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Background: Collateral circulation in ischemic stroke patients plays an important role in

infarct evolution und assessing patients’ eligibility for endovascular treatment. By means

of dynamic susceptibility contrast MRI, we aimed to investigate the effects of reperfusion,

recanalization, and collateral flow on clinical and imaging outcomes after stroke.

Methods: Retrospective analysis of 184 patients enrolled into the prospective

observational 1000Plus study (clinicaltrials.org NCT00715533). Inclusion criteria were

vessel occlusion on baseline MR-angiography, imaging within 24 h after stroke onset

and follow-up perfusion imaging. Baseline Higashida score using subtracted dynamic

MR perfusion source images was used to quantify collateral flow. The influence of

these variables, and their interaction with vessel recanalization, on clinical and imaging

outcomes was assessed using robust linear regression.

Results: Ninety-eight patients (53.3%) showed vessel recanalization. Higashida score

(p = 0.002), and recanalization (p = 0.0004) were independently associated with

reperfusion. However, we found no evidence that the association between Higashida

score and reperfusion relied on recanalization status (p = 0.2). NIHSS on admission

(p < 0.0001) and recanalization (p = 0.001) were independently associated with

long-term outcome at 3 months, however, Higashida score (p = 0.228) was not.

Conclusion: Higashida score and recanalization were independently associated with

reperfusion, but the association between recanalization and reperfusion was similar

regardless of collateral flow quality. Recanalization was associated with long-term

outcome. DSC-based measures of collateral flow were not associated with long-term

outcome, possibly due to the complex dynamic nature of collateral recruitment, timing

of imaging and the employed post-processing.
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INTRODUCTION

In stroke patients with occlusions of large, proximal branches
of the arteries supplying the brain, vessel recanalization is the
major factor associated with good clinical outcomes and less
infarct growth. Although factors such as the quality of collateral
flow also influence outcomes (1–3), recanalization is regarded as
being the most important predictor of good outcomes in these
patients (4, 5).

However, depending on how they are defined, large vessel
occlusions occur in under a third of all patients with acute
ischemic stroke (6–8). In the remaining patients, factors besides
vessel recanalization potentially play a larger role in determining
stroke outcome. These include the quality of collateral flow,
which is important for maintaining perfusion in critically
hypoperfused brain tissue (9). Tissue reperfusion, which often
but not inevitably follows vessel recanalization (10–13), also
affects stroke outcome beyond the effect of recanalization (12,
14). Reperfusion itself is influenced by the patency of the vessel
feeding the affected area, the cerebral perfusion pressure, and the
blood’s flow properties (14).

It is clear that these interrelated phenomena—collateral
flow, vessel recanalization, and tissue reperfusion—are essential
factors contributing to the pathophysiology and progression
(and thus outcome) of stroke. However, in clinical practice,
these phenomena are often not measured directly. Instead,
they are operationalized using measurements that are as non-
invasive and convenient as possible. What is unclear is how these
operationalized measurements are related to stroke outcome, as
evidence regarding this has thus far been mixed (10, 15, 16).

The aim of this study was thus to investigate the relationship
between MRI-based operationalized measurements of collateral
flow, tissue reperfusion, and vessel recanalization on clinical and
imaging outcomes. Importantly, this study aims to determine
how these phenomena interact in a population where this
interaction is likelymost relevant—acute ischemic stroke patients
with a wide range of vessel pathologies and infarct distributions.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Patients
This study is a retrospective analysis of 184 patients enrolled into
the prospective observational 1000Plus study (clinicaltrials.org
NCT00715533) at the Charité-Universitätsmedizin Berlin from
September 2008 to June 2013. Inclusion criteria were MR-
angiographic proven vessel occlusion on day of admission, MR
imaging within 24 h after stroke onset (baseline) and perfusion
imaging (PI) 24 h later (follow-up). The study design was
approved by the institutional review board of the Charité-
Universitätsmedizin, Berlin (EA4/026/08). Written informed
consent was obtained from all patients.

Imaging
MRI examinations were performed on a three Tesla MRI scanner
(Tim Trio; Siemens AG, Erlangen, Germany) with a standard
stroke imaging protocol described in detail (17).

Perfusion imaging (PI) data was analyzed using block-
circulant singular value decomposition deconvolution and an
arterial input function from the contralateral middle cerebral

artery (18) (Stroketool version 2.8, ©Digital Image Solutions-
HJ Wittsack).

