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Improving blood vessel tortuosity measurements via
highly sampled numerical integration of the

Frenet-Serret equations
Alexander Brummer, David Hunt, Van Savage

Abstract—Measures of vascular tortuosity—how curved and
twisted a vessel is—are associated with a variety of vascular
diseases. Consequently, measurements of vessel tortuosity that
are accurate and comparable across modality, resolution, and
size are greatly needed. Yet in practice, precise and consistent
measurements are problematic—mismeasurements, inability to
calculate, or contradictory and inconsistent measurements occur
within and across studies. Here, we present a new method
of measuring vessel tortuosity that ensures improved accuracy.
Our method relies on numerical integration of the Frenet-
Serret equations. By reconstructing the three-dimensional vessel
coordinates from tortuosity measurements, we explain how to
identify and use a minimally-sufficient sampling rate based on
vessel radius while avoiding errors associated with oversampling
and overfitting. Our work identifies a key failing in current
practices of filtering asymptotic measurements and highlights
inconsistencies and redundancies between existing tortuosity
metrics. We demonstrate our method by applying it to manually
constructed vessel phantoms with known measures of tortuousity,
and 9,000 vessels from medical image data spanning human
cerebral, coronary, and pulmonary vascular trees, and the
carotid, abdominal, renal, and iliac arteries.

Index Terms—Biomechanical modeling, shape analysis, vessels

I. INTRODUCTION

RECENT work in both clinical and mathematical mod-
eling studies has shown that measures of vessel tor-

tuosity—the extent of ‘curliness’, ‘squiggliness’, or ‘wiggli-
ness’—serve as biomarkers of diseases such as atherosclero-
sis, hypertension, arteriovenous malformations, recovery from
stroke or stent implantation, and classification of tumors
and their response to intervention [1–13]. In the research
literature there exists many different definitions of tortuosity,
with researchers constructing measures designed specifically
to target particular biomarkers and for a given cohort [2–
16]. Using two components of tortuosity—curvature and tor-
sion—it is possible to completely reconstruct the measured
vessel, thereby providing a systematic check for measurement
error. Yet, we have not found a single study that exploits this
capability. Furthermore, these two mathematical measures of
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vessels can be linked to local pressures and stresses that act
on vessels, connecting physical mechanisms to morphological
features [17–19].

As part of the measurement process, researchers have used
sampling rates—the number of points constituting a ves-
sel—nearly equal to the voxel dimensions, or resolution limits,
for their images. This practice has proven sufficient for binary
differentiation between diseased and healthy vessels as long
as there is no significant variation in modality, resolution, and
vessel size [6, 8, 20]. However, we show that measurements
made at voxel-level sampling rates generally underestimate
common tortuosity metrics and obscure existing equivalen-
cies between different proposed metrics, thereby reducing
the diagnostic and prognostic potential of these valuable
biomarkers. This is of interest since growing experimental
evidence demonstrates a causal link between vascular en-
dothelial growth factor signaling and tumor angiogenesis [21–
23]. As fluid shear stress and pressure can be mathematically
expressed in terms of curvature and torsion [19, 24], improved
accuracy in these two measures of tortuosity may better inform
underlying disease pathology.

We present a method based on numerical integration that
uses curvature and torsion measured at sub-voxel sampling
rates. From this we reconstruct vessel centerline coordinates
to an accuracy related to the vessel radius, thereby allowing for
comparisons across modality, resolution, and size. To test this
method we first examine manually constructed vessel phan-
toms of semi-circles (constant, non-zero curvature yet zero
torsion), helices (constant, non-zero curvature and torsion),
and salkowski curves (constant curvature and non-constant
torsion) [25], all of which have tortuosity metrics that can be
expressed analytically. Following this, we examine previously
published data of the common, external, and internal carotid
arteries [26]; the abdominal aorta, associated right renal artery,
and both left and right common iliac arteries [27]; complete
coronary arterial trees [28]; the anterior, posterior, left, and
right middle cerebral vascular trees [29]; and pulmonary
arterial and venous trees from clinical imaging of patients
with and without pulmonary hypertension [30] (see Fig. 1).
Excluding the patients with pulmonary hypertension, all data
are from healthy human patients.

ar
X

iv
:1

91
1.

12
31

6v
2 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
m

ed
-p

h]
  6

 A
ug

 2
02

0



2

II. BACKGROUND

A. Curvature, Torsion, and the Frenet-Serret Coordinate
Frame

Differential geometry was developed to deal with details of
curved surfaces [31, 32]. Here we provide the standard set
of techniques borrowed from differential geometry to estimate
the tortuosity of vessels.

Spatial curves are described in terms of position and vectors,
#»r (sj) that assume Cartesian coordinates— #»r (sj) = x(sj)x̂ +
y(sj)ŷ + z(sj)ẑ with (x(sj), y(sj), z(sj)) defined relative to
the origin of the medical images. The subscript j represents
either the indexed voxel-space of the original images or a
subsampled space. We choose sj to be the arc length, defined
numerically as the sum of the euclidean distances between
all neighboring points from the first to the jth point, so
sj =

∑i=j−1
i=1 || #»r i+1 − #»r i||.

The first and second derivatives of points along a spa-
tial curve define the osculating plane such that changes in
the curves shape can be described in two ways—in-plane
changes and out-of-plane changes. Curvature, κ(sj), measures
the rate of in-plane changes with respect to the curve’s arc
length sj . Torsion, τ(sj), measures the rate of out-of-plane
changes. Together these quantities are fundamental descriptors
of any continuously differentiable curve that can be used to
reconstruct the spatial xj , yj , and zj-coordinates. To calculate
curvature and torsion, it is essential to introduce the Frenet-
Serret coordinate frame.

The Frenet-Serret (FS) frame is a moving coordinate sys-
tem defined at all points along a curve. This frame exists
wherever the second derivative is continuous. The FS-frame
can be calculated from the position vector of the curve,
#»r (sj). The unit-vectors that constitute the FS-frame are the
tangent, T̂(sj), the normal, N̂(sj), and the binormal, B̂(sj),
vectors (Figure 2). The tangent vector is the normalized, first-
derivative of the position vector with respect to arc length,
T̂(sj) = #»r ′(sj)/|| #»r ′(sj)||, and the normal vector is the nor-
malized, second-derivative of the position vector with respect
to arc length, N̂(sj) = #»r ′′(sj)/|| #»r ′′(sj)||. These two unit-
vectors point respectively in the instantaneous directions of
velocity and acceleration of an object in motion. Finally, the
binormal vector is the cross-product of the tangent and normal
vectors, B̂(sj) = T̂(sj) × N̂(sj) that points in the direction
of angular velocity for rigid body rotation.

Curvature κ(sj) and torsion τ(sj) are the rates of change of
the tangent and binormal vectors, which point in the direction
of the normal vector. This is expressed formulaically as,

d

dsj
T̂(sj) = νjκ(sj)N̂(sj) (1)

d

dsj
B̂(sj) = −νjτ(sj)N̂(sj) (2)

where νj is the “speed” of the curve at sj , defined as
νj = ||d #»r j/dsj ||. Of note, curvature and torsion can be
interpreted as the rates of rotation of the Frenet-Serret frame
about the binormal and tangent unit-vector axes, respectively.

Fig. 1. Visualizations of vessel phantom, vessels, and vessel trees studied.
(a) A segment of a Salkowski curve, or spiral, noted for having constant
curvature and non-constant torsion (see Supplementary Material I-C and
[25]). (b) Common, external, and internal carotid arteries from Kamenskiy
et al. [26]. (c) Abdominal, iliac, and renal arteries from O’Flynn et al. [27].
(d) Posterior (green), anterior (brown), left middle (purple), and right middle
(blue) cerebral arterial trees from Bullitt et al. [29]. (e) Coronary arterial trees
from Vorobstova et al. [28]. (f-g) Pulmonary arterial (red) and venous (blue)
trees from patients with pulmonary hypertension from Helmberger et al. [30].
Solid black bars represent 20 mm scales.

Fig. 2. Origin of coordinates, position vector, #»r (sj), and unit tangent,
T̂(sj), normal, N̂(sj), and binormal, B̂(sj), vectors (in blue, red, and green
respectively) drawn on simulated 2D-data (one period of sinusoidal curve).

This interpretation will be beneficial when we investigate the
relationship between increased sampling rates and smooth
rotations of the Frenet-Serret frame (see Fig. 3). Finally, the
rate of change of the normal vector in terms of curvature and
torsion is,

d

dsj
N̂(sj) = −νjκ(sj)T̂(sj) + νjτ(sj)B̂(sj) (3)

Using Eqs. (1)-(3) and the definitions of the FS-frame,
curvature and torsion can be expressed solely in terms of
derivatives of the position vector.
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κ(sj) =
‖ #»r ′(sj)× #»r ′′(sj)‖
‖ #»r ′(sj)‖3

(4)

τ(sj) =
#»r ′(sj) · ( #»r ′′(sj)× #»r ′′′(sj))

‖ #»r ′(sj)× #»r ′′(sj)‖2
(5)

Note that curvature is always a positive quantity, whereas
torsion is a signed quantity. Positive and negative values of tor-
sion denote right- and left-handed rotations about the direction
of the tangent vector. Furthermore, the definitions of the FS-
frame vectors and the forms of Eqs. (1)–(5) are commonly
used when working in a non-arc length parameterization.
Analytically speaking, curves expressed in the arc length
parameterization have unit-speed, or ν = ||d #»r (s)/ds|| = 1
(see Bogunovic et al. in [16] or Lorthois et al. in [33]). How-
ever, when working with discretized curves originating from
data—as we are—this unit-speed condition is not guaranteed.

B. Tortuosity metrics
A multitude of tortuosity metrics are used in the literature

[1–16, 26–30, 33–37]. We now briefly review the most com-
monly used measures.

1) Distance Metric (D): The distance metric is a simple
ratio of the total vessel arc length to the distance between
endpoints.

D =

N−1∑
j=0

|| #»r j − #»r j+1||

|| #»r 0 − #»rN ||
(6)

This metric measures any deviation from perfect straightness
but fails to differentiate between 2D and 3D curves. This
measure is bounded below by a value of 1 corresponding
to perfectly straight vessels and approaches infinity when the
endpoints are co-located such as in a complete loop or cycle.
An alternative definition is D1, and defined as D1 = D − 1
(see [10, 16, 27, 34] and Supplementary Table S2).

