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Abstract: The aim of this systematic review is to provide an overview of the use of Four-Dimensional
Magnetic Resonance Imaging of vector blood flow (4D Flow MRI) in the abdominal veins. This study
was composed according to the PRISMA guidelines 2009. The literature search was conducted in
MEDLINE, Cochrane Library, EMBASE, and Web of Science. Quality assessment of the included
studies was performed using the QUADAS-2 tool. The initial search yielded 781 studies and 21 studies
were included. All studies successfully applied 4D Flow MRI in abdominal veins. Four-Dimensional
Flow MRI was capable of discerning between healthy subjects and patients with cirrhosis and/or
portal hypertension. The visual quality and inter-observer agreement of 4D Flow MRI were rated
as excellent and good to excellent, respectively, and the studies utilized several different MRI data
sampling strategies. By applying spiral sampling with compressed sensing to 4D Flow MRI, the blood
flow of several abdominal veins could be imaged simultaneously in 18–25 s, without a significant loss
of visual quality. Four-Dimensional Flow MRI might be a useful alternative to Doppler sonography
for the diagnosis of cirrhosis and portal hypertension. Further clinical studies need to establish
consensus regarding MRI sampling strategies in patients and healthy subjects.

Keywords: 4D MRI; diagnostics; abdominal veins; scan techniques; hemodynamics

1. Introduction

Phase contrast Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) is widely used for the clinical eval-
uation of blood flow in the heart and in large vessels [1]. Developments of the technique
have enabled the measurement of time-resolved vector blood flow in three anatomic di-
mensions, also known as 4D Flow MRI. Studies have shown that 4D Flow MRI can provide
full, velocity encoded, volumetric coverage of the heart, aorta and thoracic arteries [2–7].
This allows for the acquisition of quantitative hemodynamic parameters such as blood
flow velocity and blood flow volume, while simultaneously visualizing the direction and
velocity of blood flow as velocity vectors, by using streamlines and particle tracing. To
achieve this, 4D Flow MRI uses the phase contrast technique, in which bipolar magnetic
field gradients create a phase shift of the MR signal proportional to the flow velocity. The
sensitivity of phase contrast MRI to flow velocities is controlled by the velocity encoding
(venc) parameter, which must be set to the expected maximum flow velocity. After the
acquisition of phase contrast MRI, flow visualization software is used to create volumetric
blood flow images. [8]. The ability to combine hemodynamic data with visual assessment
in a single scan sequence may permit the exploration of diagnostic markers in any vascular
region of interest. As with other MRI scanning techniques, 4D Flow MRI can use different
sampling methods, which may affect the scan time and image quality [9–11]. The results
from several studies indicate that the hemodynamic parameters acquired by 4D Flow
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MRI have the potential to reveal arterial pathologies such as aortic stenosis and chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease [3,6,12].

The utility of 4D Flow MRI in the abdominal area and for the venous system is
less explored, as compared to cardiovascular applications. Even so, some studies have
investigated 4D Flow MRI as a diagnostic tool for pathologies in the abdominal venous
vasculature, such as cirrhosis and portal hypertension [13,14].

These pathologies can already be examined non-invasively by Doppler sonography.
Though Doppler has a short examination time for single blood vessels [15], 4D Flow MRI
may acquire volumetric flow data in several blood vessels simultaneously, and thus 4D
Flow MRI may have a greater clinical applicability for the evaluation of pathologies of
abdominal veins.

To the knowledge of the authors, no systematic review of 4D Flow studies outside
the cardiovascular system has been published. The purpose of this systematic review is to
create an overview of the published literature evaluating the feasibility of 4D Flow MRI as
a diagnostic tool in abdominal veins.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Search Strategy

The eligibility criteria and analysis in this review were performed according to the
PRISMA guidelines 2009 (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-
Analyses) [16]. The literature search was conducted in the following databases: MEDLINE,
Cochrane Library, EMBASE, and Web of Science. The intention of the search was to identify
studies applying 4D Flow MRI in abdominal veins. Selection criteria for inclusion in this
review were studies with human subjects, published in or after 2010, written in English,
including implementation of 4D Flow MRI in the abdominal veins. The last search was
performed on the 22 February 2021. Since the use of free text was different in the applied
databases, it was necessary to tailor the search for each database. It should be noted that at
the time of the search and of writing, 4D Flow MRI has not yet been made a MeSH term.
Therefore, the search string required more free text to reduce the risk of missing relevant
studies. The final search string can be found in Appendix A.

2.2. Study Selection

The included studies were filtered for duplicates by using Covidence, a web-based
systematic review software. Two authors with 20 years and 1 year of experience in ra-
diography (C.L. and S.H., respectively) reviewed the relevance of the studies, starting
with the relevance of the title, then the relevance of the abstract and then the relevance
of the full text. Disagreement on relevance and inclusion was resolved in consensus. As
shown on the PRISMA flowchart of the inclusion process in Figure 1, the literature search
yielded 781 publications. Of the yielded publications, 302 were duplicates and 455 were
deemed irrelevant, on account of not applying 4D Flow MRI or not applying 4D Flow
MRI in abdominal veins. After full-text assessment, three additional studies were deemed
ineligible. Two did not include use of 4D Flow MRI, one had only 3 subjects.

2.3. Quality Assessment

Lastly, the Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies (QUADAS-2) tool was
used to assess the risk of bias and applicability in the included studies [17]. Risks of bias
and applicability were classified as high, low, or unclear by the same two authors who
selected studies for inclusion.
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Figure 1. PRISMA flowchart of the inclusion process.

3. Results
3.1. Overview of Included Studies

A table (Table 1) of relevant data in each study was made using the following headings:
author and publication year, aim of study, number of subjects, sampling methods, scan time,
range of blood flow velocities for velocity encoding (venc), examined venous structures,
and conclusion of study.

