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Introduction
Atherosclerotic involvement of coronaries, peripheral 
vascular system and cerebral vasculature is the 
most common cause for acute coronary syndrome, 
peripheral vascular disease and cerebrovascular stroke. 
Atherosclerosis is a generalized pathophysiological process 
that involves the entire vasculature as well as the coronary 
arteries. Assessment of the atherosclerotic condition 
of the large arteries like carotid arteries or the proximal 
descending thoracic aorta can give an approximate idea 
about underlying coronary artery atherosclerotic disease.

Atherosclerosis is a combination of atheromatous and 
sclerotic changes in the arterial wall. Atherosis means 
the build-up of fats, cholesterol, and other substances in 
and on the artery walls, and sclerosis means stiffness of 
the arterial wall. Imaging modalities like angiography, 
fluoroscopy, multidetector CT, MRI, and ultrasound 
can give information about atheromatous changes in 

arteries. Though larger artery stiffness is recognized as 
an independent prognostic bio marker which is highly 
clinical relevant, it is not commonly used in routine 
clinical practice due to difficulty in evaluation. 1,2 Arterial 
stiffness can be measured noninvasively using simple 
and reproducible echocardiographic parameters like 
aortic strain (AS), aortic distensibility (AD) and pulse 
wave propagation velocity.3 Increased stiffness due to 
atherosclerosis causes increased arterial resistance and 
decreased flow propagation velocity within the arterial 
lumen.4 Several studies have shown the correlation 
between the extent of coronary artery disease (CAD) and 
increased aortic stiffness.5-7

Cardiovascular diseases are most common cause of 
mortality, and even it affects some population a decade 
earlier, especially during most productive midlife years, 
depending on lifestyle factors and genetic predisposition. 
The current traditional risk scores are not sufficient to 
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Abstract
Introduction: Despite having clinical relevance, arterial stiffness is neglected and not routinely 
used parameter for evaluation of atherosclerosis. This study aimed to investigate the predictive 
role of simple non-invasive echocardiographic index of aortic stiffness aortic velocity propagation 
(AVP), Framingham risk score (FHS) and QRISK3 score for presence and severity of CAD.
Methods: This cross-sectional comparative study included 250 patients who required 
conventional coronary angiogram for stable CAD. The relationship of AVP, FHS and QRISK3 
score with CAD were evaluated using spearman’s correlation, logistic regression analysis and 
ROC curve.
Results: On logistic regression analysis, AVP, FHS and QRISK3 were found significant 
predictors for the presence and severity of CAD. Inverse correlation between AVP and presence 
of CAD, number of coronary vessels involved and severity of CAD was observed with P = 0.001. 
AVP value ≤ 78 cm/s predicted presence of CAD with 86.4% sensitivity and 84.6% specificity 
(P ≤ 0.0001, AUC = 0.948) and ≤ 39 cm/s predicted severe CAD (Syntax score > 22) with 66.7% 
sensitivity and 97.9% specificity (P ≤ 0.0001, AUC = 0.868). FHS value > 10 predicted the 
presence of CAD with a sensitivity of 33.9% and specificity of 91 % (P = 0.01, AUC = 0.644). 
QRISK3value > 13.4 predicted presence of CAD with 57.1% sensitivity and 87% specificity 
(P ≤ 0.0001, AUC = 0.788). 
Conclusion: Arterial stiffness parameter AVP is inversely associated with the presence 
and severity of CAD. AVP and QRISK3 score may be used as a simple bedside tool for risk 
stratification of patients suspected of having atherosclerotic CAD. 
Keywords: Aortic Velocity Propagation, Framingham Risk Score, QRISK3, Coronary Artery 
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predict the incidence and severity of coronary artery 
disease. Coronary angiography is the gold standard test 
for the evaluation of coronary artery atherosclerotic 
disease. Other non-invasive predictive tests for coronary 
artery diseases like nuclear stress sestamibi test, treadmill 
test, dobutamine stress echo, and PET scan are expensive, 
time-consuming and have certain limitations. For 
prediction of presence and severity of CAD, we need 
simpler and valid parameters, which are easy to perform. 
Aortic velocity propagation (AVP) can be simple, easily 
available novel echocardiographic parameter for risk 
stratification in the evaluation of CAD. The correlation 
between cardiovascular risk scoring systems (Framingham 
risk score and QRISK3 score) and the presence or severity 
of coronary artery diseases (CAD) has not been widely 
investigated. This study aimed to examine the predictive 
role of the simple, non-invasive echocardiographic index 
of aortic stiffness AVP, Framingham risk score and 
QRISK3 score for presence and severity of CAD.