2) Inflection-Count Metric (IC): The inflection-count met-
ric simply counts the number of inflection points along a
vessel. This metric is argued to be useful for distinguishing
between curves with single arcs versus those with multiple
arcs [6]. Two methods of identifying inflection points have
been proposed by Bullitt et al. in [6]. One is to identify and
count all points where the total curvature is a local minimum.
Total curvature, κtot, is defined by Hart et al. in [14] as
κtot =

∫
κ(s)ds (also see Folarin et al. in [2]). This is not a

well-defined equation for detecting inflection points however
as κtot monotonically increases with arc length and can have
no local minima. Thus, we instead count the number of local
minima in curvature, κ(sj). This metric will be denoted as
ICκ.

The other method is to identify and count the local maxima
of ∆

#»

N ·∆ #»

N when ∆
#»

N ·∆ #»

N is greater than 1.0 [4, 6]. This
latter method will be denoted as ICN . For both metrics the
value of 1 is added to the count and multiplied by the distance
metric. Thus, for scenarios where the curve makes a broad arc,
the inflection-count metrics will still return values no less than
the distance metric. This practice is standard convention.

3) Sum-of-Angles Metric (SOA): This metric integrates
angular changes in orientation between (at least) four neigh-
boring points along a vessel. It is widely used in lieu of
curvature and/or torsion [2–8, 11, 33, 35, 36]. It was originally
proposed by Bullitt et al. in [6] as a geometric variation to
the total curvature, κtot, proposed by Hart et al. in [14], by
incorporating torsion into the integration. The motivation for
this metric is to identify vessels with high frequency, low
amplitude oscillations that are not well quantified by either
the distance or inflection-count metrics. The SOA metric is,

SOA(sj) =

{[
cos−1

(
∆ #»r (sj)

|∆ #»r (sj)|
· ∆ #»r (sj+1)

|∆ #»r (sj+1)|

)]2
+

[
cos−1

(
∆ #»r (sj−1)×∆ #»r (sj)

|∆ #»r (sj−1)×∆ #»r (sj)|
·

∆ #»r (sj)×∆ #»r (sj+1)

|∆ #»r (sj)×∆ #»r (sj+1)|

)]2}1/2

(7)

where the ∆ symbol represents forward differences
—∆ #»r (sj) = #»r (sj+1) − #»r (sj). In Eq. (7), the first
term within the square-root captures in-plane changes in
orientation, and the second term captures out-of-plane
changes. Only three unique indices appear in Eq. (7) (j − 1,
j, and j + 1), yet at least four points are needed (j − 1, j,
j + 1, and j + 2) because the simplest discretized derivatives
each require a neighboring point. Eq. (7) is a local definition
of the SOA, and in typical applications the reported
value is the summed total divided by the total arc length
—SOA =

∑j=N−2
j=2 SOA(sj)/

∑j=N
j=1 sj . Importantly, all

resulting values from the inverse cosine expressions must be
modulated by the value π [6].

4) Statistical Features of Curvature and Torsion: Some
studies treat the metrics of curvature and torsion, Eqs. (4)
and (5), as statistical distributions and use various statistical
features—mean, root-mean-square, or maximum—as singular
measures of tortuosity [27, 33, 34, 36], while other studies
use integrated measures or weighted-averages [14–16, 28, 37].
Moreover, measures with physical dimensions of inverse
length are often defined to be dimensionless by integrating
curvature and/or torsion along arc length. A third metric that is
commonly measured and studied as a distribution is the com-
bined curvature torsion (CCT j =

√
κ2
j+τ

2
j ). This quantity is

the magnitude of the Darboux vector—Ωj = κjB̂j +τjT̂j—a
so-called rotation vector of the Frenet-Serret frame for a rigid-
body moving along a curve. Thus, the combined curvature
torsion quantity represents the angular speed of the Frenet-
Serret frame[32].

III. METHODS

A. Data Acquisition

We analyze manually constructed vessel phantoms and
reanalyze data from five independent studies. Imaging and
segmentation routines for each dataset are summarized below.
Original sampling rates employed for each study are reported.
When necessary, all data were smoothed and interpolated
as instructed in the respective publications to reproduce the
originally published results. Further information on the steps
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Fig. 3. Demonstration of reconstruction at original (a)-(c) and 10X (d)-(f) sampling rates. Graphs of curvature and torsion versus normalized arc length at
RAW sampling (a) and 10X sampling (d), note the doubling of maximal torsion value. In (b) and (e) we show the discrete rotations of the Frenet-Serret frames
through the nearly straight vessel region corresponding to the negative torsion spike from (a) and (d) (unit-vectors not drawn to scale). In (c) and (f) we show
spatial reconstructions under the same conditions. Black lines represent the original (interpolated) vessels, blue lines represent the reconstructed vessel. Grey
and light-blue lines represent 2D-planar projections of black and blue for additional perspective. The effects of low sampling rates on reconstruction error are
shown to be a result of poorly resolved regions where spikes in torsion occur. Data is for the MARG2 coronary artery from patient B in the Vorobstova et
al. dataset [28]

taken to reproduce originally published results, as well as
our own measured values, can be found in the Supplemental
Material Section V, and all vessel centerline coordinates and
radii studied are available online at IEEEDataPort [38].

1) Vessel Phantoms: These consisted of three classes: semi-
circles, helices, and Salkowski curves. Semi-circles and helices
were chosen as they are commonly used phantoms in the
literature [6, 27, 33]. Salkowski curves were chosen as they
have non-trivial shapes (Fig. 1(a)) with constant curvature
and non-constant torsion[25]. Importantly, tortuosity metrics
for all three classes of vessel phantom shapes can be ex-
pressed analytically, providing standards against which our
proposed methods can be validated. Gaussian noise was added
to each phantom to simulate variation normally associated
with imprecision in segmentation algorithms. The noise width
was also used as a proxy for vessel diameter. Following
this, each noisy phantom was then splined and resampled as
described in Section III-B. Thus, 1000 individual phantoms
were generated for each vessel shape. For further details
on phantom generation and expected tortuousity values, see
Supplementary Material Section I.

2) Carotid arteries: This data from Kamenskiy et al. rep-
resents the averaged coordinates of the common, external, and
internal carotid arteries for 16 patients [26] (Fig. 1(b)). This
is the smallest dataset studied, with only two vessels total, as
the common and internal carotid arteries were merged into one
continuous vessel. Images were acquired with X-ray computed
tomography angiography (CTA) on a Philips Brilliance 64,

resulting in an in-plane resolution of 0.488 mm/pixel and a
slice thickness of 1 mm. Axial segmentation was performed
first on a per-slice basis using a semi-automatic edge track-
ing algorithm implemented on custom Matlab software [39].
Following this, segmented slices were merged into continuous
digitized vessels using the Computer Aided Design (CAD)
software Solid Works. The analysis employed a sampling rate
of 1 point/mm.

3) Abdominal arteries: This data from O’Flynn et al. con-
sists of the abdominal aorta, the right renal artery, and the left
and right common iliac arteries from one adult male individual
(Fig. 1(c)) [27]. Images were acquired with contrast-enhanced
magnetic resonance angiography (MRA) on a Siemens Sym-
phony at 1.5 Tesla, resulting in an in-plane resolution of
0.703 mm/pixel and a slice thickness of 1.5 mm. Images
were re-sliced to create iso-cubic voxels with dimensions of
0.703 mm×0.703 mm×0.703 mm. Image segmentation was
performed using a region growing algorithm implemented with
the Mimics and Image Pro software. The analysis employed
a sampling rate of 5 points/mm.

4) Cerebral Arteries: This data from Bullitt et al. consists
of the primary cerebral arterial trees (Fig. 1(d)) of 42 adults
ranging in age from 18 to 49, of which 18 were male and
24 were female. [29]. This is the largest dataset analyzed,
with approximately 6,000 individual vessels. The original
study had 100 individuals, but segmented data existed for
only 42. Images were acquired with overlapping 3D-time-
of-flight MRA on a Siemens Allegra at 3 Tesla, resulting in
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voxel sizes of 0.5 mm×0.5 mm×0.8 mm. Image segmentation
was performed using a custom software written in C++ that
implements an image intensity ridge traversal with dynamic
scaling algorithm [40]. The analysis employed a sampling rate
of 2 points/mm.

5) Coronary Arteries: This data from Vorobstova et al. con-
sists of coronary arterial trees (Fig. 1(e)) for three individual
adult patients, resulting in 23 vessels [28]. Images were
acquired with CTA, with no further details provided in the
original manuscript. Segmentation was performed using the
publicly available software ITK-SNAP [41], with manual
improvements, smoothing, and analyses performed with the
CAD software MeshLab, Geomagic Studio, and ANSYS Flu-
ent 14.5. The sampling rate used in the original study was
not stated, thus we determined that a sampling rate of 10
points/mm would best reproduce originally published results.

6) Pulmonary Arterial and Venous Trees: This data from
Helmberger et al. consists of pulmonary arterial and venous
vessel trees (Fig. 1(f-g)) from 25 patients with and without
pulmonary hypertension [30]. This dataset consists of ap-
proximately 3,000 vessels. Images were acquired via thoracic
X-ray computed tomography (CT) on a Siemens, 128-slice,
dual-energy CT scanner, resulting in voxel dimensions of 0.6
mm×0.6 mm×0.6 mm. Artery/vein detection was performed
using the algorithm of Payer et al. that simultaneously lever-
ages the anatomical properties of (1) uniform distributions of
arterial and venous vessels and (2) proximity of pulmonary
arteries to bronchi [42]. Data provided consisted of .mhd
formatted files encoded for arteries or veins. Thus, a final in-
house segmentation and skeletonization routine using Angicart
had to be performed to extract vessel coordinates and radii.
Following Angicart, original vessel sampling rates were 2
points/mm.

7) Angicart Software for Segmenting Pulmonary Vessels:
Segmentation of pulmonary vessels was accomplished using
the open-source software Angicart, developed by authors of
this paper, David Hunt at the University of California, Los
Angeles [43]. Angicart segments images of vasculature to
identify a network skeletonization for analysis of vessels and
the junctions joining them. It is a fully automated software
(as defined by Myatt et al. in [44]) that only requires vessels
of interest to be brighter on a greyscale than surrounding
tissues. Output consists of vessel radii, lengths, connectivity,
and centerline coordinates. Results from Angicart output have
been published previously for human thoracic MRA data
[43] and micro-CT mouse lung data [45]. Updates to the
original Angicart methods, including a preliminary coarse
segmentation to accurately address the vascular topology, are
described in Supplementary Material Section II.