3.2. Anatomic Coverage of Included Studies

All the included studies successfully applied 4D Flow MRI in abdominal veins. Vascu-
lar structures imaged in each study can be seen in Table 2.
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Table 1. Aims, subject types, scan parameters, scanned veins, and conclusions of included studies.

Author, Year Aims Human Subjects Scan Parameters Scanned Veins Conclusion

Sampling
Method

Scan Time
Healthy

Subjects/Patients
(Minutes)

Venc (cm/s)

Brunsing et al., 2021 [1]

To determine the feasibility of
quantifying the hemodynamic

effects of cirrhosis with 4D Flow
MRI, and introduce hydraulic

circuit indexes of severity.

21
Patients
without
known

liver disease

26
Cirrhosis
patients

Cartesian 6–15/6–15 80–150 Portal vein

Quantification with 4D Flow MRI
was technically feasible and showed

promise in quantifying the
hemodynamic effects of cirrhosis.
Proposed quantitative metrics of

hepatic vascular resistance correlated
with PSS.

Bane et al., 2019 [10]

To determine the reproducibility
of flow quantification in

abdominal vessels using 4D MRI.
To assess the value of 4D Flow
MRI parameters in diagnosing
cirrhosis and degree of portal

hypertension.

52 Chronic liver
disease patients

Spiral
with

compressed
sensing

N/A/22 s 60

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Suprarenal inferior vena cava
Infrarenal inferior vena cava

Right hepatic vein
Middle hepatic vein

4D MRI using spiral sampling allows
comprehensive assessment of

abdominal vessels in one breath-hold,
with substantial inter-observer

reproducibility.
4D MRI may potentially reflect

vascular changes due to cirrhosis and
portal

hypertension.

Stankovic et al.,
2012 [13]

To compare 4D MRI with
Doppler US’ ability to display
hemodynamics in the portal
venous system of cirrhotic

patients and healthy controls.

41
Healthy
subjects

20
Cirrhosis
patients

N/A 18.1 to 21.9/14.6 50

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein

Splenic Mesenteric Confluence
Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

4D MRI may constitute an alternative
technique to Doppler US for

evaluating hemodynamics in the
portal venous

system of patients with cirrhosis.

Roldán-Alzate et al.,
2013 [14]

To validate 4D MRI for
quantification of blood flow in

the portal venous system of
healthy volunteers and patients

with portal hypertension.

7
Healthy
subjects

17
Portal

hypertension
patients

Radial 10 to 12/10 to 12 60

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

Quantification of blood flow in the
portal venous system of patients with
portal hypertension using 4D MRI is

very feasible.

Stankovic et al.,
2010 [18]

To evaluate the feasibility of 4D
MRI visualization of the portal

venous system’s hemodynamics.

18
Healthy
subjects

5
Cirrhosis
patients

k-t GRAPPA 22.46/16.40 50

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein

Splenic Mesenteric Confluence
Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

4D MRI is feasible for visualization of
the portal venous systems

hemodynamics.

Landgraf et al.,
2014 [19]

To reduce the scan time of radial
4D Flow MRI by using temporal

averaging.

15
Healthy
subjects

29
Cirrhosis
patients

Radial 3–4/3–4 60
Superior mesenteric vein

Splenic vein
Portal vein

The scan time of radial 4D Flow MRI
may be reduced by 50–75% by means

of time averaging.

Stankovic et al.,
2013 [20]

To evaluate the feasibility of 4D
MRI for the display of

hemodynamics in the portal
venous system of patients with
cirrhosis and healthy controls.

10
Healthy
subjects

5
Cirrhosis
patients

N/A 12.4/13.9 100

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein

Splenic Mesenteric Confluence
Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

4D MRI is feasible for profound
evaluation of the portal venous

systems hemodynamics in patients
with cirrhosis and healthy controls.
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Table 1. Cont.

Author, Year Aims Human Subjects Scan Parameters Scanned Veins Conclusion

Sampling
Method

Scan Time
Healthy

Subjects/Patients
(Minutes)

Venc (cm/s)

Roldán-Alzate et al.,
2015 [21]

To quantify changes in
abdominal hemodynamics in

patients with portal
hypertension undergoing meal

challenge using 4D MRI.

6
Healthy
subjects

12
Portal

hypertension
patients

Radial 12/12

Pre meal =
100

post meal =
120

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein

Regulation of flow in the portal
venous system after a meal challenge

may be impaired in patients with
cirrhosis.

Dyvorne et al.,
2015 [22]

To develop a highly accelerated
phase-contrast cardiac-gated

hemodynamic measurement 4D
MRI technique based on spiral

sampling and dynamic
compressed sensing. To compare

this technique with cartesian
sampling imaging techniques for

the quantification of flow in
abdominal vessels.

3
Healthy
subjects

7
liver disease

patients

Cartesian and
Spiral with
compressed

sensing
in two separate

acquisitions

Cartesian:11.4/11.4
Spiral sampling with
compressed sensing:

18 to 25 s
/18 to 25 s

60

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Suprarenal inferior vena cava
Infrarenal inferior vena cava

Right hepatic vein
Middle hepatic vein

Left hepatic vein
Right renal vein
Left renal vein

The combination of spiral sampling
with dynamic compressed sensing
results in major acceleration for 4D

MRI and allows assessment of
abdominal vessel hemodynamics in a

single breath hold.
Good vascular conspicuity was
observed in abdominal vessels,
although with decreased image

quality.
Quantitative parameters were in
strong agreement with cartesian

sampling techniques

Stankovic, Fink et al.,
2015 [23]

To evaluate the feasibility of
using k-t GRAPPA to accelerate

4D MRI in the portal venous
system by investigating the

impact of different acceleration
factors.