Materials and methods
Study design and study population
This cross-sectional comparative study was carried out in 
the tertiary cardiac care institute between November 2018 
to November 2020. Informed consent was taken from all 
participants. The institutional ethics committee approved 
the study (UNMICRC/CARDIO/2017/04). 300 patients 
who needed conventional coronary angiogram were 
subjected to the following inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
The study included 250 patients who fulfilled the criteria.

Inclusion criteria: Patients with suspected coronary 
artery disease patients with age > 40 years who required 
conventional coronary angiogram. Patients who gave 
consent for the study.

Exclusion criteria: patients with poor echocardiographic 
image quality, left ventricular ejection fraction ≤ 50%, 
acute myocardial infarction, prior revascularization 
(PCI / CABG), patients with moderate or severe valvular 
lesions, renal failure (serum creatinine > 2 mg/dl), aortic 
aneurysm, ECG abnormalities like ventricular premature 
contractions, atrial fibrillation, left bundle branch block 
and, who refused to give consent for the study.

All patients underwent routine clinical examination, 
which included detailed medical history, physical 
examination, laboratory testing, and assessment of CVD 
status. Laboratory tests included haemogram, fasting 
lipid profile, fasting blood sugar, creatinine and hsCRP 
level. The 10-year risk of MI or death calculation as 
per Framingham risk score8 for hard coronary heart 
disease, QRISK3 score for having a heart attack or stroke 
within the next 10 years and QRISK3 (at www.qrisk.org/
Open)9 healthy heart age was calculated for all patients. 
All patients underwent echocardiographic examination 
by two experienced echocardiographers prior to the 
conventional coronary angiography procedure.

Transthoracic echocardiographic examination
The two-dimensional transthoracic echocardiographic 
examination was done with the help of S3-1 transducer 
and echocardiographic machine (iE 33 xMatrix Philips 
Healthcare, Andover, MA, USA.). Left ventricular (LV) 
ejection fraction was measured in parasternal long axis 
view using M –mode and parasternal short axis view at 
the papillary muscle level, and severity of LV systolic was 
graded based on American Society of Echocardiography 
guidelines.10

Measurement of AVP
The patient is kept in a supine position with neck 
extension and from suprasternal view, colour M-mode 
Doppler recordings were recorded from the proximal 
descending thoracic aorta (DTA) and the cursor was 
put parallel to the main flow of direction in the proximal 
DTA. Color Doppler Nyquist limit and m-mode recorder 
sweep rate was kept between 30–50 cm/s and switched 
to M-mode with a recorder sweep rate of 200 mm/s; an 
M-mode spatiotemporal velocity map in the shape of a 
flame was displayed. The aortic flow propagation velocity 
was then measured in cm/s by tracing the velocity slope 
(Figure 1). Beginning and end point of the propagation 
slope was taken into the calculation. AVP corresponds 
to the velocity at which the flow was propagating down 
the artery. The average of 3 measurements was recorded 
as the AVP value. Intra-observer and inter observer 
variations were less than 10% which were not significant 
for APV measurement.

Coronary angiography
Coronary angiography was performed after the detailed 
echocardiographic examination. Coronary angiography 
was performed from radial or femoral arterial route using 
Tiger or standard Judkins catheters respectively. A total 
of 3-4 views with at least two orthogonal views for the left 
coronary artery and two views for the right coronary artery 
were taken. Two independent, experienced cardiologists 
reviewed the coronary angiography. Coronary luminal 
stenosis was calculated by visual estimation. Visual 

Figure 1. Measurement of AVP.
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estimation of stenosis was performed by comparing 
percentage of diameter reduction in diseased segment to 
the disease free proximal reference segment. Left main 
coronary artery stenosis of 50% or more was considered 
as significant CAD. Significant CAD was also considered, 
if there was more than or equal to 50% stenosis in 
left anterior descending artery (LAD), left circumflex 
artery (LCX), right coronary artery (RCA) or first order 
branches of three major coronary arteries. In contrast, 
insignificant CAD was considered when there was less 
than 50% stenosis in either one of three major coronary 
arteries.11 These patients were grouped under non CAD 
group. Syntax score was calculated for all patients.12