B. Interpolating and Increased Sampling

To increase sampling rates, we interpolate based on fits of
a linear combination of polynomial curves (B-splines) that are
piecewise-continuous to their fourth derivative. Continuity of
higher-order derivatives is essential to ensure that asymptotic
features of torsion estimates are not due to discontinuity in any
of the required derivatives of the position vector. We imposed

Neumann boundary conditions on the vessels (matching first
derivatives) instead of Dirichlet boundary conditions to yield
a better fit to the original vessel as determined by visual
inspection. We chose penalized-splines (P-splines) to perform
the interpolation as these incorporate a penalization to avoid
overfitting [46, 47]. The penalization is such that overfitting is
mitigated even as a greater number of P-splines per vessel are
incorporated [48]. This feature is important as some vessels
may require a large number of P-splines in order to yield
accurate interpolation due to increased length and tortuosity.
Yet, we found that no more than 20 P-splines were needed for
the longest vessels studied. As the coordinates of both the raw
and sub-sampled data are nearly equally spaced point-to-point,
the knots used to join the P-splines are spaced uniformly along
the arc length of the vessels [49]. Following interpolation, the
fitted data are then sampled to the desired level.

A side effect of using many P-splines and Neumann bound-
ary conditions is the tendency of the ends of the vessels to
exhibit high frequency spatial oscillations. When subsampled,
these produce highly discontinuous derivatives, thus affecting
curvature and torsion measurements. As these oscillations are
transient, we filtered the first and last 10% of each vessel
length following interpolation and sub-sampling.

C. Calculation of Curvature and Torsion

Curvature κ(sj) and torsion τ(sj) are calculated using
Eqs. (4) and (5) with fifth-order, centered difference approx-
imations to the first three derivatives of the position vector
( #»r ′(sj),

#»r ′′(sj), and #»r ′′′(sj)). Difference methods are chosen
to ensure accuracy up to the 4th derivative of the position
vector, and to present an approach that is independent of the
choice of interpolation method (splining, polynomial fitting,
or Fourier series approximations). The difference methods are
presented in full in Supplementary Material Section III.

D. Numerical Integration of Frenet-Serret Equations

Reconstructions of vessel centerline coordinates from mea-
sures of curvature and torsion can be done by integrating the
Frenet-Serret equations. The value of this approach is that it
demonstrates the accuracy of the measures of curvature and
torsion, particularly in relation to asymptotic regions where
curvature approaches zero. The procedure for performing
numerical integration of the Frenet-Serret equations begins
with re-writing Eqs. (1)-(3) as a linear system of first-order,
ordinary differential equations as follows,

d

dsj

T̂(sj)

N̂(sj)

B̂(sj)

 =

 0 νjκjI 0
−νjκjI 0 νjτjI

0 −νjτjI 0


T̂(sj)

N̂(sj)

B̂(sj)


(8)

where I is the 3× 3 identity matrix, and 0 is the 3× 3 matrix
of zeros. Eq. 8 is expressed with a vector of unit vectors
and a matrix of identity and zero matrices to illustrate the
anti-symmetric structure of the Frenet-Serrat equations. For
notational convenience, this equation can be expressed in a
compact manner as, dΦ(sj)/dsj = M(sj)Φ(sj), where Φ(sj)
is the 9 × 1 vector of FS-frame unit-vector components, and
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M(sj) is the 9 × 9 matrix of curvature and torsion values as
written in Eq. (8).

The conditions for solving Eq. (8) are unique in that the so-
lution is known entirely. This includes the boundary conditions
of both Dirichlet (Φ(0),Φ(N)) and Neumann (Φ′(0),Φ′(N))
type. Thus, one can choose whether to use boundary value
problem (BVP) or initial value problem (IVP) methods. We
have chosen to use IVP methods given that the BVP methods
require solving a sparse, 9N × 9N non-linear, inverse-matrix
problem (where N represents the number of centerline vessel
coordinates) and would require the combination of implicit
and iterative methods to yield stable convergence given the
eigenvalue structure of M(sj). On the other hand, as an
IVP we need only solve N , 9 × 9 problems (one for each
of the N coordinates along the vessel centerline) using the
same methods described. Thus, the IVP method scales with
the number of centerline coordinates, while the BVP method
scales as the square of the number of centerline coordinates.

We solve Eq. (8) as an IVP using a combination of backward
Euler and Newton’s method. The only non-zero eigenvalues of
M(sj) are the imaginary values λ± = ±iνj

√
κ2j + τ2j . Thus,

to ensure stability we adopt the backward Euler method to
discretize the derivative on the left-hand-side of Eq. (8) as
dΦ(sj)/dsj = (Φ(sj)−Φ(sj−1)) / (sj − sj−1). However,
the backward Euler method applied to Eq. (8) requires solving
Φ(sj) = Φ(sj−1)+(sj−sj−1)M(sj)Φ(sj), which is a non-
linear equation. Thus, we use Newton’s method to iteratively
seek a convergent solution for Φ(sj) [50].

Upon integration of Eq. (8), the position vector #»r (sj) can
be calculated as

#»r ′(sj) = || #»r ′(sj)||T̂(sj) (9)

Eq. (9) is non-linear and attempts to integrate it using the
same methods as for Eq. (8) are unstable. However, upon
discretization with a forward Euler method, Eq. (9) can
be linearized— #»r ′(sj) = T̂(sj)—and easily integrated. The
methods of integration for Eqs. (8) and (9) are presented in
detail in Supplementary Material Section IV.

Once Eq. (9) is integrated, a point-wise error, εj , can
be calculated for comparison against the original (measured,
splined, and subsampled) position vector, #»r (sj), and the
reconstructed position vector,

#»

R(sj).

εj = || #»r (sj)−
#»

R(sj)|| (10)

To establish a threshold for satisfactory reconstruction, the
maximum of the point-wise error εj was compared against the
minimum vessel radius (see Fig. 4). In addition to calculating
the point-wise error, it is visually instructive to graph original
and reconstructed vessels to identify where breakdowns in
reconstruction occur (see Fig. 3).

In the study of vascular retinopathy, the dimension repre-
senting image depth is often eliminated (thus, helical curves
become strictly sinusoidal). While this approach complicates
interpretation of curvature and torsion as indicators of fluid
flow, it is a diagnostic practice with a long history of success
(see [11, 14, 15, 36, 51]). We briefly summarize the needed
changes to apply these methods to strictly two-dimensional

data. First, set torsion to be zero and reduce the dimensionality
of the the Frenet-Serret equations by eliminating the binormal
vector. Curvature must now be allowed to change sign to
account for inflection points. As zeroing torsion does not
change the fact that all non-zero eigenvalues will be imaginary,
then the same methods of numerical integration described
herein should apply.

E. Measured tortuosity metrics and filtering

For a vessel composed of N points, we will examine the di-
mensionless metrics of total curvature, T C, total torsion, T T ,
and total combined curvature and torsion, T CCT , expressed
as,

T C =

N−1∑
j=1

κj(sj+1 − sj) (11)

T T =

N−1∑
j=1

|τj |(sj+1 − sj) (12)

T CCT =

N−1∑
j=1

√
κ2j + τ2j (sj+1 − sj) (13)

We also examine the arc length normalized values of these
metrics—T C/L, T T /L, T CCT /L—where L = sN . When
examining the manually defined vessel phantoms, these six
metrics allow for comparison against analytically derived
expected values (see Supplementary Material I-C). We also
examine the dimensionful metrics of average curvature, AC,
average torsion, AT , and average combined curvature and
torsion, ACCT , expressed as,

AC =
1

N

N∑
j=1

κj (14)

AT =
1

N

N∑
j=1

|τj | (15)

ACCT =
1

N

N∑
j=1

√
κ2j + τ2j (16)

We also measure both definitions of inflection point counts,
ICN and ICκ, as well as the sum-of-angles metric SOA.

A disadvantage of the FS-frame is that it is not defined for
straight sections of vessels or planar sections of infinitesimally
small length corresponding to points of inflection. When
straight or singular sections of vessels are problematic, an
empirical approach to handling them is to filter these regions
[6] or remove the vessel entirely from the study [8]. Such a
method for regional filtering was proposed by Bullitt et al. in
[6]. In that case the filter was applied to what was incorrectly
called the acceleration vector, but in fact was a centered,
second-order difference of the position vector without division
by the square of the step size. Specifically, for any vessel point
sj , if #»r (sj+1) − 2 #»r (sj) + #»r (sj−1) < 10−6cm, then neither
curvature nor torsion were calculated. We show that such
filtering methods, when applied to the metrics of curvature
and torsion, can in fact remove essential information that is
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 4. Graphs of reconstruction error versus sampling rate for (a) unfiltered
vessel coordinates and (b) filtered vessel coordinates, where filtering is
performed when vessel segments are approximately straight (see Section
III-E). Points and error bars represent medians and 18.5%-81.5% quantiles,
respectively. Horizontal strips denote 18.5%-81.5% quantiles in minimum
vessel radius for each separate dataset. In (a) reconstruction error decreases
with increasing sampling rate, eventually becoming less than the vessel radius.
The cross-over between reconstruction error (points) and vessel radius (strips)
determines the sufficient sampling rate. Overall, we find that sampling rates of
10-100 points/mm are sufficient for vessels with an average minimum radius
larger than 1 mm, and 100-1000 points/mm are sufficient for less than 1mm.
In (b) filtering is shown to increase reconstruction error far beyond the vessel
radius.

necessary for an accurate characterization of the vessel for the
purposes of reconstruction.

IV. RESULTS

A. Reconstruction

We find that increasing the sampling rate—decreasing the
size of |∆sj |—universally improves reconstruction accuracy
of vessels when compared to the minimum vessel radius.
This is demonstrated in both the phantom and clinical vessels.
Furthermore, the effect of filtering is shown to result in poorer
reconstruction accuracy, a feature that we demonstrate on the
clinical data below.