Reperfusion was defined as the change in Tmax > 6 s
volume between baseline and follow-up as a percentage of the
baseline Tmax volume. Collateral flow at baseline was assessed
using the Higashida score (19) using subtracted dynamic MR
perfusion source images (sMRP-SI) (20). The Higashida scale is
a modification of the American Society of Interventional and
Therapeutic Neuroradiology/Society of Radiology (ASITN/SIR)
Collateral Flow Grading System and uses five grades to describe
collateral flow of the ischemic region (19). Higashida scores
were dichotomized into good (3, 4) and poor (0–2) (21). Two
experienced radiologists (IG, KV, consensus reading) performed
the scoring.

Perfusion volume was obtained using an in-house automated,
user-independent delineation algorithm (22). From these
volumes, the hypoperfusion intensity ratio (HIR) was also
calculated for each patient as a different DSC-based measure
of collateral flow (23). HIR was defined as the ratio between
the Tmax > 8 s volume and Tmax > 2 s volume, as originally
described (16, 23).

Vessel recanalization was classified according to the TIMI
score (24) and binarized into present (TIMI = 2 or 3) or absent
(TIMI = 0 or 1), as applied in previous studies (4, 12, 22, 25).
Infarct growth was defined as the difference in baseline diffusion
weighted imaging and fluid attenuated inversion recovery lesion
volume 5 days following stroke onset.

Statistical Analysis
Statistical analysis was performed using R Studio and R packages
“Imrob” from “robustbase” package (20), and robust GLM (26).
We performed a sample size calculation and found that the
minimum sample size needed to detect a minimum effect size
(Cohen’s f2) of 0.1 (27) at a significance level of 0.05 and a power
of 0.8 with 8 degrees of freedom (including main effects and
interactions) was 158 [R package pwr (28)].

A robust generalized linear model was used to investigate the
association between different clinical and imaging variables and
reperfusion, long-term clinical outcome (modified Rankin Scale
= mRS at day 90), and infarct growth. To account for potential
differences in the factors associated with reperfusion, clinical
outcome, and imaging outcome between patients with strokes
in different locations, we included stroke location (anterior vs.
posterior circulation) as a covariate in all models.

An alpha level p < 0.05 was considered as significant.

RESULTS

The data and analysis scripts used in this study are available
at https://www.github.com/ahmedaak/1000plus_collaterals_
perfusion.

We included 184 patients into our study. Patient
characteristics are given in Table 1.
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TABLE 1 | Patient Characteristics.

Variable Value

Age (years) 74 (65.8–82)

Sex

Male 57.6%

Female 42.4%

Time onset-to-imaging (hours) 3.4 (1.5–12)

IV thrombolysis

Yes 43.5%

No 56.5%

Circulation

Anterior 76.6%

Posterior 23.4%

TIMI score

0 38.6%

1 8.2%

2 23.4%

3 29.9%

NIHSS on admission 6 (3–13)

NIHSS at discharge† 2 (0–6)

mRS at day 90‡ 2 (1–4)

DWI volume at baseline (mL) 5.4 (1.0–17.8)

DWI volume at follow-up (mL) 12.4 (3.0–39.1)

FLAIR volume at day 5 (mL)§ 17.9 (5.9–54.8)

Tmax >6 s volume at baseline (mL) 27.0 (11.0–67.2)

Tmax >6 s volume at follow-up (mL) 7.0 (1.0–27.6)

Higashida score at baseline

0 2.2%

1 16.8%

2 26.6%

3 26.6%

4 27.2%

Higashida score at follow-up

0 1.6%

1 12.0%

2 20.7%

3 20.7%

4 43.5%

HIR at baseline 0.2 (0.1–0.4)

HIR at follow-up 0.1 (0.01–0.3)

All values are shown as median and interquartile range (IQR) except for categorical

variables, which are shown as percentages. Data is shown for the full sample of 184

patients, except where data was missing (
†
N = 183, ‡N = 148, §N = 140). NIHSS,

National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale; mRS, modified Rankin Scale; DWI, diffusion

weighted imaging; FLAIR, fluid attenuated inversion recovery; TIMI score, thrombolysis in

myocardial infarction score; HIR, hypoperfusion intensity ratio.

Eighty patients (43.5%) received intravenous tissue
plasminogen activator. None received mechanical
thrombectomy. The distribution of vessel occlusions in
the cohort is shown on Supplementary Figure 1. Eighty-
six patients (46.7%) showed persistent vessel occlusion
on follow-up measurements, while ninety-eight (53.3%)
showed recanalization.