Statistical analysis
All statistical analysis was done using the SPSS program vs 
20. Quantitative variables and qualitative variables were 

expressed as the mean ± standard deviation and number 
(%) respectively. We used independent sample t-test for 
comparison of parametric values between two groups. 
The chi-square test was used to compare categorical 
variables. The spearman s correlation was used to assess 
the relation between qualitative variables. Logistic 
regression was used to predict the presence and severity 
of coronary artery disease. The predictive diagnostic value 
of APV, FHS and QRISK3 for coronary artery disease 
was calculated using the receiver operating characteristic 
(ROC) curve. Two-tailed P value < 0.05 was considered as 
nominally significant.

Results
Clinical, demographic and laboratory parameters
Clinical and demographic characteristics of patients 
are presented in Table 1. There were 136 patients in the 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics

Variables Total Non-CAD (N, 114) CAD (N, 136) P Value

Age 55.29 ± 11.15 52.14 ± 10.85 57.97 ± 10.86 0.03

Male 144(57.6%) 58 (50.9%) 86 (63.2%)
0.22

Female 106(58.4%) 56 (50.9%) 50 (36.8%)

Risk factors

Hypertension 128 (51.2%) 50(43.9%) 78 (57.4%) 0.18

Diabetes 66 (26.4%) 24(21.1%) 42 (30.9%) 0.17

Hypothyroidism 10 (4%) 08 (7%) 02 (1.5%) 0.26

Smoking 44 (17.6%) 16 (14%) 28 (20.6%) 0.47

Tobacco 44 (17.6%) 20 (17.5%) 26 (19.1%) 0.99

Family History of coronary artery 
disease 

34 (13.6%) 18 (15.8%) 16 (11.8%) 0.85

Anthropometric variables

BMI(kg/m2) 26.88 ± 4.87 25.55 ± 6.80 29.97 ± 8.21 0.07

W-H-Ratio 0.97 ± 0.12 0.93 ± 0.20 0.99 ± 0.14 0.05

Echocardiography

AVP 70.22 ± 33.65 81.37 ± 36.49 60.11 ± 28.18 0.001

Framingham risk score and QRISK3 score

FHS 7.03 ± 8.41 5.22 ± 8.27 8.55 ± 8.36 0.04

QRISK3 score 13.87 ± 11.85 10.10 ± 9.58 17.11 ± 12.81 0.002

QRISK3 Healthy Heart age 60.02 ± 15.19 56.09 ± 14.03 63.81 ± 13.27 0.004

Lab Parameters

Total cholesterol 143.41 ± 40.65 144.29 ± 37.34 142.64 ± 44 0.83

LDL 84.73 ± 33.66 85.44 ± 33.21 84.12 ± 34.89 0.84

HDL 37.18 ± 10.91 39.10 ± 10.52 35.53 ± 11.15 0.08

Triglyceride 121.69 ± 55.84 111.98 ± 54.84 130.08 ± 56.27 0.09

VLDL 25.24 ± 14.68 24.36 ± 11.21 25.99 ± 11.21 0.56

LDL/HDL 2.35 ± 0.93 2.20 ± 0.86 2.48 ± 0.98 0.10

Cholesterol/HDL 4.08 ± 1.11 3.84 ± 1.01 4.29 ± 1.17 0.03

Total lipids 592.55 ± 100.77 580.38 ± 107 603.07 ± 95.88 0.27

HSCRP 1.47 ± 3.01 1.38 ± 3.35 1.54 ± 2.78 0.79

Abbreviations: W-H-Ratio, waist hip ratio; BMI, body mass index; AVP, aortic velocity propagation; FHS, Framingham risk score; LDL, low density lipoprotein; 
VLVL, very low density lipoprotein; HSCRP, high density C- reactive protein
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CAD group and 114 patients in the non CAD group. On 
matching baseline characteristics, the mean age of patients 
with CAD was statistically significantly higher than the 
non CAD group. Waist to hip ratio was found higher in 
patients with CAD group with a p-value of 0.05. Mean 
AVP, mean 10-year risk of MI or death calculation as per 
Framingham risk score for coronary heart disease, mean 
QRISK3 score for having a heart attack or stroke within 
the next 10 years and mean QRISK3 healthy heart age of 
both the groups are given in Table 1. Lipid profile and 
high-sensitivity C-reactive protein (hsCRP) values were 
evenly distributed between both the groups. Cholesterol/ 
HDL (C/H) ratio was found significantly higher in the 
CAD group (P = 0.03) as compared to non CAD group.