16 Healthy subjects k-t GRAPPA 4.0 to 13.9/N/A 100

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein

Splenic Mesenteric Confluence
Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

k-t GRAPPA-accelerated 4D MRI
assessment of the portal venous

systems hemodynamics is feasible
while achieving a significant

reduction in scan time.

Stankovic et al.,
2014 [24]

To evaluate the effect of variation
in different spatio-temporal

resolutions and reproducibility
in portal venous 4D MRI.

10 Healthy subjects N/A 8.2 to 14.6/N/A 100

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein

Splenic Mesenteric Confluence
Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

Higher spatio-temporal resolution is
necessary for complete assessment of
hemodynamics required for clinical
applications. Four-dimensional MRI

can be performed with good
reproducibility.

Rutkowski et al.,
2019 [25]

To examine the effects of varying
superior mesenteric confluence
anatomy on hemodynamics in

the portal venous system.

9 Healthy subjects 6 Cirrhosis
patients Radial N/A N/A

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

There was significant correlation
between vessel anatomy and

hemodynamics.
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Table 1. Cont.

Author, Year Aims Human Subjects Scan Parameters Scanned Veins Conclusion

Sampling
Method

Scan Time
Healthy

Subjects/Patients
(Minutes)

Venc (cm/s)

Roberts et al., 2021 [26]

To assess the feasibility of
quantitatively evaluating

mesenteric hemodynamics
before and after a meal challenge
in patients suspected of having

chronic mesenteric ischemia
(CMI) and healthy controls.

20
Healthy
subjects

19
Patients

with
suspected CMI

Radial 11/11

Pre meal =
100

post meal =
120

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

4D Flow MRI demonstrated
significant differences in the

redistribution of blood flow in the
scanned vessels of CMI positive
patients after a meal challenge.

Frydrychowicz et al.,
2011 [27]

To assess the feasibility of using
4D MRI to display

hemodynamics of the portal
venous system in patients with

portal hypertension.

24 Cirrhotic patients Radial 10 to 12/10 to 12 60

Superior mesenteric vein
Inferior mesenteric vein

Splenic vein
Portal vein

Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

4D MRI provides a comprehensive,
volumetric approach to assess

hemodynamics of the portal venous
system in patients with portal

hypertension.

Motosugi et al.,
2019 [28]

To assess the feasibility of 4D
MRI as a noninvasive imaging
marker to classify the risk of

variceal bleeding in patients with
cirrhosis.

8
Cirrhosis patients
without varices

15
Cirrhosis

patients with
varices

Radial N/A/10 30

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Azygos vein

4D MRI data of the azygos, splenic,
superior mesenteric and portal

venous flow are useful markers to
classify the risk of variceal bleeding

in patients with cirrhosis.

Parekh et al., 2017 [29]

To assess the feasibility of 4D
MRI’s ability to visualize portal

venous hemodynamics in
children and young adults.

28
pediatric patients

Cartesian With
k-t GRAPPA 8 to 10/8 to 10 40–80

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Right hepatic vein
Middle hepatic vein

Left hepatic vein
Inferior vena cava

4D MRI is feasible for the 3D
visualization of portal venous

hemodynamics in children and
young adults.

Stankovic, Rössle et al.,
2015 [30]

To assess changes in portal
hemodynamics in patients
undergoing transjugular

intrahepatic portosystemic shunt
(TIPS) using 4D MRI.

11
Cirrhosis patients N/A N/A/10 to 20 225 Only transjugular intrahepatic

portosystemic shunts

4D MRI can detect TIPS patency and
stenosis, but further investigation is

required before it can be used to
assess for TIPS dysfunction.

Keller, Collins et al.,
2017 [31]

To compare an alternative
preprocessing workflow to a

conventional workflow in
abdominal 4D MRI.

20
Patients with cirrhosis and portal

hypertension
k-t GRAPPA N/A/15 50

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

Right hepatic vein
Middle hepatic vein

Left hepatic vein

Superior abdominal 4D MRI data
consistency was obtained by

applying an alternative preprocessing
workflow.
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Table 1. Cont.

Author, Year Aims Human Subjects Scan Parameters Scanned Veins Conclusion

Sampling
Method

Scan Time
Healthy

Subjects/Patients
(Minutes)

Venc (cm/s)

Bannas et al., 2016 [32]

To assess the feasibility of 4D
MRI monitoring of portal

hemodynamics before and after
transjugular intrahepatic

portosystemic shunt (TIPS)
placement.

7
Patients with

portal hypertension
Radial N/A/12

Pre-tips:60
Post-tips:

80 and 120
in two

separate
scans

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

4D MRI is feasible for monitoring of
portal hemodynamics before and

after TIPS placement.

Keller et al., 2017 [33]

To evaluate the ability of spleen
volume, blood

flow, and an index incorporating
multiple measures, to predict

cirrhosis-associated
hypersplenism.

39
Patients with cirrhosis and portal

hypertension
N/A N/A

50, 100
and

dual-venc
(56 and 120)

in three
separate

scans

Superior mesenteric vein
Splenic vein
Portal vein

Right Portal vein branch
Left Portal vein branch

A splenic flow index that
incorporates both splenic volume and

blood flow is a better indicator of
hypersplenism than splenic volume

alone.

Owen et al., 2018 [34]

To assess the feasibility of
detecting patency, stenosis, or

occlusion of transjugular
intrahepatic portosystemic shunt

(TIPS) with 4D MRI.

23
Patients with prior placement of a

transjugular intrahepatic shunt
N/A N/A/10 to 20 225 Only transjugular intrahepatic

portosystemic shunts

4D MRI can detect TIPS patency and
stenosis, but further investigation is

required before it can be used to
assess for TIPS dysfunction.
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Table 2. Veins in which 4D Flow MRI was applied and the number of studies that did so in each vein.

