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Flow fluctuations have recently emerged as a promising hemodynamic metric for understanding the rupture risk of
intracranial aneurysms. Several investigations have reported in the literature corresponding flow instabilities using
established computational fluid dynamics tools. In this study, the occurrence of flow fluctuations is investigated us-
ing either Newtonian or non-Newtonian fluid models in patient-specific intracranial aneurysms using high-resolution
lattice Boltzmann method simulations. Flow instabilities are quantified by computing power spectral density, proper
orthogonal decomposition and spectral entropy, and fluctuating kinetic energy of velocity fluctuations. Furthermore,
these hemodynamic parameters are compared between the ruptured and unruptured aneurysms. Our simulations reveal
that the pulsatile inflow through the neck in a ruptured aneurysm is subject to a hydrodynamic instability leading to
high-frequency fluctuations around the rupture position throughout the entire cardiac cycle. At other locations, the
flow instability is only observed during the deceleration phase; typically, the fluctuations begin there just after peak
systole, gradually decay, and the flow returns to its original, laminar pulsatile state during diastole. In the unruptured
aneurysm, there is only minimal difference between Newtonian and non-Newtonian results. In the ruptured case, using
the non-Newtonian model leads to a considerable increase of the fluctuations within the aneurysm sac.

I. INTRODUCTION

Intracranial aneurysms are local dilatations in cerebral ar-
teries, highly prevalent in adults (∼3.3%)1,2. With the devel-
opment of non-invasive medical imaging techniques, unrup-
tured intracranial aneurysms are being increasingly detected.
While some patients may remain healthy throughout their life,
the risk of rupture stays present in connection with aneurysm
growth. The rupture, in turn, can be fatal or often lead to
severe disabilities3,4. Most treatments for aneurysms involve
surgical interventions, which may result in complications and
sometimes even increase again the risk of aneurysm rupture.
This highlights the need for a better a priori evaluation of rup-
ture risk. To address this, a number of attempts have been
made to systematically quantify rupture risk. E.g., Greving et
al.5 developed a risk score system (PHASES) used to predict
the risk of aneurysm rupture based on various patients and
aneurysm characteristics, such as smoking habits, size and lo-
cation of aneurysms, etc. Despite lower risk scores indicating
that there is no need for further treatment, such aneurysms
may still rupture, pointing to the need for further research to
better understand and predict the rupture risk and improve pa-
tient treatment outcomes.

It has been argued that hemodynamics play an important
role in the initiation, growth, and subsequent rupture of in-
tracranial aneurysms6,7. The presence of oscillatory shear
stress distributions and complex flow patterns within the
aneurysm sac has been hypothesized to be a potential con-
tributor to the rupture of aneurysms8,9. The existence of such
unsteady flow structures is currently a hot topic of discussion
within the community. Advanced in vivo experiments and
numerical studies observing non-laminar blood flow behavior
associated with intracranial aneurysms have been documented

in the literature10–13. Kurokawa et al.14 reported sound at fre-
quencies in the range of 150-800 Hz caused by flow-induced
vibration of the aneurysm wall. Steiger et al.15 reported low-
frequency flow fluctuations in cerebral saccular aneurysms of
six patients out of twelve using Intraoperative Doppler record-
ing. A spectral analysis and concomitant glass model studies
showed a correlation between flow fluctuation and aneurysm
type. Unexpected vibrations were also reported in experimen-
tal aneurysm studies, which are possibly associated with fluc-
tuating flows 16–20. The significance of fluctuations in blood
flow has been thoroughly explored and discussed by Steinman
and his research team21. They found that significant narrow-
band vibrations ranging from 100 to 500 Hz could be detected
in two out of the three tested aneurysm geometries. This find-
ing is in accordance with the study by Jain22. Furthermore,
the pulsatile nature of blood flow has been observed to in-
fluence aneurysm stability in both numerical and experimen-
tal studies23,24. It is indeed known that a pulsatile flow can
become transitional in a straight pipe during the deceleration
phase of the oscillation at Reynolds numbers below 2000 25.
This explains why several studies discovered indications of
transitional flow in cerebral vessels, despite the low Reynolds
numbers found there, and suggesting an elevated risk of rup-
ture26,27.