1) Phantom Vessels: Table I demonstrates that reconstruc-
tion errors became less than the average vessel radius once
sampling rates of approximately 10 points/mm were used for
all phantom vessel shapes considered—semi-circle, helix, and

(a)

(b)

Fig. 5. Graphs of curvature and torsion (a) and results of vessel reconstruction
(b) when filtering is applied at 10X sampling rate. In black is the original
vessel and in blue is the reconstructed vessel. Note that removal of the
negative spike in torsion has resulted in a significantly erroneous rotation of
the vessel along the axis of the tangent vector at approximately the midpoint
of this vessel. Data is for the MARG2 coronoary artery from patient B in the
Vorobstova et al. dataset [28]

Salkowski curve. Of particular importance are the reconstruc-
tion errors for the Salkowski curve that are factors of 100 and
10 times larger than the average vessels radii for sampling
rates of 1X and 2X , respectively. This is due to the fact that
Salkowski curves exhibit non-constant torsion expressed as
τ(s) = tan(s). Care was taken when defining the Salkowski
curves to avoid the near-asymptotic regime of the tangent
function.

2) Clinical Vessels: Qualitative results of the integration
reconstruction procedure are presented in Figure 3 for one of
the coronary arteries. There we can see an example where
increasing the sampling rate improves reconstruction accuracy
by providing a greater resolution of the middle torsion spike
(Fig. 3(a), and (d)). Increased sampling at this location in
the vessel smoothes the rotation of the Frenet-Serret frame
(Fig. 3(b), and (e)) at a location where the vessel is approxi-
mately straight (Fig. 3(c), and (f)). Across all vessels studied
(Fig. 4), sampling rates on the order of 1 − 10 points/mm
are incapable of providing sufficient curvature and torsion
measurements to accurately reconstruct the vessels. We find
that increasing sampling rates to 10 − 100 points/mm is
sufficient for vessels with an average minimum radius larger
than 1 mm, and that 100 − 1000 points/mm is sufficient for
vessels with an average minimum radius less than 1 mm.

3) Filtering: The effect of filtering is shown to universally
result in mischaracterization of the original vessel in terms
of erroneous reconstructions, sometimes by as much as 10
times the radius of the vessel itself (see Figs. 5 and 4(b)).
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TABLE I
PHANTOM VESSEL RECONSTRUCTION ERROR AND AVERAGE RADIUS (IN mm) FOR SEMI-CIRCLE, HELIX, AND SALKOWSKI CURVES AT SAMPLING RATES

OF 1X , 2X , 10X , AND 100X . ORIGINAL (1X ) SAMPLING RATES WERE: 1.06 POINTS/mm (CIRCLE), 0.978 POINTS/mm (HELIX), AND 1.138
POINTS/mm (SALKOWSKI CURVE). AT SAMPLING RATES OF 10X THE RECONSTRUCTION ERROR BECOMES LESS THAN THE AVERAGE VESSEL RADIUS,

INDICATING SUFFICIENT OVERLAP BETWEEN THE ORIGINAL AND RECONSTRUCTED VESSEL. AT HIGHER SAMPLING RATES OVERFITTING CAN OCCUR
(SEE TABLE II).

Vessel Shape
Reconstruction Error (in mm) at Sampling Rates of:

Average Radius
1X 2X 10X 100X

Semi-Circle 2.0170+0.0085
−0.0082 1.1786+0.0098

−0.0084 0.2725+0.0033
−0.0026 0.0615+0.0005

−0.0004 0.4245+0.4617
−0.0799

Helix 2.9494+0.1687
−0.1583 2.1028+0.0808

−0.0918 0.4777+0.0182
−0.0177 0.1002+0.0041

−0.0029 1.4220+0.2886
−0.2344

Salkowski 445.3347+14.4961
−18.0033 24.2025+8.4533

−6.1328 0.8342+0.1201
−0.0434 0.1101+0.020

−0.006 2.5334+0.4161
−0.1069

TABLE II
TORTUOSITY VALUES FOR SALKOWSKI CURVE AT VARIOUS SAMPLING RATES COMPARED AGAINST ANALYTIC VALUES. SEE SUPPLEMENTARY

MATERIAL I-C FOR ANALYTIC EXPRESSIONS. AGREEMENT BETWEEN MEASURED AND ANALYTIC VALUES OCCURS AT THE 10X SAMPLING RATE.
EVIDENCE OF OVER-FITTING VESSEL CENTERLINE COORDINATES IS EVIDENT BY TORTUOSITY MEASUREMENTS OVERESTIMATING THE ANALYTIC

VALUES AT 100X SAMPLING RATE.

Tortuosity Metric
Tortuosity Measurement at Sampling Rates of:

Analytical Value
1X 2X 10X 100X

T C 9.1853+0.0722
−0.0815 11.4441+0.3616

−0.0868 12.5053+0.1241
−0.1463 12.8485+0.1129

−0.1291 12.8

T T 4.0178+0.0424
−0.0480 7.1485+0.1261

−0.1247 8.8061+0.1892
−0.1951 9.2257+0.1921

−0.2142 8.95

T CCT 10.1199+0.0672
−0.0750 13.9311+0.4292

−0.0100 16.0751+0.3384
−0.1972 16.6818+0.3867

−0.1850 16.31

T C/L (mm−1) 0.7976+0.0062
−0.0076 0.8967+0.0070

−0.0060 0.9781+0.0072
−0.0068 0.9976+0.0072

−0.0089 1.0

T T /L (mm−1) 0.3489+0.0037
−0.0043 0.5586+0.0087

−0.0099 0.6883+0.0137
−0.0159 0.7162+0.0159

−0.0176 0.699

T CCT /L (mm−1) 0.8788+0.0061
−0.0067 1.0911+0.0120

−0.0076 1.2550+0.0245
−0.0129 1.2956+0.0279

−0.0138 1.274

This is demonstrated with and without the use of increased
sampling. In fact, since the filtering threshold proposed by
Bullitt et al. does not account for the step-size between points
in calculating the acceleration vector (the factor of 1/4∆s2),
the effects of filtering are exacerbated by increasing sampling
rates because entire vessels are filtered at that threshold.

B. Tortuosity metrics, subsampling, and correlation

The absence of expected or known values of tortuosity
represents an inherent challenge in examining how tortuosity
metrics of real vessels depend on the sampling rate. As the
Salkowski curve represents a non-trivial phantom vessel with
analytically known values of tortuosity metrics, we can infer
some general trends in this relationship.

1) Phantom Vessels: In Table II are the measured tortuosity
metrics of total curvature, T C, total torsion, T T , and total
combined curvature and torsion T CCT for Salkowski curves
measured with increasing sampling rate, and compared against
the analytical values. Also presented are arc length normalized
versions of each of the three metrics. For all six metrics we
find that the measured values are lower than the expected
analytical value for the initial sampling rate and increase with
increasing sampling rate. Only once sampling rates of 10X to
100X are used do the measured values agree with the analytic
values. For the non-arc length normalized metrics (T C, T T ,
T CCT ) the sampling rate of 100X results in values greater
than the expected analytic values. However, the arc length
normalized metrics (T C/L, T T /L, T CCT /L) do not exhibit
the same degree of overestimation. This suggests that the 100X
sampling rate results in an oversampled vessel, and that in

general arc length normalized tortuosity metrics may be more
robust to errors associated with oversampling.

2) Clinical Vessels: In the clinical vessels we also observe
sampling rate-dependent changes in tortuosity metrics (see
Figure 6). For all metrics examined we find that variation in
tortuosity measurements due to increases in sampling rates is
significantly reduced between the 10X and 100X the original
sampling rates. Furthermore, for the specific tortuosity metrics
normalized by arc length (T C/L, T T /L, T CCT /L, and
SOA), we find that increases in sampling rates resulted in
increased magnitudes of tortuosity, suggesting the potential
for underestimations in previous studies. Finally, increased
sampling identifies strong correlations between many metrics,
indicating a high level of redundancy in commonly used
metrics.

Across all tortuosity metrics other than the inflection counts,
increases in sampling rates result in significant decreases in
the observed variation in measured tortuosity. This indicates
a substantial amount of uncertainty exists in tortuosity mea-
surements made at lower sampling rates. Whether calculating
the average, total, or arc length normalized totals of tortuosity
metrics, the torsion only metrics exhibited considerably more
variation than the curvature only metrics as a result of increas-
ing sampling rates (see Fig. 6 (a-b), (d-e), and (g-h)). This
difference is expected since calculating torsion requires 2nd-
and 3rd-order derivatives of the vessel centerline coordinates,
thereby making torsion-only tortuosity metrics more sensitive
to discontinuities due to under-sampling.

Within the cerebral arteries and pulmonary vessels, the
measurements of average and total curvature, total torsion,
and total combined curvature and torsion (AC, T C, T T ,
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

(j) (k) (l)

Fig. 6. Graphs of percent shift in tortuosity measures for each step-wise change in sampling rate. For each tortuosity measure graphed in (a)-(l), percent shifts
are calculated for each vessel and summarized for each data set using quantiles of 18.5%, 50%, and 82.5%. Tortuosity metrics were calculated as defined
in Section II-B. Positive percent shifts indicate increases in sampling rates increased the magnitude of the tortuosity metric, while negative percent shifts
indicate increases in sampling rates decreased the magnitude. Note that the median percent shifts for both the average (AC, AT , ACCT ) and total metrics
(T C, T T , T CCT ) vary in sign, while the median percent shifts for the arc length normalized metrics (T C/L, T T /L, T CCT /L, SOA) are consistently
positive, indicating that the tortuosity metrics increased in magnitude with each increase in sampling rate. This trend of increasing tortuosity magnitude with
increasing sampling rate is consistent with the analysis of the Salkowski curve for the same metrics (see Table II). Also of note is the significant decrease in
uncertainty in all tortuosity metrics (excluding the inflection counts) as sampling rates are increased.

T CCT ) first decreased in magnitude with increased sampling
(Original to 2X), then increased in magnitude (2X to 10X,
see Figure 6 (a) and (d-f)). This is unlike nearly all other
datasets considered for these metrics where increased sampling
rates result in increases in tortuosity (see Figure 6 (a-j). This
difference may be due to the large abundance of shorter and
initially under-sampled vessels in the cerebral and pulmonary
vessel data compared to the coronary arteries of comparable
size (see reconstruction error at Original sampling in Figure
4). Specifically, limited sampling in shorter may lead to ex-
ceedingly high values of curvature that decrease in magnitude

with increased sampling (Original to 2X). After which, further
increases in sampling lead to the common trend of increases
in magnitude (2X to 10X). Given the correlation between
vessel length and radius, this scenario reinforces the value of
a sampling rate determined by vessel radius.

