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Full-volume three-component intraventricular 
vector flow mapping by triplane color Doppler 
F. Vixège, A. Berod, P.Y. Courand, S. Mendez, F. Nicoud, P. Blanc-Benon, D. Vray and D. Garcia

Abstract — Intraventricular vector flow mapping (iVFM) 
is a technique for retrieving 2-D velocity vector fields of 
blood flow in the left ventricle. This method is based on 
conventional color Doppler imaging, which makes iVFM 
compatible with the clinical setting. We have generalized 
the iVFM for a three-dimensional reconstruction (3D-iVFM). 
3D-iVFM is able to recover three-component velocity vector 
fields in a full intraventricular volume by using a clinical 
echocardiographic triplane mode. As with the 2-D version, 
the method is based on the mass conservation, and free-
slip boundary conditions on the endocardial wall. These 
mechanical constraints were imposed in a least-squares 
minimization problem that was solved through the method 
of Lagrange multipliers. We validated 3D-iVFM in silico in a 
patient-specific CFD (computational fluid dynamics) model 
of cardiac flow, and tested its feasibility in vivo on volun-
teers. In both in silico and in vivo investigations, the dynam-
ics of the intraventricular vortex that forms during diastole 
was deciphered by 3D-iVFM. Our results tend to indicate 
that 3D-iVFM could provide full-volume echocardiographic 
information on left intraventricular hemodynamics from 
the clinical modality of triplane color Doppler. 

Index Terms— ultrasound imaging, color Doppler, 3-D 
vector flow imaging, constrained least-squares problem, in-
tracardiac flow imaging. 

INTRODUCTION 
URING diastole, blood from the left atrium flowing through 
the mitral valve forms a vortex in the left ventricle. This 

ring-shaped vortex expands and stretches, causing blood to 
swirl in a natural direction that helps redirect flow circulation 
to the outflow tract, while limiting energy loss [1], [2]. When 
filling is impaired (i.e., in the presence of diastolic dysfunction), 
there is a change in cardiac dynamics that significantly affects 
the shape and properties of the vortex. Recent works addressing 
the intraventricular flow suggest that the quantification of the 
vortex could improve the diagnosis of diastolic dysfunction. 
Echocardiographic analysis of the vortex is then an avenue to 
consider [3]–[5], given that the standard clinical indices of di-
astolic function often lead to divergent conclusions in patients. 
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The two most common imaging techniques used to study in-
tracardiac blood flow are CMR (cardiac magnetic resonance) 
and Doppler echocardiography. CMR allows the clinician to 
collect 4-D (3-D + time) information of the flow, from acquisi-
tions on a few consecutive cardiac cycles. Its operating time, 
from 30 min to 60 min per patient, as well as the examination 
costs, make it a solution primarily intended for clinical research 
[6], [7]. In contrast, Doppler echocardiography is the most 
widely used clinical modality for blood flow analyses. Doppler 
echo, in its most classical version, yields only one component 
of the velocity vectors, the one parallel to the direction of the 
ultrasound wave. To overcome this limitation, several ultra-
sound imaging techniques have been developed for a 2-D vector 
depiction of the intracardiac flow, such as echo-PIV (echo-
graphic particle image velocimetry) by contrast-enhanced echo-
cardiography [8], [9], blood speckle tracking [10], or iVFM (in-
traventricular vector flow mapping) [11], [12]. The echo-PIV 
technique requires the intravenous injection of microbubbles, 
which is not compatible with a routine clinical use. Blood 
speckle tracking has the advantage of being free of microbub-
bles and uses ultrasound signals backscattered by red blood 
cells [13], [14]. Sensitive to the clutter signals, this technique 
nevertheless seems well adapted to pediatric echocardiography 
where spatial resolution is higher [15]. 

To get a broader view of the heart circulation and to overcome 
the clinical limitations of 3-D CMR velocimetry, some research 
groups have also focused on 3-D reconstruction of intracardiac 
flows by ultrasound. Some of the methods used were derived 
from 2-D techniques. Feasibility of echo-PIV to obtain a volu-
metric view of intraventricular flow has been described in vitro 
and in vivo [16], [17], [9]. Gomez et al. recovered the 3-D flow 
[18], [19] by spatio-temporally registering three or four color 
Doppler volumes acquired from different acoustic windows. 
These two approaches cannot be used routinely for clinical pur-
poses because of their methodological constraints (microbub-
bles, multi-view). Inspired by 2-D iVFM, Grønli et al. recon-
structed 3-D intraventricular flow from Doppler volumes with 
an optimization method that aimed to conserve the mass (con-
tinuity equation) and momentum (Navier-Stokes equations). In 
this study, the intracardiac pressure gradients were omitted in 
the Navier-Stokes equations to simplify the numerical problem. 
After writing the velocity fields with B-splines, the problem 
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was solved using the open-source package TensorFlow [20]. 
Although closer to the clinical situation, it remains difficult to 
rely on Doppler volumes because of their low temporal resolu-
tion. 

To obtain a three-dimensional outlook of the left intraventric-
ular flow, we hypothesized that our 2-D iVFM algorithm [12], 
[21] could be generalized to 3-D by using the triplane mode 
available on clinical ultrasound scanners. In triplane echocardi-
ography, 2-, 3-, and 4-chamber views are displayed simultane-
ously with 60-degree interplane angles (Figure 1). The triplane 
mode has shown clinical relevace in echocardiography labora-
tories. For example, its diagnostic advantages have been evalu-
ated in the calculation of ejection fraction [22], [23] and global 
longitudinal strain by speckle-tracking [24]. From these studies, 
it appears that these three planes contain sufficient information 
for an accurate analysis of the global volume and deformations 
of the left ventricle. In the same vein, we postulated that the 
Doppler velocities of these three planes also contain sufficient 
information for an adequate construction of the three-dimen-
sional intraventricular flow. This would be an advantage over 
volume Doppler because triplane color Doppler provides a 
higher imaging rate. 