Computational fluid dynamics (CFD), due to its non-
invasive nature, is increasingly used to investigate the hemo-
dynamics in patient-specific intracranial aneurysms. Numer-
ous high-fidelity CFD studies have been conducted to study,
among other aspects, flow fluctuations in ruptured and unrup-
tured intracranial aneurysms6,28–31. From statistical analysis,
they found that the occurrence of a rupture in aneurysms is
correlated with abnormally high and low wall shear stresses,
high oscillatory shear acting on the vessel wall, the presence
of complex flow structures, and concentrated inflow jets. Baek
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et al.32 reported flow instabilities occurring during the deceler-
ation phase of a cardiac cycle at the internal carotid artery and
concluded that the occurrence of low-frequency fluctuations
depended on the geometry. Ford et al.33 and Valen-Sendstad
et al.27,34 confirmed the presence of high-frequency fluctua-
tions in patient-specific terminal and intracranial aneurysms.
Still, many CFD studies may be overlooking potentially rel-
evant flow features such as high-frequency flow instabilities,
simply due to inappropriate solver properties (highly dissipa-
tive schemes) and/or inadequate spatial and temporal resolu-
tions, fluid models, or boundary conditions 35,36.

As of today, a generalizable criterion for accurately assess-
ing the risk of rupture in intracranial aneurysms remains elu-
sive37. In an attempt to contribute to the discussion on the
existence and properties of flow fluctuations, we consider in
the present study two patient-specific intracranial aneurysms
with known outcomes via direct numerical simulations (di-
rect numerical simulation (DNS), i.e., resolving properly all
physical scales in time and space): one remaining unruptured,
and the other one rupturing at a known location. Addition-
ally, both Newtonian and non-Newtonian fluid models will be
considered in the DNS.

This comparative study can be used to provide valuable in-
formation regarding the underlying mechanisms and possible
consequences on hemodynamics. The article is organized as
follows. Section II introduces the numerical model used to
conduct the simulations and the involved analysis methods.
Section III details the geometric models and parameters of the
different cases, and Section IV presents the simulation results.
We summarize our findings and discuss the limitations of this
study in Section V.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

A. Lattice Boltzmann method

The lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) is an alternative to
classical approaches to solve the Navier-Stokes equation rely-
ing on the kinetic theory of gases. Instead of directly solving
the classical mass and momentum balance equations, a sys-
tem of coupled hyperbolic equations representing the balance
of distribution functions and a truncated version of the Boltz-
mann equation is solved. This system of equations is read-
ily shown to recover the Navier-Stokes equation in the hy-
drodynamic limit. The final form of the discrete space/time-
evolution equation is:

fi(+ciδt , t +δt)− fi(r, t) =
δt

τ̄

(
f eq
i (ρ,u)− fi(r, t)

)
, (1)

where fi are discrete distribution functions, ci corresponding
discrete velocities, τ̄ is the relaxation time determining the
fluid viscosity, δt the time-step size, and f eq

i the equilibrium
distribution function.

In this form of the solver, also known as the single relax-
ation time model, the Fourier number, i.e., non-dimensional
viscosity, has a strong effect on the stability. It was reported

that this method is basically unstable when the Fourier num-
ber is less than 0.005 or larger than 0.638,39, which limits its
applications. To overcome that issue many different and more
advanced collision models have been developed over the years
40–42.

In the present study, we will use a specific collision opera-
tor that was presented in earlier work and validated for medi-
cal flows with both Newtonian and non-Newtonian properties:
A modified version of a central Hermite-based multiple relax-
ation time operator allowing for independent control of the
dissipation rate of normal modes. This collision model has
been shown to dramatically improve the stability domain of
the lattice Boltzmann solver. Interested readers are referred to
our published paper43 for detailed discussions. In this model,
the collision process is carried out in the space of Hermite
central moments:

fi(r+ ciδt , t +δt)− fi(r, t) = T −1ST ( f eq − f ) , (2)

where here T and T −1 are the moments transform matrix
and its inverse, respectively. For details on the transformation
matrix readers are referred to Hosseini et al.44,45. The diago-
nal matrix S indicates the relaxation rate of different moments.
Here, for optimal stability, all relaxation rates except those
tied to shear viscosity are set to one.

B. Non-Newtonian model

The viscosity of blood is constant in the Newtonian
approximation while it is a function of shear rate, γ̇ , in
non-Newtonian models. A wide variety of non-Newtonian
models can be found in the literature such as the commonly
used Carreau-Yasuda46, Casson47 and Cross43 models. How-
ever, the viscosity approaches infinity when the shear rate
is close to zero in the Casson model48, which is obviously
nonphysical. Fortunately, both Cross and Carreau-Yasuda
models are capable of predicting the Newtonian plateaus at
either very low or high shear rate regions. In this work, the
Cross non-Newtonian model has been used to describe the
blood rheology when non-Newtonian effects are taken into
consideration49. Note that it is straightforward to exchange
the viscosity model in the LBM.