Veins and Structures Number of Studies

Portal vein 15

Left and right portal vein branches 11

Superior mesenteric vein 20

Inferior mesenteric vein 1

Splenic vein 20

Splenic mesenteric confluence 5

Right hepatic vein 4

Middle hepatic vein 3

Left hepatic vein 4

Azygos vein 1

Transjugular intrahepatic portosystemic shunt 3

3.3. Subject and Patient Types in Included Studies

Twelve studies included healthy subjects [14,18,26]. Ten studies included patients
with cirrhosis and/or portal hypertension [1,10,13,14,18–21,27,28]. One study included
patients with chronic liver disease [10]. One study included pediatric patients with either
a non-operated portal venous system or with a surgically created portal shunt [29]. One
study included patients with cirrhosis and varices [28]. One study included patients
with hepatitis and nonalcoholic steatohepatitis [22]. Three studies included patients with
transjugular intrahepatic portosystemic shunts [30,32,34].

Seven studies displayed that 4D Flow MRI was capable of discerning between healthy
subjects and patients with cirrhosis and/or portal hypertension [1,10,13,18–21].

3.4. Visual Quality, Inter-Observer Agreement, Sampling Method, and Scan Times

Nine out of 21 studies analyzed the visual quality of the acquired 4D Flow MRI
scans [13,18–20,23,24,27,29,30]. The nine studies reported a good to very good or excellent
visual quality, though the left portal vein branch was reported to have a lower visual quality
than other scanned veins in six of the seven studies that documented the visual quality in
this vein [13,18,20,23,24,30]. Seven studies assessed inter-observer agreement. Five studies
rated the inter-observer agreement as substantial, high or excellent [1,10,13,20,24,31]. One
study rated it as good [18].

Of all 21 included studies, two studies used a cartesian sampling method [1,29],
nine used a radial sampling method [14,19,21,25–28,32], and one used a spiral sampling
method with compressed sensing [10]. One study performed cartesian sampling and spiral
sampling with compressed sensing in succession [22]. Nine studies did not state details
of the MRI sampling method [13,18,20,23,24,30,31,33,34]. In addition to the sampling
method, four studies also used k-t GRAPPA (Generalized Autocalibrating Partially Parallel
Acquisitions) [18,23,29,31].

The studies that applied cartesian sampling had a scan time of 6 to 15 min [1,22,29]. Eight
of the studies with applied radial sampling had a scan time of 10 to 12 min [14,21,26–28,32],
and one that applied time averaging had a scan time of down to three to four minutes [19].
The two studies with spiral sampling and compressed sensing applied had a scan time
from 18 to 25 s [10,22].

3.5. Applicability and Risk of Bias

The QUADAS-2 assessment on risk of bias and concerns about applicability can be
seen in Table 3 below. All studies were considered to have an overall low risk of bias,
though several studies had an unclear risk in the index test and reference standard.
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Table 3. Results from the QUADAS-2 examination of included studies. Risk of bias and concerns regarding applicability of
the included studies: ,Low Risk; /High Risk; ? Unclear Risk.

Study Risk of Bias Applicability Concerns

Patient
Selection

Index
Test

Reference
Standard

Flow and
Timing

Patient
Selection

Index
Test

Reference
Standard

Brunsing et al., 2021 [1] , ? ? , , , ,

Bane et al., 2019 [10] / ? ? ? , , ?

Stankovic et al., 2012 [13] , , , , , , ,

Roldán-Alzate et al., 2013 [14] , ? ? , , , ,

Stankovic et al., 2010 [18] / ? , , , , ,

Landgraf et al., 2014 [19] , , , , , , ,

Stankovic et al., 2013 [20] , , , , , , ,

Roldán-Alzate et al., 2015 [21] , ? ? ? , , ?

Dyvorne et al., 2015 [22] , ? ? ? , , ?

Stankovic, Fink et al., 2015 [23] , ? ? ? , , ?

Stankovic et al., 2014 [24] , ? ? ? , , ?

Rutkowski et al., 2019 [25] , ? ? ? , / ?

Roberts et al., 2021 [26] , ? ? / , , ?

Frydrychowicz et al., 2011 [27] , ? ? , , , ,

Motosugi et al., 2019 [28] , ? ? ? , , ?

Parekh et al., 2017 [29] , ? ? ? , , ?

Stankovic, Rössle et al., 2015 [30] , ? ? ? , , ?

Keller, Collins et al., 2017 [31] , , , , , , ,

Bannas et al., 2016 [32] , ? ? ? , , ?

Keller, Kulik et al., 2017 [33] , ? ? ? , / ?

Owen et al., 2018 [34] , , , , , , ,

Risk of bias in patient selection was considered high if the examined study did not
make use of consecutively or randomly selected subjects, used a case–control design, or
made inappropriate exclusions.

Risk of bias in the index test was considered high if the examined study interpreted
the index test results with knowledge of the reference standard.

Risk of bias in the reference standard was considered high if the examined study
interpreted the results of the reference standard with knowledge of the results the index test
or used a reference standard that was unlikely to correctly classify the target condition. Risk
of bias in flow and timing was considered high if the examined study had an inappropriate
time interval between the index test and the reference standard, did not include all its
subjects in the analysis or did not use the same reference standard for all its subjects.
Studies considered to have an unclear risk of bias in the index test and reference standard
did not state whether they interpreted their results without knowledge of the reference
standard and did not state whether they interpreted the results of the reference standard
without knowledge of the index test. Studies with an unclear risk of bias in flow and timing
did not state the time interval of their data acquisition.

4. Discussion

In summary, the results from the included studies show that 4D Flow MRI of the
abdominal veins is feasible, and that hemodynamic parameters based on 4D Flow MRI
can be used to discern between healthy subjects and patients with cirrhosis and/or portal
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hypertension. The visual quality of the acquired flow images was rated good to very good
and the included studies indicate that 4D Flow MRI has a low inter-observer variability.