We ran several multiple linear regression models to test
the association between reperfusion and various clinical and

imaging variables. The results of the models incorporating
Higashida score as a measure of collateral flow are reported here
and in Supplementary Tables 1–3. The results of the models
incorporating HIR and reperfusion are only shown in the
Supplementary Material.

In the first model, the Higashida score and recanalization
were significant predictors of reperfusion (Figure 1A,
Supplementary Table 1). To investigate whether the effect
of recanalization on reperfusion was different depending on
collateral flow quality, we included the interaction between
Higashida score with recanalization status in the models.
There was no significant interaction between these variables
(Figure 1B, Supplementary Table 1).

Clinical Outcome
Variables associated with clinical outcome are shown in
Supplementary Table 2. In a univariate analysis, we found a
significant association between mRS day 90 and Higashida score
(b = 0.53, t = 3.06, p = 0.003), but not with reperfusion (b =

−0.001, t =−1.55, p= 0.124). However, neither Higashida score
(b = 0.26, t = 1.21, p = 0.228) nor reperfusion (b = −0.017,
t = −0.14, p = 0.891) was independently associated with mRS
day 90, when NIHSS on admission, iv-tPA, recanalization, and
anterior vs. posterior circulation were accounted for (Figure 2A,
Supplementary Table 2). There were no significant interactions
between collateral flow and recanalization on mRS day 90
(Figure 2B, Supplementary Table 2).

Infarct Growth
Higashida score (b = 0.19, t =2.28, p = 0.025), as well as
stroke severity (NIHSS) on admission (b = 0.17, t = 4.79,
p = 0.0001), was associated with infarct growth (Figure 3A,
Supplementary Table 3). There were no significant interactions
between collateral flow and recanalization on infarct growth
(Figure 3B, Supplementary Table 3).

DISCUSSION

In stroke, imaging plays an important role in selecting patients
most likely to benefit from specific treatments, extending the use
of established treatments to previously excluded subpopulations,
and monitoring the effects of novel treatments (29). In this
study, we investigated the association between several MRI-
derived markers and stroke outcome. The results of this study
potentially help us understand the value of these operationalized
measurements in a cohort of stroke patients that is representative
of patients encountered in a clinical setting.

We found that both good collateral flow (assessed using
subtracted dynamic MR perfusion source images) and
recanalization were independently associated with reperfusion.
However, the effect of recanalization on reperfusion was similar
in both patients with and without good collateral flow. Thus, far,
few studies have investigated the interaction between MR-based
measures of reperfusion, recanalization, and collateral flow.
Studying 33 patients within 6 h of stroke onset, Makris et al.
found that patients without vessel recanalization but with
good collateral flow (Higashida score 3–4) had higher degrees
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FIGURE 1 | (A) Association between several variables and reperfusion. The dots indicate the beta coefficients derived from a robust multiple linear regression. Bars

indicate the 95% confidence intervals (CI) of the estimates. Independent variables shown in red have statistically significant coefficients (p < 0.05). (B) Plot showing

the predicted reperfusion values for recanalizers and non-recanalizers with good and poor Higashida scores. The plot shows that vessel recanalization and good

collateral flow are associated with more reperfusion. The association between recanalization and reperfusion is similar across patients, whether or not they have good

collateral flow.

FIGURE 2 | (A) Association between several variables and clinical outcome (mRS day 90). The dots indicate the beta coefficients derived from a robust multiple linear

regression. Bars indicate the 95% confidence intervals (CI) of the estimates. Independent variables shown in red have statistically significant coefficients (p < 0.05).

(B) Plot showing the predicted mRS day 90 values for recanalizers and non-recanalizers with good and poor Higashida scores. The plot shows that vessel

recanalization is associated with lower mRS at day 90, but there is no significant association between Higashida score and mRS at day 90. In addition, the association

between recanalization and mRS at day 90 is similar across patients, whether or not they have good collateral flow.

of reperfusion than patients with poor collaterals (10). Our
study confirms this finding (Figure 1B), despite the fact that
our study design differed from that of Makris et al., with the
first examination taking place within 24 h after stroke onset
and follow-up measurements 24 h later. Our patient sample
was also larger and more heterogeneous (including posterior
circulation strokes, as well as proximal and distal occlusions)
and our analysis accounted for potential confounding variables

such as NIHSS on admission and treatment with intravenous
thrombolysis. Extending the findings of Makris et al., we show
that the observation that good collateral flow is associated
with more reperfusion also applies to patients with vessel
recanalization (Figure 1B).