The modified Cross model describing the shear-thinning
behavior of blood is formulated as50:

µ(γ̇) = µ∞ +
µ0 −µ∞

[1+(λ γ̇)n]
, (3)

where µ0 and µ∞ are asymptotic values of viscosity at very
low and high shear rates, respectively. The model involves
also λ , a constant parameter with the dimension of time, and
n as a dimensionless constant that can govern the degree of
shear thinning. In the present case, µ∞ = 0.0036 Pa.s, µ0 =
0.126 Pa.s, λ = 8.2 s, a = 1 (and therefore does not even appear
in the equation) and n = 0.6451–53. The local shear rate γ̇ is
defined as:

γ̇ =
√

2DII , (4)
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where DII is the second invariant of the deviatoric rate-of-
strain tensor. The invariants of a rank-two tensor A are de-
fined as the coefficients of the corresponding characteristics
polynomial, i.e.

det(A−λ I) =−λ
3 +DIλ

2 +DIIλ +DIII , (5)

where DI , DII and DIII are the first, second and third invariants
of A. The first invariant is readily found as the trace of A, while
the second invariant is:

DII =
1
2
[
tr(A2)− tr(A)2] . (6)

In the case of a trace-free tensor A the first invariant would
reduce to zero while the second one would yield:

DII = A : A, (7)

where A : A designates the component-wise Frobenius inner
product, i.e., the sum of the Hadamard product of the two ten-
sors. This last equality is obtained by virtue of:

tr(AA†) = A : A†, (8)

and noting that the stress tensor is symmetrical, i.e.,

A = A†. (9)

Now denoting the stress tensor as S the second invariant is
readily obtained as:

DII =
1
2

(
S− 1

D
trace(S)

)
:
(

S− 1
D

trace(S)
)
, (10)

where D is the physical dimension of the considered system.
The rate-of-strain, in the context of the LBM, is computed

locally from discrete distribution functions43:

S =− 1
2ρτ̄c2

s
∑

i
ci ⊗ ci

(
fi − f eq

i

)
, (11)

where ρ is the density.

C. Fluctuating kinetic energy

In the context of the present study, we will focus the major-
ity of our analysis on fluctuating components of the velocity
field. To quantify the variations, the instantaneous velocity is
decomposed into a mean component u(r, t) and a fluctuating
component u′(r, t) where:

u(r, t) =
∫ t0+∆t

t0
u(r, t)dt, (12)

where ∆t is the averaging period and:

u′(r, t) = u(r, t)−u(r, t). (13)

Fluctuating (or turbulent) kinetic energy (FKE), a variable we
will be using quite frequently, is expressed as:

FKE(r, t) =
1
2

∫ t0+∆t

t0
u′(r, t)u′(r, t)dt. (14)

D. Power spectral density

Power spectral density (PSD) shows how the power of a
signal is distributed over the frequency domain; this provides
a quantitative measure of flow fluctuations. Here, the PSD at
each probe point has been computed using Matlab (Welch’s
method).

The discrete-time power spectral density (Sxx( f )) is defined
at frequency f by54:

Sxx( f ) =
δ 2

t

∆t

∣∣∣∣∣t0+∆t

∑
t=t0

φ(t)exp
[
−2π

√
−1 f (t − t0)

]∣∣∣∣∣
2

(15)

where δ t and ∆t are the sample interval and the length of the
signal, respectively, while φ(t) is the velocity signal.

E. Spectral entropy

In order to quantify the temporal flow instability in the ve-
locity field of interest, the spectral entropy Sd is computed by
a Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) of the velocity55.
The flow regimes can then be distinguished into stable or un-
stable flows based on spectral entropy. The relative energy
in the aneurysm Pi is obtained from the corresponding eigen-
value λi, which quantifies the energy content of the ith mode:

Pi =
λi

∑
N
j=1 λ j

(16)

where N is the total number of modes in the analysis.
The spectral entropy measures the average energy dis-

tributed in the aneurysm across the N modes, which can be
used to quantify the stability of hemodynamic flows. The def-
inition is as below:

Sd =−
N

∑
i=1

Pi lnPi (17)

Based on Eq. (17), the spectral entropy reaches its maximal
value when the energy is evenly distributed over all the N
modes. Entropy is minimized when the velocity signal con-
tains only one single mode, meaning a steady flow (Sd = 0).