Angiographic Profile of patients with CAD
Out of 136 CAD patients, 58 patients had single vessel 
disease (SVD), 42 had double vessel disease (DVD), 
and 36 had triple vessel disease (TVD). Mean AVP of 
patients with SVD, DVD and TVD was 72.26 ± 31.83 
cm/sec, 56.83 ± 20.34 cm/sec and 41.37 ± 18.25 cm/sec 
respectively. The inverse relationship between mean AVP 
and number of vessels involvement was observed, which 
was statistically significant with a p-value of 0.001. For 
those with significant CAD on CAG, the Syntax score 
for CAD burden was categorized as low if the score was 
≤ 22 and intermediate to high if the score was > 22. The 
comparison of AVP value between the low Syntax score 
group (71.14 ± 30.81) and intermediate to high Syntax 
score group (48.12 ± 26.54) was statistically significant 
(P≤ 0.04)

Correlation of AVP with risk factors & risk scores
Table 2 represents the spearman’s correlation of AVP 
with risk factors and risk scores. We found that the 
inverse correlation exists between AVP and number of 
vessels blocked (r = -0.365), FHS (r = -0.361), QRISK3 
(r = -0.446), Syntax score (r = -0.649) and age (r = -0.395) 
with a P < 0.001 significance.

Regression analysis
Logistic regression analysis represents that AVP (P = 0.001), 
FHS (P = 0.05), QRISK3(P = 0.004) and Cholesterol/ 
HDL (P = 0.04) ratio were significant predictors of the 
presence of coronary artery disease. Gender, diabetes 

and hypertension were found insignificant predictors 
for severity of CAD. AVP (P = 0.03), FHS (P = 0.03) and 
QRISK3 (P = 0.03) were the significant predictors of 
severity of coronary artery disease as given in Table 3.

ROC curve AVP value ≤ 78 cm/s was used to predict 
CAD with sensitivity of 86.4% and specificity of 84.6% 
(P ≤0.0001, AUC = 0.948) and ≤ 39 cm/s can be used 
to predict severe CAD with Syntax score > 22 with a 
sensitivity of 66.7% and specificity of 97.9%. (P ≤ 0.0001, 
AUC = 0.868) as shown in Figure 1 and 2 respectively. 
FHS value > 10 shown in Figure 3a, predicted the presence 
of CAD with sensitivity of 33.9% and specificity of 91 % 
(P = 0.01, AUC = 0.644). Figure 3b represents the QRISK3 
value > 13.4 can be used to predict CAD with a sensitivity 
of 57.1% and specificity of 87% (P ≤ 0.0001, AUC = 0.788). 

Discussion
Overproduction of collagen which is abnormal and 
reduced quantities of normal elastin causes development 
of vascular stiffness. This happens due to dysregulation 
of balance in production and degradation of vascular 
wall scaffolding proteins, mainly due to stimulation by an 
inflammatory milieu.13 A study done by Fazio et al14 showed 
that aortic atherosclerotic plaque detected by TEE is a 
marker for coronary artery disease with sensitivity and 
specificity of 90% (negative predictive value 82%, positive 
predictive value 95%). In addition to conventional 
cardiovascular risk factors, we need evidence which 
indicates that information on arterial stiffness helps in 
prediction and risk stratification of patients for coronary 
artery diseases. Due to ease and non-invasiveness in AVP 