Poor collateral flow was also independently associated with
more infarct growth, and this relationship was similar in patients
with and without vessel recanalization. The former finding is in
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FIGURE 3 | (A) Association between several variables and infarct growth. The dots indicate the beta coefficients derived from a robust multiple linear regression. Bars

indicate the 95% confidence intervals (CI) of the estimates. Independent variables shown in red have statistically significant coefficients (p < 0.05). (B) Plot showing

the predicted infarct growth values for recanalizers and non-recanalizers with good and poor Higashida scores. The plot shows that good collateral flow is associated

with less infarct growth, but there is no significant association between recanalization and infarct growth. In addition, the association between collateral flow and infarct

growth is similar across patients, whether or not they recanalized.

agreement with studies using CTA (30), DSC-derived cerebral
blood volume (31), the Higashida score (32) and DSA (33,
34). However, unlike previous studies (33), we did not find
that patients with poor collaterals and recanalization had less
infarct growth than those with poor collaterals and persistent
vessel occlusion. Recanalization, on the other hand, was not
independently associated with infarct growth in our study,
unlike in previous studies (32, 33). A possible explanation for
this could be that recanalization was assessed relatively late in
our study—patients could have spontaneously recanalized any
time between the baseline and follow-up exams, a period of
up to 24 h. In late recanalizers, most of the infarct growth
could have already occurred by the time recanalization was
assessed in our study. This may also explain the discrepancy
between our results and those of previous studies where
recanalization was assessed immediately after endovascular
therapy (32, 33). In a similar study of 44 patients that assessed
recanalization >24 h after baseline MRI, it was also found that
recanalization was not independently associated with infarct
growth (34).

Our study showed that neither reperfusion nor collateral
flow at baseline was independently associated with long-term
clinical outcome. Studies on whether collateral flow predicts
clinical outcome in relation to recanalization have yielded
contradictory findings. In 60 patients, Marks et al. (33) found
no difference in clinical outcome between patients with poor
and good collateral flow (assessed using digital subtraction
angiography) who recanalized. On the other hand, in the largest
MR perfusion-based study to date using the Higashida score
(n = 134), Kim et al. found that both good collateral flow
and recanalization were independently associated with good

clinical outcome (15). In agreement with the results of Marks
et al. (33), we found that recanalization was independently
associated with good clinical outcomes, and this effect did not
significantly differ between patients with different collateral flow
grades (Figure 2B). The lack of association between collateral
flow and clinical outcome, which runs contrary to the findings
of Kim et al. (15), may be due to the differences in the studied
stroke population. Whereas, Kim et al. (15) exclusively studied
patients with proximal (M1/ICA) vessel occlusions eligible
for thrombectomy, our sample was more diverse. The utility
of the Higashida score of collateral flow in such a diverse
sample of stroke patients should be further investigated in
future studies.

Interestingly, several lines of evidence suggest that the
potential effect of collateral flow on clinical outcome may be
more complicated than previously thought. Firstly, collateral
flow is dynamic and changes over time. Yeo et al. (35) found
that an improvement in collateral grade over time assessed
using CTA in patients without recanalization was associated
with worse outcome and mortality. Such slower recruitment of
collaterals is mediated by metabolic factors and angiogenesis, as
compared to the rapid response due to drop in perfusion pressure
and relaxation of smooth muscles with a resulting pressure
gradient (36). The detrimental effect of this delayed response
might be due to maximal vasodilation of collaterals in the
ischemic area and a steal-like effect by recruitment of collaterals
in adjacent regions resulting in infarct progression. Another
explanation could be failed autoregulation in the affected area
with reperfusion injury. Campbell et al. (16) also pointed
out that fluctuations in collateral flow over time underscore
the problem of accurately predicting infarct growth based on
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perfusion lesions derived from single thresholds. Depending on
individual factors, these changes in collateral flow over time
determine which regions of hypoperfused tissue progress to
irreversible damage.