The studies included in this systematic review were considered to have low bias.
The acquisition time of spiral sampling combined with compressed sensing was

remarkably faster (18 to 25 s) than the cartesian and radial sampling methods (6 to 15 min
and 3 to 12 min, respectively) [1,10,14,19,21,22,26–29,32]. The acceleration method known
as k-t GRAPPA was successfully applied in four studies, though the acquisition times of
these studies were still slower than the studies that applied spiral sampling and compressed
sensing [10,18,22,23,29,31].

There is no significant loss of visual quality when applying spiral sampling to 4D
Flow MRI in the aorta, despite the major reduction in scan time it provides, according to
the included studies [10,22]. Compressed sensing has been stated to have no significant
effect on visual quality when not overused; however, it does increase computational
complexity, thereby potentially increasing the reconstruction time of the acquired image
data [35]. The two included studies which combined spiral sampling and compressed
sensing demonstrated that 4D Flow MRI with spiral sampling and compressed sensing
can be applied in the abdominal veins, with greatly reduced scan time compared to radial
sampling with or without k-t GRAPPA and cartesian sampling, and still maintain a good
vascular conspicuity and strong agreement of the acquired quantitative parameters with
those from established techniques [10,22].

Doppler sonography’s high inter-observer variability and limited ability to visualize
complex and variable anatomy in the abdominal vasculature compared to 4D Flow MRI were
demonstrated by several studies included in this systematic review [10,13,18,20,23,24,27,29–31].
This assessment seems to agree with the established literature. According to the consensus
statement of P. Dyverfeldt et al. [36], volumetric flow imaging of 4D Flow MRI may provide
a more accurate flow quantification in the presence of complex vessel geometry. In addition
to this, included studies showed that the ability of 4D Flow MRI to assess volumetric flow
in multiple veins simultaneously could potentially provide a better overview of blood flow
parameters in the abdominal veins compared to Doppler sonography, in which each vein
would have to be examined individually. Therefore, 4D Flow MRI may have potential as
an alternative to Doppler sonography for the non-invasive measurements of hemodynamic
parameters in the abdominal venous vasculature.

While the included studies indicate that 4D Flow MRI with spiral sampling and
compressed sensing had a higher inter-observer agreement than Doppler sonography, one
should also consider the comparatively high cost that is associated with MRI [37,38]. In
addition to this, while 4D Flow MRI with spiral sampling and compressed sensing has a
remarkably short acquisition time, Doppler sonography does not require the same amount
of time for patient preparation and MRI safety as 4D Flow MRI. This means that the full
examination time of 4D Flow MRI with spiral sampling and compressed sensing may still
be notably higher than the examination time of Doppler sonography.

This study had limitations. Since 4D Flow MRI did not have a MeSH term at the
time of the literature search, and the scan technique has several different proposed names,
it is possible that some studies on 4D Flow MRI were not found during the literature
search. The evaluation on how the choice of sampling method affects the scan time and
visual quality of 4D Flow MRI was limited due to nine studies not stating their applied
sampling method [13,18,20,23,24,30,31,33,34]. The limited number of participants (from 3
to 61) and the different patient groups were heterogenous and, therefore, it was not possible to
make a collective conclusion of the expected hemodynamic parameters derived from 4D Flow
MRI. For example, the 11 studies that investigated 4D Flow MRI’s application in patients with
cirrhosis had variations in patient age and severity of cirrhosis [1,10,13,18,20,25,27,28,30,31,33].
This also limited the possibility of making an estimate of the recommended venc value for
future studies.

Repetition of the included studies with larger subject/patient groups is recommended
to assess the possibility of hemodynamic data acquired by 4D Flow MRI as a diagnostic
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marker for cirrhosis or portal hypertension. In addition, this systematic review suggests
that future research on 4D Flow MRI should use spiral sampling with compressed sensing,
as it appears to be the most clinically viable path for 4D Flow MRI, and should further
assess the reliability of this sampling method.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, 4D Flow MRI examination of abdominal veins for the purpose of visual
assessment and quantification of hemodynamic parameters is feasible. The hemodynamic
parameters derived from 4D Flow MRI can be used to discern between healthy subjects
and patients with cirrhosis and/or portal hypertension. Four-Dimensional Flow MRI of the
abdominal veins has a higher inter-observer agreement than Doppler sonography, which is
a currently used non-invasive method, and permits the acquisition of flow data in several
vessels simultaneously. Recent developments of MRI sampling methods have allowed 4D
Flow MRI scans of the abdominal veins to be acquired in approximately 20 s, while still
maintaining good vessel conspicuity and reliability of hemodynamic data, thus potentially
greatly facilitating routine clinical use.
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Abbreviations

4D Flow MRI Four-Dimensional Magnetic Resonance Imaging of vector blood flow
MRI Magnetic Resonance Imaging
PRISMA Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses
Venc velocity encoding sensitivity
CMI chronic mesenteric ischemia
TIPS transjugular intrahepatic shunt
k-t GRAPPA Generalized Autocalibrating Partially Parallel Acquisitions

Appendix A

The following MEDLINE search string was applied in the search for relevant studies
in this systematic review. The first section of the search string was intended to find studies
that included 4D Flow MRI. The second section was intended to broaden the amount of
studies found that included 4D Flow MRI, since not all studies used the same name for
4D Flow MRI. The third section was intended to limit the search result to studies that
mentioned the abdominal veins:

“((4D velocity mapping or 4D Flow MR or 4DMRI or 4DMR or MR 4D flow or MRI
4D flow or 4D flow MRI or 4D blood flow MRI or 4D blood flow MR or 4D magnetic
resonance or magnetic resonance 4D or 4 dimensional magnetic resonance or 4 dimensional
MR or 4D flow magnetic resonance or magnetic resonance 4D flow or 4 dimensional
flow magnetic resonance or 4 dimensional flow mri or 4D-Flow MR or MR 4D-flow or
MRI 4D-flow or 4D-flow MRI or 4D-magnetic resonance or magnetic resonance 4D or
4-dimensional magnetic resonance or 4-dimensional MR or 4D-flow magnetic resonance or
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magnetic resonance 4D-flow or 4-dimensional flow magnetic resonance or 4-dimensional
flow MR or 4-dimensional-flow magnetic resonance or 4-dimensional-flow MR or 4D phase
contrast or 4-dimensional phase contrast magnetic resonance or 4D PC MRI or 4D PC
MR or 4D PCMR or 4D PCMRI or four-dimensional phase contrast magnetic resonance
or time resolved PC-MRI or time resolved phase contrast magnetic resonance or velocity
encoded 4D MRI or velocity encoded 4D MR or 4D MRI flow or flow-sensitive magnetic
resonance or phase contrast magnetic resonance with three directional velocity encod*
or phase contrast magnetic resonance imaging with three directional velocity encod* or
MRI velocity mapping or mr velocity mapping or magnetic resonance velocity mapping
or magnetic resonance imaging velocity mapping or MRI velocity encod* or MR velocity
encod* or magnetic resonance velocity encod* or magnetic resonance imaging velocity
encod* or TWIST MR or TWIST MRI or TWIST Magnetic resonance or TWIST Imaging
or TRICKS MR or TRICKS MRI or TRICKS Magnetic resonance or TRICKS Imaging or
4D-TRAK or TRAK MR or TRAK MRI or TRAK magnetic resonance or TRAK imaging
or TRAQ or PC VIPR or PC-VIPR or Phase Contrast Vastly undersampled Imaging with
Projection Reconstruction or four-dimensional velocity mapping or 4D flow imaging).mp.
or ((Magnetic Resonance Angiography/or Magnetic Resonance Imaging/or Magnetic
Resonance venography.mp. or MR venography.mp. or MRI venography.mp. or phase-
contrast magnetic resonance.mp.) and (4D or 4D or four dimensional or 4 dimensional
or velocity encod* or velocity mapping or velocity map or three directional velocity or
three dimensional hemodynamic visualization or three directional flow visualization or
three directional blood flow visualization or time resolved three directional).mp.)) and
(abdomen/or azygos vein/or hepatic veins/or portal system/or renal veins/or abdominal
vein.mp. or abdominal veins.mp. or (azygos vein or mesenteric vein, splenic vein, renal
vein).mp. or hepatic vein.mp. or Hepatic Veins/or vena porta.mp. or Portal Vein/or portal
vein.mp. or (vein or veins).mp. or Veins/or portal venous flow.mp. or Portal venous.mp.
or Portal venous hemodynamics.mp. or Portal hemodynamics.mp. or Portal flow.mp.
or splanchnic vein.mp. or splanchnic.mp. or azygos venous.mp. or hepatic venous.mp.
or renal venous.mp. or abdominal venous.mp. or mesenteric venous.mp. or splenic
venous.mp. or portal hypertension.mp. or cirrhotic.mp. or hepatic.mp.)”.

References
1. Brunsing, R.L.; Brown, D.; Almahoud, H.; Kono, Y.; Loomba, R.; Vodkin, I.; Sirlin, C.B.; Alley, M.T.; Vasanawala, S.S.; Hsiao, A.

Quantification of the Hemodynamic Changes of Cirrhosis with Free-Breathing Self-Navigated MRI. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2021,
53, 1410–1421. [CrossRef]

2. Blanken, C.P.; Farag, E.S.; Boekholdt, S.M.; Leiner, T.; Kluin, J.; Nederveen, A.J.; Van Ooij, P.; Planken, R.N. Advanced cardiac MRI
techniques for evaluation of left-sided valvular heart disease. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2018, 48, 318–329. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Rahman, O.; Markl, M.; Balte, P.; Berhane, H.; Blanken, C.; Suwa, K.; Dashnaw, S.; Wieben, O.; Bluemke, D.A.; Prince, M.R.;
et al. Reproducibility and Changes in Vena Caval Blood Flow by Using 4D Flow MRI in Pulmonary Emphysema and Chronic
Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (COPD): The Multi-Ethnic Study of Atherosclerosis (MESA) COPD Substudy. Radiology 2019, 292,
585–594. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Belhadjer, Z.; Soulat, G.; Ladouceur, M.; Pitocco, F.; Legendre, A.; Bonnet, D.; Iserin, L.; Mousseaux, E. Neopulmonary Outflow
Tract Obstruction Assessment by 4D Flow MRI in Adults With Transposition of the Great Arteries After Arterial Switch Operation.
J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2020, 51, 1699–1705. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Ngo, M.T.; Kim, C.I.; Jung, J.; Chung, G.H.; Lee, D.H.; Kwak, H.S. Four-Dimensional Flow Magnetic Resonance Imaging for
Assessment of Velocity Magnitudes and Flow Patterns in the Human Carotid Artery Bifurcation: Comparison with Computational
Fluid Dynamics. Diagnostics 2019, 9, 223. [CrossRef]

6. Garcia, J.; Barker, A.J.; Markl, M. The Role of Imaging of Flow Patterns by 4D Flow MRI in Aortic Stenosis. JACC Cardiovasc.
Imaging 2019, 12, 252–266. [CrossRef]

7. Rizk, J. 4D flow MRI applications in congenital heart disease. Eur. Radiol. 2021, 31, 1160–1174. [CrossRef]
8. Alexandra Sträter, A.; Huber, A.; Rudolph, J.; Berndt, M.; Rasper, M.; Rummeny, E.J.; Nadjiri, J.; Sträter, A. 4D-Flow MRI:

Technique and Applications 4D-MR-Flussmessung: Technik Und Anwendungen. Tech. Fortschr. Röntgenstr. 2018, 190, 1025–1035.
9. Markl, M.; Frydrychowicz, A.; Kozerke, S.; Hope, M.; Wieben, O. 4D flow MRI. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2012, 36, 1015–1036.