 

 
Figure 1 – Triplane color Doppler during a routine echocardiographic 
examination. Two-, three-, and four-chamber views are displayed 
simultaneously with 60-degree interplane angles. 
 

In this paper, we introduce a 3-D iVFM technique based on 
triplane Doppler-echo, which generalizes the 2-D iVFM devel-
oped by Assi et al. [12]. The 3D-iVFM allows the echographer 
to estimate the 3-D intraventricular flow from three color-Dop-
pler planes, by using a minimization problem constrained by 
hemodynamic properties (mass conservation in the cardiac cav-
ity, and free-slip boundary conditions on the endocardium). The 
physical equality constraints were imposed using the Lagrange 
multiplier method. The regularization parameter that controls 
the smoothing was determined automatically through the 𝐿𝐿-
curve method. In the following, we describe the 3D-iVFM 
method and its numerical formulation, its validation using a pa-
tient-specific CFD (computational fluid dynamics) model, and 
its clinical feasibility through in vivo examples. 

 

METHOD 
Triplane Mode 
The objective of 3D-iVFM (3D-intraventricular Vector Flow 

Mapping) is to recover full-volume three-component velocity 
fields, in the left ventricular cavity, by using triplane color Dop-
pler. Figure 1 illustrates a triplane color Doppler, which pro-
vides Doppler velocities from three different apical long-axis 
views separated by a 60° angle: the two-chamber, three-cham-
ber and four-chamber views. We chose the triplane mode (ra-
ther than volume Doppler) because 1) the ultrasound data be-
fore scan-conversion are available (Figure 2) through the work-
station EchoPAC (GE Healthcare), and 2) the temporal resolu-
tion is higher. The EchoPAC software gives access to the Dop-
pler velocities and 8-bit B-mode images in the spherical coor-
dinate system {𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑} related to the cardiac phased array (Fig-
ure 3). In this spherical system, 𝑟𝑟 ≥ 0, 𝜃𝜃 ∈ [0,𝜋𝜋/2], and 𝜑𝜑 ∈
[0,2𝜋𝜋]. 

 

 
Figure 2 – In the 3D-iVFM (intraventricular Vector Flow Mapping) 
technique, we use the Doppler velocities (1st row) and endocardial 
displacements (from the B-mode images, 2nd row) before scan-con-
version, i.e. in the coordinate system defined in Figure 3. The 3rd row 
is the corresponding triplane view. 

 

iVFM as a Constrained Minimization Problem 
In this coordinate system, the Doppler velocities (𝑢𝑢D) are es-

timates of the radial velocities (𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟) (with an opposite sign, the 
Doppler velocities being positive towards the probe) corrupted 
by noise (𝜂𝜂): 

𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑) =  −𝑢𝑢D(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑) + 𝜂𝜂(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑) (1) 
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The objective of the 3D-iVFM was to deduce the radial, polar, 
and azimuthal velocity components [𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟(𝑟𝑟, 𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑), 𝑣𝑣𝜃𝜃(𝑟𝑟, 𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑) and 
𝑣𝑣𝜑𝜑(𝑟𝑟, 𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑)] in the full left ventricular volume, from the Doppler 
velocities (𝑢𝑢D) of the three planes. We extended the 2D-iVFM 
algorithm proposed by Assi et al. [12] and added physics-based 
equality constraints to obtain a hemodynamically valid estimate 
[25]. The hemodynamic equality constraints, based on fluid dy-
namics, ensured that the reconstructed flow was divergence-free 
(mass conservation for an incompressible fluid) and sliped freely 
on the endocardial wall (free-slip boundary conditions). We 
wrote the optimization problem as a constrained regularized 
least-squares problem, which was solved using the Lagrange 
multiplier method [26]. It was mathematically written as fol-
lows: 

𝒗𝒗��⃗ VFM = argmin
𝒗𝒗��⃗

𝐽𝐽(𝒗𝒗��⃗ ) (2) 

From (1), the cost function was written as 

𝐽𝐽(𝒗𝒗��⃗ ) = � (𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 + 𝑢𝑢𝐷𝐷)2 dΩ +  𝛼𝛼ℒ(𝒗𝒗��⃗ )
Ω

 (3) 

 

 
Figure 3 – The data and equations that are included in 3D-iVFM (in-
traventricular Vector Flow Mapping) are expressed in this spherical 
coordinate system. 

 

The cost function 𝐽𝐽 was minimized subject to the following 
equality constraints: 

� div(𝒗𝒗��⃗ ) = 0    on Ω,
𝒗𝒗��⃗ ∙ 𝒏𝒏��⃗ |wall − 𝒗𝒗��⃗ wall ∙ 𝒏𝒏��⃗ |wall = 0    on 𝜕𝜕Ω. (4) 