Another issue that complicates collateral flow assessment is
methodological. Perfusion measurements using either MRI or
CT cannot differentiate between rapid collaterals successfully
maintaining perfusion to preserve and save brain tissue
or collateral flow to increase regional cerebral perfusion
above normal, which might in turn be harmful (37). This
distinction is important, because the temporal behavior of
collateral filling seems to be relevant for infarct evolution.
Beyer et al. (38) demonstrated that faster collateral filling
(assessed using dynamic CTA reconstructed from whole-brain
CT perfusion raw data) was associated with smaller follow-
up infarct lesions, an effect which was independent of extent
of collateralization.

The limitations of our study include its single-center
observational nature and the fact that recanalization and
reperfusion were assessed 24 h following the initial MR
examination. It is also important to note that overall, our study
was powered to detect small-to-medium effect sizes (Cohen’s
f2 = 0.1) (31), and it is therefore possible that very small
effects could have been missed. This is particularly likely in
the analyses of long-term clinical outcome and infarct growth,
where incomplete patient data reduced the analyzed sample size
(to 149 and 141, respectively). On the other hand, our study
is one of the largest analyses thus far of the influence of MRI-
based imaging variables on clinical and imaging stroke outcomes.
Although the cohort we studied here is heterogeneous, it possibly
reflects better the kind of stroke population encountered in
clinical routine. Most previous MR-based studies (10, 15, 39–
41) have restricted the assessment of reperfusion, collateral
flow, and recanalization to patients with occlusions of proximal
vessels of the anterior circulation, as these have thus far
been the main target for mechanical thrombectomy. However,
endovascular therapy is increasingly being performed in more
distal vessel occlusions as well as posterior circulation occlusions,
and imaging-based biomarkers of outcome are also potentially
relevant for patients who do not undergo thrombectomy. It is
therefore important for such biomarkers to be investigated in
wider patient cohorts, and our study presents a first step in
doing so.

CONCLUSION

MR-based measures of collateral flow and vessel recanalization
are independently associated with reperfusion and infarct

growth. The association between good collateral flow and more
reperfusion or less infarct growth holds true regardless of
recanalization status. Clinical outcome, on the other hand, is
associated with baseline stroke severity and recanalization, but
not DSC-MRI-based collateral flow status in this cohort of stroke
patients with a range of vessel occlusion and stroke locations.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The datasets generated for this study are available on request to
the corresponding author.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed
and approved by Institutional review board of the
Charité-Universitätsmedizin, Berlin (EA4/026/08). The
patients/participants provided their written informed consent to
participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

KV contributed to concept and design of this study,
participated in data acquisition, analysis, interpretation of
data, and drafting the manuscript. SZ contributed to data
acquisition and analysis. IG contributed to data acquisition,
analysis, interpretation of data, and participated in drafting
the manuscript. CN contributed to interpretation of data
and drafting the manuscript. JF contributed to concept
and design of the study and participated in drafting the
manuscript. AK performed the statistical analysis, participated
in interpretation of data, and contributed in drafting
the manuscript.

FUNDING

This study was funded by the Federal Ministry of Education
and Research via the grant Center for Stroke Research
Berlin (01EO0801). AK was participant in the BIH-
Charité Junior Clinician Scientist Program funded by the
Charité –Universitätsmedizin Berlin and the Berlin Institute
of Health.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found
online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fneur.
2019.01147/full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES

1. Gersing AS, Schwaiger BJ, Kleine JF, Kaesmacher J, Wunderlich S, Friedrich B,

et al. Clinical outcome predicted by collaterals depends on technical success

of mechanical thrombectomy in middle cerebral artery occlusion. J Stroke

Cerebrovasc Dis. (2017) 26:801–8. doi: 10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2016.

10.020

2. Renú A, Laredo C, Montejo C, Zhao Y, Rudilosso S, Macias

N, et al. Greater infarct growth limiting effect of mechanical

thrombectomy in stroke patients with poor collaterals. J

Neurointerv Surg. (2019) 11:014668. doi: 10.1136/neurintsurg-2018-0

14668

3. Nambiar V, Sohn SI, Almekhlafi MA, Chang HW, Mishra S, Qazi E,

et al. CTA collateral status and response to recanalization in patients with

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 6 October 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 1147

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fneur.2019.01147/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2016.10.020
https://doi.org/10.1136/neurintsurg-2018-014668
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


Villringer et al. Recanalization, Collateral Flow and Reperfusion

acute ischemic stroke. Am J Neuroradiol. (2014) 39:884–90. doi: 10.3174/

ajnr.A3817

4. Nogueira RG, Liebeskind DS, Sung G, Duckwiler G, Smith WS. Predictors

of good clinical outcomes, mortality, and successful revascularization in

patients with acute ischemic stroke undergoing thrombectomy: Pooled

analysis of the mechanical embolus removal in cerebral ischemia (merci) and

multi merci trials. Stroke. (2009) 40:3777–83. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.109.

