysis (in this specific case, a double DCB application), it has been demonstrated that the

paclitaxel kinetics are largely unaffected by the interventional procedure. In particular, similar

but not identical dynamics in terms of free and specifically-bound paclitaxel were found when

comparing the single with the double DCB application with the same total exposure time of

120 seconds.

Lastly, the drug kinetics in presence of an efficient blood wash-out (null concentration

applied on ΓBALL) was compared to the case of the DCB coating adhered to the lumen wall and

subjected to an exponential decay (exponential decay applied on ΓBALL). Notably, this analysis

illustrated that, considering the same inflation time, the retention of the coating on the vessel

wall widely affected the specifically-bound drug, trebling or even quadrupling its concentra-

tion within the arterial tissue as compared to the blood wash out condition. This result is in

agreement with recent experimental studies and suggests that more sophisticated modelling of

coating retention should be considered in future [29, 30].

The findings of this work have a general validity, as an idealized model was created compar-

ing different scenarios by changing one feature at a time while maintaining all the other char-

acteristics. The model developed here is characterized by a wide versatility that, for example,

could also allow replacement of the idealized geometry with a patient-specific geometrical

model (e.g. reconstructed from clinical images as previously performed on 2D sections [16]),

with the final aim of exploring personalized DCB applications. Furthermore, this 3D setting

also enables the integration of structural simulations of DCB application, which may provide

realistic values of the pressure gradient across the vessel wall to facilitate the realistic incorpo-

ration of interstitial flow. Perhaps more importantly, the state of deformation of the wall tissue

could also be introduced, information that could be, in principle, compared with observed in-
vivo application through imaging techniques. To date, in the available computational DCB lit-

erature, only the pressure gradient has been introduced (e.g. [15]), without the introduction of

the state of deformation induced in the arterial wall during the DCB application.

Finally, we wish to reiterate that although this work has produced interesting results, these

have to be considered within the context with the limitations of the model. Firstly, the idealized

model adopted in this work presents a single wall layer with homogeneous properties and pre-

senting with only two materials (i.e. healthy tissue and a calcific plaque). As recently studied in

a 2D mass transfer model of a stented coronary artery by Escuer et al. [28], different material

properties could be added to describe the intimal, medial and adventitial layers separately, as

well as the membranes at their interface. However, each additional component must be char-

acterized by diffusive and binding properties, whose values are not readily available in the liter-

ature in the case of SFAs, especially for patient-specific cases. With the ultimate goal of

investigating patient-specific cases, the introduction of an excessive level of detail would lead

to an overcomplication of the computational model, impeding a reliable though simpler analy-

sis of the major features influencing the drug kinetics. Moreover, although diffusion is com-

monly assumed to be the dominant mechanism during drug release and uptake [18, 23], the

porous nature of the vessel wall and the pressure gradient across the wall imposed during

angioplasty may contribute to a non-negligible advective term [15]. Hence, to further improve
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this mathematical model, which accounts only for the diffusion and reaction terms, the advec-

tion term could be incorporated. However, in a real clinical case scenario, this term should

reflect not only the pressure gradient induced during the angioplasty procedure, but also the

changes in the arterial morphology and thus the geometrical model. Lastly, the wash-out of the

DCB coating was described here through a simplistic exponential decay. However, this aspect

of the DCB mode of action should be more deeply analyzed. In particular, given the very recent

findings regarding DCB excipient technologies [9, 29], the different releasing mechanisms

from various coating microstructures (e.g. needle-shaped or spherical particles) of the DCB

could be implemented in a more sophisticated model.

5. Conclusions

This work presented a 3D computational mass transport model to investigate the mode of

action of paclitaxel DCB therapy in diseased SFA. Despite some simplifications, the present

work is the first study, to the best of authors’ knowledge, to investigate within a 3D setting, the

impact of sequential DCB application as well as of coating retention on diseased SFAs. The

findings suggested that the kinetics and thus the biological effects exerted by paclitaxel may be

affected not only by the geometrical and compositional features of the treated vessel, but also

by the balloon design characteristics and interventional procedural aspects that should be care-

fully considered. The proposed model is versatile and could ultimately be adapted to patient-

specific geometries accounting for different vessel wall layers and plaque components.

Supporting information

S1 File. Analytical validation and sensitivity analysis, and supplementary results.

(PDF)

Author Contributions

Conceptualization: Monika Colombo, Scott Berceli, Claudio Chiastra.