III. CONFIGURATIONS AND NUMERICAL SET-UP

A. Case studies

In the present study, hemodynamic features are investi-
gated in two patient-specific intracranial aneurysm geome-
tries, shown in Fig. 1. The specificity of these two cases is
that one is known not to have ruptured, while the other has
ruptured at a known location within the aneurysm sac. The
unruptured aneurysm (of size 1.6 mm) was found in the mid-
dle cerebral artery (MCA) in a 53-year-old female patient who
experienced an acute subarachnoid hemorrhage and severe
headaches and was treated by coiling. The three-dimensional
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FIG. 1. Representation of the patient-specific aneurysm models employed in simulations (Left: ruptured case, Right: unruptured case). The red
arrows point to the single inlets and double outlets, respectively. Note that point P6 corresponds to the ruptured location on the left aneurysm.

rotational angiography (3DRA) was performed on an Artis Q
angiography system (Siemens Healthineers AG, Forchheim,
Germany) with a spatial resolution of 0.28 × 0.28 × 0.28 mm
to produce tomography slices of the volume of interest. Sub-
sequently, the reconstructed raw image was obtained from
a syngo X Workplace (Siemens Healthcare GmbH, Forch-
heim, Germany) through an ’HU auto’ kernel. For more de-
tails, we refer readers to56. The ruptured aneurysm was de-
tected in the posterior inferior cerebellar artery (PICA) in a
51-year-old female patient. The 3D-DSA scan was carried
out on an AXIOM-Artis (Siemens Healthineers AG, Forch-
heim, Germany) with the same spatial resolution (0.28 mm)
as in the other case. The raw images were reconstructed using
’EE/auto’ kernel (Siemens Healthcare GmbH, Forschheim,
Germany).

The geometric models of the aneurysms were reconstructed
on this basis and further processed to simplify numerical sim-
ulations, retaining only the intracranial aneurysms and the cor-
responding major arteries to guarantee reasonable inflow and
outflow, while the distal arterial segments were cut off.

B. Numerical simulations

Simulations have been carried out using our in-house LBM
solver ALBORZ, which has already been thoroughly vali-
dated using a variety of benchmark studies44,57,58. Blood
was assumed to be an incompressible fluid with a density
of 1000 kg/m3 and, for Newtonian cases, kinematic viscos-
ity equal to 4 × 10−6 m2/s. For the non-Newtonian case, the
modified Cross model was used to describe the blood rheo-
logical properties. For each configuration considered in the
present work, simulations have been carried out using three
different resolutions, allowing to make sure extracted results
are converged physical data, as opposed to numerical arti-
facts such as Gibbs oscillations. To make sure simulations are
converging to the incompressible limit and keep computation
costs as low as possible, the time-step size refinement follows
an acoustic scaling resulting in a fixed Courant- Friedrichs-

Lewy (CFL) number, set to a low value of 0.052. The result-
ing time-step, grid size, and resulting CFL number are listed
in Table I. The period of one cardiac cycle is set to 1 s for

TABLE I. Summary of numerical simulation parameters used in this
study.

Resolution δr[m] δt [s] CFL

Low resolution (LR) 2.6×10−4 7.6×10−6 0.052
Middle resolution (MR) 1.3×10−4 3.8×10−6 0.052
High resolution (HR) 6.5×10−5 1.9×10−6 0.052

both considered cases, and the corresponding inflow velocity
waveform is presented in Fig. 2. The inlet boundary condi-
tion was set as a pulsatile velocity profile, while the pressure
at the outlets was kept constant. The walls were assumed to be
rigid with no-slip boundary conditions. All simulations were
run for 3 cycles, and data sampling was performed during the
third cycle to remove the influence of initial transients. The

0 0.5 1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

FIG. 2. Illustration of the inflow velocity waveform over an entire
cardiac cycle imposed at the inlet.

flow values at up to 9 points were tracked upstream and down-
stream of the aneurysm, as well as within the aneurysm sac,
in order to monitor any manifestation of possible flow fluc-
tuations. It is worth noting that the inlets and outlets of both
models were extended along the normal vector of the corre-
sponding surfaces by 5 inlet diameters to reduce possible ef-
fects of the inlet and outlet boundary conditions. All results,
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FIG. 3. Time histories of the simulated velocity in both aneurysms at 9 monitoring points during the last cardiac cycle. The blue, red and black
solid lines denote the flow velocity for increasing resolution (LR: low, MR: middle, and HR: high, respectively). From top left to bottom right,
results at points P1 to P9 are shown.

with a focus on fluctuations, are now detailed in the next sec-
tion.

IV. RESULTS

A. Impact of resolution

In order to obtain accurate results while keeping acceptable
computational costs, we first conducted a grid-independence
study on the ruptured and unruptured aneurysms consider-
ing Newtonian simulations. The grid size and time-step were
varied simultaneously (keeping CFL number constant) from
260 µm down to 65 µm and from 7.6 µs to 1.9 µs, respec-
tively.