561431

5. Dargazanli C, Consoli A, Barral M, Labreuche J, Redjem H, Ciccio G, et al.

Impact of modified TICI 3 versus modified TICI 2b reperfusion score to

predict good outcome following endovascular therapy. Am J Neuroradiol.

(2017) 38:90–6. doi: 10.3174/ajnr.A4968

6. Lakomkin N, Dhamoon M, Carroll K, Singh IP, Tuhrim S, Lee J, et al.

Prevalence of large vessel occlusion in patients presenting with acute ischemic

stroke: a 10-year systematic review of the literature. J Neurointerv Surg. (2019)

11:241–5. doi: 10.1136/neurintsurg-2018-014239

7. Dozois A, Hampton L, Kingston CW, Lambert G, Porcelli TJ, Sorenson

D, et al. PLUMBER study (prevalence of large vessel occlusion strokes

in mecklenburg county emergency response). Stroke. (2017) 48:3397–

9. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.117.018925

8. Rai AT, Seldon AE, Boo S, Link PS, Domico JR, Tarabishy AR,

et al. A population-based incidence of acute large vessel occlusions and

thrombectomy eligible patients indicates significant potential for growth of

endovascular stroke therapy in the USA. J Neurointerv Surg. (2017) 9:722–

6. doi: 10.1136/neurintsurg-2016-012515

9. Liebeskind DS. Collaterals in acute stroke: beyond the clot.Neuroimaging Clin

N Am. (2005) 15:553–73. doi: 10.1016/j.nic.2005.08.012

10. Makris N, Chamard L, Mikkelsen IK, Hermier M, Derex L, Pedraza S,

et al. Acute reperfusion without recanalization: serial assessment of collaterals

within 6 h of using perfusion-weighted magnetic resonance imaging. J

Cereb Blood Flow Metab. (2019) 39:251–9. doi: 10.1177/0271678X177

44716

11. Cho TH, Nighoghossian N, Mikkelsen IK, Derex L, Hermier M, Pedraza S,

et al. Reperfusion within 6 hours outperforms recanalization in predicting

penumbra salvage, lesion growth, final infarct, and clinical outcome. Stroke.

(2015) 46:1582–9. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.114.007964

12. Eilaghi A, Brooks J, D’Esterre C, Zhang L, Swartz RH, Lee

TY, et al. Reperfusion is a stronger predictor of good clinical

outcome than recanalization in ischemic stroke. Radiology. (2013)

269:240–8. doi: 10.1148/radiol.13122327

13. Dalkara T, Arsava EM. Can restoring incomplete microcirculatory reperfusion

improve stroke outcome after thrombolysis? J Cereb Blood FlowMetab. (2012)

32:2091–9. doi: 10.1038/jcbfm.2012.139

14. De Silva DA, Fink JN, Christensen S, Ebinger M, Bladin C, Levi

CR, et al. Assessing reperfusion and recanalization as markers of

clinical outcomes after intravenous thrombolysis in the echoplanar

imaging thrombolytic evaluation trial (EPITHET). Stroke. (2009)

40:2872–4. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.108.543595

15. Kim SJ, Son JP, Ryoo S, Lee MJ, Cha J, Kim KH, et al. A novel magnetic

resonance imaging approach to collateral flow imaging in ischemic stroke.

Ann Neurol. (2014) 76:356–9. doi: 10.1002/ana.24211

16. Campbell BCV, Christensen S, Tress BM, Churilov L, Desmond PM, Parsons

MW, et al. Failure of collateral blood flow is associated with infarct

growth in ischemic stroke. J Cereb Blood Flow Metab. (2013) 33:1168–

72. doi: 10.1038/jcbfm.2013.77

17. Hotter B, Pittl S, Ebinger M, Oepen G, Jegzentis K, Kudo K, et al.

Prospective study on the mismatch concept in acute stroke patients within

the first 24 h after symptom onset - 1000Plus study. BMC Neurol. (2009)

9:60. doi: 10.1186/1471-2377-9-60

18. Ebinger M, Brunecker P, Jungehülsing GJ, Malzahn U, Kunze C,

Endres M, et al. Reliable perfusion maps in stroke MRI using

arterial input functions derived from distal middle cerebral artery

branches. Stroke. (2010) 41:95–101. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.109.