Funding acquisition: Sean McGinty, Claudio Chiastra.

Investigation: Monika Colombo.

Methodology: Monika Colombo, Sean McGinty, Claudio Chiastra.

Supervision: Francesco Migliavacca, Sean McGinty, Claudio Chiastra.

Validation: Monika Colombo, Claudio Chiastra.

Visualization: Monika Colombo.

Writing – original draft: Monika Colombo.

Writing – review & editing: Monika Colombo, Anna Corti, Scott Berceli, Francesco Miglia-

vacca, Sean McGinty, Claudio Chiastra.

References
1. Song P, Rudan D, Zhu Y, Fowkes FJI, Rahimi K, Fowkes FGR, et al. Global, regional, and national

prevalence and risk factors for peripheral artery disease in 2015: an updated systematic review and

analysis. Lancet Glob Heal. 2019; 7: e1020–e1030. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(19)30255-4

2. Kullo IJ, Rooke TW. Peripheral Artery Disease. N Engl J Med. 2016; 374: 861–871. https://doi.org/10.

1056/NEJMcp1507631 PMID: 26962905

3. Yadav MK, Mohammed AKM, Puramadathil V, Geetha D, Unni M. Lower extremity arteries. Cardiovasc

Diagn Ther. 2019; 9: S174–S182. https://doi.org/10.21037/cdt.2019.07.08 PMID: 31559162

PLOS ONE 3D modelling of DCBs for diseased SFAs

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783 October 11, 2021 15 / 17

http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783.s001
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X%2819%2930255-4
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMcp1507631
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMcp1507631
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26962905
https://doi.org/10.21037/cdt.2019.07.08
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31559162
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783


4. Wood N, Zhao S, Zambanini A. Curvature and tortuosity of the superficial femoral artery: a possible risk

factor for peripheral arterial disease. J Appl Physiol. 2006; 101: 1412–1418. https://doi.org/10.1152/

japplphysiol.00051.2006 PMID: 16825527

5. Poulson W, Kamenskiy A, Seas A, Deegan P, Lomneth C, MacTaggart J. Limb flexion-induced axial

compression and bending in human femoropopliteal artery segments. J Vasc Surg. 2018; 67: 607–613.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2017.01.071 PMID: 28526560

6. Marcucci G, Accrocca F, Gabrielli R, Antonelli R, Giordano AG, De Vivo G, et al. Combining superficial

femoral artery endovascular treatment with distal vein bypass. J Cardiovasc Surg (Torino). 2015; 56:

383–391. PMID: 25644823

7. Craig W, Dippel EJ. Defining a paradigm for femoropopliteal In-Stent Restenosis. Endovasc Today.

2016; 15: 94–96.

8. Gray WA, Granada JF. Drug-coated balloons for the prevention of vascular restenosis. Circulation.

2010; 121: 2672–2680. https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.110.936922 PMID: 20566965

9. Tzafriri AR, Muraj B, Garcia-Polite F, Salazar-Martı́n AG, Markham P, Zani B, et al. Balloon-based drug

coating delivery to the artery wall is dictated by coating micro-morphology and angioplasty pressure gra-

dients. Biomaterials. 2020; 260: 120337. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2020.120337 PMID:

32937269

10. Gray BH, Buchan JA. The Treatment of Superficial Femoral Artery In-Stent Restenosis: The Jury Is Still

Out. JACC: Cardiovascular Interventions. Elsevier Inc.; 2016. pp. 1393–1396. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

jcin.2016.04.029 PMID: 27388829

11. Katsanos K, Spiliopoulos S, Kitrou P, Krokidis M, Karnabatidis D. Risk of death following application of

paclitaxel-coated balloons and stents in the femoropopliteal artery of the leg: A systematic review and

meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. J Am Heart Assoc. 2018; 7: 1–13. https://doi.org/10.

1161/JAHA.118.011245 PMID: 30561254

12. Cassese S, Xu B, Habara S, Rittger H, Byrne RA, Waliszewski M, et al. Incidence and predictors of

reCurrent restenosis after drug-coated balloon Angioplasty for Restenosis of a drUg-eluting Stent: The

ICARUS Cooperation. Rev Española Cardiol (English Ed). 2018; 71: 620–627. https://doi.org/10.1016/

j.rec.2017.08.005 PMID: 28916429

13. Morrison TM, Dreher ML, Nagaraja S, Angelone LM, Kainz W. The role of computational modeling and

simulation in the total product life cycle of peripheral vascular devices. J Med Devices, Trans ASME.