𝒗𝒗��⃗ VFM are the estimated three-component velocity vectors. The 
function ℒ(𝒗𝒗��⃗ ) induces spatial smoothing. It contains second-or-
der partial derivatives of the velocity, with cross-terms, with re-
spect to the radial and polar coordinates (𝑟𝑟, 𝜃𝜃). We used the 
same smoothing function as in Assi et al. [12]. The parameter 
𝛼𝛼 is the regularization smoothing parameter (a scalar), which 
was determined by using the 𝐿𝐿-curve method (see section “Se-
lection of the Smoothing Parameter”). Ω stands for the in-
tracavitary region of interest, and 𝜕𝜕Ω is its boundary (endocar-
dium). 𝒏𝒏��⃗ |wall is the unit vector normal to the endocardial wall, 
and 𝒗𝒗��⃗ wall is the endocardial wall velocity. The first equality 
constraint in (4) ensures mass conservation. By expressing the 

divergence in spherical coordinates then multiplying by 
𝑟𝑟 sin(𝜃𝜃), it can be rewritten as 

div(𝒗𝒗��⃗ ) = 0  ⟹ 
2 sin(𝜃𝜃) 𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 + 𝑟𝑟 sin(𝜃𝜃) 𝜕𝜕𝑟𝑟𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 +
cos(𝜃𝜃)𝑣𝑣𝜃𝜃 + sin(𝜃𝜃) 𝜕𝜕𝜃𝜃𝑣𝑣𝜃𝜃 + 𝜕𝜕𝜑𝜑𝑣𝑣𝜑𝜑 = 0  on Ω. 

(5) 

The second equality imposes free-slip boundary conditions. 
Because we work with 2-D images (planes), the azimuthal com-
ponent of 𝒏𝒏��⃗ |𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤  (𝑛𝑛𝜑𝜑|𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤) is not available. To ensure well-pos-
edness of the 3D-iVFM problem, we assumed that 𝑣𝑣𝜑𝜑 = 0 on 
∂Ω. The boundary conditions [second constraint in Eq. (4)] 
were thus rewritten as: 

(𝑣𝑣𝑟𝑟 − 𝑣𝑣𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤 𝑟𝑟) 𝑛𝑛𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤 𝑟𝑟 + (𝑣𝑣𝜃𝜃 − 𝑣𝑣𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤 𝜃𝜃) 𝑛𝑛𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑤 𝜃𝜃 = 0, 
and  𝑣𝑣𝜑𝜑 = 0  on 𝜕𝜕Ω. (6) 

The spherical 3-D grid used for 3D-iVFM has constant radial, 
polar, and azimuthal steps (ℎ𝑟𝑟, ℎ𝜃𝜃, and ℎ𝜑𝜑). We used a finite 
difference discretization scheme (with second order central dif-
ferences) to convert this constrained least-squares problem into 
a matrix-vector form. The Doppler velocities were stored in a 
3rd-order tensor of size (𝑀𝑀 × 𝑁𝑁 × 𝑂𝑂), where 𝑀𝑀 is the number of 
samples per scanline, 𝑁𝑁 is the number of scanlines per half-
plane, and 𝑂𝑂 is the number of half-planes (i.e. 𝑂𝑂 = 6 for a tri-
plane mode, Figure 4). The numerical counterpart of the con-
strained least-squares problem described by Equations (2) to (6) 
was written using a tensor formalism, then vectorized (Figure 
4), to obtain a sparse symmetric linear system. We briefly de-
scribe the linear system in the following. 

 

 
Figure 4 – The 3D-iVFM was derived using a 3rd-order tensor formal-
ism. The equations were then vectorized to obtain a sparse symmet-
ric linear system. The dimensions of the tensors were related to the 
coordinates (𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑) of the spherical system. 

 

The vectorization led to column vectors. We note these col-
umn vectors as follows: 
• 𝒖𝒖𝑫𝑫, of length (𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), contains the Doppler velocities. 
• 𝒓𝒓,𝜽𝜽,𝝋𝝋, of length (𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), contain the radial, polar, and azi-

muthal coordinates, respectively. 
• 𝒏𝒏𝒓𝒓 and 𝒏𝒏𝜽𝜽, of length (𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), contain the radial and polar co-

ordinates of the unit vector normal to the cardiac inner wall 
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(endocardium). They are zeros if the node does not belong to 
the endocardium. 

• 𝜹𝜹, of length (𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), is a binary vector that represents the in-
tracavitary region of interest (ROI). It is 1 if the node is inside 
or on the edge of the left ventricular cavity, 0 otherwise. 

• 𝝏𝝏𝝏𝝏, of length (𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), is a binary vector that represents the 
endocardial wall. It is 1 if the node is on the endocardium, 0 
otherwise. 

• 𝒗𝒗 = �𝒗𝒗𝒓𝒓T 𝒗𝒗𝜽𝜽T 𝒗𝒗𝝋𝝋T�
T
, of length (3 𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), is a column vector 

that contains the iVFM solution of the minimization problem. 
• 𝒗𝒗wall = �𝒗𝒗wall,𝒓𝒓T 𝒗𝒗wall,𝜽𝜽T 𝒗𝒗wall,𝝋𝝋T�

T
, with 𝒗𝒗wall,𝝋𝝋 = 0 every-

where [see Eq. (6)], of length (3 𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), is a column vector 
that contains the radial, polar and azimuthal (= 0) components 
of the endocardial velocities. They are zeros if the node does 
not belong to the endocardium. 

• 𝝀𝝀𝟏𝟏 and 𝝀𝝀𝟐𝟐, of respective lengths (𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀) and (2 𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), con-
tain the Lagrangian multipliers associated with the 1st (diver-
gence-free) and 2nd (boundary) equality constraints. 

The iVFM minimization problem contains the 𝑄𝑄0, 𝑄𝑄1, 𝑄𝑄2, and 
𝑄𝑄ℒ matrices that are introduced in the next paragraph. The ma-
trix 𝑄𝑄0 is related to the fitting to Doppler velocities (3). 𝑄𝑄1 and 
𝑄𝑄2 are related to the 1st (5) and 2nd equality constraints (6). 𝑄𝑄ℒ 
is associated with the smoothing regularizer included in (3). We 
also define the following matrices and vectors: 

• 𝐷̇𝐷𝑞𝑞 and 𝐷̈𝐷𝑞𝑞, both of size (𝑞𝑞 × 𝑞𝑞), are finite-difference matrices 
for the 1st and 2nd derivatives, respectively. 