By examining the arc length normalized metrics of total
curvature, torsion, total combined curvature and torsion, and
sum-of-angles (T C/L, T T /L, T CCT /L, SOA) we see that
increases in sampling rates regularly result in increases in
tortuosity metrics (see Figure 6), a trend also observed in the
Salkowski phantom vessel (see Table II). This result seems to
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indicate that (1) systematic underestimation may have occurred
in previous studies utilizing these metrics and (2) accounting
for vessel length in tortuosity metrics may be a viable way
of controlling for covariation between vessel length, sampling
rates, and tortuosity metrics. This latter point is in agreement
with the results for the phantom Salkowski vessel.

For all metrics but the inflection-count metrics, insignificant
changes (< 5%) occur as the sampling rate is increased from
10X to 100X . Since the vessels considered in this study
had original sampling rates of 1-10 points/mm, this result
suggests that for vessels whose radius is between 0.1-10 mm,
sampling rates of 10-100 points/mm are necessary for the
purposes of providing accurate and precise summary statistics
of tortuosity measures. This range of sampling rates is in
agreement with that needed for the measurements of Salkowski
curve tortuosity to converge to the analytic values.

The two different methods of calculating and counting
inflection points, ICκ and ICN have contrasting changes
as sampling rates are increased (Figs. 6(k) and 6(l)). For
the inflection-count metric based on largest nearest-neighbor
changes in the direction of the normal vector, ICN , all percent
shifts are negative, indicating that the number of inflection
points detected is decreasing with increased sampling. This
effect is due to the fact that the threshold used to detect a “large
enough” change in the direction of the normal vector is not
defined in terms of the sampling rate. Thus, increased sampling
rates result in naturally limiting the size of |∆N̂j ·∆N̂j | until
eventually no pair of points will cross the threshold.

For the inflection-count metric based on detecting local
minima of the curvature ICκ, increased sampling leads to
gross increases in the measured values. In particular, as high
as 439% and 1027% for the coronary arteries and abdominal,
iliac, and renal arteries, respectively. This occurs because
uniformly distributed, under-sampling heavily influences the
number of points that comprise the regions where maxima
and minima occur (or where |d2κ(sj)/ds

2
j | is greatest).

The divergent behavior of these two different ways of
detecting and counting inflection points suggests that either
the definitions for both of these methods need be refined to
account for sampling rates or that alternative approaches be
proposed that are not so heavily dependent on sampling rates.

Given the extent to which many tortuosity metrics are
defined in terms of curvature and torsion—either directly or
indirectly—we examined the correlation coefficients and sig-
nificance of correlation between all measurements at the 100X
sampling rate, with the addition of all of the dimensionless
metrics being normalized by total arc length L. These results
are presented in Table S4 and are ordered by correlation
clustering.

Of particular note in Table S4 is the complete correlation
between the metrics for average combined curvature and
torsion, ACCT , and the sum-of-angles, SOA. To examine
further, we graphed the measured values for SOA versus
ACCT for each of the sampling rates in Fig. 7. We find
that the correlation between SOA and ACCT strengthens
as the sampling rate is increased and attains a nearly one-
to-one relationship. Specifically, we find that in the limit
of high sampling rates, the SOA metric and the average

Fig. 7. Graph of sum-of-angles (SOA) metric versus average combined
curvature and torsion for varying sampling rates. Convergence along the
one-to-one line demonstrates that these two metrics are identical measures
at sufficiently high sampling rates. All vessels examined in this study are
included.

combined curvature and torsion metrics produce the same
values. The relationship is so striking that it motivates an
analytical exploration between the two metrics. We present
such an exploration in Supplementary Material Section VI,
and report here the main result. Namely, we find that in the
high sampling limit the definition of SOAj can be expressed
as,

SOAj =

√√√√cos−1

(
1−

∆s2κ2j
2

)2

+ cos−1

(
1−

∆s2τ2j
2

)2

(17)

Using the approximation that cos−1(1−ψ)2 ≈ 2ψ for |ψ| < 1,
and that SOA =

∑N
j=1 SOAj/

∑N
j=1 ∆s, then,

SOA =
1

N

N∑
j=1

√
κ2j + τ2j (18)

which is the exact definition of the average combined
curvature-torsion metric, ACCT .

In addition to the SOA and ACCT metrics, other pairs
of metrics are found to have correlations of unity in Table
S4. In particular, all of the dimensionless metrics normalized
by total arc length are highly correlated with their average,
dimensionful analogues. As with the SOA and ACCT met-
rics, this motivates an analytical comparison (Supplemental
Material VII) in which we demonstrate an exact equivalency
between total metrics normalized by arc length and their
average analogues occurs at high sampling rates. Specifically,
AC = T C/L, AT = T T /L, and ACCT = T CCT /L.

V. DISCUSSION

We present a numerical approach to reconstructing vessel
coordinates from measures of curvature and torsion. Using
this approach we show the importance that the full spectrum
of measured values of curvature and torsion play in accurately
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reconstructing the vessel. We have shed light on how common
tortuosity metrics depend on sampling rates in both phantom
and clinical vessels, identifying tortuosity metrics normalized
by vessel arc length as having a high likelihood of increased
accuracy and resilience to over sampling. Based on these
findings, we provide a range of recommended sampling rates
(10−100 points/mm) in relation to the diameter of the vessels
studied (1 − 10 mm). For vessels outside of this range, our
numerical approach provides a methodology for determining
ideal sampling rates in future studies. Finally, we identify
equivalencies between commonly used metrics, suggesting the
need for future work to identify unique descriptors of curves
that can directly inform properties of fluid flow.

Our analysis raises several questions regarding the moti-
vation and efficacy of established measures of vessel tortu-
osity, as well as suggesting new avenues of research for the
continued improvement of image-based biomarkers. The nu-
merical integration of the Frenet-Serret equations relies solely
on finite-difference methods for evaluating derivatives of the
vessel position vector, and therefore the vessel curvature and
torsion. While we chose to use the combinations of backward
Euler, Newton’s method, and forward Euler to perform the
numerical integration of Eqs. (8) and (9), future work could
focus on examining the performance tradeoffs of alternative
numerical methods (e.g. boundary value problem approaches,
adaptive time-stepping, or higher-order backward differentia-
tion methods [50]). Similarly, an alternative approach could be
working in the parallel-transport frame instead of the Frenet-
Serret frame. Although this frame is less physically intuitive,
the basis-vectors remain well-defined through straight sections
of the vessel and inflection points [16]. Because these two
coordinate systems are related by orthogonal transformations,
the eigenvalues of the frame matrices are identical, suggesting
similar performances during numerical integration. A different
coordinate system that is both well-defined and with different
eigenvalues is the quaternion frame, more commonly used
in computer graphics and aerospace engineering because it
requires less computer memory and computation time [52].
Future studies built within the quaternion frame may enable
applications to even larger or higher-resolution images, open-
ing up further research questions and directions.

Our investigation into the dependence of established tortuos-
ity metrics on vessel interpolation sampling rates leads to some
surprising results. One unexpected finding of our analysis is
the redundancy of existing metrics. Specifically, that integrated
measures—once normalized by arc length—equate to their
average analogues. This result is most notably demonstrated
by the sum-of-angles (SOA) becoming equal to the average
combined curvature and torsion metric. This is demonstrated
both analytically as well as empirically at high sampling rates
in Table S4. Because of these exact equalities among tortuosity
metrics, it is worth considering which sets of metrics give
independent and complementary information.

Interestingly, the two operational definitions of the
inflection-count metric lead to diverging results as sampling
rate is increased. This is despite the intent to capture the same
feature of a curve—a point of inflection. Motivation for the
ICκ approach (searching for local minima in curvature) is

that, analytically speaking, inflection points for spatial curves
are defined as instantaneous locations where there is zero
curvature [31, 32]. Yet, in real data, it is very challenging
to numerically define what constitutes a true zero—within
the resolution limit of the image, or numerical precision of
the computer, software, and/or algorithm. This is why, in
practice, any calculation must rely on local minima and not
exact zeroes. Motivation for the ICN approach (searching for
large rotations of the FS-frame) comes from the fact that as
the FS-frame passes through an inflection point in a 2D curve
generated from data, it will undergo a sudden rotation of at
most π depending on the sampling rate being used. These two
definitions of inflection points are intended to be consistent, as
was demonstrated by Bullitt et al. for simulated 2D circular
arcs and sinusoidal curves [6]. However, consistency for non-
planar (3D) vessels is far from obvious given that the local
minima of curvature may correspond to either true inflection
points or to regions where the vessel simply changes planar
orientation. Indeed our results show these two approaches are
inconsistent with one another as sampling rates are increased,
suggesting that these two metrics should be revisited.

Based on this work, we question the practice of using
statistical features of curvature and torsion—moments of
distributions or integrated summed totals and averages—as
descriptors of vessel shape. While diagnostically validated,
summarizing a vessel with singular measures of curvature and
torsion can be misinterpreted as suggesting constancy in those
values—associated with circles and helices—thereby obscur-
ing the actual vessel shape and any connection to underlying
biology. Furthermore, the growing evidence of biological pro-
cesses rooted in mechanotransduction—electrochemical sig-
naling events that induce, or are induced by, changes in local
tissue deformations—motivates a greater need to understand
local variation in vessel shape.

Potential links between measures of shape and fluid shear
stress are the Dean and Germano numbers. These numbers
relate local radius, curvature, torsion, viscosity, and blood flow
for circular (Dean number) and helical (Germano number)
pipes, and they are analogous to Reynolds numbers for quickly
classifying flow behavior [53–56]. Recent theoretical and
computational work has examined scenarios of non-constant
curvature and/or torsion, thereby expanding the known mor-
phospace of curves and their connection to fluid shear stress,
pressure and bending and twisting moments [19, 25, 57]. For
example, the ratio of torsion to curvature—when compared
with vessel radius, viscosity, and flow rate—can serve as an
indicator of changes in the formation of vortices associated
with secondary flow patterns and subsequently changes in the
local stresses on vessel walls [19, 28].

A promising alternative to singular statistical measures as
classifiers are modern machine learning approaches, such as
statistical shape analysis, that can take advantage of the full
feature space of curvature and torsion [58]. Here, populations
of sample shapes are generalized by definition of a metric
that can smoothly match, deform, and compare different
shapes. These methods have shown promise in identifying
structural differences in the corpus callosum associated with
Schiozphrenia [59]. Separately, machine learning performance
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can be improved by transforming vessel data from raw spa-
tial coordinates to variables indicative of biomechanics and
physiology (e.g. the Dean and Germano numbers)[60].