Table 2. Correlation of AVP with major risk factors

Spearman’s rho Correlation coefficient P value

No. of vessels blocked -0.365  < 0.001

FHS -0.361  < 0.001

QRISK3 -0.446  < 0.001

Syntax Score -0.649  < 0.001

Age -0.395  < 0.001

Abbreviations: AVP, aortic velocity propagation; FHS,Framingham risk score

Table 3. Regression analysis for presence and Severity of CAD

Variables Exp(B) 95% CI P value

Presence of CAD

Age 1.05 1.02-1.09 0.05

AVP 0.980 0.91-1 0.001

FHS 1.056 1-1.11 0.05

QRISK3 1.06 1.02-1.10 0.004

Cholesterol/HDL 1.47 1.02-2.11 0.04

HSCRP 1.018 0.89-1.16 0.790

Severity of CAD

Age 1.1 1.01-1.18 0.05

Male 0.32-6.30 1.42

Hypertension 3.63 0.69-5.61 0.13

Diabetes 2.73 00.63-11.87 0.17

AVP 0.96 0.92-1.00 0.03

FHS 1.102 1.01-1.20 0.03

QRISK3 1.07 1.01-1.03 0.03

Cholesterol/HDL 1.34 0.67-2.70 0.411

HSCRP 0.927 0.64-1.34 0.685

Abbreviations: AVP, aortic velocity propagation; FHS, Framingham risk score; 
HDL, High density lipoprotein; HSCRP, high density C- reactive protein
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assessment, it has gotten attention for assessing aortic 
stiffness.

Coronary artery disease and risk factors 
In the present study, diabetes and hypertension were 
found in several cases in the CAD group as compared 
to the non CAD group, but the difference was not 
significant. Studies by Sen et al15, Vasudeva Chetty et 
al7 and Marakkagari Vamsikrishna et al16, also reported 
the same results on diabetes and hypertension in CAD 
patients. The BMI was found higher in the CAD group as 
compared to the non CAD group but the difference was 
not found statistically significant in our study. Similar 
findings in relation to BMI were observed in the study by 
Marakkagari Vamsikrishna et al16. In our results, we found 
significantly higher waist to hip ratio in the CAD group as 
compared to the non CAD group with a p-value of 0.05.

In our study, hsCRP was not found statistically different 
between CAD and non CAD groups. On assessing 
lipid profiles of CAD and non CAD groups, only total 
cholesterol to HDL (C/H) ratio was found significantly 
higher in the CAD group, while other lipid parameters 
were non-significant in both the groups. In studies 
reported by Sen et al15  Vamsikrishna et al,16 there was 
no statistically significant difference between the lipid 
profiles of CAD and non CAD groups.

Correlation of AVP with CAD
Our study showed that AVP inversely correlated with 
presence of CAD which is similar to studies done by 
Gunes et al,4 Vasudeva chetty et al,7 Sen et al15 and 

Marakkagari Vamsikrishna et al16 Our study reported < 78 
cm/s as cut-off value of the AVP for predicting CAD with 
sensitivity of 86.4% and specificity of 84.6% (P ≤ 0.0001, 
AUC = 0.948). The reported cut-off value of AVP for 
predicting CAD by studies of Yildrim et al17, Vasudeva 
Chetty et al7, Marakkagari Vamsikrishna et al16 and Sen 
et al15 was 46.5 cm/s (84% sensitivity and 85% specificity), 
47.5 cm/s (76%sensitivity and 72% specificity), 60 cm/s 
(72.5% sensitivity and 62% specificity) and 60.5 cm/s  
(90.5%sensitivity and 92.2%specificity) respectively. 

We found an inverse correlation between AVP and 
number of vessel involvement, which was statistically 
significant with a p-value of 0.001, which supports the 
findings by Marakkagari Vamsikrishna et al.16

Our results showed that AVP has a strong and 
inverse correlation with severity of CAD as measured 
by calculating a Syntax score (r = –0.803, P < 0.0001); 
significantly lower AVP in those with intermediate 
to high Syntax score as compared to low Syntax score 
groups [F (2,66) = 39.30, P ≤ 0.001]. Similar findings were 
reported by the studies of Marakkagari Vamsikrishna et 
al16 and Vasudeva Chetty et al7 while studies done by Sen 
et al15  and Gunes et al4 reported no significant correlation 
between severity of CAD and AVP. These studies used the 
Gensini score for measuring the severity of CAD, while in 
our study we used Syntax score which is more commonly 
used nowadays. 