• 0�𝑞𝑞 and 𝐼𝐼𝑞𝑞 , both of size (𝑞𝑞 × 𝑞𝑞), are the zero and identity ma-
trices, respectively. 

• 𝟎𝟎𝑞𝑞 is vector of zeros of size (𝑞𝑞 × 1). 

In the following, ⊗ and ∘ stand for the Kronecker and Hada-
mard (element-wise) products. A least-squares numerical solu-
tion of the minimization problem given by (2) and (3), subject 
to the equality constraints (5) and (6), can be determined 
through the Lagrange multiplier method [26]. It is given by 
seeking the vectors 𝒗𝒗, 𝝀𝝀𝟏𝟏, and 𝝀𝝀𝟐𝟐 that minimize 

𝐽𝐽𝐿𝐿(𝒗𝒗,𝝀𝝀𝟏𝟏,𝝀𝝀𝟐𝟐) = (𝑄𝑄0𝒗𝒗 + 𝒖𝒖𝑫𝑫)T(𝑄𝑄0𝒗𝒗 + 𝒖𝒖𝑫𝑫)
+ 𝛼𝛼(𝑄𝑄ℒ𝒗𝒗)T(𝑄𝑄ℒ𝒗𝒗) + 𝝀𝝀𝟏𝟏  T𝑄𝑄1𝒗𝒗
+  𝝀𝝀𝟐𝟐  T𝑄𝑄2𝒗𝒗 

(7) 

The 𝑄𝑄-matrices are given by (supplementary document): 

𝑄𝑄0 = [1  0  0] ⊗ diag(𝜹𝜹) 

𝑄𝑄1 =  �2 diag(sin(𝜽𝜽) ∘ 𝜹𝜹) +
1
ℎ𝑟𝑟

diag(𝒓𝒓 ∘ sin(𝜽𝜽) ∘ 𝜹𝜹) �𝐼𝐼𝑂𝑂⨂𝐼𝐼𝑁𝑁⨂𝐷̇𝐷𝑀𝑀�,

diag(cos(𝜽𝜽) ∘ 𝜹𝜹)

+
1
ℎ𝜃𝜃

diag(sin(𝜽𝜽) ∘ 𝜹𝜹) �𝐼𝐼𝑂𝑂⨂𝐷̇𝐷𝑁𝑁⨂𝐼𝐼𝑀𝑀�,

1
ℎ𝜑𝜑

diag(𝜹𝜹) �𝐷̇𝐷𝑂𝑂⨂𝐼𝐼𝑁𝑁⨂𝐼𝐼𝑀𝑀�� 

𝑄𝑄2 = �diag(𝒏𝒏𝒓𝒓), diag(𝒏𝒏𝜽𝜽), 0�𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀
0�𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 , 0�𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 , diag(𝝏𝝏𝝏𝝏)

� 

(8) 

Qℒ =

⎣
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎡ 𝐼𝐼3⨂� 1

ℎ𝑟𝑟 2
diag(𝒓𝒓∘𝒓𝒓∘𝜹𝜹) �𝐼𝐼𝑂𝑂⨂𝐼𝐼𝑁𝑁⨂𝐷̈𝐷𝑀𝑀��

𝐼𝐼3⨂� 1
ℎ𝜃𝜃

 2 diag(𝜹𝜹) �𝐼𝐼𝑂𝑂⨂𝐷̈𝐷𝑁𝑁⨂𝐼𝐼𝑀𝑀��

𝐼𝐼3⨂� √2
ℎ𝑟𝑟ℎ𝜃𝜃

diag(𝒓𝒓 ∘ 𝜹𝜹) �𝐼𝐼𝑂𝑂⨂𝐷̇𝐷𝑁𝑁⨂𝐷̇𝐷𝑀𝑀��⎦
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎤

. 

The 𝑄𝑄0, 𝑄𝑄1, 𝑄𝑄2, and 𝑄𝑄ℒ matrices are of size (𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 × 3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), 
(𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 × 3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), (2𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 × 3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), and (9𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 × 3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀), 
respectively. The Kronecker products between the identity and 
𝐷𝐷 matrices are related to the 1st- and 2nd-order derivatives. Min-
imizing 𝐽𝐽𝐿𝐿(𝒗𝒗,𝝀𝝀𝟏𝟏,𝝀𝝀𝟐𝟐) yields the linear system 

𝐴𝐴𝒙𝒙 = 𝒃𝒃, with 

𝐴𝐴 = �
2�𝑄𝑄0

 T𝑄𝑄0 + 𝛼𝛼𝑄𝑄ℒ
 T𝑄𝑄ℒ� 𝑄𝑄1

 T 𝑄𝑄2
 T

𝑄𝑄1
𝑄𝑄2

0�3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀
� 

𝒙𝒙 = �
𝒗𝒗
𝝀𝝀𝟏𝟏
𝝀𝝀𝟐𝟐
� , 𝒃𝒃 = �

−2𝑄𝑄0𝒖𝒖𝑫𝑫
𝟎𝟎𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀
𝑄𝑄2𝒗𝒗wall

� 

(9) 

The matrix 𝐴𝐴 is sparse symmetric and of size (6𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 ×
6𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀). 𝒃𝒃 and 𝒙𝒙 are column vectors of size (6𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 × 1). The 
linear system (9) illustrates the basic principles of 3D-iVFM. 
Rather than solving directly this system, we have completed it 
by parameterizing the velocity field as now explained. 
 