As expected, the high-frequency fluctuations were found to
be very sensitive to the resolution in time and space. As shown
in Fig. 3, the low-resolution simulation (LR) failed to pre-
dict any flow fluctuation in the entire domain for both cases.
It also showed pronounced discrepancies in both aneurysms
when compared to results at higher resolutions. Therefore, the
choice of a suitable resolution plays a significant role in ob-
taining proper data regarding high-frequency oscillations. On
the other hand, both intermediate (MR) and high-resolution
(HR) simulations exhibit high-frequency oscillations for ex-
actly the same conditions and locations. Such fluctuations are
found nowhere in the unruptured case in Fig. III B, while they
are clearly visible at points P3 to P9 in the ruptured case. Ad-
ditionally, the spectra obtained with both resolutions MR and

HR show very similar features, as revealed in Fig. 4. Con-
versely, the LR spectra reveal a lower energy content for all
cases. The energy level is systematically lower in the unrup-
tured aneurysm compared to the ruptured case.

Still, minor discrepancies are still visible between MR and
HR for the ruptured case at points P7 and P8, within the
aneurysm sac. Those might be partly explained by the fact
that the monitoring point was always pinned to the closest
grid point, therefore, changing very slightly the actual po-
sition from one resolution to the other. It might also indi-
cate that resolution HR is still not fully sufficient to get grid-
independence. However, it must be kept in mind that the cen-
tral purpose of this study is to detect high-frequency fluctu-
ations in cases where they appear. In that regard, the results
obtained with MR and HR are fully identical, revealing such
fluctuations at the same positions for the same conditions and
with similar spectra. Considering that the total computational
load is high but still acceptable using High-Performance Com-
puters for the highest resolution (HR), it has been finally kept
for the rest of this paper in order to maximize accuracy.

B. Comparison of flow features in the Newtonian case

1. Flow patterns in the sac

A qualitative comparison of the flow streamlines in rup-
tured and unruptured aneurysms is shown in Fig. 5, illustrat-
ing the flow streamlines in the sac at acceleration, peak, and
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FIG. 4. Energy spectra of the velocity distributions from Fig. 3 for both aneurysms. The blue, red and black solid lines denote again the flow
velocity for increasing resolution (LR: low, MR: middle, and HR: high, respectively). From top left to bottom right, results at points P1 to P9
are shown.

deceleration systole during the heart cycle in both Newtonian
(top row) and non-Newtonian cases (bottom row).

This first comparison reveals differences between flow
streamlines in ruptured and unruptured cases. In the ruptured
aneurysm, it can be observed that a high-speed, concentrated
jet originating from the parent vessel at a specific angle im-
pinges onto the opposing wall, leading to the formation of
complex vortical structures and disturbed flow patterns. The
peak velocity exceeds 1.2 m/s at time 0.3 s during the car-
diac cycle. In contrast, the unruptured case presents a quite
stable flow pattern with a single, large-scale vortex observed
without major modifications in all three cycles and at the three
selected time-points during the computation. The maximum
velocity is less than 0.5 m/s at peak systole, indicating a much
smoother and laminar flow.

One further interesting observation that can be made here is
that while Newtonian and non-Newtonian results are visually
quite similar for the unruptured case, they exhibit pronounced
differences for the ruptured case, also concerning large-scale
flow structures. Corresponding effects will be discussed in
more detail in a later section.

This first, qualitative analysis revealed a stronger flow with
larger variations in time in the ruptured case. Therefore, ve-
locity fluctuations in time appear to play an important role and
will be quantified in what follows.

2. Velocity time traces

First, it is interesting to determine more precisely the oc-
currence and location of flow fluctuations in the aneurysms.
Previous Fig. III B showed the time traces of velocity, in par-
ticular at probe P6 in the ruptured aneurysm (remember that
point P6 is the – known – location of rupture in this case).

Looking back at Fig.III B, it is noted that there are no obvi-
ous flow instabilities in the parent artery (points P1 and P2).
Instead, flow fluctuations appear first at the bifurcation loca-
tion (point P3), and are then visible in the entire sac and up
to the two outlets (points P4&P5). At bifurcation point P3,
only weak fluctuations are observed, and only around peak
systole. Le et al.59 have also presented evidence of a highly
dynamic inflow jet in the ostium of intracranial aneurysms.
Through dynamic mode decomposition analysis, they have
discovered that the high-frequency modes are of short dura-
tion and correspond to the flow separation at the proximal
neck and the impingement of the jet onto the aneurysm wall.
Within the aneurysm sac (points P6 to P9), both the frequency
and amplitude of flow fluctuations are significantly higher (see
Figs. 3 and 4). On the other hand, as the flow passes beyond
peak systole, both the amplitude and frequency gradually de-
cay, even if velocity instabilities persist over the entire car-
diac cycle in part of the sac. Interestingly, the fluctuations are
much stronger during the deceleration phase, which can be ex-
plained by the fact that transition effects are inhibited during
the acceleration phase, and supported during the deceleration
phase, as also observed in pulsating flows in straight tubes60.