[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.27488
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.26204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30134000
http://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2019182143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31335282
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.27012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31794141
http://doi.org/10.3390/diagnostics9040223
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmg.2018.10.034
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-020-07210-z
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.23632


Diagnostics 2021, 11, 767 13 of 14

10. Bane, O.; Peti, S.; Wagner, M.; Hectors, S.; Dyvorne, H.; Markl, M.; Taouli, B. Hemodynamic measurements with an abdominal 4D
flow MRI sequence with spiral sampling and compressed sensing in patients with chronic liver disease. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging
2019, 49, 994–1005. [CrossRef]

11. Deng, Z.; Yang, W.; Pang, J.; Bi, X.; Tuli, R.; Li, D.; Fan, Z. Improved vessel–tissue contrast and image quality in 3D radial
sampling-based 4D-MRI. J. Appl. Clin. Med. Phys. 2017, 18, 250–257. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Itatani, K.; Miyazaki, S.; Furusawa, T.; Numata, S.; Yamazaki, S.; Morimoto, K.; Makino, R.; Morichi, H.; Nishino, T.; Yaku, H.
New imaging tools in cardiovascular medicine: Computational fluid dynamics and 4D flow MRI. Gen. Thorac. Cardiovasc. Surg.
2017, 65, 611–621. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Stankovic, Z.; Csatari, Z.; Deibert, P.; Euringer, W.; Blanke, P.; Kreisel, W.; Zadeh, Z.A.; Kallfass, F.; Langer, M.; Markl, M. Normal
and Altered Three-Dimensional Portal Venous Hemodynamics in Patients with Liver Cirrhosis. Radiology 2012, 262, 862–873.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Roldán-Alzate, A.; Frydrychowicz, A.; Niespodzany, E.; Landgraf, B.R.; Johnson, K.M.; Wieben, O.; Reeder, S.B. In vivo validation
of 4D flow MRI for assessing the hemodynamics of portal hypertension. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2013, 37, 1100–1108. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

15. Kim, S.-Y.; Kim, K.W.; Choi, S.H.; Kwon, J.H.; Song, G.-W.; Kwon, H.-J.; Yun, Y.J.; Lee, J.; Lee, S.-G. Feasibility of UltraFast Doppler
in Post-operative Evaluation of Hepatic Artery in Recipients following Liver Transplantation. Ultrasound Med. Biol. 2017, 43,
2611–2618. [CrossRef]

16. Moher, D.; Liberati, A.; Tetzlaff, J.; Altman, D.G. Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses: The
PRISMA Statement. BMJ 2009, 339, 332–336. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Janes, H.; Pepe, M.S.; Bossuyt, P.M.; Barlow, W.E. QUADAS-2: A Revised Tool for the Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy
Studies. Ann. Intern. Med. 2011, 154, 253–260. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Stankovic, Z.; Frydrychowicz, A.; Csatari, Z.; Panther, E.; Deibert, P.; Euringer, W.; Kreisel, W.; Russe, M.; Bauer, S.; Langer, M.;
et al. MR-based visualization and quantification of three-dimensional flow characteristics in the portal venous system. J. Magn.
Reson. Imaging 2010, 32, 466–475. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Landgraf, B.R.; Johnson, K.M.; Roldán-Alzate, A.; Francois, C.J.; Wieben, O.; Reeder, S.B. Effect of Temporal Resolution on 4D
Flow MRI in the Portal Circulation. PLoS ONE 2014, 32, 736–740. [CrossRef]

20. Stankovic, Z.; Csatari, Z.; Deibert, P.; Euringer, W.; Jung, B.; Kreisel, W.; Geiger, J.; Russe, M.F.; Langer, M.; Markl, M. A feasibility
study to evaluate splanchnic arterial and venous hemodynamics by flow-sensitive 4D MRI compared with Doppler ultrasound in
patients with cirrhosis and controls. Eur. J. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2013, 25, 669–675. [CrossRef]

21. Roldán-Alzate, A.; Frydrychowicz, A.; Said, A.; Johnson, K.M.; Francois, C.J.; Wieben, O.; Reeder, S.B. Impaired regulation of
portal venous flow in response to a meal challenge as quantified by 4D flow MRI. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2015, 42, 1009–1017.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Dyvorne, H.; Knight-Greenfield, A.; Jajamovich, G.; Besa, C.; Cui, Y.; Stalder, A.; Markl, M.; Taouli, B. Abdominal 4D Flow
MR Imaging in a Breath Hold: Combination of Spiral Sampling and Dynamic Compressed Sensing for Highly Accelerated
Acquisition. Radiology 2015, 275, 245–254. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Stankovic, Z.; Fink, J.; Collins, J.D.; Semaan, E.; Russe, M.F.; Carr, J.C.; Markl, M.; Langer, M.; Jung, B. K-t GRAPPA-accelerated
4D flow MRI of liver hemodynamics: Influence of different acceleration factors on qualitative and quantitative assessment of
blood flow. Magn. Reson. Mater. Phys. Biol. Med. 2014, 28, 149–159. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Stankovic, Z.; Jung, B.; Collins, J.; Russe, M.F.; Carr, J.; Euringer, W.; Stehlin, L.; Csatari, Z.; Strohm, P.C.; Langer, M.; et al.
Reproducibility study of four-dimensional flow MRI of arterial and portal venous liver hemodynamics: Influence of spatio-
temporal resolution. Magn. Reson. Med. 2013, 72, 477–484. [CrossRef]