Parametrization of the Velocity Field 
The 3D-iVFM technique uses a clinical triplane mode, which 

provides three long-axis planes (i.e. six azimuthal half-planes, 
Figures 2 and 4). Although Doppler sampling is appropriate in 
the radial and polar directions, it is limited in the azimuthal di-
rection (6 samples). To obtain proper azimuthal derivatives and 
ensure a full-volume reconstruction, we expressed the velocity 
components by a parametrized function periodic in the azi-
muthal direction: 

𝑣𝑣𝑘𝑘 = 𝑎𝑎0𝑘𝑘(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃) + 𝑎𝑎1𝑘𝑘(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃) cos(𝜑𝜑) +
 𝑎𝑎2𝑘𝑘(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃) cos(2𝜑𝜑) + 𝑎𝑎3𝑘𝑘(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃) cos(3𝜑𝜑) +
 𝑎𝑎4𝑘𝑘(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃) sin(𝜑𝜑) + 𝑎𝑎5𝑘𝑘(𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃) sin(2𝜑𝜑), 
with  𝑘𝑘 ∈ {𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑} 

(10) 

The parametrized 𝑣𝑣𝑘𝑘 contained six parameters since we had 
six half-planes. These coefficients (𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑟𝑟 , 𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝜃𝜃 , and 𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝜑𝜑, with 
𝑁𝑁 = 0 … 5) were stored in a column vector 𝒂𝒂 of length (18𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀) 
(3 coordinates × 6 half-planes × 𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 samples per half-plane). 
The linear system (9) was modified to include the coefficients 
of the parametrized velocities: all 𝑄𝑄 matrices were multiplied 
by sparse matrices containing the coefficients {1, cos(𝜑𝜑), 
cos(2𝜑𝜑), …} of the expression (10). After parametrization of 
the velocity field, the linear system (9) became 

𝐴𝐴𝒙𝒙 = 𝒃𝒃, with  𝒙𝒙 = �
𝒂𝒂
𝝀𝝀𝟏𝟏
𝝀𝝀𝟐𝟐
�. (11) 

The 𝐴𝐴 matrix, and the 𝒙𝒙 and 𝒃𝒃 vectors, obtained after parametri-
zation, are described in the supplementary document. Solving 
the system (11) yields the coefficients 𝒂𝒂 and, in turn, the full-
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volume three-component velocity fields. The 𝐴𝐴 matrix is rank-
deficient because it contains columns and rows of zeros, as the 
region of interest and its boundary do not cover the entire do-
main. After having discarded the null rows and columns to 
make the matrix full-rank and positive-definite, we solved the 
sparse linear system (11) in MATLAB (MathWorks, latest re-
lease) by using an LDL decomposition. 
 

 
Figure 5 – Automatic selection of the regularization scalar: an 𝐿𝐿-curve 
is plotted from a set of regularization parameters (black dots). We 
choose the regularization parameter that provides the rising point of 
inflection (here 10-5.5, red dot). This example is from a patient at the 
end of early filling. In practice, we used five 𝛼𝛼 values to generate an 
𝐿𝐿-curve by fitting an hyperbolic tangent function. 

 

Selection of the Smoothing Parameter 
The linear system (11) contains a regularization scalar (𝛼𝛼) that 

adjusts the effect of smoothing given by the 𝑄𝑄ℒ matrix. To make 
the iVFM technique unsupervised, we selected the smoothing 
parameter automatically through the 𝐿𝐿-curve method [27]. This 
method helps in identifying the trade-off between the amount 
of regularization (smoothing) and the quality of the fit to the 
input (Doppler) data. The 𝐿𝐿-curve consists of a log-log plot of 
the residual norm versus the regularization norm for a set of 𝛼𝛼 
values. In our case, the “optimal” 𝛼𝛼 was the one that corre-
sponded to the rising point of inflection of the 𝐿𝐿-curve. Figure 
5 depicts an 𝐿𝐿-curve obtained in one patient (see also Figure 
10). To obtain the 𝐿𝐿-curve, we decomposed the matrix 𝐴𝐴 into 
two parts: a constrained data-fitting matrix 𝐴𝐴1, and a matrix 𝐴𝐴2 
related to the smoothing, which reads as follows: 

𝐴𝐴 = 𝐴𝐴1 + 𝛼𝛼 𝐴𝐴2,  where 

𝐴𝐴1 = �
2𝑄𝑄0 T𝑄𝑄0 𝑄𝑄1 T 𝑄𝑄2 T
𝑄𝑄1
𝑄𝑄2

0�3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀
�  

𝐴𝐴2 = �2𝑄𝑄ℒ
 T𝑄𝑄ℒ 0�3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀

0�3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀 0�3𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀
� 

(12) 

From these matrices, the 𝐿𝐿-curve associated with the linear 
system (11) was given by 

{log(‖𝐴𝐴1 𝒙𝒙(𝛼𝛼) − 𝒃𝒃‖2) , log(‖𝐴𝐴2 𝒙𝒙(𝛼𝛼)‖2)}. (13) 

The 𝐿𝐿-curve method requires solving the linear system with 
several values of 𝛼𝛼. We used five 𝛼𝛼 parameters to generate an 

𝐿𝐿-curve and determine its “optimal” 𝛼𝛼opt  value. To reduce com-
putational time, it is preferred not to repeat this process for each 
triplane color-Doppler. Therefore, we calculated the 𝐿𝐿-curve, 
and its corresponding optimal 𝛼𝛼opt, once, at the end of early fill-
ing. We then used this same 𝛼𝛼opt value for the whole cardiac 
cycle.  