To better study the velocity fluctuations at the rupture point
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FIG. 5. Flow streamlines colored by flow velocity inside the aneurysm sac for the ruptured case (left column) and the unruptured case (right
column) at the acceleration, peak, and deceleration systole, respectively. The black point and red arrow indicate the rupture location and
high-speed jet, respectively. The top row of the figure shows results for the Newtonian model, bottom row corresponds to the non-Newtonian
(Cross) model.
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FIG. 6. Time history of velocity, normalized fluctuating velocity, and FFT of velocity at point P6 in the ruptured case during the last cardiac
cycle (from 2 to 3 s), considering blood as a Newtonian fluid. Note that the figures in the two top rows use different vertical scales for a better
readability. The red and blue stars in the bottom row indicate the first and second dominant frequencies.

(P6), Fig. 6 was partitioned into three distinct phases within
the last cardiac cycle (2-2.2 s, 2.2-2.8 s, 2.8-3.0 s), which al-
lows for a better readability. As can be seen from the first
row of the plot, at the start of the cardiac cycle (left figure),
the fluctuations are nearly uniform and the average velocity

is around 0.4 m/s. Then, strong fluctuations appear after peak
systole, at which the maximal velocity reaches almost 1.2 m/s.
In the last stage, the flow instability decays toward the end
of the deceleration phase, and the flow turns back into low-
frequency fluctuations around an average velocity of 0.4 m/s
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(right figure), very similar to the results at the start of the car-
diac cycle (compare left and right figures).

The second row exhibits the profile of normalized fluctuat-
ing velocity over time. It shows that the relative amplitude of
the velocity fluctuations is around 20% in the early and late
phase of the cardiac cycle, while it goes up to 100% around
peak systole.

The lowest row presents the FFT of the fluctuating veloc-
ity signal. It can be observed that the dominating frequencies
(red stars) are around 140 Hz in the early and late part of the
cardiac cycle. During peak systole, the situation is far more
complex because many frequencies are involved and the FFT
signal is strongly populated, revealing the onset of turbulent
conditions; the dominating frequency appears around 47 Hz,
with a second one at 173 Hz. The first, low-frequency fluctua-
tion can potentially be attributed to cycle-to-cycle fluctuations
occurring when the flow undergoes deceleration, as previously
reported in 34,61.

Compared to the ruptured aneurysm, the unruptured model
(not shown in the interest of space) exhibits no velocity fluc-
tuations, with a very stable flow in the entire domain at all
times.

Based on the above results, it is concluded that high-
frequency fluctuations are only detectable in the ruptured
aneurysm. This observation is consistent, qualitatively, with
an early computational study on intracranial aneurysms by
Varble et al.62 and more recent works on that topic, e.g. 63,64.

C. Fluctuating kinetic energy

FKE is an important tool to quantify flow fluctuations. Fig-
ure 7 presents the distribution of FKE at the monitoring points
in the ruptured aneurysm case.
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FIG. 7. Time histories of FKE in the ruptured case at all monitoring
points during the last cardiac cycle, considering blood as a Newto-
nian fluid. From top left to bottom right, results at points P1 to P9
are shown. Note the different vertical scales for points P4 and P6.

It can be seen that the time evolution of fluctuating kinetic
energy is zero at any given time for points P1 and P2 in the
parent artery, corresponding to the smooth velocity profiles
and the absence of any fluctuations there. A low level of fluc-
tuating kinetic energy (∼ 2×10−6 m2/s2) is first observed at
bifurcation point P3 around peak systole, revealing the onset
of flow instability. A much higher level of fluctuating kinetic
energy (orders of magnitude larger, ∼ 1× 10−3 m2/s2) ob-
served at the rupture point (P6) and within one outlet artery
(P4) confirm the observations discussed previously. The sub-
stantial difference in fluctuating kinetic energy between the
two outlets may be attributed to the particular shape of the rup-
tured aneurysm and vessel tree. In fact, the flow rate leaving
through the outlet containing P4 is considerably larger than
for the outlet containing P5. The maximum fluctuating kinetic
energy is predominantly observed around peak systole. How-
ever, only at the rupture site (P6), noticeable fluctuations are
also found during late systole, and the second-highest peak
still reach 6 × 10−5 m2/s2 there, which is higher than the
overall peak value at all other points before and within the
aneurysm sac.

The other points in the aneurysm sac (P7, P8, P9) show
much lower FKE values, and those are only observed in the
vicinity of peak systole; at the start and end of the cardiac
cycle, FKE is basically 0 there. Overall, these very distinct
features of FKE suggest that a strong flow instability as mea-
sured by fluctuating turbulent energy might be a characteristic
feature of the rupture point within the aneurysm sac.