559807

19. Higashida RT, Furlan AJ, Roberts H, Tomsick T, Connors B, Barr J,

et al. Trial design and reporting standards for intraarterial cerebral

thrombolysis for acute ischemic stroke. J Vasc Interv Radiol. (2007) 14:E1–

31. doi: 10.1016/s1051-0443(07)60431-x

20. Villringer K, Serrano-Sandoval R, Grittner U, Galinovic I, Schneider A,

Ostwaldt AC, et al. Subtracted dynamic MR perfusion source images

(sMRP-SI) provide collateral blood flow assessment in MCA occlusions and

predict tissue fate. Eur Radiol. (2016) 26:1396–403. doi: 10.1007/s00330-015-

3927-5

21. Galinovic I, Kochova E, Khalil A, Villringer K, Piper SK,

Fiebach JB. The ratio between cerebral blood flow and Tmax

predicts the quality of collaterals in acute ischemic stroke.

PLoS ONE. (2018) 13:e0190811. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.01

90811

22. Khalil AA, Villringer K, Filleböck V, Hu JY, Rocco A, Fiebach JB, et al.

Non-invasive monitoring of longitudinal changes in cerebral hemodynamics

in acute ischemic stroke using BOLD signal delay. J Cereb Blood

Flow Metab. (2018) 18: 271678X18803951. doi: 10.1177/0271678X188

03951

23. Bang OY, Saver JL, Alger JR, Starkman S, Ovbiagele

B, Liebeskind DS. Determinants of the distribution and

severity of hypoperfusion in patients with ischemic stroke.

Neurology. (2008) 71:1804–11. doi: 10.1212/01.wnl.0000335929.06

390.d3

24. Khatri P, Neff J, Broderick JP, Khoury JC, Carrozzella

J, Tomsick T. Revascularization end points in stroke

interventional trials: Recanalization versus reperfusion in IMS-

I. Stroke. (2005) 36:2400–3. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.0000185698.4

5720.58

25. Kawano H, Bivard A, Lin L, Ma H, Cheng X, Aviv R, et al. Perfusion

computed tomography in patients with stroke thrombolysis. Brain. (2016)

140:684–91. doi: 10.1093/brain/aww338

26. Yohai VJ. High breakdown-point and high efficiency robust estimates

for regression. Ann Stat. (2007) 15:642–56. doi: 10.1214/aos/

1176350366

27. Selya AS, Rose JS, Dierker LC, Hedeker D, Mermelstein RJ. A practical guide

to calculating Cohen’s f(2), a measure of local effect size, from PROCMIXED.

Front Psychol. (2012) 3:111. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2012.00111

28. Champely S. pwr: Basic Functions for Power Analysis. R package. (2018)

Available onlineat: https://cran.r-project.org/package=pwr

29. Muir KW, Macrae IM. Neuroimaging as a selection tool and endpoint

in clinical and pre-clinical trials. Transl Stroke Res. (2016) 7:368–

77. doi: 10.1007/s12975-016-0487-1

30. Man S, Aoki J, Hussain MS, Wisco D, Tateishi Y, Toth G,

et al. Predictors of infarct growth after endovascular therapy

for acute ischemic stroke. J Stroke Cerebrovasc Dis. (2015)

24:401–7. doi: 10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2014.09.004

31. Arenillas JF, Cortijo E, García-Bermejo P, Levy EI, Jahan R, Goyal M, et al.

Relative cerebral blood volume is associated with collateral status and infarct

growth in stroke patients in SWIFT PRIME. J Cereb Blood FlowMetab. (2017)

38:1839–47. doi: 10.1177/0271678X17740293

32. Son JP, Lee MJ, Kim SJ, Chung J-W, Cha J, Kim G-M, et al. Impact of slow

blood filling via collaterals on infarct growth: comparison of mismatch and

collateral status. J Stroke. (2016) 19:88–96. doi: 10.5853/jos.2016.00955

33. Marks MP, Lansberg MG, Mlynash M, Olivot JM, Straka M, Kemp

S, et al. Effect of collateral blood flow on patients undergoing

endovascular therapy for acute ischemic stroke. Stroke. (2014)

45:1035–9. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.113.004085

34. Bang OY, Saver JL, Buck BH, Alger JR, Starkman S, Ovbiagele B, et al. Impact

of collateral flow on tissue fate in acute ischaemic stroke. J Neurol Neurosurg

Psychiatry. (2008) 79:625–9. doi: 10.1136/jnnp.2007.132100

35. Yeo LLL, Paliwal P, Low AF, Tay ELW, Gopinathan A, Nadarajah

M, et al. How temporal evolution of intracranial collaterals

in acute stroke affects clinical outcomes. Neurology. (2016)

86:434–41. doi: 10.1212/WNL.0000000000002331

36. Coyle P, PanzenbeckMJ. Collateral development after carotid artery occlusion

in Fischer 344 rats. Stroke. (1990) 21:316–21. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.21.