 

In Silico Validation 
Validating the 3D-iVFM algorithm required full-volume 

three-component ground-truth velocity fields of the intra-
ventricular blood flow. We used a patient-specific CFD (com-
putational fluid dynamics) model [28], [29], as for the latest 
version of 2D-iVFM [12]. We interpolated the radial compo-
nents (Figure 3) of the CFD velocity vectors onto three planes 
(as in Figure 2) to simulate triplane color Doppler. One hundred 
triplane echocardiographic scans were simulated for one car-
diac cycle. The radial and polar steps were 0.55 mm and 0.45o. 
Each half-plane contained 8,000 Doppler-velocity samples 
(𝑀𝑀 = 160, and 𝑁𝑁 =  50). Gaussian white noise with velocity-
dependent local variance (signal-to-noise ratio ranging between 
20 and 50 dB with a 10-dB step) was added, as in [30]. Based 
on these simulated triplane Doppler velocities, the coefficients 
of the parametrized iVFM velocities, given by (10), were cal-
culated by solving the linear system (11). From these coeffi-
cients, we obtained full-volume three-component intraventric-
ular velocity fields on an 𝑀𝑀 × 𝑁𝑁 × 24 spherical grid (i.e. on 24 
half-planes). We compared the iVFM-derived velocity compo-
nents against the actual CFD-based velocity components by re-
gression analysis and by calculating the normalized root-mean-
square errors (nRMSE) for each noise level: 

nRMSE =
1

max(‖𝒗𝒗��⃗ CFD‖)�
1

𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿 ∫‖𝒗𝒗𝑘𝑘−CFD − 𝒗𝒗𝑘𝑘−iVFM‖2 𝑟𝑟2 sin(𝜃𝜃)  d𝑟𝑟d𝜃𝜃d𝜑𝜑  

with 𝑘𝑘 ∈ {𝑟𝑟,𝜃𝜃,𝜑𝜑}. 

(14) 

In Eq. (14), 𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿𝐿 stands for the left ventricular volume. In ad-
dition, we computed the radial, polar, and azimuthal components 
of the vorticity, as well as its amplitude, for both CFD and 
iVFM, and we compared their means. We finally estimated the 
vortex volumes by using the 𝑄𝑄-criterion [31]: a voxel belonged 
to a vortex if its 𝑄𝑄-value was greater than a predefined threshold. 
The threshold was ranged between 5,000 and 15,000 s-2 to get 
several volume estimates per time step. We compared the mean 
vortex volumes (CFD vs. iVFM) over diastole. The vorticities 
(𝜔𝜔), 𝑄𝑄-criterion, and vortex volumes of the CFD flow data were 
calculated using ParaView (Kitware Inc., NY, USA), an open-
source package for data analysis and visualization. Those de-
rived by iVFM were estimated through in-house MATLAB 
codes. 
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Figure 6 – In silico results – 3D-iVFM (2nd row) enables the recon-
struction of the intraventricular blood flow. As a comparison, the 1st 
row shows the original CFD velocity fields. The colors of the stream-
lines represent the velocity amplitudes. The red volumes illustrate the 
vortex regions detected by the 𝑄𝑄-criterion. In the CFD model, the left 
ventricular relaxation started at frame #38 and ended at frame #65. 

 
 

In Vivo Analyses 
The clinical feasibility of 3D-iVFM was tested in four volun-

teers, with or without cardiac disease, during a routine echocar-
diographic examination. Triplane echocardiography is part of 
the standard examination protocol. The retrospective study of 
anonymized data was approved by the local ethics committee 
(Hospices Civils de Lyon, approval #69HCL20-0774). The car-
diologist acquired the two-, three-, and four-chamber apical 
long-axis views using a triplane color Doppler mode with a GE 
Vivid E95 scanner (Figure 1). We selected triplane echocardio-
graphic data with good-quality B-mode and Doppler images 
(echogenic patients, complete left ventricle in all three planes, 
no visible artifacts). We obtained ~11 color-Doppler triplanes 
per cardiac cycle. The Doppler velocities and B-mode images 
(before scan-conversion, Figure 2) were saved in Hierarchical 
Data Format with the EchoPAC clinical software package (GE 
Healthcare) then post-processed using MATLAB program-
ming. We delineated the endocardial walls manually by using 
an in-house MATLAB application. The wall velocities were es-

timated from the endocardial displacements between two suc-
cessive frames. We finally computed the full-volume three-
component intraventricular velocity fields with the 3D-iVFM 
method. Creating the sparse matrices and solving the linear sys-
tem required ~20 s with a MATLAB code running on the CPU. 
The vortical regions were detected by using the 𝑄𝑄-criterion, and 
the intraventricular blood flows were visualized through 
streamlines. 

RESULTS 
In Silico Results 
As illustrated by Figure 6, 3D-iVFM enabled the reconstruc-

tion of full-volume three-component intraventricular velocity 
fields from three color-Doppler long-axis planes (triplane color 
Doppler). In particular, the vortex rings that formed during left 
ventricular filling (frame #50), and the large rotating circulation 
at the end of filling (frame #60) were recovered. The iVFM-
derived flow structures were consistent with those of the CFD 
ground-truth. 
 

 
Figure 7 – In silico results: velocities derived by 3D-iVFM vs. actual 
CFD velocities. Top-left figure: normalized root-mean-square errors 
(nRMSE) on the radial, polar, and azimuthal velocity components. 
The thickness of the curves reflects the range due to the signal-to-
noise ratio (20 to 50 dB). Other figures: iVFM vs. CFD velocities for 
each component after pooling all the frames (SNR = 30 dB). The col-
ors represent the number of voxels that fall in each bin of the bivariate 
histogram. The dashed red line is the identity line. The 𝒓𝒓 are the cor-
relation coefficients. 