D. Power spectral density
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FIG. 8. Energy spectra of velocity in the ruptured (black) and unrup-
tured aneurysm case (red) at the 9 monitoring points during the last
cardiac cycle, considering blood as a Newtonian fluid. From top left
to bottom right, results at points P1 to P9 are shown.

Figure 8 shows the energy spectra of the flow velocity at
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the monitoring points for both ruptured and unruptured case.
For all points within the aneurysm sac, the PSD of the rup-
tured case (black) are much larger compared to the unruptured
condition (red). In the unruptured case, the PSD of the flow
velocity reveals a nearly monotonic decay as a function of fre-
quency; no large peaks are observed. In contrast, the ruptured
case shows distinct spectral characteristics corresponding to
what is expected in a turbulent-like flow with strong fluctu-
ations, with a large and broad increase of the PSD around
approximately 100 Hz. The same observation applies for all
points P4 to P9.

Overall, all simulation results confirm that the flow in the
ruptured case exhibits distinct spectral characteristics com-
pared to the unruptured case, especially at the rupture point
P6, with a clear frequency peak at approximately 120 Hz be-
fore and after the peak systole, indicating that high-frequency
features may play a role in the hemodynamics of aneurysm
rupture.

E. Spectral entropy analysis

The analysis based on spectral entropy Sd is able to deliver
a single, scalar value characterizing the state of an unsteady,
3D flow (as found here). The lowest possible value of Sd (i.e.,
0) corresponds to laminar conditions. Previous investigations
have shown that transition occurs around Sd ≈ 1 (see previ-
ously cited studies for more detailed values). Here, the val-
ues of Sd are compared 1) between ruptured and unruptured
aneurysms, and 2) using either Newtonian or non-Newtonian
viscosity models. The results are summarized in Table II.
The obtained values of Sd show that the ruptured intracranial
aneurysm exhibits significantly higher spectral entropy com-
pared to the unruptured case, corresponding to an unstable
flow state with strong fluctuations. The value of Sd for the rup-
tured case is approximately 10 times larger than for the very
stable flow found in the unruptured aneurysm (Sd ≈ 0.1). This
shows that spectral entropy can safely be used to delineate be-
tween stable and unstable flow configurations in intracranial
aneurysms, as already discussed by Cebral and co-workers65

and Janiga66. Additionally, it is observed that the spectral en-

TABLE II. Values of spectral entropy in the ruptured and unruptured
aneurysm for Newtonian or non-Newtonian flow properties.

Category Sd Flow regime
Unruptured (Newtonian) 0.10 Stable
Unruptured (non-Newtonian) 0.12 Stable
Ruptured (Newtonian) 1.16 Unstable
Ruptured (non-Newtonian) 1.50 Unstable

tropy of both ruptured and unruptured aneurysms increases
by about 20% when a non-Newtonian model is applied. How-
ever, this does not change the predicted flow state (stable for
unruptured aneurysm; unstable for ruptured aneurysm). Still,
for the ruptured aneurysm, a change of Sd = 1.16 to 1.5 cor-
responds to a noticeable increase in turbulence intensity.

F. Effect of non-Newtonian behavior

Most of the previous discussion has been based on the as-
sumption of a Newtonian behavior for blood. Despite the fact
that real blood is well-known to be non-Newtonian and is in-
deed a shear-thinning fluid, the impact of the non-Newtonian
properties of blood has been largely overlooked in many past
studies; there is still no consensus in the scientific literature
regarding the importance of non-Newtonian features, in par-
ticular regarding intracranial aneurysms. Blood can be safely
assumed as a Newtonian fluid when the shear rates are ev-
erywhere greater than 100 s−167. Many published studies
argued that the non-Newtonian behavior can be ignored, for
instance68, while others show dramatic changes when con-
sidering non-Newtonian properties69. The effect of a non-
Newtonian behavior on the flow distribution within aneurysms
has been recently investigated by Hosseini et al.43. Their find-
ings indicate that the selection of a non-Newtonian model has
a noticeable impact on the flow field, particularly inside the
aneurysm sac and adjacent to its walls, since large parts of the
sac are subject to low shear rates.

In Fig. 5, the streamlines have been qualitatively com-
pared between Newtonian and non-Newtonian cases in both
aneurysms, and a clear difference was observed for the rup-
tured case. Figure 9 further illustrates the comparison of ve-
locity fluctuations in the ruptured and unruptured case as func-
tion of the fluid behavior. The non-Newtonian model has only
a small impact on the results for the unruptured case (right part
of the figure), as evidenced by the nearly overlapping black
and red curves; the only noticeable difference appears at point
P8, within the sac. High-frequency fluctuations do not appear,
neither assuming a Newtonian nor a non-Newtonian behavior.