2.316

37. Tomita M, Gotoh F, Amano T, Tanahashi N, Tanaka K. “Low perfusion

hyperemia” following middle cerebral arterial occlusion in cats of

different age groups. Stroke. (1980) 11:629–36. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.

11.6.629

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 7 October 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 1147

https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A3817
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.109.561431
https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A4968
https://doi.org/10.1136/neurintsurg-2018-014239
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.117.018925
https://doi.org/10.1136/neurintsurg-2016-012515
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nic.2005.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1177/0271678X17744716
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.114.007964
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.13122327
https://doi.org/10.1038/jcbfm.2012.139
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.108.543595
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.24211
https://doi.org/10.1038/jcbfm.2013.77
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2377-9-60
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.109.559807
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1051-0443(07)60431-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-015-3927-5
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0190811
https://doi.org/10.1177/0271678X18803951
https://doi.org/10.1212/01.wnl.0000335929.06390.d3
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.STR.0000185698.45720.58
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/aww338
https://doi.org/10.1214/aos/1176350366
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2012.00111
https://cran.r-project.org/package=pwr
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12975-016-0487-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2014.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1177/0271678X17740293
https://doi.org/10.5853/jos.2016.00955
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.113.004085
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.2007.132100
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000002331
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.STR.21.2.316
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.STR.11.6.629
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


Villringer et al. Recanalization, Collateral Flow and Reperfusion

38. Beyer SE, Von Baumgarten L, Thierfelder KM, Rottenkolber M,

Janssen H, Dichgans M, et al. Predictive value of the velocity

of collateral filling in patients with acute ischemic stroke. J

Cereb Blood Flow Metab. (2015) 35:206–12. doi: 10.1038/jcbfm.

2014.182

39. Chng SM, Petersen ET, Zimine I, Sitoh Y-YY-Y, Lim CCT, Golay

X, et al. Territorial arterial spin labeling in the assessment of

collateral circulation comparison with digital subtraction angiography.

Stroke. (2008) 39:3248–54. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.108.5

20593

40. Nael K, Doshi A, De Leacy R, Puig J, Castellanos M, Bederson J, et al.

MR perfusion to determine the status of collaterals in patients with acute

ischemic stroke: a look beyond time maps. Am J Neuroradiol. (2018) 39:219–

25. doi: 10.3174/ajnr.A5454

41. Lee MJ, Son JP, Kim SJ, Ryoo S, Woo SY, Cha J, et al. Predicting

collateral status with magnetic resonance perfusion parameters:

Probabilistic approach with a tmax-derived prediction model.

Stroke. (2015) 46:2800–7. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.115.0

09828

Conflict of Interest: KV and JF were funded by the German Federal Ministry

of Education and Research (01EO0801, 01EO01301). JF has received consulting,

lecture, advisory board fees from BioClinica, Cerevast, Artemida, Brainomix. CN

has received consulting, lecture fees from Boehringer Ingelheim, W. L. Gore and

Associates, Bristol-Myers Squibb, Pfizer, Sanofi. AK, KV, and JF were co-inventors

of a patent application relating to a method for automated, user-independent

delineation of perfusion lesions, used in this manuscript.

The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of

any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential

conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Villringer, Zimny, Galinovic, Nolte, Fiebach and Khalil. This is an

open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution

License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,

provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the

original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic

practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply

with these terms.

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 8 October 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 1147

https://doi.org/10.1038/jcbfm.2014.182
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.108.520593
https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A5454
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.115.009828
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles

	The Association Between Recanalization, Collateral Flow, and Reperfusion in Acute Stroke Patients: A Dynamic Susceptibility Contrast MRI Study
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Patients
	Imaging
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Clinical Outcome
	Infarct Growth

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Supplementary Material
	References