 

The velocity errors were the smallest for the radial 𝑟𝑟-compo-
nents (less than 3%), while the errors on the azimuthal 𝜑𝜑-com-
ponents ranged between 5% and 15% (Figure 7). The regression 
analyses confirmed these results. The 3D-iVFM technique re-
constructed the radial components with accuracy (𝑟𝑟 = 0.99) 
since the input information from color Doppler is essentially 
radial. The regression coefficients obtained with the polar and 
azimuthal components were 𝑟𝑟 = 0.78 and 𝑟𝑟 = 0.57, respec-
tively. 
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The errors on the radial, polar, and azimuthal components re-
flect the voxelwise (local) biases in velocity estimation. Figure 
8 and Figure 9 show how global vorticity parameters evolved. 
The volumes of the vortex cores (Figure 8), as determined by 
the 𝑄𝑄-criterion (red volumes in Figure 6), were the largest at 
mid-filling (around frame #55). The vortex volumes derived 
from iVFM agreed with those measured in the CFD model, but 
contained some inconsistencies (Figure 8). The peak of the 
mean vorticity amplitude was reached (80 to 90 s-1) around 
frame #55 (Figure 6, and Figure 9, left). The azimuthal vorticity 
components (𝜔𝜔𝜑𝜑) were the most prominent (Figure 9, right) 
compared with the radial (𝜔𝜔𝑟𝑟) and polar (𝜔𝜔𝜃𝜃) components. 3D-
iVFM produced vorticity profiles consistent with those given 
by CFD (ground-truth). 

 
 

 
Figure 8 – In silico results: vortex volumes derived by 3D-iVFM vs. 
actual CFD velocities. The vortical regions were detected by using 
the 𝑄𝑄-criterion. A voxel belonged to a vortex if its 𝑄𝑄-value was greater 
than a threshold. Several thresholds were used: the error bars illus-
trate the standard errors of the means (SEM). 
 
 

 
Figure 9 – In silico results: mean vorticities derived by 3D-iVFM vs. 
actual CFD velocities. Left panel – mean of the vorticity amplitudes. 
Right panel – mean of the vorticity components: radial (𝜔𝜔𝑟𝑟), polar 
(𝜔𝜔𝜃𝜃), azimuthal (𝜔𝜔𝜑𝜑). 

 

3D-iVFM in Patients 
Our 3D-iVFM technique enabled the reconstruction of intra-

ventricular flows in selected patients after a routine echocardi-
ographic examination. Figure 10 displays the flow streamlines 
in a normal patient (no cardiac disease) at different stages of the 
cardiac cycle. The vortex ring formed by the mitral jet at the 
onset of early filling (i.e., ventricular relaxation) is visible. A 
large long-axis circular motion then occupies the entire intra-
ventricular cavity at the end of early filling and during diastasis 
(period between ventricular relaxation and atrial contraction). 

Figure 11 displays diastolic flow streamlines in three patients 
with heart disease. 

 
 

 
Figure 10 – 3D-iVFM in a normal patient. The colors represent the 
Doppler velocities. The vortex ring is visible at the onset of early filling 
(left ventricular relaxation). 
 

DISCUSSION 
Quality of the Reconstructed Vector Field 
The 3D-iVFM introduced in this article allows reconstruction 

of full-volume three-component intraventricular flows from tri-
plane color Doppler. This mode provides three long-axis apical 
views separated by an azimuthal angle of sixty degrees. In the 
spherical coordinate system associated with the cardiac probe, 
the triplane mode measures the radial components of the veloc-
ities, with noise. The 3D-iVFM problem has essentially two un-
knowns, which are the polar and azimuthal angular components 
of the velocities. For comparison, only the polar components 
are sought with the 2D-iVFM that operates in a three-chamber 
view. As we did for the 2D-iVFM, the 3D-iVFM was validated 
using an intracardiac CFD model. This CFD model has the ad-
vantage of providing very realistic reference intraventricular 
flows at high spatial and temporal resolutions. 
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Figure 11 – 3D-iVFM in three patients. The colors represent the Dop-
pler velocities. Left column: a vortex is present during the isovolumet-
ric contraction. Top-right: a vortex ring is visible at the onset of atrial 
systole. 
 

As expected, the radial components of the velocity field were 
the best reconstructed, with errors less than 3%. The differences 
originated from the smoothing and inter-angle interpolation im-
posed by the iVFM. The errors on the polar components were 
close to those observed with the recent version of the 2D-iVFM 
[25], ranging between 2 and 10%. On the other hand, the azi-
muthal components were the most error-prone because we had 
little information in this direction. Only six samples (six half-
planes) were available. To compensate for this azimuthal un-
dersampling, we used a parametric periodic formulation of the 
velocities, given by Equation (10). The errors in velocities were 
greatest at the beginning of ventricular filling. This is a phase 
in the flow where polar and azimuthal velocities become signif-
icant. The vortex changes from a ring to a recirculation shape. 
Despite significant azimuthal errors, the global aspect of the 
flow was adequately recovered (Figure 9). More importantly, 
the global vorticity was determined accurately, which tends to 
show that the 3D-iVFM could be used for physiological pur-
poses to characterize the intracavitary left ventricular flows. 