The situation is quite different for the ruptured case (left
part of Fig. 9). The impact of the non-Newtonian model is
still negligible in the parent artery (points P1 and P2) and at
the neck (P3). However, the velocity fluctuations are much
stronger when considering a non-Newtonian behavior, for in-
stance at point P6 (rupture point). At point P8, even the mean
velocity profile is completely different when taking into ac-
count non-Newtonian effects. This explains why the stream-
lines have been found different as well in Fig. 5. Figure 10
presents the energy spectra of the velocity in the ruptured
case. It can be observed that the non-Newtonian model ex-
hibits much higher energy levels compared to the Newtonian
model. These results suggest that a non-Newtonian fluid be-
havior may enhance flow instability.

Additionally, the local shear rate at the different monitoring
points is shown in Fig. 11 to investigate the possible impact of
the different viscosity models. In the unruptured case, the evo-
lution of the shear rates is similar considering a Newtonian or
a non-Newtonian model, with maximum relative differences
around peak systole below 25%; high-frequency fluctuations
are never observed. In the unruptured case, the shear rates are
quite small and stay below 400 s−1 for most of the points.

In the ruptured case, this is only true within the cerebral
artery before the aneurysm (points P1&P2). The fluctuation in
shear rate is still small at the bifurcation point (P3), while very
large fluctuations are observed at all further points P4 to P9.
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FIG. 10. Energy spectra of the velocity over frequency in the rup-
tured case. The black and red solid lines denote the energy spectra
computed using a Newtonian or a non-Newtonian (Cross) model, re-
spectively. From top left to bottom right, results at points P1 to P9
are shown.

The peak shear rate even exceeds 4000 s−1 at peak systole at
the outlet P4 (that with the largest flow-rate, as discussed pre-
viously) and at the rupture point P6. This finding confirms the
presence of significant velocity variations at these two points.

In all cases, the non-Newtonian simulations exhibit larger
amplitudes of shear rate fluctuations. This is particularly true
at peak systole; at P5, P7, and P8, the peak shear rate reaches

almost 4000 s−1 with the non-Newtonian model, twice as
high as when assuming a Newtonian behavior. Unexpectedly,
the rupture point P6 is not strongly affected, and the shear
rates are there very similar for the Newtonian and the non-
Newtonian model.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

This comparative study provides valuable insights regard-
ing hemodynamic characteristics in a ruptured and an unrup-
tured, patient-specific intracranial aneurysm. These findings
suggest that a high level of spatial and temporal resolution
is required to investigate high-frequency fluctuations possibly
occurring in such configurations; using a coarser grid and a
large time step leads to increased numerical dissipation and
damps artificially the onset of flow instability.

Furthermore, these investigations also demonstrate that
non-Newtonian models may have a very large impact on shear
rate at specific locations, particularly around peak systole.
This is even more important in the ruptured aneurysm. How-
ever, the exact rupture point is unexpectedly almost not af-
fected by the shear rate – so that further studies involving
additional configurations will be needed to clarify the pic-
ture. Still, it cannot be assumed that the shear rate will exceed
100 s−1 at all locations and at all times, so that using a suit-
able non-Newtonian model is recommended to be on the safe
side; this might be particularly important when assessing flow
instability in patient-specific aneurysms.

Several limitations should be mentioned in connection with
the present study. The first one is obviously the very limited
number of configurations considered – only one ruptured and
one unruptured case. It is well known that aneurysm size,
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FIG. 11. Shear rate over time in both cases at the 9 monitoring points during the last cardiac cycle. The black and red solid lines denote the
shear rate computed using a Newtonian or a non-Newtonian (Cross) model, respectively. From top left to bottom right, results at points P1 to
P9 are shown. Note the different vertical scales.

shape, location, the ratio of size and neck. . . will affect hemo-
dynamics and aneurysm rupture. A much larger number of
patient-specific configurations must be considered in future
studies. Secondly, all vessels have been assumed to be rigid.
Clearly, the obtained findings might be modified when taking
into account fluid-structure interactions; however, this would
only be possible when having a detailed knowledge of wall
resistance and structure, which is extremely challenging70,71.

Finally, it is worth noting that the interplay between hemo-
dynamic factors and biological processes regarding aneurysm
formation and rupture remain poorly understood. Best-
practice rules are needed for the assessment of aneurysm
hemodynamics using numerical simulations, in order to sup-
port more robust and reliable comparisons among stud-
ies72–74. Ultimately, this would open the door for an efficient
support of clinicians, leading to personalized treatment op-
tions.
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