2017; 11: 1–10. https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4035866 PMID: 29479395

14. McKittrick CM, McKee S, Kennedy S, Oldroyd K, Wheel M, Pontrelli G, et al. Combining mathematical

modelling with in vitro experiments to predict in vivo drug-eluting stent performance. J Control Release.

2019; 303: 151–161. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2019.03.012 PMID: 30878363

15. Anbalakan K, Toh HW, Ang HY, Buist ML, Leo HL. Assessing the influence of atherosclerosis on drug

coated balloon therapy using computational modelling. Eur J Pharm Biopharm. 2021; 158: 72–82.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2020.09.016 PMID: 33075477

16. Sarifuddin Mandal PK. Effect of Interstitial Fluid Flow on Drug-Coated Balloon Delivery in a Patient-Spe-

cific Arterial Vessel with Heterogeneous Tissue Composition: A Simulation Study. Cardiovasc Eng

Technol. 2018; 9: 251–267. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13239-018-0345-2 PMID: 29508375

17. Kolandaivelu K, O’Brien CC, Shazly T, Edelman ER, Kolachalama VB. Enhancing physiologic simula-

tions using supervised learning on coarse mesh solutions. J R Soc Interface. 2015; 12: 1–10. https://

doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2014.1073 PMID: 25652458

18. Kolachalama VB, Pacetti SD, Franses JW, Stankus JJ, Zhao HQ, Shazly T, et al. Mechanisms of tissue

uptake and retention in zotarolimus-coated balloon therapy. Circulation. 2013; 127: 2047–2055. https://

doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.002051 PMID: 23584359

19. Korshunov VA, Schwartz SM, Berk BC. Vascular remodeling: Hemodynamic and biochemical mecha-

nisms underlying Glagov’s phenomenon. Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol. 2007; 27: 1722–1728. https://

doi.org/10.1161/ATVBAHA.106.129254 PMID: 17541029

20. Hafner NM, Womack CJ, Luden ND, Todd MK. Arterial adaptations to training among first time mara-

thoners. Cardiovasc Ultrasound. 2016;14. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12947-016-0057-4 PMID:

27090784

21. Tzafriri AR, Garcia-Polite F, Zani B, Stanley J, Muraj B, Knutson J, et al. Calcified plaque modification

alters local drug delivery in the treatment of peripheral atherosclerosis. J Control Release. 2017; 264:

203–210. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2017.08.037 PMID: 28867375

22. Tzafriri AR, Parikh SA, Edelman ER. Taking paclitaxel coated balloons to a higher level: Predicting coat-

ing dissolution kinetics, tissue retention and dosing dynamics. J Control Release. 2019; 310: 94–102.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2019.08.019 PMID: 31430500

PLOS ONE 3D modelling of DCBs for diseased SFAs

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783 October 11, 2021 16 / 17

https://doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00051.2006
https://doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00051.2006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16825527
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvs.2017.01.071
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28526560
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25644823
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.110.936922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20566965
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2020.120337
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32937269
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcin.2016.04.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcin.2016.04.029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27388829
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.118.011245
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.118.011245
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30561254
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rec.2017.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rec.2017.08.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28916429
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4035866
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29479395
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2019.03.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30878363
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2020.09.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33075477
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13239-018-0345-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29508375
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2014.1073
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2014.1073
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25652458
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.002051
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.002051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23584359
https://doi.org/10.1161/ATVBAHA.106.129254
https://doi.org/10.1161/ATVBAHA.106.129254
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17541029
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12947-016-0057-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27090784
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2017.08.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28867375
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2019.08.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31430500
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783


23. Mandal PK, Sarifuddin, Kolachalama VB. Computational Model of Drug-Coated Balloon Delivery in a

Patient-Specific Arterial Vessel with Heterogeneous Tissue Composition. Cardiovasc Eng Technol.

2016; 7: 406–419. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13239-016-0273-y PMID: 27443840

24. McGinty S, Pontrelli G. A general model of coupled drug release and tissue absorption for drug delivery

devices. J Control Release. 2015; 217: 327–336. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2015.09.025 PMID:

26390809

25. Kuh HJ, Jang SH, Wientjes MG, Au JLS. Computational model of intracellular pharmacokinetics of pac-

litaxel. J Pharmacol Exp Ther. 2000; 293: 761–770. PMID: 10869374

26. Tzafriri AR, Levin AD, Edelman ER. Diffusion-limited binding explains binary dose response for local

arterial and tumour drug delivery. Cell Prolif. 2009; 42: 348–363. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2184.