In this paper we demonstrate the value of maintaining
highly-resolved measures of curvature and torsion as unique
descriptors of individual vessels. We have done this by high-
lighting the utility of these measures in the spatial reconstruc-
tion of vessels and by bringing attention to redundancies and
inconsistencies between existing metrics.

VI. CONCLUSION

We show that under-sampled measurements of curvature
and torsion lead to inaccurate reconstructions of vessels. In
particular, we use numerical integration to demonstrate that
higher rates of sampling of the Frenet-Serret equations are
necessary to accurately reconstruct a curve from its curvature
and torsion values. For vessels greater than 1 mm in radius,
we find that sampling rates between 10− 100 points/mm are
sufficient. For vessels smaller than 1 mm in radius, we find
100 − 1000 points/mm are sufficient. (Sufficient here means
within an error bound equal to the minimum of the vessel
radius.)

We show in both non-trivial phantom vessels and clinical
vessels that a consequence of higher sampling is that many
tortuosity measures undergo significant increases in magni-
tude, suggesting possible underestimates in previous work.
Furthermore, we find that the currently-defined methods for
identifying inflection points lead to diverging results as sam-
pling rates are increased. We also show redundancy between
the sum-of-angles (SOA) metric and the average combined
curvature and torsion metric. Taken together, these results
suggest that currently-used methods need revision, and that
previous efforts to classify vessel types could benefit from
our approach.

Our results should help inform and motivate future work
at the interface of theory and measurement to characterize
curves, especially for vessels from medical images. Potential
applications for increased accuracy in vessel characterization
range from tracking patient response after stent implantation
to diagnosing vascular diseases afflicting tissues that span
multiple scales.
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–Supplemental Material–

I. PHANTOM VESSELS AND ANALYTIC TORTUOSITY

Here we describe the parameters for each class of phantom
vessel. In each class, gaussian noise was incorporated by
drawing new vessel centerline coordinates,

#»

R(sj), from the
distribution defined by

G(
#»

R(sj)) =
e(−

1
2 (

#»
R(sj)− #»r (sj))

T Σ−1(
#»
R(sj)− #»r (sj)))√

(2π)3|Σ|
(S1)

where G(
#»

R(sj)) is centered about the original centerline
coordinate, #»r (sj), and Σ is the coordinate covariance ma-
trix, defined for our purposes as diagonal and with isotropic
variance, Σ = σI. The value of σ will be specified for each
class below.

After incorporating gaussian noise, vessel phantoms were
interpolated with P-splines and sub-sampled as described in
the main text. Effective radii for the vessel phantoms were
defined as the maximum euclidean distance between the
interpolated coordinates and coordinates with gaussian noise.
Thus, by specifying the value of σ, the effective radii of the
phantom vessels can be controlled.

http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04642
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The benefit of the three classes of phantom vessels studied is
that tortuosity metrics can be expressed analytically. Below are
generic definitions for the metrics of total curvature (T C), total
torsion (T T ), total combined curvature and torsion (T CCT ),
and arclength (L):

T C =

∫ sf

s0

κ(s̃)ds̃ (S2)

T T =

∫ sf

s0

τ(s̃)ds̃ (S3)

T CCT =

∫ sf

s0

√
κ(s̃)2 + τ(s̃)2ds̃ (S4)

L =

∫ sf

s0

ds̃ (S5)

where ds̃ represents an infinitesimal arc length, and s0 and
sf are the beginning and end measurement points along the
length of the vessels. Normalized versions of Eqs. (S2) - (S4)
simply require division by Eq. (S5).

A. Circles

The circular phantom vessels generated were defined to each
have a radius of 1mm and an arc length of πmm. That is,
we only studied semi-circular phantom vessels for this class.
Expressed in parameterized spatial coordinates,

#»r (t)c =

{
cos(t)x̂

sin(t)ŷ
(S6)

with t ∈ [0, π]. For each semi-circular phantom, noise was
added such that σ = 0.0005, resulting in an average effective
vessel radius of rc,eff = 0.0969mm ± 0.0005mm and an
average sampling rate of 16points/mm. Analytic curvature
and torsion for the circles are κc = 1mm−1 and τc = 0, with
numerical values for tortuosity metrics presented in Table S1.

B. Helices

The helical phantom vessels generated were defined to each
have a radius of a = 4mm and a pitch of 2πb, where b = 2mm
Expressed in parameterized spatial coordinates,

#»r (t)h =


4 cos(t)x̂

4 sin(t)ŷ

2tẑ

(S7)

with t ∈ [0, 10]. For each helical phantom, σ = 0.1, resulting
in an average effective vessel radius of rh,eff = 1.435mm±
0.009mm and an average sampling rate of 1point/mm.
Analytic tortuosity measures for the helical phantoms are κh =
a/(a2 + b2) = 0.2mm−1 and τh = b/(a2 + b2) = 0.1mm−1,
with numerical values for tortuosity metrics presented in Table
S1.

C. Salkowski Curves

The Salkowski phantoms are unique to the semi-circles
and helices as they have constant curvature but non-constant
torsion. Like circles and helices, the normal vector of a
Salkowski curve maintains the same planar orientation as the
Frenet-Frame translates along the length of the curve. For a
thorough analysis of Salkowski curves, see Monterde in [S1].
The parameterized spatial coordinates of a Salkowski curve
are given by,

#»r (t)s =
n

m



(n−1) sin((1+2n)t)
4(1+2n) − (1+n) sin((1−2n)t)

4(1−2n) − sin(t)
2 x̂

(1−n) cos((1+2n)t)
4(1+2n) + (1+n) cos((1−2n)t)

4(1−2n) + cos(t)
2 ŷ

cos(2nt)
4m ẑ

(S8)

where n = m/
√

1 +m2, and m 6= ±1/
√

3, or 0. For
each Salkowski phantom, m = 1/16, t ∈ [0, π/2n], and
σ = 0.001, resulting in an average effective vessel radius
of rs,eff = 2.386mm ± 0.008mm and an average sampling
rate of 3points/mm. Analytic tortuosity measures for the
Salkowski phantoms are κs = 1mm−1 and most importantly,
the non-constant torsion of τs(t) = tan(nt). Numerical values
for the tortuosity metrics are presented in Table S1, however,
as their calculation is less obvious we present more detailed
expressions below.

Unlike circles and helices, Salkowski curves have nonlinear
speed, expressed as, ds/dt = cos(nt)/

√
1 +m2. Thus, to

account for the 10% trimming of each end-length of the
final interpolated and subsampled phantom vessels, we must
identify expressions for the starting and ending arc length po-
sitions, s0 and sf using Eq. (S5). These are s0 = 1

n sin−1(0.1)
and sf = 1

n sin−1(0.9). Thus, Eqs. (S2)-(S4) become

T Cs =

∫ 1
n sin−1(0.9)

1
n sin−1(0.1)

cos(nt)√
1 +m2

dt (S9)

T T s =

∫ 1
n sin−1(0.9)

1
n sin−1(0.1)

tan(nt)
cos(nt)√
1 +m2

dt (S10)

T CCT s =

∫ 1
n sin−1(0.9)

1
n sin−1(0.1)

√
1 + tan(nt)2

cos(nt)√
1 +m2

dt (S11)

Resulting numerical values for the above expressions are
presented in Table S1.

II. DESCRIPTION OF UPDATES TO ANGICART

The segmentation and structural characterization of the
pulmonary data utilizes an adapted implementation of the
original version of Angicart proposed by [S2]. The funda-
mental goals of vascular network segmentation and analysis,
as well as the core skeletonization procedures are retained
with little modification from this original method. However,
an additional preliminary coarse segmentation allows for the
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TABLE S1
PHANTOM VESSEL TORTUOSITY VALUES.

Class T C T T T CCT T C/L (mm−1)
T T /L
(mm−1)

T CCT /L
(mm−1)

Semi-Circle 2.513 0 2.513 0.167 0 0.167
Helix 7.155 3.578 8 0.2 0.1 0.224

Salkowski 12.8 8.95 16.31 1 0.699 1.274

accurate treatment of vascular networks that include loops,
while offering the supplementary benefits of more adaptable,
localized and parallelizable algorithms. It should be noted that
the pulmonary data analyzed with Angicart had already been
processed with the automated integer programming routine
of Payer et al. [S3] to detect the pulmonary arteries and
veins. Thus, the loop detection update of Angicart was not
implemented for this work.

A constant threshold is applied to input 2D or 3D im-
ages to differentiate vascular and nonvascular voxels. The
preliminary coarse segmentation proceeds serially to construct
topologically simple subsegments of vessels. The topology is
characterized by the adjacency relations between spherically
bound regions and their complements within the vascular
structure.

Construction of each bounding sphere begins with the
selection of a random vascular voxel that has not yet been
considered or assigned within another sphere. The radius of
the sphere around the seed point is extended until a preset
fraction of the outer shell of the sphere consists of nonvascular
voxels. We find 0.16 to be a reasonably sensitive fraction of
nonvascular voxels.

Because the initial seed point can be anywhere along a
vessel’s length or at any distance from a vessel’s centerline, the
position of the sphere center is translated to the center of mass
of the currently bound vascular voxels after each expansion
cycle, and the appropriate radius is determined for the new
center. This adjustment in the location of the center is repeated
until the center of mass of the final vascular subsegment
coincides with the sphere center.

Spherically bound subsegments completely bisect a segment
and are disjoint from one another. If the bounded subsegment
of the trial point at any expansion step intersects another
already established subsegment, then the current sphere center
and any centers included in the progression since the randomly
selected seed are marked as invalid seed points to avoid re-
peated consideration. When no new valid spherically bounded
subsegments are identified after 200 consecutive random seeds,
or if no seed candidates remain, then the coarse segmentation
concludes.

This coarse segmentation yields topologically simple sub-
segments with a small number of adjacent subsections for
local skeletonization by erosion, both within the spherically
bounded regions, and within the disjoint regions that are
their complement in the set of vascular voxels. Most regions
include vascular voxels from a single vessel and have exactly
two adjacent subsections. Sections that have more than two
adjacencies include at least one branch point.

Not only is the global topology maintained for networks

with loops—which would have been lost through erosion in the
previous approach that used global skeletonization—but the
disjoint nature of the subsets allows for parallel processing and
reduces the computational resources that would be required
to treat all vascular voxels in the image simultaneously. An
additional benefit is that some variation in vessel shape and
size from anatomy or imaging artifacts and noise can be treated
automatically before explicit definitions of vessel properties
are available.