Correlation of Framingham risk score and QRISK3 score 
with the presence and severity of CAD
There is not much data available on the predictive role 
of Framingham risk score and QRISK3 score for the 
presence of CAD as well as severity of CAD using the 
Syntax score. On logistic regression analysis, FHS and 
QRISK3 were found significant predictors of presence 
and severity of coronary artery disease. Our study showed 
that a cut-off value of 13.4 for QRISK3 score predicted 
presence of CAD with sensitivity of 57.1 % and specificity 
of 87%. A study reported by Sayin MR et al18 showed that 
a cut-off value of 7.5 for FHS predicted severe CAD with 
a sensitivity of 68 % and a specificity of 73% with Gensini 
score for measuring CAD severity. In comparison to that 
in the present study, we found the predictive cut-off value 
of FHS > 10 with a sensitivity of 33.9 % and a specificity 
of 91 % (P = 0.01, AUC = 0.644) for predicting presence 
of CAD. Our study found that the sensitivity of FHS > 10 
for predicting CAD is low 33.9% and AUC is 0.644 which 
preclude it from considering a good screening tool for 
predicting the presence of CAD in our patients.

“Flow propagation velocity” is having relationship 
with detected maximal velocity points and it is not a true 
calculation of propagation of fluid between base and apex. 
So, local pressure gradients in front of the inflow tract can 
affect results of flow propagation velocity.19 Anatomical 
issues like short-necked, obese individuals, elderly 

A B

Figure 2. ROC curve of AVP for predicting CAD presence of CAD(A); severity 
of CAD (B).

Figure 3. ROC curve of FHS (A) and QRISK 3 (B) for predicting presence of 
CAD.

A B
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patients and anatomy of aorta can lead to poor echo 
image quality with suprasternal views and that can cause 
low reproducibility resulting in intra and inter-observer 
variability. The results of this study of small sample size 
need to be confirmed in larger studies.

Conclusion
Significant inverse correlation between AVP and presence 
of CAD, number of coronary vessels involved and severity 
of CAD was observed in our study. FHS and QRISK3 
were found significant predictors of presence and severity 
of coronary artery disease.

All findings of our study suggest the role of AVP in the 
evaluation of arterial stiffness and it can be used in predicting 
atherosclerotic CAD. Being non-invasive, easily available, 
time saving and economical, AVP and QRISK3 score may be 
considered as screening methods for the population at risk 
and can even be integrated with other CVD risk prediction 
scores for categorizing patients into low and high risk 
categories for having atherosclerotic CAD.

Acknowledgments 
We thank all our patients and clinical staff of our institute for 
supporting us to complete the work. 

Funding
This work was supported by U. N. Mehta Institute of Cardiology 
and Research Centre itself and received no specific grant from any 
funding agency, commercial or not for profit sectors.

Ethical approval
The institutional ethics committee approved the study (UNMICRC/
CARDIO/2017/04). 

Competing interest
All authors have none to declare.

References 
1. Arnett DK, Evans GW, Riley WA. Arterial stiffness: a new 

cardiovascular risk factor? Am J Epidemiol. 1994;140(8):669-
682. doi:10.1093/oxfordjournals.aje.a117315

2. Sethi S, Rivera O, Oliveros R, Chilton R. Aortic stiffness: 
pathophysiology, clinical implications, and approach 
to treatment. Integr Blood Press Control. 2014;7:29-34. 
doi:10.2147/ibpc.s59535

3. Simsek H, Sahin M, Gunes Y, Akdag S, Akil MA, Akyol A, 
et al. A novel echocardiographic method as an indicator of 
endothelial dysfunction in patients with coronary slow flow. 
Eur Rev Med Pharmacol Sci. 2013;17(5):689-693.

4. Gunes Y, Tuncer M, Guntekin U, Ceylan Y, Simsek H, 
Sahin M, et al. The relation between the color M-mode 
propagation velocity of the descending aorta and coronary 
and carotid atherosclerosis and flow-mediated dilatation. 
Echocardiography. 2010;27(3):300-305. doi:10.1111/j.1540-
8175.2009.01019.x

5. Yildiz A, Gur M, Yilmaz R, Demirbag R. The association of 
elasticity indexes of ascending aorta and the presence and 
the severity of coronary artery disease. Coron Artery Dis. 
2008;19(5):311-317. doi:10.1097/MCA.0b013e3283004290

6. Ghaderi F, Samim H, Keihanian F, Danesh Sani SA. The 
predictive role of aortic propagation velocity for coronary 
artery disease. BMC Cardiovasc Disord. 2018;18(1):121. 