2009.00602.x PMID: 19438899

27. Tzafriri AR, Edelman ER. Quasi-steady-state kinetics at enzyme and substrate concentrations in

excess of the Michaelis-Menten constant. J Theor Biol. 2007; 245: 737–748. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

jtbi.2006.12.005 PMID: 17234216

28. Escuer J, Aznar I, McCormick C, Peña E, McGinty S, Martı́nez MA. Influence of vessel curvature and

plaque composition on drug transport in the arterial wall following drug-eluting stent implantation. Bio-

mech Model Mechanobiol. 2021; 20: 767–786. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10237-020-01415-3 PMID:

33533998

29. Chang GH, Azar DA, Lyle C, Chitalia VC, Shazly T, Kolachalama VB. Intrinsic coating morphology mod-

ulates acute drug transfer in drug-coated balloon therapy. Sci Rep. 2019; 9: 1–10. https://doi.org/10.

1038/s41598-018-37186-2 PMID: 30626917

30. Heilmann T, Richter C, Noack H, Post S, Mahnkopf D, Mittag A, et al. Drug Release Profiles of Different

Drug-coated Balloon Platforms. Eur Cardiol Rev. 2010; 6: 40. https://doi.org/10.15420/ecr.2010.8.2.40

31. Rikhtegar F, Edelman ER, Olgac U, Poulikakos D, Kurtcuoglu V. Drug deposition in coronary arteries

with overlapping drug-eluting stents. J Control Release. 2016; 238: 1–9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

jconrel.2016.07.023 PMID: 27432751

32. McGinty S, McKee S, Wadsworth RM, McCormick C. Modelling drug-eluting stents. Math Med Biol.

2011; 28: 1–29. https://doi.org/10.1093/imammb/dqq003 PMID: 20413417

33. Vairo G, Cioffi M, Cottone R, Dubini G, Migliavacca F. Drug release from coronary eluting stents: A mul-

tidomain approach. J Biomech. 2010; 43: 1580–1589. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2010.01.033

PMID: 20185137

34. Cortese B, Granada JF, Scheller B, Schneider PA, Tepe G, Scheinert D, et al. Drug-coated balloon

treatment for lower extremity vascular disease intervention: an international positioning document. Eur

Heart J. 2016; 37: 1096–1103. https://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehv204 PMID: 26009594

35. Iida O, Soga Y, Urasawa K, Saito S, Jaff MR, Wang H, et al. Drug-Coated Balloon vs Standard Percuta-

neous Transluminal Angioplasty for the Treatment of Atherosclerotic Lesions in the Superficial Femoral

and Proximal Popliteal Arteries: One-Year Results of the MDT-2113 SFA Japan Randomized Trial. J

Endovasc Ther. 2018; 25: 109–117. https://doi.org/10.1177/1526602817745565 PMID: 29264999

36. Fernández-Parra R, Laborda A, Lahuerta C, Lostalé F, Aramayona J, De Blas I, et al. Pharmacokinetic

Study of Paclitaxel Concentration after Drug-Eluting Balloon Angioplasty in the Iliac Artery of Healthy

and Atherosclerotic Rabbit Models. J Vasc Interv Radiol. 2015; 26: 1380–1387.e1. https://doi.org/10.

1016/j.jvir.2015.05.022 PMID: 26190185

PLOS ONE 3D modelling of DCBs for diseased SFAs

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783 October 11, 2021 17 / 17

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13239-016-0273-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27443840
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2015.09.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26390809
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10869374
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2184.2009.00602.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2184.2009.00602.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19438899
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtbi.2006.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtbi.2006.12.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17234216
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10237-020-01415-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33533998
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-37186-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-37186-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30626917
https://doi.org/10.15420/ecr.2010.8.2.40
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2016.07.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2016.07.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27432751
https://doi.org/10.1093/imammb/dqq003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20413417
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2010.01.033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20185137
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehv204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26009594
https://doi.org/10.1177/1526602817745565
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29264999
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvir.2015.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvir.2015.05.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26190185
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0256783