Technical and Numerical Limitations 
Intracardiac blood flow is three-dimensional and changes rap-

idly during a cardiac cycle. A conventional triplane color Dop-
pler returns around 10 triplane sequences per second. To obtain 
a triplane sequence, a series of focused or narrow ultrasound 
beams are transmitted sequentially in the radial direction to scan 

the planes of interest. The spatial resolution of one plane is ap-
proximately 0.6 mm by 1.4 degrees. In addition, for each radial 
direction, about six ultrasound beams are transmitted to enable 
Doppler velocities to be determined. It results that there is a sig-
nificant time delay between the first Doppler line of the first 
plane and the last Doppler line of the third plane. A triplane 
dataset, therefore, has a limited spatiotemporal resolution. 
Given the limitations of triplane color Doppler, 3D-iVFM can 
only provide smoothed estimates of the velocity fields. Alt-
hough several researchers have reported measuring energy dis-
sipation due to blood viscosity in turbulent flow by two-dimen-
sional iVFM [32], [33], this claim is incorrect. The fluctuating 
quantities of turbulent flow cannot be captured by color Dop-
pler. Nevertheless, the results obtained with the CFD model 
show that it would be possible to measure global vortical indi-
ces (Figure 9). In particular, we anticipate that the peak of 
global vorticity could reflect the filling function. This remains 
to be demonstrated, as our study does not allow such a conclu-
sion. We qualitatively tested the algorithmic methodology, and 
evaluated its feasibility in a clinical setting. For this purpose, 
we generated noisy “ideal” Doppler fields from the radial ve-
locity components given by the CFD model. Our results thus do 
not allow us to conclude on the effects of ultrasound imaging 
artifacts, such as clutters related to wall motions and sidelobes 
or grating lobes, and dropouts due to clutter filtering. A study 
coupling fluid dynamics and acoustics would complete the val-
idations and provide insights into these issues. An approach 
would be the use of ultrasound simulations [34], [35] after seed-
ing the CFD flow with scattering particles [36], [37]. 

From 2-D, to 3-D, to 4-D? 
The iVFM that we introduced in this work is a three-dimen-

sional upgrade of the previous 2-D version [25]. We could even 
claim that it is a 4-D version (volume + time) because temporal 
information is also available. The temporal resolution (~10 vol-
umes/s) is nevertheless limited by that of triplane color Dop-
pler. The rate of iVFM volumes is similar to that of 4-D MRI 
velocimetry. Under the condition that the heart rate is suffi-
ciently stable, it would then be necessary to analyze more than 
five cardiac cycles to decipher the flow dynamics with suffi-
cient accuracy. This is precisely the approach used in 4-D flow 
MRI, with respiratory navigator gating. The temporal limitation 
of triplane echocardiography is related to the sectorial line-by-
line scanning of each of the three planes. A promising solution 
would be the use of diverging rather than focused waves [38], 
[39]. Such an alternative of high-frame-rate triplane echocardi-
ography, with simulated spiral arrays, has been proposed by 
Ramalli et al. using multi-line transmits and diverging waves 
[40]. Another approach would be the use of high-volume-rate 
color Doppler [41], which would have the twofold advantage of 
increasing temporal resolution and providing more Doppler in-
formation (full volumes instead of three planes). We have not 
tested these approaches because they are not yet available for 
clinical examinations.  

What Still Needs to be Done 
We showed that three-dimensional reconstruction of intracar-

diac flow is feasible during a routine clinical examination. We 
used triplane echocardiography and Doppler data before scan-
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conversion through GE Healthcare EchoPAC clinical software. 
The time for ultrasound acquisition (<20 s) and 3-D velocity 
calculation (<20 s per volume), was well below that of 4-D flow 
MRI, even though we used a homemade MATLAB code. As 
discussed previously, volumetric Doppler data would likely al-
low more accurate 3-D flow reconstruction, albeit at the ex-
pense of temporal resolution. These volume data are generally 
protected and therefore not accessible for post-processing. 
Grønli et al. (in conjunction with GE Healthcare) showed in a 
conference paper [20] that iVFM with volume data is possible. 
Using TensorFlow, they regularized the velocity fields by im-
posing mechanical constraints and endocardial boundary con-
ditions. They also succeeded in increasing the volume rate by 
transmitting wide ultrasound waves. Rather than Doppler ve-
locities, blood speckle tracking has also been proposed for the 
2-D reconstruction of intracardiac flow [10], [14], [15]. It is 
possible to combine color Doppler with speckle tracking to get 
the most out of each. This has been achieved for 2-D myocar-
dial motion analysis using diverging-wave echocardiography 
[42]. This approach could theoretically be applicable in 3-D for 
intracardiac flows. In addition to beamforming, motion detec-
tion, and regularization methods, iVFM is also dependent on 
clutter filtering, dealiasing, and endocardial segmentation. Hav-
ing made use of a clinical ultrasound device, we did not have 
control over the wall filter. The dealiasing method that we used 
was an unwrapping technique introduced by Muth et al. [30]. It 
depends on an input variable that sometimes had to be adjusted 
manually. To make dealiasing fully automatic, we will resort to 
deep learning [43]. In this study, the endocardial segmentation 
was performed manually for the analysis of the clinical cases. 
This step was necessary to determine the boundary conditions. 
To avoid this time-consuming task, a future version of 3D-
iVFM will include deep learning-assisted segmentation, as de-
scribed in Leclerc et al. [44]. Although there is some room for 
technical improvements, the 3D-iVFM version introduced in 
our study shows that it is possible to visualize, and quantify, left 
intraventricular flows in three dimensions. The 3D-iVFM could 
be applicable in a clinical setting since it uses a standard apical 
echocardiographic window and fast algorithms. 

CONCLUSION 
We have introduced an improved Doppler-based iVFM algo-

rithm for recovering three-component full-volume intraventric-
ular blood flows. For this purpose, we used a minimization 
problem constrained by equations consistent with fluid dynam-
ics. The model selection was automatized through an L-curve 
to minimize operator-dependence. The 3D-iVFM is compatible 
with standard echocardiographic examination and is not time-
consuming. 
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