doi:10.1186/s12872-018-0854-9
7. Vasudeva Chetty P, Rajasekhar D, Vanajakshamma V, 

Ranganayakulu KP, Kranthi Chaithanya D. Aortic velocity 
propagation: a novel echocardiographic method in predicting 
atherosclerotic coronary artery disease burden. J Saudi Heart 
Assoc. 2017;29(3):176-184. doi:10.1016/j.jsha.2016.10.006

8. D’Agostino RB, Sr., Vasan RS, Pencina MJ, Wolf PA, 
Cobain M, Massaro JM, et al. General cardiovascular risk 
profile for use in primary care: the Framingham Heart 
Study. Circulation. 2008;117(6):743-753. doi:10.1161/
circulationaha.107.699579

9. Hippisley-Cox J, Coupland C, Brindle P. Development and 
validation of QRISK3 risk prediction algorithms to estimate 
future risk of cardiovascular disease: prospective cohort study. 
BMJ. 2017;357:j2099. doi:10.1136/bmj.j2099

10. Lang RM, Bierig M, Devereux RB, Flachskampf FA, Foster 
E, Pellikka PA, et al. Recommendations for chamber 
quantification: a report from the American Society of 
Echocardiography’s Guidelines and Standards Committee 
and the Chamber Quantification Writing Group, 
developed in conjunction with the European Association 
of Echocardiography, a branch of the European Society of 
Cardiology. J Am Soc Echocardiogr. 2005;18(12):1440-1463. 
doi:10.1016/j.echo.2005.10.005

11. Meijboom WB, Van Mieghem CA, van Pelt N, Weustink A, 
Pugliese F, Mollet NR, et al. Comprehensive assessment of 
coronary artery stenoses: computed tomography coronary 
angiography versus conventional coronary angiography and 
correlation with fractional flow reserve in patients with stable 
angina. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2008;52(8):636-643. doi:10.1016/j.
jacc.2008.05.024

12. Sianos G, Morel MA, Kappetein AP, Morice MC, Colombo 
A, Dawkins K, et al. The SYNTAX Score: an angiographic 
tool grading the complexity of coronary artery disease. 
EuroIntervention. 2005;1(2):219-227.

13. Johnson CP, Baugh R, Wilson CA, Burns J. Age related changes 
in the tunica media of the vertebral artery: implications for 
the assessment of vessels injured by trauma. J Clin Pathol. 
2001;54(2):139-145. doi:10.1136/jcp.54.2.139

14. Fazio GP, Redberg RF, Winslow T, Schiller NB. Transesophageal 
echocardiographically detected atherosclerotic aortic plaque 
is a marker for coronary artery disease. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
1993;21(1):144-150. doi:10.1016/0735-1097(93)90729-k

15. Sen T, Tufekcioglu O, Ozdemir M, Tuncez A, Uygur B, Golbasi 
Z, et al. New echocardiographic parameter of aortic stiffness 
and atherosclerosis in patients with coronary artery disease: 
aortic propagation velocity. J Cardiol. 2013;62(4):236-240. 
doi:10.1016/j.jjcc.2013.04.006

16. Vamsikrishna M, Naidu OA, Praveen N, Srinivas R, Reddy PK. 
Significance of aortic propagation velocity in patients with 
coronary artery disease–a novel echocardiographic parameter 
of atherosclerosis. J Pract Cardiovasc Sci. 2020;6(1):33-39. 
doi:10.4103/jpcs.jpcs_76_19

17. Yıldırım M, Yiginer O, Uzun M, Yilmaz Cingozbay B, Sag C, 
Kutsi Kabul H, et al. Aortic flow propagation velocity as an 
early predictor of high coronary risk in hypertensive patients. 
Med Glas (Zenica). 2012;9(1):42-48.

18. Sayin MR, Cetiner MA, Karabag T, Akpinar I, Sayin E, Kurcer 
MA, et al. Framingham risk score and severity of coronary 
artery disease. Herz. 2014;39(5):638-643. doi:10.1007/
s00059-013-3881-4

19. Sessoms MW, Lisauskas J, Kovács SJ. The left ventricular 
color M-mode Doppler flow propagation velocity V(p): in 
vivo comparison of alternative methods including physiologic 
implications. J Am Soc Echocardiogr. 2002;15(4):339-348. 
doi:10.1067/mje.2002.117899