Skeletonization identifies a centerline connecting all ad-
jacent valid subsegments. The critical endpoints are defined
as the points in the shared boundary between subsegments
that are farthest from any nonvascular voxel. Within the bulk
of the subsegment’s vascular voxels, shorter distances to the
nearest nonvascular voxel are eroded first to yield the minimal
centerline.

To encourage a more minimal centerline path, deviations of
one voxel from the eroded skeleton are allowed if the deviation
shortens the length of a vessel. The error in path information
by this final processing is limited to the voxel-level uncertainty
in the boundary of each vessel that is unavoidable from finite
image resolution.

III. FIVE-POINT STENCILS

Here we list the five-point centered difference methods used
for approximating the first three derivatives of the position
vector, #»r (s). We chose to use five-point centered differences
to ensure accuracy in each derivative through the fourth-order.
This is of particular importance in approximating the first
derivative of the position vector as torsion is a function of its
first three derivatives. Here we adopt the following notation:
uj,k represents a position vector component (k = {x, y, z})
evaluated at position sj along the vessel centerline, uj,k =
uk(sj); h represents the step size between the uniformly
spaced, neighboring points, h = sj+1 − sj ; and D′5, D

′′
5 ,

and D′′′5 represent the five-point methods used to approximate
the first, second, and third derivatives. These methods are
expressed as,

D′5uj,k =
1

3h

[
1

4
uj+2,k + 2uj+1,k − 2uj−1,k −

1

4
uj−2,k

]
(S12)

D′′5uj,k =
1

h2

[
− 1

12
uj+2,k +

4

3
uj+1,k

−5

2
uj,k +

4

3
uj−1,k −

1

12
uj−2,k

]
(S13)
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D′′′5 uj,k =
1

h3

[
1

2
uj+2,k − uj+1,k + uj−1,k −

1

2
uj−2,k

]
(S14)

IV. NUMERICAL INTEGRATION METHODS

Here we present further details on our reconstruction proce-
dure. For formal sources of information on these methods, the
reader is directed toward LeVeque’s Finite difference methods
for ordinary and partial differential equations: steady-state
and time-dependent problems [S4]. We assume one has already
measured curvature and torsion using Eqs. (4), (5), and (S12–
S14). Now, recalling the compact version of the Frenet-
Serret Theorem in Eq. (8), dΦ(sj)/dsj = M(sj)Φ(sj),
and adopting the same notation as in Supplemental Material
Section III, we use the nonlinear backward Euler method to
express Φj+1 as,

Φj+1 = Φj + hMj+1Φj+1 (S15)

As Eq. (S15) is nonlinear in Φj+1, we employ Newton’s
method to iteratively solve for Φj+1. The m+ 1 update step
in Newton’s method is written as,

Φ
[m+1]
j+1 = Φ

[m]
j+1 −

[
∂

∂Φ
[m]
j+1,l

G(Φ
[m]
j+1,k)T

]−1
G(Φ

[m]
j+1) (S16)

where [m] represents the iteration count, and G(Φj+1) is a
9× 1 column vector defined as,

G(Φj+1) = Φj+1 −Φj − hMj+1Φj+1 (S17)

In order to solve Eqs. (S16-S17), the initial condition Φ
[m=0]
j=0

is taken directly from the data. The term within the square
brackets in Eq. (S16) is the k, l entry in the Jacobian matrix
of G(Φj+1), where the indices k and l respectively represent
the rows and columns of this matrix and are written explicitly
for clarity. The Jacobian of G(Φj+1) is given by,

∂

∂Φ
[m]
j+1

G(Φ
[m]
j+1)T = hνj+1


1

hνj+1
I −κj+1I 0

κj+1I 1
hνj+1

I −τj+1I
0 τj+1I 1

hνj+1
I


(S18)

where 0 and I are the 3× 3 zero and identity matrices. Given
the tridiagonal, skew-symmetric form of Eq. (S18), it is easily
invertible with standard programming packages. Furthermore,
all of the entries in Eq. (S18) depend only on h, νj+1, κj+1,
and τj+1, meaning the Jacobian (and its inverse) need only be
calculated once for each Frenet-Serret frame Φj+1. Moreover,
these calculations can also be used for the full iteration over
[m] until convergence is reached. Convergence is determined
by setting a threshold on the differences between returned
values in successive iterations: Φ

[m+1]
j+1 − Φ

[m]
j+1 ≤ δ. Tests

for dependence on a suitable threshold were performed by
examining the reconstruction error for a range of values
spanning 0.1 to 0.0001. We settled on a global value of
δ = 0.0001 for all vessels.

In order to solve the nonlinear Eq. (9), we first linearize with
the following argument. We can express the normed derivative

in Eq. (9) with a forward Euler difference as || #»r ′(sj)|| =
||( #»r j+1− #»r j)/(sj+1−sj)|| = (1/h)|| #»r j+1− #»r j ||, where we
factored out the scalar, point-to-point distance h = sj+1 − sj
from the norm. By construction, the vector #»r j+1− #»r j begins
at the point sj+1 and terminates at the point sj . As the point-
to-point distance h along the arc length is calculated as a
Euclidean length, then the length of the vector || #»r j+1 − #»r j ||
is exactly equal to the distance from sj+1 to sj . Therefore
(1/h)|| #»r j+1 − #»r j || = 1, a result that is importantly indepen-
dent of step size.

Following the linearization of Eq. (9), integration is straight-
forward as we are left with a constant equation. Using a
forward-Euler routine to solve for the reconstructed position
vector

#»

R, we have,

#»

Rj+1 =
#»

Rj + hT̂j (S19)

A point-wise error in reconstruction is defined as the normed
difference between the original position coordinate vector
#»r (sj) and the reconstructed coordinate vector

#»

R(sj) as,

εj = || #»r (sj)−
#»

R(sj)|| (S20)

By comparing the maximum of the point-wise error, εj , against
the minimum vessel radius, we can identify the appropriate
sampling rate, N , for reconstruction.

V. REPRODUCING RESULTS FROM PREVIOUSLY
PUBLISHED DATA

The data used in this study required some standardization
to reproduce originally published results as per each authors’
published instructions. Here we describe how we processed
the different datasets prior to employing our own methods for
analysis.

1) Bullitt et al. (2010): Data received from Bullitt et
al. consisted of the original magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)
files for all 100 patients’ cranial regions, and semi-processed
data for 42 patients. Specifically, for those 42 patients, the MRI
files had been run through the ridge-traversal segmentation
process described in [S5], but not through the smoothing and
vessel dendritic connection process described in [S6]. Thus,
we employed our own interpolation and smoothing routine
using penalized splines (P-splines) of degree 2 (cubic splines)
with 3 knots. The degree was chosen as per instructions in
[S5]. P-splines were chosen due to their robustness against
over-fitting [S7], and the number of knots was determined
iteratively by comparing measured results against those pub-
lished in [S8]. The sampling rate was chosen to match that
from [S8], specifically 2 points/mm. Once the measurements
for the interpolated vessels were in sufficient agreement with
published values (see Fig. S1), the interpolated vessels were
then reanalyzed using the methods we describe in the main
text.

2) Kamenskiy et al. (2012): The data received from Ka-
menskiy et al. consisted of the averaged centerline coordinates
for the carotid arteries for all 16 patients from their study [S9].
This data required zero additional effort on our part in terms
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of interpolation or smoothing to reproduce their published
results of curvature and torsion versus arc length (see Fig. S2).
Note that we have graphed these curves in a manner that is
reflective of the sampling rate used in the original publication.
Comparison against the original publication will show that
our measurements are in agreement to within the previously
published standard errors.

3) O’Flynn et al. (2007): The data received from the
authors of O’Flynn et al. [S10] were in sets of three, two-
dimensional planar-projections of the xyz-coordinates for
individual vessels, recovered from scanned images of the
author’s dissertation. Thus, for each vessel we had to extract 3
pairs of coordinates from the scanned images and merge into
one set of all three coordinates. After this, we followed the
instructions for repeated interpolation as per [S10] using 9th-
degree polynomials with subsampling rates of 5 points/mm.
During this procedure one of the five arteries, the left renal
artery (LRA), was not usable due to information loss from the
projection.

In Figure S3 we present the curvature and torsion versus
arc length graphs for the arteries extracted. Note that we have
graphed these curves in a manner that is reflective of the
sampling rate used to calculate associated tortuosity values.
All results match those originally published except for the
abdominal aorta. Specifically, the peaks in torsion located
approximately sj = 0.05 and sj = 0.85 should both be
inverted. Despite this, the statistical measurements of curvature
torsion presented in Table S2 are still in agreement with those
originally reported. An important difference in the tortuosity
measures reported by O’Flynn et al. is that the equations for
total curvature, torsion, and combined curvature and torsion
are cumulative summations as opposed to integrated along arc
length. Specifically, T C∗ =

∑j=N
j=1 |κj |, T T

∗ =
∑j=N
j=1 |τj |,

T CCT ∗ =
∑j=N
j=1

√
κ2j + τ2j .

4) Vorobstova et al. (2016): The data received from Vorob-
stova et al. consisted of highly sampled and smoothed cen-
terline coordinates for all coronary arteries involved in their
original study [S11]. This data required zero additional effort
on our part in terms of interpolation or smoothing to reproduce
their published results (see Table S3). However, we did have to
determine an appropriate sampling rate as it was not explicitly
stated in the original paper. We found the best agreement
between the originally published values and our own when
using a sampling rate of 10 points/mm.

VI. DEMONSTRATING EQUIVALENCE OF THE SOA AND
ACCT METRICS

Here we present an analytical derivation that demonstrates
the equivalence between the sum-of-angles (SOA) and average
combined curvature and torsion metrics. This derivation was
motivated by the strength of the correlation observed between
the two metrics in Fig. 7. To our knowledge, this result does
not exist elsewhere in the literature.