25. Rutkowski, D.R.; Medero, R.; Garcia, F.J.; Roldán-Alzate, A. MRI-based modeling of spleno-mesenteric confluence flow. J. Biomech.
2019, 88, 95–103. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Roberts, G.S.; François, C.J.; Starekova, J.; Roldán-Alzate, A.; Wieben, O. Non-invasive assessment of mesenteric hemodynamics
in patients with suspected chronic mesenteric ischemia using 4D flow MRI. Abdom. Radiol. 2021, 1–15. [CrossRef]

27. Frydrychowicz, A.; Landgraf, B.; Niespodzany, E.; Verma, R.; Roldán-Alzate, A.; Johnson, K.; Wieben, O.; Reeder, S. Four-
dimensional velocity mapping of the hepatic and splanchnic vasculature with radial sampling at 3 tesla: A feasibility study in
portal hypertension. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2011, 34, 577–584. [CrossRef]

28. Motosugi, U.; Roldán-Alzate, A.; Bannas, P.; Said, A.; Kelly, S.; Zea, R.; Wieben, O.; Reeder, S.B. Four-dimensional Flow MRI
as a Marker for Risk Stratification of Gastroesophageal Varices in Patients with Liver Cirrhosis. Radiology 2019, 290, 101–107.
[CrossRef]

29. Parekh, K.; Markl, M.; Rose, M.; Schnell, S.; Popescu, A.; Rigsby, C.K. 4D flow MR imaging of the portal venous system: A
feasibility study in children. Eur. Radiol. 2016, 27, 832–840. [CrossRef]

30. Stankovic, Z.; Rössle, M.; Euringer, W.; Schultheiss, M.; Salem, R.; Barker, A.; Carr, J.; Langer, M.; Markl, M.; Collins, J.D. Effect
of TIPS placement on portal and splanchnic arterial blood flow in 4-dimensional flow MRI. Eur. Radiol. 2015, 25, 2634–2640.
[CrossRef]

31. Keller, E.J.; Collins, J.D.; Rigsby, C.; Carr, J.C.; Markl, M.; Schnell, S. Superior Abdominal 4D Flow MRI Data Consistency with
Adjusted Preprocessing Workflow and Noncontrast Acquisitions. Acad. Radiol. 2017, 24, 350–358. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.26305
http://doi.org/10.1002/acm2.12194
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28980395
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11748-017-0834-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28929446
http://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.11110127
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22357888
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.23906
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23148034
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultrasmedbio.2017.07.018
http://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.b2535
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19622551
http://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-154-4-201102150-00006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21320940
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.22248
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20677279
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.24233.Effect
http://doi.org/10.1097/MEG.0b013e32835e1297
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.24886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25772828
http://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.14140973
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25325326
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10334-014-0456-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25099493
http://doi.org/10.1002/mrm.24939
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2019.03.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30928204
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00261-020-02900-0
http://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.22712
http://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2018180230
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-016-4396-1
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-015-3663-x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.acra.2016.10.007


Diagnostics 2021, 11, 767 14 of 14

32. Bannas, P.; Roldán-Alzate, A.; Johnson, K.M.; Woods, M.A.; Ozkan, O.; Motosugi, U.; Wieben, O.; Reeder, S.B.; Kramer, H.
Longitudinal Monitoring of Hepatic Blood Flow before and after TIPS by Using 4D-Flow MR Imaging. Radiology 2016, 281,
574–582. [CrossRef]

33. Keller, E.J.; Kulik, L.; Stankovic, Z.; Lewandowski, R.J.; Salem, R.; Carr, J.C.; Schnell, S.; Markl, M.; Collins, J.D. JOURNAL CLUB:
Four-Dimensional Flow MRI–Based Splenic Flow Index for Predicting Cirrhosis-Associated Hypersplenism. Am. J. Roentgenol.
2017, 209, 46–54. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Owen, J.W.; Saad, N.E.; Foster, G.; Fowler, K.J. The Feasibility of Using Volumetric Phase-Contrast MR Imaging (4D Flow) to
Assess for Transjugular Intrahepatic Portosystemic Shunt Dysfunction. J. Vasc. Interv. Radiol. 2018, 29, 1717–1724. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

35. Ye, J.C. Compressed sensing MRI: A review from signal processing perspective. BMC Biomed. Eng. 2019, 1, 1–17. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

36. Dyverfeldt, P.; Bissell, M.; Barker, A.J.; Bolger, A.F.; Carlhäll, C.-J.; Ebbers, T.; Francios, C.J.; Frydrychowicz, A.; Geiger, J.; Giese,
D.; et al. 4D flow cardiovascular magnetic resonance consensus statement. J. Cardiovasc. Magn. Reson. 2015, 17, 1–19. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

37. Rafailidis, V.; Sidhu, P.S. Vascular ultrasound, the potential of integration of multiparametric ultrasound into routine clinical
practice. Ultrasound 2018, 26, 136–144. [CrossRef]

38. Canellas, R.; Rosenkrantz, A.B.; Taouli, B.; Sala, E.; Saini, S.; Pedrosa, I.; Wang, Z.J.; Sahani, D.V. Abbreviated MRI Protocols for
the Abdomen. Radiographics 2019, 39, 744–758. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2016152247
http://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.16.17620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28463524
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvir.2018.07.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30396843
http://doi.org/10.1186/s42490-019-0006-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32903346
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12968-015-0174-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26257141
http://doi.org/10.1177/1742271X18762250
http://doi.org/10.1148/rg.2019180123

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Search Strategy 
	Study Selection 
	Quality Assessment 

	Results 
	Overview of Included Studies 
	Anatomic Coverage of Included Studies 
	Subject and Patient Types in Included Studies 
	Visual Quality, Inter-Observer Agreement, Sampling Method, and Scan Times 
	Applicability and Risk of Bias 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	
	References