Recall the definition of the SOA metric from Eq. (7),

SOAj =
{

[IPj ]
2

+ [TPj ]
2
}1/2

(S21)

where

IPj = cos−1
(

∆ #»r j
|∆ #»r j |

· ∆ #»r j+1

|∆ #»r j+1|

)
(S22)

and

TPj = cos−1
(

∆ #»r j−1 ×∆ #»r j
|∆ #»r j−1 ×∆ #»r j |

· ∆ #»r j ×∆ #»r j+1

|∆ #»r j ×∆ #»r j+1|

)
(S23)

We focus our attention first on IPj . Under the assumption
of uniform spacing of the vessel coordinates, |∆ #»r j | = ∆s for
all j, so IPj can be written as

IPj = cos−1
(

∆ #»r j
∆s

· ∆ #»r j+1

∆s

)
(S24)

Recognizing ∆ #»r j/∆s as a first-order discretized difference,
in the limit of high sampling rates: ∆s→ 0 and ∆ #»r j/∆s→
d #»r j/ds. By definition, d #»r j/ds = T̂j (recalling that in the
arc length parameterization |d #»r j/ds| = 1). Therefore

IPj = cos−1
(
T̂j · T̂j+1

)
(S25)

Using the following dot product identity,

#»a · #»

b =
1

2

(
| #»a |2 + | #»b |2 − | #»a − #»

b |2
)

(S26)

and multiplying by a factor of ∆s2/∆s2, we have,

IPj = cos−1

1− ∆s2

2

∣∣∣∣∣∆T̂j

∆s

∣∣∣∣∣
2
 (S27)

Again, in the limit as ∆s → 0, ∆T̂j/∆s → dT̂j/ds. By
definition, dT̂j/ds = κjN̂j . Thus,

IPj = cos−1

(
1−

∆s2κ2j
2

)
(S28)

Now turning our attention to TPj , we focus first on the nu-
merator of the first term, ∆ #»r j−1×∆ #»r j . The resulting vector
can be considered in two parts—the magnitude and direction.
We will restrict our attention to the magnitude, as the direction
will sort itself out during the process. The magnitude is ex-
pressed as |∆ #»r j−1×∆ #»r j |. Recall the cross-product relation,
|∆ #»r j−1×∆ #»r j | = |∆ #»r j−1||∆ #»r j | sin θ, where θ is the angle
between the two vectors. Treating ∆ #»r j−1 as the hypotenuse
of a right-triangle with legs ∆ #»r j and ∆ #»r j−∆ #»r j−1, we can
make the substitution sin θ = |∆ #»r j−∆ #»r j−1|/|∆ #»r j−1|. This
gives us

|∆ #»r j−1 ×∆ #»r j | = |∆ #»r j ||∆ #»r j −∆ #»r j−1| (S29)

Noting that ∆ #»r j − ∆ #»r j−1 = #»r j+1 − 2 #»r j + #»r j−1, and
multiplying by a factor of ∆s3/∆s3 results in
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|∆ #»r j−1 ×∆ #»r j | = ∆s3
(
|∆ #»r j |

∆s

| #»r j+1 − 2 #»r j + #»r j−1|
∆s2

)
(S30)

Recognizing the first fraction as a first-order difference and
the second fraction as a second-order difference, in the limit
that ∆s → 0, |∆ #»r j |/∆s → |d #»r j/ds| and | #»r j+1 − 2 #»r j +
#»r j−1|/∆s2 → |d2 #»r j/ds

2|. By definition, d #»r j/ds = T̂j , and
d2 #»r j/ds

2 = N̂j |d2 #»r j/ds
2|, so

|∆ #»r j−1 ×∆ #»r j | = ∆s3
∣∣∣∣d2 #»r j
ds2

∣∣∣∣ (|T̂j ||N̂j |
)

(S31)

Despite the equation |T̂j | = |N̂j | = 1, we will focus on the
tangent and normal vectors being perpendicular to each other

∆ #»r j−1 ×∆ #»r j = ∆s3
∣∣∣∣d2 #»r j
ds2

∣∣∣∣ T̂j × N̂j (S32)

Recalling that: this whole term is divided by its own magnitude
in TPj ; the same argument can be applied to the second term
in TPj ; and the definition B̂j = T̂j × N̂j , so that

TPj = cos−1
(
B̂j · B̂j+1

)
(S33)

Using the same dot-product identity as before gives

TPj = cos−1

1− ∆s2

2

∣∣∣∣∣∆B̂j

∆s

∣∣∣∣∣
2
 (S34)

Again, in the limit as ∆s→ 0, then ∆B̂j/∆s→ dB̂j/ds. By
definition, dB̂j/ds = −τjN̂j . Thus,

TPj = cos−1

(
1−

∆s2τ2j
2

)
(S35)

Returning our attention to the full SOAj expression and
substituting our approximations based on high sampling rates,
we have

SOAj =

√√√√cos−1

(
1−

∆s2κ2j
2

)2

+ cos−1

(
1−

∆s2τ2j
2

)2

(S36)

Using the approximation that cos−1 (1− ψ)
2 ≈ 2ψ for |ψ| <

1,

SOAj =
√
κ2j + τ2j ∆s (S37)

Finally, as SOA =
∑N
j=1 SOAj/

∑N
j=1 ∆s, and that ∆s is

a constant for uniform sampling, we have

SOA =
1

N

N∑
j=1

√
κ2j + τ2j (S38)

This is exactly the definition of the average combined
curvature-torsion metric—ACCT . From this derivation it
should be clear how—in the limit of high sampling
rates—measurements of the sum-of-angles (SOA) and the av-
erage combined curvature-torsion metric are not just strongly
correlated but exactly equal. Furthermore, it should be clear
that if one is measuring the variation on SOA that neglects
the TPj term, then the measurements should correlate strongly
with the average curvature for low sampling (Lorthois et al. in
[S12]) and should be exactly equal for high sampling.

VII. DEMONSTRATING EQUIVALENCE OF ARC LENGTH
NORMALIZED METRICS AND AVERAGE ANALOGUES

Let F represent a measure of vessel tortuosity as a generic
function of curvature and torsion, such that F = F(κj , τj).
A total (or integrated) measure of F , denoted as T F , is
typically written as T F =

∫
F(κ, τ)ds. However, when

evaluating such a function on real data using measured values
of curvature κj and torsion τj , one must decide upon a
numerical method of integration. Choosing a left Riemann
sum as an example, we have T F =

∑
j F(κj , τj)(sj+1−sj).

Assuming uniform spacing, then sj+1−sj = ∆s is a constant
for all j, and ∆s can be factored out of the summation,
giving T F = ∆s

∑
j F(κj , τj). Expressing total arc length

as a summation, L =
∑
j ∆s, then we again can factor ∆s

from the summation, resulting in L = ∆sN , for a vessel with
N coordinates. Thus, in the high sampling rate limit, the arc
length normalized total metric equates to the average metric,
T F/L = 1/N

∑
j F(κj , τj).
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Fig. S2. Graphs of curvature and torsion versus normalized arc length for
data from Kamenskiy et al. [S9]. (a) is the common carotid artery and internal
carotid artery. (b) is the external carotid artery. Note that this data is presented
using a sampling rate of 1 point/mm as per the original publication.
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Fig. S3. Graphs of (a) curvature and (b) torsion versus arc length for data
from O’Flynn et al. [S10]. Measurements are graphed with sampling rates
of 5 points per millimeter along the arterial arclengths. The arteries studied
are the right renal artery (RRA), the abdominal artery (AA), the left common
iliac artery (LCA), and the right common iliac artery (RCA).

TABLE S3
TORTUOSITY MEASURES OF DATA FROM VOROBSTOVA ET

AL. (2016)[S11]. METRICS MEASURED ARE THE DISTANCE METRIC, D,
TOTAL TORSION, T T , AND TOTAL CURVATURE, T C .

Length (mm) D (-) T T (-) T C (-)
Patient-A
LMCA 7.881 1.009 7.672 0.715
LAD 42.764 1.051 12.959 1.708
LAD24 41.502 1.089 16.345 4.522
LCX 25.683 1.050 7.166 1.511
LCX123 84.027 1.320 27.764 5.275
MARG1 37.648 1.056 10.395 3.259
SPT2 33.394 1.035 8.663 2.250
Patient-B
LAD 33.465 1.031 7.967 1.719
LAD2 2 16.402 1.200 6.026 2.474
LCX 13.651 1.010 6.417 0.963
LCX1 36.428 1.070 11.626 2.249
ATR 18.994 1.133 5.672 2.277
MARG2 18.742 1.173 8.751 5.261
SPT2 18.626 1.030 7.972 1.199
SPT3 30.647 1.123 14.477 6.425
Patient-C
LAD 1 17.574 1.045 5.853 1.359
LAD 2 20.874 1.015 9.546 0.879
LAD1 26.893 1.170 7.227 3.344
LAD24 43.672 1.228 16.706 5.588
LCX 18.675 1.014 9.030 0.805
LCX12 54.162 1.109 10.947 2.183
MARG1 63.429 1.180 15.370 3.465
SPT2 34.560 1.043 10.009 1.698
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TABLE S4
COEFFICIENTS OF COVARIANCE FOR TORTUOSITY METRICS OF ALL 9,000 VESSELS STUDIED RECONSTRUCTED AT 100X RESAMPLING RATE. METRICS

CONSIDERED ARE: AVERAGE CURVATURE, TORSION, AND COMBINED CURVATURE AND TORSION (AC , AT , ACCT ); TOTAL CURVATURE, TORSION, AND
COMBINED CURVATURE AND TORSION (T C , T T , T CCT ); LENGTH-NORMALIZED TOTAL CURVATURE, TORSION, AND COMBINED CURVATURE AND
TORSION (T C/L, T T L, T CCT L); CURVATURE-BASED AND NORMAL-VECTOR-BASED INFLECTION POINT COUNTS (ICκ , ICN ); AND SUM OF ALL

ANGLES (SOA). ALL CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS ARE ROUNDED TO TWO SIGNIFICANT DIGITS. ALL CORRELATIONS EXCEPT THOSE LABELED WITH †
WERE SIGNIFICANT (p < 0.001).

Variable 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10. 11. 12.

1. T T –
2. AT 0.74 –
3. T T /L 0.74 1 –
4. AC 0.18 0.4 0.4 –
5. T C/L 0.18 0.4 0.4 1 –
6. T C 0.51 0.23 0.23 0.59 0.59 –
7. ICN 0.38 0.19 0.19 0.53 0.53 0.87 –
8. T CCT /L -0.16 0.21 0.21 0.38 0.38 -0.28 -0.38 –
9. ACCT -0.16 0.21 0.21 0.38 0.38 -0.28 -0.38 1 –
10. SOA -0.16 0.21 0.21 0.38 0.38 -0.28 -0.38 1 1 –
11. T CCT 0.33 0.069 0.068 0.19 0.18 0.35 0.082 0.41 0.41 0.41 –
12. ICκ 0.18 -0.0014† -0.0018† 0.29 0.29 0.55 0.49 0.07 0.072 0.07 0.55 –
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